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Involving Stakeholders in the consultation on the Regulation

19 Core Strategy

1.1 The purpose of this document is to fulfil Regulation 22 (1) (c) (v) of the
Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations
2012, by providing a summary the main issues raised in representations
made pursuant to Regulation 20 (i.e. those made at the Publication
Stage). :

12 Prior to submission , documents were made available and any interested
parties including consultation bodies invited to make representations in
accordance with The Regulations.

1:3 Ribble Valley Borough Council provided the opportunity for any
organisations or persons in or out of the borough to submit
representations into the Core Strategy process by:

= opening an 6 week consultation response period between 4" May
and 15" June 2012,

= making the Core Strategy report and response forms available at
all libraries in the borough, the Council Offices, the Station
Buildings in Longridge and available for loan from Parish Councils

= publishing the report and both a downloadable response form and
electronic submission form on the Council's website and the
Pennine Lancashire wide Feedback website

= running planning drop in days on the following occasions
advertised on the Ribble Valley website which offered the
opportunity for all interested parties to speak one on one with
members of the Forward Planning team, and ask questions,

= Tuesday 22™ May 2012 between 1.00pm and 7.00pm in Ribble
Valley Borough Council Chamber, Church Street, Clitheroe;

= Monday 28" May 2012 between 10.00am and 6:30pm at the
Station Buildings, Berry Lane, Longridge;

= Thursday 31% May 2012 between 1.00pm and 7:00pm in Ribble
Valley Borough Council Chamber Clitheroe; and

= Thursday 7" June 2012 between 1.00pm and 6.00pm in Slaidburn
Village Hall.

= publishing numerous press releases in the local press, including the
Clitheroe Advertiser and Times, the Longridge News and the Lancashire
Telegraph. Subsequent news articles also appeared in these newspapers
at various stages throughout the consultation, which aided in ensuring the
consultation remained in the public eye.
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2.2

2.3

3.1

3.2

The Ribble Valley website was also kept up top date and contained links
to all the relevant consultation documents via the homepage and the
Planning Policy pages.

Individual letters were also sent to groups, bodies and individuals on the
LDF consultation database (which includes specific and general
consultation bodies as set out in the Regulations), providing information of
the publication in accordance with Regulation 19. Around 3,000 such
letters were sent.

Outcome of the consultation process

The consultation on the Publication Core Strategy (Regulation 19) was
held for a six week period between 4™ May 2012 and 15" June 2012.
The Council received 315 responses to the publication Core Strategy from
a variety of individuals, specific consultees, special interest groups,
developers and agents, in accordance with Regulation 20. This includes
13 submitted after the close of the consultation. These responses were
received by email, letter, response form and online submissions.

Section three of this report identifies and summaries the main issues
raised in the representations from Specific Consultees, Interest Groups
and Other Organisations and Developers and Agents. Section four
summarises the responses from Individuals/residents.

The final part of this report (appendix 1) is made up of documentary
evidence of the consultation illustrating that the document was made
publicly available, together with details of how representations on the
Core Strategy could be made.

Issues from Specific Consultees, Interest Groups/ Other

Organisations and Developers and Agents

The following section sets out a summary table of the main issues raised
in the representations received from specific consultees, special interest
groups, developers and agents. This table is not intended to give a
detailed summary of the issues or Ribble Valley’s response to this, but is
instead intended to show the general areas of the plan where issues were
highlighted.

In preparing the Core Strategy the Council has been mindful of the “Duty
to Co-operate” which was been introduced in the Localism Act 2011. This
is particularly relevant to the preparation of a strategic policy document
such as the Core Strategy to ensure it properly addresses issues which
may affect a wider area. The Council has sought to work collaboratively
with relevant bodies (including the County Council, neighbouring
authorities and public bodies) throughout the preparation of the Core
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Strategy to ensure that it is sound. Many of these bodies are also
“specific consultation” bodies as defined in the regulations. In addition,
the Council has worked at a subregional level with the County Council
and in the Pennine Lancashire context to ensure relevant issues are
addressed. Any issues raised by such partners at Regulation 19 stage
are included in the following summary table.

NAME ISSUES RAISED

Wyre BC Cumulative impacts of development in Ribble Valley, Wyre and
Preston on highway infrastructure, especially M6, M55 and A6 at
Broughton ,
Matters related to Gypsy and traveller policies

Pendle BC Matters related to Gypsy and traveller policies

CPRE Matters related to landscape character and protection
Protection of farmland
Housing numbers
Need for policy to reflect presumption in favour of sustainable
development

Network Rail Rail infrastructure and level crossings

English Heritage

Adequacy of policies in relation to heritage assets (generically and in
relation to Standen) ;

Clarity of the plan (distinction between policy and reasoned

justifications)

Simonstone PC

Need to protect potential bycle route for completion of NCN6

Longridge TC

Need to undertake strategic review of plan in view of economic
situation

Housing matters: Annual housing provision too high; provision for
Longridge too high; housing mix

Unigue situation of Longridge not recognised

Need or cross boundary working

Matters related to former policy G6

policy for listed buildings should be strengthened

Possibility of Neighbourhood Plan

Environment
Agency

Recognise need for SFRA level 2 (generically and possibly in relation
to Strategic Site at Standen)

Need for strategic objectives to include reference to climate change

Matters relating to Water Framework Directive

Theatres Trust

Plan does not adequately assess social and cultural wellbeing; social
role of planning

Plan not clear on how area will change

Plan not robust in respect of protecting and enhancing social,
community and cultural facilities

Lack of policies to guide leisure infrastructure

Lack of guidance for range of town centre uses

Save Whalley
Village

Inappropriate designation of Whalley as Key Service centre

Level of housing requirement for Whalley

Traffic and congestion issues in Whalley (including provision of
commissioned report)

Consideration of community views

Challenge education forecasts/education infrastructure




NAME

ISSUES RAISED

Impact on sustainability matters (housing need, transport, public
transport, land use, economic growth)

Impact conservation area and tourism

Views of community gathered in a survey

Blackburn with
Darwen BC

Support for housing matters

Natural England

Matters relating to compliance with final version of NPPF in relation to
Environment Chapter.

Incorrect conservation objectives used for SPA and SAC in relation to
the HRA

Infrastructure Plan comment in relation to natural environment sections
compliance with NPPF.

Lancashire
County Council
(Environment

Supports the Core strategy in principle and welcomes the plan.

Directive)
Matters relating to compliance with final version of NPPF in relation to
Environment Chapter '
States commitment to work with District on Infrastructure/CIL
Stress importance of phasing the strategic site.
Request for updates regarding Enterprise zone to be included.
Delete DM policy reference to Minerals and Waste Developments (not
a s106 issue).
Clarify Key Statement EC2 relating to public sector property.
Include reference to travel plans and sustainable provision.
Implications of development on both designated and undesignated
heritage assets and amend DME4 to reflect final NPPF.
Include reference to upland landscapes and associated habitats
Include reference to BHSs
Clarify open space contributions on smaller sites
Amend source for monitoring indicator
Reference Forest of Bowland AONB renewable Energy Positio
Statement :
Amend SSSI, BHS and priority habitats and species figures.

Forest of Welcomes the Core Strategy

Bowland AONB
Provide sufficient reference to wider landscape and visual impact of
development on landscape character of AONB.
Reference botanically-rich roadside verges
Reference AONB Landscape Character Assessment 2010
Highlight ecosystem services offered by blanket bog habitat
Reference Forest of Bowland AONB renewable Energy Position
Statement

Clitheroe Matters relating to infrastructure, leisure provision

Residents Action
Group

Considers Infrastructure Plan does not meet DMG1 points.

Matters relating to housing distribution calculations

Hyndburn BC

Requests further detail of DM policies

The Woodland
Trust

Matters relating to compliance with final version of NPPF in relation to
Environment Chapter (specifically ancient woodland other irreplaceable
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NAME

ISSUES RAISED

semi natural habitats)

Lancashire Fire

Core Strategy does not have the potential to increase the risk profile of

and Rescue the area form a fire and rescue perspective.
Clitheroe Civic Matters relating to housing distribution calculations
Society :
Matters relating to infrastructure
Matters relating to affordable housing provision- request for clarification
Read PC Matters relating to housing distribution calculations
Whalley PC Matters relating to housing distribution calculations

Matters relating to infrastructure

Whittingham PC

Matters relating to housing distribution calculations- considers it not
clear why development is needed in the area.

Development on boundary not acceptable

Request for option D- consider that this would make plan sound.

Matters relating to infrastructure

Preston City
Council

Notes the identification of Longridge as a KSC

Considers the focus on Longridge contributes to a sustainable patter of
development

Acknowledges meetings proceeding the duty to cooperate have taken
place at officer and Member level to discuss impact on the highway
network towards Broughton and Grimsargh

Notes protection of AONB and is consistent with Central Lancs. Core
Strategy and Preston Site Allocations DPD

Affordable housing percentages consistent with requirements in
Central Lancs.

Grimsargh PC

Matters relating to infrastructure

Lancashire Welcomes changes/additional inclusions that have been made to the
County Council Core Strategy at DMG2.
(Adult and
Community
Services)
Welcomes changes/additional inclusions that have been made to the
Core Strategy at DMH1: Affordable Housing:
Welcomes changes/additional inclusions that have been made to the
Core Strategy at DMG3: Transport and Mobility:
The Coal Welcomes the inclusion of the supporting text associated with Key
Authority Statement EN3 drawing attention to the fact that reference should also

be made to relevant policies within the Lancashire Minerals and Waste
development Framework.

Matters relating to compliance with final version of NPPF in relation to
Environment Chapter.

The Wildlife Trust

Matters relating to compliance with final version of NPPF.

Amend SSSI, BHS and priority habitats and species figures.

Consider ANGSt

Suggest RVBC should have an Environmental Strategy

Define wider local environment

Further reference SUDSs

Clarify text relating to ‘local sites’

Request clarification in relation to monitoring

Update Phase 1 habitat survey




NAME

ISSUES RAISED

Sustainability appraisal to any potential ecological impact of EN4.

Matters relating to planning obligations

Request for statement regarding the need to protect any retained trees
/ adjoining habitats during the construction process.

Reference to a presumption against development, which has an
adverse effect on protected areas etc

Supports DME1, DME2, DME6 and DMH2

Further reference to bats

Reference potential impact on biodiversity

Include reference to any existing nature conservation aspects of the
existing structure being properly surveyed, then any loss adequately
mitigated.

Highlights significant potential for open spaces to contribute towards
the enhancement of biodiversity.

Include additional monitoring indicator

Amend BHS definition in glossary

Amend evidence base author of an evidence base document

Request further detail of having worked with neighbouring authorities to
develop the policies

Clitheroe Town

Council

Housing distribution comments/requests

Requests Infrastructure clarifications and environmental policy detail

Request involvement in future Clitheroe development (as a technology
hub and in Town Centre Masterplan work)

Sport England

Compliance of evidence base in relation to NPPF in terms of an open
space assessment.

Stonyhurst Carter

Jonas

Acknowledges that the Core strategy has been positively prepared.
Principle concern relates to the soundness of the Strategy and
subsequent legal compliance of the approach as a result of publication
of NPPF. In order to address deficiencies the strategy needs to be
extensively reviewed together with the SA/HRA and the evidence base
to ensure consistency with NPPF. Promotes the inclusion of the “model
“policy to reflect the Presumption in favour of sustainable development.

Concern that text does not reflect NPPF and that the approach in the
document to include detailed policies may not be appropriate and
would be best delivered through an allocations DPD

Suggests as appropriate a reference to Stonyhurst college be included
as a significant employer and unique collection of heritage assets in
the borough. The section would benefit from some clarification of
definitions and meanings and to a more consistent approach to the
referencing of the evidence base with relevance to the Core Strategy
explained and findings summarised.

Concern that the objectives are not consistent with NPPF and some
clarification is needed. Absence of NPPF core principles relating to
High quality design and health and well being should be addressed.

Concern that the derivation of the spatial principles is not referenced

The general approach of policies that seek to protect the high quality
environment is viewed as unsound as it policy should also reflect the
need to both conserve and enhance in line with NPPF

Does not think that green Belt policy is a relevant environment policy
but would be better located within the spatial/strategic element of the
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NAME

ISSUES RAISED

Core Strategy.

A reference to the AONB management plan would assist with clarity

Considers that the policy would be better re titled Sustainable
Construction Standards but that a balance is maintained between
standards and viability '

Broadly support the policy however suggest reference should be made
to linkage and the creation of a network of sites

Broadly support the policy however consider it could be more positively
phrased by replacing preservation with conserve and enhance

Support for an uplift of housing requirements above RSS provision.

For consistency suggest that wording is amended to refer to “at least
4000" dwellings

The policy wording needs to reflect viability and economic return in
order to comply with NPPF. Concern is expressed about the focus
upon SHMA which may not reflect prevailing market conditions

Broadly supported but need to take account of market conditions and
the constraints of SHMA assumptions

Reference is sought to importance of Stonyhurst to the local economy

Policies in the Core Strategy should support housing growth in rural
settlements where it will underpin community facilities and services.

Core Strategy should give regard to viability and costs.

Core Strategy should give regard to the need to recognise competitive
economic returns.

No need seen for the policy nor should it refer to retention of specific
sites rather it should be done by way of site allocations DPD

Not clear what the purpose of the policy is and therefore should be
deleted

General question around the need for many of the policies, concern
regarding repetition and the impact the inclusion of the suggested
model policy would have by removing need for duplication

Does not consider the provisions of the policy to add significantly to
national policy and that the drafting could be clarified

General concern re iterated about the format and clarity of the policies
and unnecessary duplication

Policy needs to be updated to reflect NPPF

Concern that the policy contradicts itself in terms of application of the
policy and there is a need to recognise viability

Seeks amended policy wording to enable consideration to be given to
there being “no greater impact upon the landscape” rather than no
adverse impact. The restriction on change of use for holiday
accommodation is viewed as contrary to policy.

Considers the policy to be contrary to national policy provisions
consequently the 1% bullet should be deleted. The requirement for
genuine history is meaningless and unnecessary.

Provision 2 of the policy is meaningless and should be deleted

The narrative to the first part of the policy is unclear and provides no
guidance or certainty

Mike Gee

Supports the housing distribution set out in Development Strategy.
Concerned about deliverability and certainty for developers.

Object to proposed review of housing requirements identified in the
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NAME

ISSUES RAISED

policy.

Does not support provision for elderly in all housing developments

Does not support provision for elderly in all housing developments

Concerned that the DM policies do not provide adequate clarity
guidance and certainty. The policies need to be fully justified and
written in a more positive manner.

The intention to refuse the removal of holiday let conditions is seen as
inappropriately negative and a criteria based approach setting out
when applications would be approved is suggested.

Objects to the presumption against the conversion of isolated buildings
to residential use.

Concerned that the Core Strategy should be accompanied with a
comprehensive proposals map and that the intentions are not clear.

Dickman
Associates

Objects to references to NLP report as being out of date and does not
reflect NPPF.

Paragraph needs to be updated to reflect NPPF

The vision is not achievable as highways and background documents
doe not categorise the accessibility of different locations and weigh
them to provide a comparison.

Allocation of a Strategic site will not address housing requirements.
Other sites should be identified. Standen will create an isolated
development that will not relate to Clitheroe. The need for
Infrastructure will not enable the site to be sustainable or contribute to
supply in the first 5 years. The distribution of development in the
strategy to smaller settlements is not justified.

This policy is supported. Clients site is highlighted as the most
sustainable site in Clitheroe

Concerned that paragraph makes a confusing reference to RSS and
does not reflect the proposed housing requirement or the NPPF
consideration for supply buffering

The policy does not address the need for a mix of housing by type and
tenure across all sectors of society and overemphasises elderly needs.
Any elderly provision needs to be reflected in education requirements

Comment expressing the suitability of Standen as an employment site

Object to continued recognition of long standing employment site
contrary to NPPF

Considers the wording needs revising to say “others should be
involved in the implementation”

Objects to the extent of list of potential contributions and considers the
wording should reflect economic circumstances and not be optimistic

Considers the requirements too onerous and reference should not be
made to CIL

Concerned that the policy implies a priority for rail and should be
worded so that no grading or priority to transport modes is given

Concerned that the options have not been adequately tested. The
strategic site will fail to achieve the objectives of NPPF or address
housing requirements in RVBC. Other sites should be identified.
Standen will create an isolated development that will not relate to
Clitheroe. The need for Infrastructure will not enable the site to be
sustainable or contribute to supply in the first 5 years. The council will
be unable to meet its 5 year requirement. The strategic site may be
better suited to employment use. The reality of the connectivity the site
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ISSUES RAISED

is questioned.

Support the wording of the paragraph. Identifies a lack of physical
features at Standen and highlights the view that the clients site is better
defined, closer to town centre and the transport interchange.

The considerations listed need to be prioritised and weighted to help
interpretation

The policy is too restrictive

Glossary needs to reflect relevant strategic housing requirement

The appendix needs to be updated to show current housing land
supply figures and should not be based on RSS

Steven Abbott
Associates

The representation highlights a range of factors in relation to the
Strategic site that demonstrate the proposals consistency with NPPF.
These are set out in an associated supporting statement and overview
to which reference should be made.

Supports the Key diagram and the identification of the Standen
Strategic Site. Suggests as good practice the inclusion of a separate
OS based plan.

Identifies the need to show the boundary of the Strategic Site on an OS
base and highlights that the boundary is in fact shown in the document.
The paragraph therefore needs to be updated.

Want to see the word “necessitate” replaced with “secure”

The policy is supported with the proviso that reference to the strategic
allocation is incorporated. Concerns are raised regarding some of the
supporting text and views expressed in paragraphs 4.3 — 4.5
Clarification is sought on paragraph 4.11, namely to ensure the context
of the site is not misunderstood.

Want to see the word “necessitate” replaced with “secure”.

Support for the policy expressed. DS1

Support for the policy expressed. EN2

Support for the policy expressed. EN3

Support for the policy expressed. EN5

Support for the policy expressed. H1

Support for the policy expressed. H2

Support for the policy expressed. Concern raised about need to clarify
when viability assessments are required and a need to define elderly
provision

Support for the policy expressed. EC1

Support for the policy expressed. DM2

Support expressed for the policy. DMG1

Support expressed for the policy. DMG2

The policy needs to be clarified to avoid ambiguity.

Concerned about the implementation of the policy, particularly if
applicants are required to undertake Need surveys

Support expressed for the policy DME1

Consider the policy exceeds what is necessary given other controls
and that the policy should be written in the positive.

Supports the policy although considers that there are no such features
on the strategic site

Supports the policy. DMES

Supports the policy. DMB5

The Co-operative

Considers the Strategy is unsound as the distribution of housing
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NAME ISSUES RAISED
development is not justified and that more development should be
directed towards the main settlements.
Supports the proposed housing provision but promotes the inclusion of
the NPPF based supply buffer
Tom Croft Supports the housing distribution set out in Development Strategy.
Concerned about deliverability and certainty.
Object to proposed review of hosing requirements identified in the
policy.
Does not support provision for elderly in all housing developments
Does not support provision for elderly in all housing developments
Concerned that the DM policies do not provide adequate clarity
guidance and certainty. The policies need to be fully justified and
written in a more positive manner.
The intention to refuse the removal of holiday let conditions is seen as
inappropriately negative and a criteria based approach setting out
when applications would be approved is suggested.
Objects to the presumption against the conversion of isolated buildings
to residential use.
Concerned that the Core Strategy should be accompanied with a
comprehensive proposals map and that the intentions are not clear.
SAINSBURY’s Vision and supporting text should be expanded to acknowledge the
Supermarkets importance of retail for local employment opportunities.
Turley
Associates
Objectives and supportive text should be expanded to acknowledge
the importance of retail for local employment opportunities.
Objective should be expanded to make provision for future expansion
of existing large scale retailers.
Policy should acknowledge non B class uses as important employment
generators and act as buffers between employment uses and
residential
Seeks the expansion of the policy to recognise that additional
convenience retail floorspace may be allowed to serve community
needs in sustainable locations. In addition that non B class uses can
promote sustainable development in Greenfield locations
The policy is not consistent with NPPF in ensuring the vitality of retail
centres by supporting sustainable economic growth.
Mr and Mrs The policy should be more explicit regarding the role of the existing
Hartley Barrow Enterprise Park to remove uncertainty and clarify if its
De Pol expansion would be acceptable. Clarification is sought with regard to
Associates the role of Samlesbury Enterprise Zone in contributing towards the
identified employment land requirements.
Duchy of Objects to the use of a strategic site at Clitheroe. A broader distribution
Lancaster is promoted to support smaller settlements. The ability for Dunsop
Smith Gore Bridge to accommodate additional sustainable development is

identified.

Considers that the opportunity should be taken to review Green Belt
boundaries

Supports the protection of the AONB and the principles of policy EN2

Considers that the housing numbers proposed should be uplifted to
circa 220 — 260, although notes that some flexibility is included in the

policy
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ISSUES RAISED

Supports the approach in policy H2 however promotes the importance
of recognising the viability of schemes

Supports the approach in policy H3 with regard to affordable housing
thresholds but highlights the need to recognise viability

Supports the proposals in policy EC1 however would prefer to see the
importance of Greenfield sites recognised

Need to consider residential conversions as alternatives to tourism or
economic use in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable
development

Supports the approach to planning obligations and the recognition of
viability

Policies doe not adequately reflect NPPF with regard to re use of rural
buildings for residential use and needs to be amended

Adlington

Promotes the need to include a specific policy in the Core Strategy for
Specialist older persons accommodation

Trustees of the
Standen Estate
Steven Abbott
Associates

Supports the approach in the Development Strategy and highlights a
clients site in Sabden that would help address issues relating to car
parking community infrastructure and affordable housing

Barratt Homes
and David Wilson
Homes

Turley
Associates

Policy H2 is not positively worded and needs to recognise flexibility in
determining housing mix. There is duplication with other policies and it
should be part of the DM policy section

Definition of affordable housing in policy H3 does not match that of
annex 2 of NPPF

Clarification is needed in DS1 to explain how development will be
accommodated. Concerns about the approach to establishing the
distribution. Deliverability and over-reliance upon a single strategic site,
need to demonstrate why Whalley should not accommodate larger
share of development

Does not accept the proposed housing requirement as it has not been
fully justified why it was selected in preference to other scenarios and
that it fails to address the requirements of NPPF to boost significantly
the supply of housing.

Needs to be made clear that settlement boundaries will need to be
reviewed and clarification given on how the new development will be
accommodated.

Strategic site is not justified, is too inflexible to rely on a single site and
there is a need to evidence the deliverability of the site. There is a risk
of the site preventing other sustainable development coming forward.

Hawthorne Farm
Ltd

ARUP

Suggests additional housing land will need to be identified. Account
needs to be taken of NPPF supply buffering. Clarification on delivery of
the Strategic site proposal needs to be given and phasing in relation to
other sites. Limited information is available on-line regarding the
Standen Proposal.

Vernon & Co.

The responder states that the Core Strategy needs to be updated to
take into account the new requirements of the NPPF, particularly with
regards to housing numbers and the need for supply buffering as per
paragraph 47 of NPPF

Gladman
Developments

The Core Strategy provides for insufficient Housing development and
is not adequately evidenced. This will have an impact upon affordable
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ISSUES RAISED

housing delivery and deprives the community of an adequate supply of
market housing and housing opportunity to live and work in Ribble
Valley. Need will be displaced outside the borough. There is no
evidence under the duty to co-operate that any co-operation
agreement is in place with neighbouring authorities to support
displacement. The CS vision will not be achieved. The Cs needs to
provide for a total of around 330 to 350 dwellings per year.

The Development Strategy fails to recognise the scale of population
growth and the need for additional development that is much higher
than the proposed 200 dwellings per annum. The use of a Strategic
Site is not supported, as it will not provide sufficient housing within the
plan period.

BAE SYSTEMS
BNP PARIBAS

Supports the approach to the recognition of Bae Samlesbury as a key
strategic employment location.

Supports the recognition of Bae Samlesbury in policy EC1, however
considers that the policy should more closely reflect South Ribble
Borough Council's strategy as this would demonstrate collaborative
working and would support the duty to co-operate. It would also wish to
see wider operations and opportunities at the site supported directly in
the policy.

Supports the recognition of the Enterprise Zone in policy DMG2 .

Policy DMB 1 is not consistent with NPPF as it will not accommodate
development expected at the EZ and could restrict future expansion of
activities at Bae Samlesbury. Similarly it could restrict expansion of
other firms that would contribute to the local economy.

W MONKS

JWPC

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a
significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site
needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information. to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
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ISSUES RAISED

and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception.

The Clitheroe

RGS Foundation

JWPC

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a
significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site
needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception

Beck

Developments

JWPC

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a

| significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site

needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
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provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception

Clitheroe Royal
Grammar School

JWPC

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a
significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site
needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception

Fort Vale
Engineering

JWPC

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..
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ISSUES RAISED

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a
significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site
needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception

Leeha
Prope
JWPC

nd
rties

Concerned that the approach within the document is unclear with
inconsistencies to the presentation of policies and questions whether
sufficient justification is set out.

Seeks clarification on the justification of Housing requirement and that
the requirement should be increased and more aspirational given likely
opportunities for growth in Ribble Valley. The policy needs to set out a
strategic approach to guide subsequent allocations..

The policy should recognise that some of the 4000 units proposed are
already committed the Core Strategy will not influence these and this
should be recognised.

Considers that the scale of development proposed is too great for a
single site within Clitheroe. In addition the ability to deliver the site
within the plan period is questioned and in any event would have a
significant impact on the housing market. The allocation of the site
needs to be clarified and a contingency recognised if delivery is
delayed.

Concerned about impact of the strategic site on the opportunities to
provide growth at Clitheroe with a range of sites and its impact
therefore upon the settlement strategy. The policy should promote
greater growth at Longridge than proposed and that the CS fails to
justify why less development is proposed. Concerns that the
distribution to other settlements is not appropriate and should provide
more detail on the amount of development each settlement would
accommodate.

Clarification on the reliance on SHMA information to determine
planning applications

The thresholds established in the policy are not sufficiently evidenced
and may prevent a site coming forward.

Concerned that there will be no flexibility for minor changes to the
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NAME ISSUES RAISED '
Green Belt and this should be referenced as an exception
Commercial The draft Core Strategy is neither legally compliant nor sound as it

Estates Group
INDIGO Planning

does not reflect the Council’s evidence base in a number of ways, in
particular, with regards its approach to housing delivery.

The draft Core Strategy does not appear to plan for economic growth
which is contrary to the principles underpinning the NPPF.

With regards housing provision, the Council's evidence suggests a
requirement of 220 dwellings per annum (NLP) but our own
independent research identifies that there is actually scope for in the
order of 310 dwellings per annum. Therefore, the overall residential
requirement over the plan period should be a minimum of 4,200
dwellings, but if the Council is planning for economic growth (in line
with NPPF) then the housing requirement should be more in the order
of 6,200 dwellings over the plan period.

The Council’s evidence base points to apportionment based around
existing key service centres, namely Clitheroe, Whalley and Longridge,
i.e. to benefit from, sustain and potentially improve access to existing
services, facilities and public transport. This points to even
apportionment in key centres but the Council’s approach is to suppress
growth outside of Clitheroe with 50% of new development being
focused into Clitheroe. There is a significant lack of evidence that
supports this approach which will result in an unsustainable pattern of
development and will undermine delivery of growth in other key
centres, to the detriment of meeting inter alia local housing needs. On
this basis, we can only conclude the approach is politically motivated
rather than based on a sound evidence.

Overall, the Council should plan to deliver between 4,200 and 6,200
dwellings over the next 20 years, with 25%-30% of this growth
apportioned to the key service centre of Whalley. In order to
demonstrate deliverability of this approach, strategic sites should be
identified to ensure development in the most appropriate locations
comes forward. In this regard, the Lawsonsteads site represents a
suitable and sustainable location for meeting planned growth in
Whalley.

Edward Hine LPA
receiver for
Papillion
Properties
Avalon Town
Planning

(Late
Representation)

Concerned at a mis-match between aim of the policy and distribution of
development. Deliverability of employment land at the Strategic site is
questioned, as is the principle of the proposal for growth at the site at
Standen. The amount of employment land at Barrow is too great for the
size of the village. There is a need to direct a larger proportion of
housing provision to Barrow and acknowledge that it can no longer be
a small village. Given the constraints elsewhere it is appropriate to
allow development in areas like Barrow.

The housing requirement is not high enough

No definition of elderly is provided in the glossary and there is
inadequate controls relating to elderly provision

The policy EC1 does not make reference to Barrow Enterprise Site and
the policy should be more closely linked with DS1

Barrow Lands
Company Ltd
(David Lock
Associates)

Consider that the housing requirement is far too low and will not meet
identified need or address affordability issues and the under-provision
of housing experienced in the recent years. The requirement is not
justified or consistent with National Policy and is fundamentally
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NAME

ISSUES RAISED

unsound.

Policy H3 will not address identified need given the scale of housing
requirement proposed.

The development strategy does not represent the most appropriate
strategy and is unjustified. It is too reliant on the Strategic site and
ignores the potential of Barrow as a receptor for housing growth given
the relationship with strategic employment land.

The strategic site to the exclusion of Barrow is unjustified. Deliverability
is not evidenced and there is inadequate assessment of its impacts
upon heritage assets. The site has poor connectivity to Clitheroe and
insufficient jobs to serve the population within Standen.

Querying size of strategic site- believe that the site has increased from
previously published location plan.

SHLAA shows the Barrow site as not available immediately but the site
now is. Considers SHLAA should be re-written.

Approach to affordable housing is a narrow approach with no
justification as to why.

Considers that Barrow has not been given adequate weight in
choosing where to locate new housing growth and that housing should
not be distributed on basis of existing population.

Barrow should be named as not just ‘other settlements’ with an
allocation for a minimum of 500 homes.

Wording of policy EN5 should be amended to remove “a presumption
in favour”

Believes the housing figures are lower than national projection and are
not justified by any evidence and should be increased to at least
330dpa.

Phased approach to the release of land should not be the approach
due to the scale of housing shortage in the borough.

Photographs used to separate sections of the plan are misleading

Omission of Barrow from Borough overview is not justified

Use of inflammatory language in relation to effects of “in migrants” on
house prices; misrepresents causes of high house prices. Need to
explain role of shortage of housing on house prices; need for more
homes and affordable homes in particular

Need to amend reference to A59 as a key to strategic employment
development in the Borough

Housing requirement should be increased to reflect affordable needs

Adequacy of Settlement Hierarchy

An up to date Vision is required

Distribution of housing

Absence of timetable for Site Allocations DPD

Consider there is an error in the justification to DS1 regarding
Sustainability Appraisal and explanation of Preferred Option

Lack of clarity on detailed distribution of remaining housing
development

Preferred Option does not address issues in SA Options report

Distribution of employment sites within Borough only to key settlements
re DS1

Effect on status of Barrow employment sites of recent housing
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NAME

ISSUES RAISED

permissions re EC1

Status of Barrow as in relation to transport accessibility re DMI2

Evidence of Infrastructure capability of Standen site re P 76

Evidence of boundaries, capacity and viability of Standen site as
marked on images P77

Implications of development of Standen on heritage assets DMG1

Appropriateness of Barrow site for a railway station re SA re 10.6

Development at Standen re settings of listed buildings re 10.15

Justification and evidence underlying overall housing requirement
figure re 15.1

Graphic acknowledgement of Barrow Enterprise Zone on Key Diagram
p 139

Bowsall Limited

(Strategic
Group)

Land

Raise issues in relation to the housing requirement and distribution.
Assert that a site south of Henthorn Road, Clitheroe could
accommodate housing and be sustainable, absorbing some of

numbers envisaged for the Standen Strategic site.

4. Issues from Individuals/ Residents

Over 80% of the submitted responses were received from individuals, mainly
residents of the borough. As many of these raised very similar issues, this
section provides a summary, broken down by location.

Summary of public response by area

The overwhelming number of private individuals who responded to the Core
Strategy did not relate their comments to individual specific parts, paragraphs or
policies of the plan but instead made descriptive statements of their feelings
about a variety of issues. The remainder did relate their comments to specific
parts of the document. Also in should be remembered that some respondents
made more than one point. Both these sets of comments are summarised below
by settlement.

CLITHEROE

Of the responses made by 145 private individuals relating to Clitheroe many
revolved around similar general concerns about development in the town and
especially the implications of the strategic housing site at Standen, rather than
specific policies or statements within the Core Strategy document. In detail these
points concerned the following:

1. Proportion of Total New Development for Clitheroe

Some thought that Clitheroe is being required to accept an inappropriately large
amount of the new development in the Borough during the plan period. They felt
that it should only accept new development in line with its proportion of the
Borough's total population, which most respondents felt equated to 25% of total
new development.
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2. Infrastructure Issues

Many thought that the local infrastructure would not be able to accept the
additional pressures that the new development would produce. Some felt that
aspects of local infrastructure were already operating at or close to capacity and
did not find that the Local Infrastructure Plan (LIP) that accompanied the Core
Strategy gave them the assurances and guarantees they sought that
infrastructure would be upgraded to the necessary standard to accommodate
new development. There were several specific infrastructure issues regularly
quoted:

2A. School Provision

Concern was expressed that local primary and secondary schools would not be
able to cope with the new pupils generated by new development. Some went on
to express a view that, should a school site be provided at the strategic housing
site at Standen, no school would actually be built, and that or others would not be
upgraded due to lack of funding at either a local or national level. In addition
some felt that the Local Infrastructure Plan (LIP) implied that there would be
provision made for new pupils by bussing them out of the Borough to schools
elsewhere.

2B. Roads and Traffic

Many also expressed concerns that the local road network would be unable to
cope with the additional traffic and that this had congestion and safety
implications. Some went on to say that those living in the new strategic site
would not walk or cycle into town but continue to use their car adding to town
centre congestion, while others felt that the Standen development would lead to
more commuting for jobs outside the town and also extra car use would also be
made to shop elsewhere rather than in Clitheroe. Some connected this latter
point to a perceived lack of forward public car park provision in Clitheroe. Some
went on to detail concerns over traffic and congestion in relation to specific roads
that could serve the strategic housing site at Standen, such as Pendie and
Whalley Roads. Some added that this would add to local pollution. Again some
noted from the Local Infrastructure Plan (LIP) that the Local Transport Plan does
not indicate any significant upgrading of local roads.

2C. Health Services

There was also concern that local health facilities would not be able to
accommodate the additional need from new development. Many felt that the
local facilities were at or near capacity and that there was no physical room to
expand the local Health Centre. Other mentioned the recent withdrawal of plans
to develop a new hospital in the town as further evidence of the unlikelihood of
new health investment. Some stated that there was no confirmed national health
investment funding beyond 2014, and that therefore new facilities would not be
put in place and that this would lead to longer waiting lists and other problems.

2D. Utilities (including water and waste water and sewerage)

Some felt that there were already problems with water supply and drainage in the
area and that the Standen strategic site, by virtue of its size, would create more
problems. Again there was a perception that local facilities are at or close to
capacity and that the LIP did not contain guarantees that this would be
addressed.
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2E. Car Parking

Some noted that the LIP did not contain a commitment to increase public car
parking to deal with the extra traffic that the town and its centre would experience
and were concerned about this.

2F. Leisure and Recreation Provision
Some felt that new development should require an increased provision of leisure
facilities and noted that the LIP did not indicate this.

2G. Refuse Collection
Some felt that the new development would cause problems with the provision of
this service

In addition to the above the following none infrastructure related points
were raised:

3. Effect on local environment and wildlife and recreational opportunities
Some objected to the loss of countryside and associated biodiversity and wildlife
should the strategic site be developed. Also some objected to the perceived loss
of footpaths and informal recreation development of the site would entail.

4. Loss of Farmland and Greenfield Land

Allied to the loss of countryside and wild life was the concern that the strategic
site would use up valuable farmland and a Greenfield site when planning should
be concentrating on developing on brownfield sites in smaller locations in the
area. No such individual brownfield alternative sites were quoted.

5. Loss of Local Character of Clitheroe and Locality

Also many felt that the new development would change the character of the town
for the worse. Some added to this that the strategic site would be of such a scale
as to produce this effect and make the area more urban in character.

6. Lack of Associated Employment

Some were concerned that in the current economic climate there would not be
the local jobs for the residents of future new development, some adding that
therefore this would only add to current perceived high levels of commuting.

7. Overall Housing Figure and Current Dwellings For Sale .
Some felt that the overall housing requirement for the Borough was too high and
added that the many house for sale in the area and in Clitheroe proved that there
was not the need for so many new houses.

8. Build More New Development in Other Parts of the Borough or in
Adjacent Boroughs

Some felt that it would be better to place more new development either
elsewhere in the Borough, such as in local villages, or in adjoining towns such as
Accrington where they felt development would help support struggling
communities and services such as shops and schools.
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9. Effect on Tourism

Some felt that the level of new development proposed for Clitheroe would affect
the local tourist trade, such as through appearance of increased urbanisation and
increased traffic.

BARROW and WISWELL

50 individual residents, 48 from Barrow, (including 36 residents responding in
identical format) stated their concerns regarding the traffic and noise implications
of development at Barrow Enterprise Zone for both Barrow and Wiswell.

In addition they expressed concerns over the lack of infrastructure in relation to
traffic, waste water, excessive school class sizes and some felt that this meant
that the settlement should not receive any further development. Several also
stated that they wished to see development permitted within the area since 2008
taken into account in any further apportionments.

LONGRIDGE
In Longridge there were 29 responses in total. They fell into two main categories.

The first related to the general feeling that the proposed levels of development
were excessive and that account should be taken of developments proposed
nearby within the Preston City Council area. The need for greater liaison with
Preston Council was also mentioned. In addition some mentioned that they were
concerned that elements of local infrastructure would not be able to cope.

The second issue related to the issue of Open Space as defined in Core Strategy
policy DMB4 “Open Space Provision” (P97 para 10.26). 21 of the Longridge
responses related to this matter with 9 supporting the Core Strategy text and 12
feeling that the policy undermined the protection given to some local sites under
the current Local Plan policy G6. These latter respondents cited a recent local
planning appeal decision on a G6 local site in support of their position and
suggested an alternative wording to the DMB4 policy that sought to include
reference to “private open space” within the policy.

WHALLEY

There were 9 responses from private individuals from Whalley. In general they
questioned whether the local infrastructure could sustain the levels of proposed
development, which was felt to be excessive given Whalley's size and
infrastructure and cited traffic congestion, drainage, water supply and inadequate
school places as examples of this problem. Some felt that Whalley should not be
classed as a key service centre.

OTHER SETTLEMENTS

There were 10 responses from 10 individuals who did not live in the above
places. These came from Sabden, West Bradford, Hurst Green, Downham,
Chatburn, Langho and Mellor. While some deal with issues particular to a place
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a general view was that no more development was required in these settlements
and that also, for some, infrastructure was a limiting factor.

OTHER COMMENTS

In addition to the comments above 15 responses mentioned concerns over a
variety of issues relating to the process of the consultation. Some felt that
various consultation documents were not written in an accessible way; others
that they had insufficient knowledge to make a judgement on some technical
points; others felt that their comments would be ignored and that the results of
the process were pre-determined by government policy.
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CORE STRATEGY: APPENDIX ONE

EVIDENCE OF REGULATION 19 CONSULTATION/
INVITATION FOR COMMENT

Following the relevant guidance within current Regulations, relevant parts of the
adopted Statement of Community Involvement and incorporating experience
gained through the several previous consultations that the Council have held on
both the Core Strategy document itself at its previous Issues and Options stages
and on individual evidence related documents the Authority has endeavoured to
promote the Regulation 19 consultation as widely as possible through a variety of
means which are described briefly below.

A notification letter or email was sent to all current members of the LDF
database, at the time amounting to nearly 3000 entries, and including all specific
and general consultees as specified in the current regulations.

Sets of hard copy documents and disc sets were also sent to relevant consultees
under separate Environmental regulatory requirements.

The Council advertised the consultation throughout the period on its website
home page and, in linked web pages, pointed interested parties to the various
locations of hard and CD copies of the documentation and also informed
enquirers about the various response formats including the bespoke Response
Form and its associated guidance notes, the Council’s online Feedback system
and a dedicated email address (Core 19).

Hard copies of the Consultation documents (ie the Core Strategy, full
Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Report, Non-Technical Summary of the SA, Habitats
Regulation Screening Report, Local Infrastructure Plan, Statement of
Representations Procedure, an Availability of Documents Statement, Regulation
17 Consultation Statement and a statement of how the Core Strategy would
affect the current Local Plan Proposals Map) plus consultation forms, were made
available at all local libraries for the duration of the consultation. These locations
were:

Chatburn Library, Sawley Road, Chatburn
Clitheroe Library, Church Street, Clitheroe
Longridge Library, Berry Lane, Longridge
Mellor Library, St Marys Gardens, Mellor
Read Library, 41,Whalley Road, Read
Whalley Library, Abbey Road, Whalley

In addition all the above documents and all supporting evidence base documents
were supplied to all above locations in CD format.

All the above was also made available at the Council Planning Department
Reception during normal office hours
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The Authority also held a series of drop in sessions relating to the Core Strategy
in which planning officers were available to meet the public and answer individual
queries about the document and related matters. Local Councillors also attended
these meetings.

These sessions were held at different locations across the Borough to provide as
wide an opportunity for public discussion. The venues were as follows:

May 22", Clitheroe Council Chamber 1to 7 pm

May 28", Longridge Station Buildings 10am to 630 pm

May 31%, Clitheroe Council Chamber 1 to 7 pm

June 7", Slaidburn Village Hall 1 to 6 pm

In addition the matter was discussed in an interview piece with the Head of
Housing and Regeneration on the Graham Liver Breakfast Show on Radio

Lancashire on 4™ May.

Also the Council sent press releases to local press outlets during the consultation
and various local newspapers ran articles describing the consultation.

The Council also promoted the Core Strategy and mentioned the forthcoming
consultation in its free newspaper “Ribble Valley News” which was circulated to
every household in the Borough.

In addition posters promoting the consultation were sent to all local libraries,
Parish Councils for inclusion in local notice boards and were also placed in the
Council’'s main offices.

Copies of the various letters, posters, website page, consultation form and

associated guidance notes, press releases, newspaper articles promoting the
consultation and the article in the Ribble Valley News are shown below.
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Letters sent to LDF Database Members and Parish Councillors

RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL
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Dear SriMadam

RBSLE VALLEY CORE STRATEGY 20982076 A LOCAL FLAN FOR RIBBLE
VALLEY
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date: g May 2012
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Fax. 01200 414388
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Dear Sirldadam waw abtlevslizy gov ok
E o

RIBBLE VALLEY CORE STRATEGY 2005-2028. A LOCAL PLAN FOR RIGBLE VALLEY
FURLICATION OF PLAN FOR GONSULTATION
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Example of Letter to Specific Consultees and Consultees under
Environmental regulatory requirements

RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL
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Guidance Notes to Comments Form and Comments Form

CORE STRATEGY PUBLICATION VERSION (REGULATION 19)
CONSULTATION
GUIDANCE NOTES TO COMMENTS FORM

Introduction

s
s can be made on it. v
& Secretary of Sz e
gxamine the plan in
jion will be to consider

f legal requirements and is

n document (DFPD) ha
An
f

o 1 3 1
ector wil CC{:

ISUE

i.r)"\,-/‘ c:,' or

The Core Strategy should be within the current Local Development Scheme
(LDS) and the key stages should have been followed. The LDS is the Council’s
programme of work setting out which DPDs it wishes to produce over a three
year period. The Council keeps the LDS under review with updates published in
the Annual Monitoring Report (AMR)

The process of involving the community in the development of the document
should be in general conformity with the Council's Statement of Community
Involvement (SCI). This sets out the Council's strategy for involving the
community in the preparation and revision of Local Development Documents
such as the Core Strategy.

The document should comply with the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act
2004 and the Town and Country Planning (Local Development)(England
Regulations) 2004 (as amended, including the amended Regulations of 2012
which came into force on April 6). On publication the Council must publish the
documents set out in the regulations and make them available at its principal
offices and on its website. It must also inform all those bodies required by
regulation and any persons who have requested to be notified.

The Council is required to produce a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report to
accompany the Core Strategy which will describe the process through which the
SA has been carried out and the baseline information that has informed the
process and its outcomes. SA is a tool for appraising policies to ensure that they
best reflect social, environmental and economic factors.
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The Core Strategy will also have regard to the Sustainable Community Strategy

The Council has a duty to co operate on planning matters that cross
administrative boundaries and in preparing the Core Strategy it needs to work
collaboratively with other bodies to ensure that strategic priorities are clearly
considered.

In addition the document must have regard to the recently published National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).

Tests of Soundness

e 7 i
PAliry |}
—OHCY /

The National Plannii
various soundness fe:

full below:

“The Local Flan will b
assess whether the
Cooperate, legal and prt
planning authority sh

“ ;1 — I 2y
sound” — namely that It is.

m Positively prepared — the plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure
requirements, including unmet requirements from neighbouring authorities where
it is reasonable to do so and consistent with achieving sustainable development;

m Justified — the plan should be the most appropriate strategy, when considered
against the reasonable alternatives, based on proportionate evidence;

m Effective — the plan should be deliverable over its period and based on
effective joint working on cross-boundary strategic priorities; and

m Consistent with national policy — the plan should enable the delivery of
sustainable development in accordance with the policies in the Framework.”

General Advice

If you wish to make a representation seeking a change to the Core Strategy or a
part of it you should make clear in what way it is not sound having regard to the
legal compliance checks and the four soundness tests outlined above. You
should try to support your representation with evidence showing why the
document should be changed. It would also be helpful if you could also say
precisely how you think the Strategy should be changed. Representations
should cover concisely all the information, evidence and supporting information
necessary to support/justify your representation and the suggested change as
there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further submissions
based on based on the original representations made at this stage. After this
stage further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on
the matters and issues he/she identifies for Examination at the Examination in
Public of the document later this year.
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The Inspector may choose to call people to present their views verbally in the
Examination, though this is at the Inspector’s discretion. If you think that you

would wish to participate in such a way then you should indicate this in Question
8 of the form.

ler any previous
You are urged,
viously  submitted

st 4
L

£l g itk i -
1onat you wiksn e INspeclol to
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Ribble Valley Core Strategy
Regulation 19 Comments Form

Before using this form to make any comments please ensure that you have read the Core
Strategy document and the Guidance Notes, which can be found on Ribble Valley
Borough Council’s website - www.ribblevalley.gov.uk and follow the Core Strategy link.
If after reading the Guidance Notes you should have any queries in completing the form
please telephone 01200 425111.

This form has two parts: -
Part A - Personal Details {you need only compiete one copy of Part A)

Part B - Your comment(s) (Please complete a separate Part B for each comment you wish to

make.

All completed comments forms must be received by the Council no later than 5:00pm on
Friday 15th June 2012.

Please return paper copies marked 'CORE STRATEGY CONSULTATION' to Council
Offices. Church Walk. Clitheroe, BB7 2RA

at Please can you provide the following information which will assist us in
contacting you if we need fo discuss any of your comments further.

Namz I I
Mame of Qrganisation (if you are L ]
responding on behalf of an crganisation)
Database Reference number (if you have L I
one}

Address
- Post Coge
Email acgress

Phone number

Coples of 3l commenta mads In Part B of the form will be put in the public domaln and are not
confidential, apart from any pereonal information. Al personal information within Parts A and B will only
ba used by the Councll in connsction with the Local [eveiopment Framework and not for any oiher
%:poosmuﬂ bs held In accordancs with the Dafa Protection Act 1338

- Councl| will summarise the comments and all representstions will be made avaliabls to the Planning
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Please use a separate form for #ach individual comment

Q2

Name / Name of Crganisation (if you are [ ]
responding on behalf ¢f an erganisation)

Q3 To which part of the Core Strategy does this comment relate?

Part of document &g Key statement | J
reference, Vision” section ete...
Paragraoh No. [ |
Q4 As a consequence do you consider the Core Strategy is:
Yoz Ny
it Legally compiant O O
ii} Sound * O O

* The CONSIdRIIONS n r21ation 1o the Core Stratagy being sound are expiained In the Gukiance Netas

Qs if you consider the Core Strategy is unsound, is this because it is not... {please

tick the appropriate box}
Justified [0 Consistentwith nationalpolicy [
Efective [0 Positively prepared

Qs Please give details of why you consider that the Core Strategy is not legally compliant
or scunc. Pisase be as precise as possle.

if you wish to support the izgal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy, please
also use this box to set out your comments. Flease continue on 2 separate sheet if
required.
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a7 Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy
legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified 3t 5 above
where this relstes 1o scundness.

You wi need to say why this change will make the Core Stratepy legally compliant or
sound. It will b2 helpful if you are able to put forward your sugpested revised wording
of any policy or text.  Please be precise as possible. Please contfinue on a separate
zheet if requirad,

Please note: your comment should cover suconctly all the information, evidence, and
supportng mformation necessary to supportfustify the comment and the suggested change, as
there will not normally be ancther opportunity to make further comments based on the origing!
comment made at the publication stage.

After this stage. further submissions will only be at the request of the Inspector, based on the
matters and issues heishe ientifies for examination i the forthcoming Examination in Public.
Please note also that the Inspector is not obiged to consider any previous comments that have
been made n respect of the Core Strategy. You are urged, therefore, to re-submt on this form
any previsusly submitted comments that, in your view, remain valid and that you wish the
Inspector to consider.

as If your representation is seeking change, do you consider it necessary to
participate at the oral part of the examination?
Mo, | do not wish to participate at Yes, | do wish to participate at the
the oral examination [0 orat examination
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Q3 If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examinaticn, pleass ocutline why you
consiger this to be necessary. (Flease naote tha! the Inspesior will defermine who
participates.) Please continue on 2 separate shest if raquired.

a0 if you wish to be kept informed as the Core Strategy progresses through to
adoption, please indicate which of the following stages you wish to be informed
of by ticking the box{es} below.
Submission of the Core Strategy to the Secrstary of State for indepencent

Examination
The publication of the Inspector’s report folowing the Examination
The formal adoption of the Cors Stratsgy D

Qii if you have any other comments to make on the Core Strategy that have not
been covered elsewhere, please use the box below. Please continue on 2
separate sheet if required.

Qi2 Date of completion

Qi3 Signature

Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this
comments form, your comments are very much appreciated.

If after reading the Guidance Notes you should have any queries
in completing this form please telephone 01200 42511 1




Availability of Documents Statement

Availability of Documents
The fellcwing documents are available as part of this consultation:

Core Strategy Publication varsion:

Rasultant changes to adopted Proposals Map:
Sustainatility Appraisal {Full Raport};

Statemant ¢f Represontations procadure
Sustainability Appraisal (Non Technical Summary};
Habitats Regulations Assessment;

Infrastructure Plan:

Regulation 17 Consultation Statement;

Ralevant evidence base and supporting documents.

€ @ o & © 0 8 & @

Thay are available for inspaction during normal opening hours at:

Planning Reception, Laval D
The Council Cliices

Church Walk

Clitherce

837 2RA

Thoy will alse be available at the following Jibraties during normal opening hours:

Chatburn Library, Sawlay Road, Chatbum
Clitherce Litrary, Church Street, Clitharce
Longridge Library. Berry Lane. Longridge
Mellor Library. St Mary's Gardens. Mellor
Read Library. Jutilee Stresl. Read
Whalley Library, Abbay Road, Whalley.

In addition the Publication version of the Core Strategy and the accompanying
Sustainability Appraisal and Infrastructure Plan enly. will be available 1o view at the
following locations during normal opening hours:

Longridge Civic Hall; and
Tha Station Buildings, Longridge

They can also be viewad on the Council's website at: www.ribblovalioy gov.uk
{feliow Tink 1o Core Strategy)

Ali documenis forming part of this consultation can be made available for a
reasonable charge. Reguests can be made via coro19@ritblevalley.gov.uk or in
writing to:

Core Strategy Consultation
Council Cffices

Church Walk

Clitherog

Lanzashire

B37 2RA
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Statement of Representations Procedure

Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012: Notice of Consultation
Regulation 19: Publication of Local Plan

Statement of Representations Procedure
Ribble Valley Core Strategy 2008 — 2028:
A Local Plan for Ribble Valley

The subject matter of, and area covered by, the local plan:

The Core Strategy will provide the strategic planning policy framawerk for guiding
devalopment in the Borough up to 2028, It covers the whole Borough and includes
the spatial strategy for development. key policies and deveiopmant management
policias and the identification of a strategic site. 1t will be used 1¢ guide davelopment
in the borough and determine planning applications in the plan period.

Representations about the Core Strategy must be received by:
5.00pm on Friday 157 Juna 2012.

The address to which representations must be made is:

Core Strategy Consuitation
Council Ctiices

Church Walk

Clitherog

Lanzashire

887 2RA

Representations may be made inwriting to the above address or slectronically by:

= completing the on-line consultation feedback form available at
www ribblevalley. gov.uk foflow tha link to Cora Strategy); or

e gmail to cerel1 9@ribblavalley. oov.uk
A raspanse form is availabie 10 downioad at wivw ribblevalley. gov.uk {foliow tha link

1o Cere Strategy). at inspaction points or by request from 01200 428111,

Representations may be accempanied by a raquest to be notified at a specified addrass of any

of the following:
{i) the submission of tha local plan for independent examination under Section
20 of the Act.

{il} the publication of the recommendations ¢f the person appeinted to carmry out
an independent examination of the local plan under section 20 of the Act, and
{iil  the adoption of the local plan.

Marshal Scoft

Chief Executive

Ribbla Vallay Borough Council
4" May 2012

Ribble Valley News, Spring 2012
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(produced by Ribble Valley Borough Council and circulated to every
household in the Borough)

Core Strategy
| moves to its
| final stages
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Lancashire Telegraph, May 3 2012
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News

Thursday, At 12

Don’t miss our round-up
of all the latest news

Your Views
count on
future plans

A STX-week consultation is about to
begin on the future development of the
Ribble Valley.

Residents are being invited to have
their say on the council's Core
Strategy, which will decide how many
new homas the borough needs to build

by 2028. :

Cotm Hirst Rubble valley Coancil’s
head of regenerstion apd housing,
said: “This 1s an important stage in the
final preparation of the Core Strategy,

“ Although residents may have
already commented, it ix
representations submitted to this
consultatior: that will be presented to
the Government’s Planning
Inspectorate.”

The strategy, gaidance notes.and
conument forms are available from 4
May af the Ribble Valley Council
offices in Church Walk . Clitheroe, the
Station Buildings in Berry Lane.
Longridge. Jocal libraries and
wanv ribblevalley gov uk

The closing date for comments is 5pm
on 15.June

Lancashire Telegraph web page, 3™ May 2012
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Core Strategy is
in its final stages

13 Six week consultation period has started

Giflian

THE future of Longnidge and the
Ribble V: is being mapped out
for the next 2) years as the borough
council yeaches dhe final stages
r:rfmgmducinx it Core Siralegy
2003-25.

Res:dents aze being invited 1o
have 1Beir say an the straiegy, which
wll guide development ancludi
how many new hwises the bor:a_u;
needsan w'h&-‘.lhcymf%hrbﬂun
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Transport.
Laxt meath, 2 borough pl.n:nn'{:s
commistee deaded on iy prefe
aplicn,” which 15 now snbjeal to a
six wetk consubiation which started
fast Friduny My 4 and closes al 5pm
on Fnday, June 15

Head of regenemton and Haasing
Colin Hirs: said ~This is an napor
1ant stage 10 the fing} preparation of
1he Core Suategy 1he consuliation
decument outhzes bos devilnp.
ment in he Dorough wall b geided
unir' 2023 40d CONIReT dIC 1w
heing invited from residents fofore
1t % submitied s the Governeent's
Plaoning o ale for scruliny

Abthough resdenis may Hive

sheeady commenied, i1 s 1epresenta-
tions sibmitied tir this fati

ROAD T
belng mapped out
Residents can comment ot
whether (be srategy has beea pre-
pargd in accordance with icgal
and procedural requizements, aad
I itiis sound Tt wili be sub-

1hat will be prescnted to the graaii
ment’s Phimniog lospecinrak

matted o A voungd meciing ap Jaky
17 before being refeiicd to the

FUTURE: Berry Lanc In Longridge for which the future Is

Pianning Tnapectorate, which will
then hold a pubic cramination of
the suntcgy, with 4 ncweto its Bormal
ooy the end of 2012
All informalion iz availadle atihe
‘pasough council in Clihkicine and the
Siation Buidings inLongtilze.

Following Page: Clitheroe Advertiser, May 10", 2012

Ry
=/

g g4

£

L

5.
o

Hir g

ey

42



LLAS Do W A KR AR e

Cyclists participating in

action.org.ukiribblevalley,

RESIDENTS in the Ribble
Valley still have time to say
how many new homes they
think should built in the
borough - and wherc—over
the next 16 years.

Ribhle Valley Borough
C{oung’i is in the Eimg stages
of produang its Carc Strateg
20fs =

The strategy will guide
develupment in the barough
until 2028, including how man
new houses the borough needs
and where they might be built.

Reflecting widespread
consultation undertaken in
the boreugh it recent years,
it also ipcludes sections on
affordable housing, commerce,
employment, the environment
and 1ransport.

Last month, a special
meeting of the council’s
planning commitiee decided
omits preferred option, which
is now subjcct 1o a spx-week
consuitation, which began last
Friday, May 4th,

Colin Hirst. the council's
head of regencranion and
housing. said, “This 15 an
importint stage in the final
glapa‘ration of the Core
Stralesy.

« “Theconsuitatks dotument
autlines how development in
the horough will be guided
until 2628, and comments

elpto
shape
future

by Sue Plunkett

are now being 1nvifed from
residents hefore it s sobmitted
tu the Government’s Planning
Inspectorate for scnatiny.

“Although residents may
have already commented, it is
representalions submitted 1o
thus consultation which witl be
gmseqt et 10 the Govermment’s

lfanning Inspectorate.”

Residents are invited 1o
comment on whether the
strategy has been prepared
in accordance wath legal and
procedural requircments, and
whetherit s ‘sound’.

The strategy will be

submitted to a council mestimg

an Tucsday, July 17th. before
besng referrad 0 the Planning
Inspectorate.

The inspectorite will thesn

hold 2 public examination ot ¥

the strateyy. with a view 10 its
tarmal adoption by the end of
]} 2

The strategy, guidance
noles and comment fomms are
available at the council offices
in Church Walk. Clitheroy;
the Station Buildings in
Berry Lanc, Longnidge, local
libraries and www. ribblevailey.

govauk. _
The closing date for

commments is 5 pan on Fraday,
Junc 15th,
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Clitheroe Advertiser, May 24", 2012
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Clitheroe Advertiser, May 315, 2012

Claveits Advortiiar & Tomms Thirsdey, My 31_2052

Clock ticking on

housing strategy

TONIGHT (May 31st; sees the
final public mecting arvanged
by Chitheroe Residants” Action
Group iCRAG),

It will be held a1 Clitheroe
Cricket Club, on Chalburn
Road, starting at 7-30 p.m. and
is designed to give Clitheroe
residents an insight inte how
the action group helivyves Ribhie
Yalley Borough Counncil’s
propuased Core Strategy could
affect the town.

As part of that strategy.
up to 1,670 houses could he
butlt in Clitheroe up te 2028,
wihich CRAG Believes will ot
an juivlerable strain an local
infrastructure und sivnificanily
chanpe the town’s character.

CRAG spokesman Steve
Rash said: “The first public
meeting. held last Thursday,
was # huge succyss.

“A full room at Clitheroe
Cricket Club was informed
about the National Planning
Policy Framework, the coancil’s
core stratepy preferred
uptivn and the infrastruciure
ducument.

*This gave pcanle the
information and clarity RYRC
has friled to provide, and allows
individuals to decide if they are
3o favour or not.”

Mr Rush also criticised the
timing ol a series of dropsin
sessions on the core stralepy
orgasised by the council.

They are part of the finnl
round of lecal cansuliation,
which cluses on June 15th,

The Grst was hold on May
22nd, with snother on Monday,
anuther today and the last one
un June Tth.

“These seasions should al
have been arcanged in the Arst
three weeks of consaliarion,

not the Last theee weeks, to give
lp}:;gte miore Hme ta prepare
A respomses,” said Mr Rash.
“I cannot express the
impurtance of residints passing
ap their views to RYBC.
“Thix Anal meeting witl give

residents the information they

require (o make an inforined
decision before preparing their
resposise (o RVBC

@ Two drop-in sessions remuin
in tbe series arganised by

Ribhle Vatley Counci), desigmed

to let lacal people leari ntore
ubout the Core Strategy snd
huve their say,

The first take place today in
the Inrangh connei chamber
in Church Street, Clitheroe,
from 110 7 p.m., with the Goal
session at Naidburn Villsze
Hall aext Thursday, June Fth.
from 1 pan. to 6 p.m,

During the consultation,
which ends at § g oo June
15th. residents are invited
to cumment on whether the
strafegy bas been prepared
in accordance with {egal snd
procedurn] requirements,

The strategy will then be
subanitted 10 @ ineeting of Ribble
Vailey Burough Uouncil up

Tuesday July 17th, before being |

referred 1o the Government’s
Plunning Inspectorate,

It will then hald & public
examination of the sfrstesy,

with a view to its format

adoption by the end of 2012,

The core strategy, gaidapce |

nates and comment forms are
avatiable at the Ribble Valley
Boreugh Cuuncil Qffices in
Church Walk, Clitheroe; the
Station Bulldings in Berry
Lane, Longridge, From local
libraries and online nt www,
ribblevalley. gov.uk,
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Article re Core Strategy Drop in Sessions in local free newsletter
“CastleView”

Bawdlands Garage Clitheroe B

DROP-IN SESSIONS (
FOR CORE STRATEGY
4 SERIES of drop-in sessions have heen amanged for il

Ribhle Vallay residents imterested ik having their 2ay or the
banpugh's core strategy.

Rioble Valley Sorcugh Councll iz in the finsl steges of
producng its Core Sirategy 2008-28, which wil set out

future cevelopment in the borugh Th
The strategy will guide development until 2028, including I
haw many new houses the boraugh needs and whens they

might be buill

RBuiding on widespread sonsultation underigkan in resent

years, i1 also includes sections on affardable housing,
cammeres, amployrment, the shwironment and ranspat, s
A series of dropon sessions have been arranged for Why

residents interested in taking par in the consuitation thisiki
The saasions are: Monday, May 28 10am -8 30pm, Station 7
Buidings, Herry Lane, Longridge; Thursday. May 31, 1~ E{
“pm, Ribble Waliey Borough Council Chamber; Thursday CLI
June 7, 1 - Bpm, Slaidhurn Village Hall Satu

The strategy will be submitted o a meeting of Ribbie Valkey 10ar
Borough Council on Tuesday, July 17, befors being referred Ray:
ta tve 2lanning Inspectorate. Refn
The inspectorate will then hold a public examinaton of the Dizp
strateqy with @ view to its formal adaption by the end of plate
2012, . Igeal
The strategy, guidance notes and comment forms are with
avallable at the Ribbie Valey Barough Council Offices in Wl
Church Walk, Clitheroe; the Station Bulldings n Berry Lane, v
Langridge, lacal libraties and www, ibblevalley govuk The  oslal
closing dete for commeants i Spm on Friday, June 15, DLECE

ISSUE 419
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Ribble Valley Borough Council Website

b Ribble Valley
Borough Council

R3QiEte nerg
Sigriin

Hema s Rasifenss s Flanning + Planning Procy » Ribble w2y fom Svatzgy bk
19} ¥ ensuanan Lroh

fan versian {Laguiatian

s and hetace

Eenwtis Ribble Valley Core Strategy Publication Version

Bositng cvlin

+ €ome ariey 2rd g {Regulation 19) Consultation Draft
Covis i tay )
- Lo side
Paatna fonerals and o emiticns A guick guide
EAy reament This consultation was npen for & 6 week periad fram Friday 4 May to 5.00pm an Friday 15 June
Ervotinmients el 2012,
houza The Corn Strategy, 'when fermally adeptad, will form the central pare of the new Loza! Man forthe
Lard eharges Borouoh and, tocether wkh other telated documents, will eventually replace the currem Distnotwice
» Marets Leeal Plan whith daree fram 1998,
Fayimcmis
Planng The Cora Strategy has hoen diveloping aver the past few years. Ia 2007 an initial ronsuitstion ewplored
© coome nnms 1nd hesthy ey broad issues such as housng, the srvironmert, work, tounsm and others thraugh leabiet
- quaskonnawes, workshops and a travellng exzhebton. Following  change in legeslation n 2008 1o
> Tsnsiet nd sthaies further consuizations were held in 2010 and 2011 relsting ™o 3 series of coteral strateg optons for
Wllage bl cavslopment and sssociated davelupment managamant polioas undar tha than Regulation 25 Tssuas
Ry chng and naluse #nd Opdens procedure, Thess invalyed eplanatory bookless derulated within the majer local

newspaoen cublic meetings and workshops bald with oroups of psnsh woundls end ot $he Countl
ofices in Clitheroe, cress ralestes and web detals, Al these consuiations, together with separate

on important based such a5 tho St Housing Markot
Counsd Tax #, hava been s d and repertad to Coundll members, In add&tion all the incividual
Ordne Parmeats responses mado w the 2010 and 2011 renswitstons have beon mada avallsblo te the subiic,
» Feuts ‘We have developad the Core Strategy Funlicatinn Uereian (Regulation 19) Draft [27.710451 whidch defines
Periehis the most st ¥ for futune % and which was the subject of the most
recent consultatian.

Locurent cowriaads
& smatler e s1z@ version of the Core Strateer (Rvd 19) verson without photos (3 41HE) is avalabie,
Fair 21 0cessig Stebat et

{This wersion has full page photograghs ramnavad tirg in blank pagas. The text remains the same

Futnraiy as the lull version)
» beade s Miessog
What's Tew |
Accompanymo the Core Strateay cocument and recured by lecistation i5 3 Surmabibty Aporairal (53
Fearie Lances' & that assesses tha satia, 2tonomic and anvirormiental impacts of a plan and aims 1o ensure that
vk Ribbio Vil sustanable cevelooment 1s at the heart of the pian maling process., Thers is 450 & short Nen Tedhmeat
. Summary of the Sudisinability Spprasal, Atcemparnying the Sustalnabiicy Asgraical is a Habitats
ng i v +  FRegulations Screening Reoors which is alvo a regulatery requirement in relation W snvironmertal
1 © aspeds of the plan,

+ Lortack your Larciar
Lot ites Meet i
Feedb®e: Orima
Fosdhae

Arcompanying the Core STraceqy is an Infrascucure plan which gives an indication of the implications of
thz Core Stretegy for & wide varety of 00 mivastruthue incuding Schasis, health and sty provision.

How could I make my comments?
On the Care Strategy dacument anly

There vrere 2 vadiety of ways to commert spechcall on the Core Strateay:

» Fert Time Erarun nenta) S s Officer L. Fllin and submit your commerts using the Coundl's oniine consultation Taclity
alhsory s vy He e ROICN . OF G UKCONT BItETen 656 LS
ierporary Pecepborust - mobasdile
Feol (Mater sty Leave)

2. Filin 2 Re<ponsa forn and retuen them 10 the Councl maikad *'Core Strategy Consultaton™ 1o the
toilowing address: Countil Offices, Church Wall:, Clitheroe, Lancasiire BBT 2rA. See balow for whote to
obtain these forms

=, Email us &t core 1Sqritblavaliay.goy uk
4. Writa to us atthe Councl Officas address.

It vias impartant ™ read the accompanying Guid ance Nares to the forms before susmitting responses
on the forms, Even d you did notintend to use a form but instead apt for an email or letter response t
wag helpful to consider them a+ they outiinedche mare specficformats of respons» required ar this
stage cf the regulatery process. This 2izo really helps us and the Planning Inspectorats i tha
fortheaming & and pei the document will subsequenty go thraugh.

On the Sustninability Approisal and/or the Infrastructure Plan only

Hyou wished to make comments on the sbove two documents we requested that you do not use the
clediczted Care Strateqy forms or the Coun:il on Ine Core Strategy feedbatk system,

Hoveever anyone was welcoms t send us an email to core I9ribbleva ley.gov.v: or send us a letter to
ths Council address mertioned sbeve.

¥e requetted that people be as dear as possible about which parts of the documerts, echer
paragraph numbers or section headings, page numbers atc that comments related ta.




Ribble Valley Borough Council website ( continued)

Where could I view the documents?

In addlition to the knks to the dotuments on the Councl’s website thet are mentioned above, the
cocunments wera ais0 avalat’e to wew on computer dist and aisa, apart from the Suppoiting
Doouments, in hard topy form at the following local libraries: Claberae, Chatburn, Lonandoe, Mellor,
Read and Whalley. Also available on disc only 3t those loeations are @ wide variely of supportng
cocunents that have informed the development of the Strstecy.

1n addition hard copas only of tha consuitation doo,mants vwere avaisble for nspection at Langndge
Stabon buddngs.

All the ahove venuas also had dedicated hard copy Core Strategy commants forms.

Inspection hard coples of the consultation documents and the supporting documants were also
avalable, togother with hard ropy tonsultation comment forms, at the Planning Recapbon at Ribble
valiey Barough Council's Officas, Leval D, Chureh Walk, Clitheroe from Sam o Spm Monday o Friday.

Afl the consuitation dotuments were availabla in large print and othur farmats on requost,
What happens next?

Following this consultatioh the rasults are being summarised and then reported to Courcl membars. Tt
is the Council’s ircention ta submit the Core Strategy in July 2012 for examination by the Planning
Inspeciarate in an Examnatonn Public that it s antcipatad wil be held in the autumn, sutyact ta ho
fundamentalissues heing raised in relation to the dorument's soundness. The summanes of this

consultation, and any ndividual rasponses that the [nspadtor wishes to see, will alse be mada available
to the Ihcpactor as 3 part of this process.

Pleaze note that this consultation is naw closed.

Tt was spen for 8 6 woek period from Friday 4 May ts 5,.00pm on Fridey 15 Juns 2012.

* Pages in Ribble Valley Core Strategy Publication Version
{Regulation 19) Consultation Draft

1. JenSUTAtIN Yav-une 261E
2, You ars hore: A guick guids

3. rubble valley Core Strategy supparting documarts
£ e

X Prelatez T wiluec e 2wt s aage

477 Lonad t atoesd
W delcas Lo tvnerd s this pece
L uties sdper
zad tothe top

irectgav e N IR council otices,

N { g & Church ¥alts,

weare B 1ac Conment Maragemant TR G SR Rl

o e v e chd BT £ o858 Femdhazk

tantashire;
BEP ZRA
11300425111
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Ribble Valley Borough Council Press releases re Consultation
(May 1%, May 16™ and May 24" 2012)

RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL

PRESS RELEASE

CORE STRATEGY MOVES TO FINAL STAGES

RESIDENTS in Ribble Valley are inviled to have their say on future development in the
borough.

Ribble Valley Borough Council is in the final stages of producing its Core Strategy 2008-
28B.

The strategy will guide development in the borough until 2028, including how many new
houses the borough needs and where they might be built.

Building on widespread consultation undertaken in the borough in fecent years, it also
includes sections on affordable housing, commerce, employment, the enviranment and
transport.

On Wednesday, April 4, a special meeting of Ribble Valley Borough Council’s planning
committee decided on its “preferred oplion,” which — along with accompanying reports —
is now subject t a six-week consultation from Friday, May 4.

Colin Hirst, Ribble Valley Borough Council's head of regeneration and housing, said:
“This is an important stage in the final preparation of the Core Strategy. The consultation
document outlines how development in the borough will be guided until 2028 and
comments are now being invited from residents before it is submitted to the
Government’s Planning Inspectorate for scrutiny.




“Alihaugh residents may Fave abeady sarmmented, | & representations submifted foihs
consuiation that will oo presamted os thoe Gavemment's Planning Inspagtarate ©

Fiasidents are bairg invited to cormment on whether he sliategy has been prepared in
acoupdancs with legal and procsdural reguirements, and whesher it s “sound.”

Tha stratagy wil be: subrmithed to @ mestng of REble Vakay Borough Souncil on
Tusasay July 17, Delora beng rafarred ta the Planaing nspeciorate

The irspectarate will then hokd a publiz examinaban of the stredagy, with 8 vew 1o ile
formal adoptan by tte and of 2092

The sbalsgy, guidanse sales and cammenl forms are avarable atihe Ribole Mallay
Bomugh Council ffices in Chunch Walk, Clitheroz, the Stator Buidngs in Bamy Lans,
Lanrgrdoge. kecal lipranes and wow rbalevalley gov ok The dhoging date Tor comments is
dpm oa Fricay, Juna 15

Frds

Haf- FR1ZET.

Dhate: May 1 2012

Furlber Salails ane available fraom Bibbie Yaloy Boraugh Council's sommunical izas unil
g 0200 414485 of OTET1 B7ETEE.
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PRESS RELEASE

RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGII COUNCIL

STILL TIME FOR SAY ON CORE STRATEGY

RESIDENTS in Ribble Valley siill have time te havwe S1eir say o0 futina devalopment in
the borough

Ribtie Valley Boseugh Council 15 in the fisal stages of produting its Care Strateqy 2008-
28. ‘

Tae strategy will guice developmant in the borough untl 2028, wtluding haw marny rew
houses the borcugn neads and whese they might be buill,

Buiding on widesprand consuliation undestaken iy the barsaugh in resant yesss, it also
inzludes secticas an affordabie housng, commarce, emgloyment, tha envionmen sad
transpon,

On Wednesday, Aptil ¢, 3 zpecial meeting of Rikble Vallay Rompgh Councits ¢l anning
committer decided on ils “proferred opsian,” which is now subjest to a publie
cansuitation

Residents are being rwited 10 comment on whether the stralegy Has been prepared in
aecordance with legal and procedural cequaremarts, and whether it i “sourd.”

The sirategy will ta submrited 1o 3 meeting of Ribble Valley Doraugh Coungii oa
Tuesday, July 17. beloie being referred o the Flanning irspestorate
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Thet inspoctoraie wil then hold a pudlic examnation of the sizatagy, with a view lo it
formal azopticn by the éng of 2012,

Fustries of dicpin sessinas for Ribule Valley tesicords interastos i taking pad in the
consuttation is underaay.

The resradinng sessiorm. Morday, Mxy 268 10am -8 30pm, Station Bizidings, Bery
Lane, Lomgridge: Thurstiny, May 31, 1 - 7pm. Rable Vatey Barough Council Chamber,
Thursday, June 7, 1<&pm, Slaigsum Villags Hall,

The strateqy. gaidance noles and cammeat forms are avaiabie at the Ribble Vatey
Boreugh Council CHfizes in Chureh Walk, Clitheroe: the Station Buidags in Bery Lane,
Longrdge: Izeal libmanes and www.ritblevalley.gov.uk. The dosing date fer cammonts 5
Apm on Frigay Jung 15

Erxs.

Ref PR1232
Dale: May 24 2012

Furber delais are svailable from Ritble Valley Borough Councils communications uivd
on 01200 414433 o Q7971 S76753

52



PRESS RELEASE

RIBBLE VALLEY BOROUGH COUNCIL

DROP-IN SESSIONS FOR CORE STRATEGY

A SERIES of 8r0p-In 555003 Faue bean arrangad for Ritble Valtay iesdents interpsind
in having thelr say on the berough's sore siralegy.

Ribtic Valkey Boraugh Countil is in tha final stages of produging its Core Stralegy 2004.
28, wheh will et out future devsiopmerns in the borough,

The slistegy wili guide developeent untd 2028, inzluding hew many new houses the
brough netds and where they mighl oe built

Buleng on widaspraad coasuliation uhdedaken in recanl yearns, il also indudes
sactons on affordabie hausing, commencs, empioyment, the eavircamant and Sransport,

A series of diopin sessions have been artanged for rasidants mierested in taking partin
the consultation,

The sessons we: Tursday, May 22, 1~ 7om, Ribbe Valley Borsugh Coundil Chamber,
Chezch Street, Clithecoe; Monday, May 28, 50am —6.50pm, Station Buildiags, Seay
Lane, Longriage, Thursday, May 3%, 1 - 7pm, Ribale Vallzy Boraugh Council Chamber;
Thirsaay, June ¢, 1 - Bpem, Siadbumn Vitlage Hail,

The srategy will be submitied 15 a rerding of Ritble Valkey Borough Couicil on
Tuesday, July 17, before being refered 1o the Frannirg lsgesiomate,
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The inspeclorate will ther hold & puble examination ¢f il strategy, with a view 3o s
formal adepton by the end of 2012,

The stratngy. pindance notes and comment ‘orms arg avarabia atthe Ribble Valey
Borewgh Council Offices in Thu'ch Walk, Tlitheros. Ihe Stalion Buldngs in Bery Lane,
Longtdpe, local libradies and www.ribblevalley.gov.uk. The closing date for commaents i
Spm oa Frigay, June 15

Ends.

Rof PR1228,

Date: May 16 2012,

Eurthar dolails are avallable from Ribtie Yailey Bomigh Councils communaice: iens unit
on M200 494433 or OTE71 B7E765
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Example of poster placed in locality, eg parish noticeboards etc

Ribble Valley
Borough Council

Core Strategy 2008 — 2028
A Local Plan for Ribble Valley
Regulation 19 Consultation Draft

INVITATION TO COMMENT

Copios of the decumaent to view, and forms on which to make comment,
are avaslable at.

+ the Council Offices, Church Walk, Clitheroe:
+ the Station Buwidings, Longridge, and

+ local libranies in the Borough.

To =ee the document onling plaase go to wew nbblevalley gov.uk and
then follow the Core Strategy hink

Onling comment forms are available.

You can email your comments to; core186ribblavalley gov uk or contact
us on 01200 4251141

Closing date for receipt of comments is 5 00pm on Freday 157 June 2012,

KA\Forward Planning\Core Strategy\Reg 19 pre-submission\Reg19 summary

Reg221cv.doc

report
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