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Barbara BradleyBarbara BradleyBarbara BradleyBarbara Bradley         to: planningpolicy 04/03/2019 17:00

I wish to raise objections to the councils planning for the above.The 
r easons are set out as follows.
Plenty of brown field sites in this borough which could be built on first.
Not enough school places as with all new properties there are lots of 
children to be catered for.
Not enough doctors in this area,plus hospital  beds or doctors.
The roads are already congested these plans would make it even worse.
We don't have enough green spaces without taking what we have to build 
mire.
People don't want to live in nice areas so builders would not be able to 
sell properties on previously brown sites.
These are some of the reasons for my objections to the above proposals
BBradley

Sent from my iPad
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Hi All

I am writing in complete disgust at the thought of Parkside actually going ahead and have the following objections:.

� Traffic congestion in Lowton and the surrounding areas will cause huge problems

� Green belt will be reduced dramatically 

� Pollution

� Unsightly warehouses 

� Residential areas will be impacted with pollution and noise

� Impact on the environment

� The roads are already being impacted so further traffic will impact the areas.

There appears to be a total disregard for the locals and their environment, please do not go ahead with this!

Regards

Judith Adamson

Lowton Resident

**************************************************************************************************************************************************************** 

The content of this email (and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. 
This email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or disclosed to anyone who is not an original intended recipient. 

If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email and any copies from your system. 

Liability cannot be accepted for statements made which are clearly the sender's own and not made on behalf of Network Rail.
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited registered in England and Wales No. 2904587, registered office Network Rail, 2nd Floor, One Eversholt Street, London, NW1 
2DN

**************************************************************************************************************************************************************** 

PARKSIDE
Adamson Judith 
to:
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
07/03/2019 11:39
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Local Plan 2020-2035
Rainford Site is a Grade 1Agricultural site/land actively farmed and provides employment. Jobs are 
threatened by the proposed removal from the green belt. The SHLP is intended to promote 
employment and growth but this development will have the opposite effect.
The site is near to an industrial area subject to the risks associated with this activity which has been 
recorded recently. Other sites have been excluded being next to similar land see SHLAA 2016 site 
assessment ref 16m and 142.
Only 4 sites score 4 negatives on sustainability appraisal and 3 have been discarded. So SHBC's own 
assessment is that HA8 is the least appropriate green belt site for housing in phase 1.
There has been no consultation with Natural England over the loss of Grade 1 Agricultural (BMV 
Land. 
Other reasonable alternatives have not been fully explored including lower target figures and 
previously developed land.
The council have failed to co-operate with other councils and have not published any statement(s) of 
common ground.
There are no exceptional circumstances to Justify not using Standard Method to calculate housing 
need.
Economic Analysis is flawed and based on over-optimistic assumptions.
The level of land needed is not this high. 
There are no exceptional circumstances to change green belt boundaries.
Infrastructure funding LPA08 has not been planned eg collapsing roads lack of doctor and school 
places, no NHS dentists. Transport links poor so more cars will be used leading to congestion and 
pollution.
Loss of wildlife habitat and trees LPC10 . We are losing our wildlife and flooding is historic in this 
area Higher Lane/Rookery Lane.LPC12
We need our Agricultural land to feed us, especially with Brexit.

Part B Your Representation
Janet Appleton 
to:
planningpolicy
08/03/2019 15:06
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TO whom it may concern.

I object to the proposal to remove the land 8HS south of A580 between Houghtons Lane and Crantock 

Grove, Windle from Green Belt.

1. This land is prime agricultural land and is used to grow vegetables and corn. The loss of this will mean 

locally produced food will cease and  will lose the opportunity to see crops grow. 

2. This site has no suitable access for all the traffic which will be generated by this development. If the 

number of houses built is as stated then the impact of traffic on the existing roads will be 

unacceptable. Access at Crantock Road/Bleak Hill Road is already inadequate and Houghtons Lane is 

unsuitable. Any further access onto theA580 will cause severe problems on an already congested 

road. The traffic pollution will impact on the already poor quality of air in this region. 

3. The local amenities will be unable to cope with the increased population. There is already a shortage 

of medical, shopping and social facilities. The schools are already full, with one already extended and 

another expanding to cope with the present lack of space to meet current demand.

The development will completely change the character of the area and the green belt will be lost forever.

Regards,

J.G. Parsons

Removal of Green Belt status land in area 8HS
Jeff Parsons 
to:
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
09/03/2019 11:00
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Dear Sir/Madam

I object to the proposal to remove the land 8HS south of A580 between Houghtons Lane and Crantock 

Grove, Windle from Green Belt.

1. The A580 is a major corridor for HGV’s travelling from Liverpool Docks to Manchester and the 

motorways. The traffic will increase when the new Seaforth container terminal is fully operational. 

The pollution caused by these vehicles will affect the air quality which is already poor. Any access 

from the proposed development will cause more congestion on the A580.

2. There is little public transport in Eccleston, especially in the evenings and weekends. This will mean 

the whole development will be car dependant. An unacceptable numbers of cars will need to be on 

the local roads such as Houghtons Lane and Springfield Lane, These roads are unsuitable for a large 

increase in traffic.

3. The numbers of houses required in the local plan has not been properly calculated. The need for the 

number of houses panned is well over estimated. Brownfield sites have not been properly surveyed in 

order to bring them back into use. Development of town centres should be used first instead of the 

edge of towns. This would bring life back into the town centre instead of destroying green belt land.

Yours sincerely,

N.J. Rimmer

Objection to 8HS Green Belt removal
Niki 
to:
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
09/03/2019 11:01
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To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to express my concern over the proposed change in status of the Greenbelt land in 

Sutton and Bold (REF 4HA).  Your A4 size information attached to a post was so hard to read for 

most people and did not suggest a good consultation of the people of Sutton and Bold. 

I find it inconceivable that you would consider changing this protected area of green land.  This is 

the only large open space in this area and is a haven for all kinds of wildlife including Hares, rabbits, 

Owl, birds of all varieties in the hedgerows, squirrels, Buzzard and other smaller birds of prey.  

In Sutton Village we have already had a very large housing development from the old power station 

several years ago with very little attention paid to additional traffic, noise and pollution.  We also 

have two large housing developments under construction in areas where traffic is already heavy 

during peak hours.  How do you anticipate addressing the increased risk to public health from this 

increases in traffic and pollution.  How do you intend to address these issues as your past approach 

has been less than noticeable?

By removing the Green Belt we believe you are risking the health and well being of the residents of 

Sutton village especially if you intend to allow further commercial and industrial units to be 

developed on this site.  Sutton Village is surrounded by industrial units ­ again adding to the noise 

and pollution.  Surely Sutton has enough housing and commercial / industrial units without taking 

away the only large open green space we have.  

Many people enjoy the greenbelt land. Visually it is  pleasant to view and gives a feeling of open 

space (and not  an industrial dumping ground as Sutton appears to be heading towards), ramblers, 

dog walkers, families all enjoy the footpaths around the fields, where wild flowers and insects are in 

abundance during the summer months, not to mention the animals i referred to earlier. 

The people of Sutton deserve some respite.  Please reconsider your decision and do not change the 

Green Belt status. 

Regards

Dr Susan Ashton 

Mr David Ashton 

Mr David S. Ashton 

Re: Have your say on the St.Helens Borough Local Plan 2020-2035 Submission Draft -
SITE REF 4HA Sutton and Bold Green Belt review
Susan Ashton 
to:
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
11/03/2019 17:49
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Dear Sir or Madam,
St.Helens Borough Local Plan 2020-2035: Submission Draft

Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 

I am writing to notify you that the St. Helens Borough Local Plan 2020-2035 Submission 
Draft (“the Local Plan”) and supporting documents will be published under Regulation 19 of 
the above-mentioned Regulations on 17 January 2019. You have received this email 
because your contact details are held on our Register of Consultees database. 

How can I view the Plan and submit representations?

Copies of the Plan, together with a Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulation 
Assessment, Green Belt Review and other supporting documents (as well as Frequently 
Asked Questions and a Statement of the Representations Procedure) are available for 
inspection on the Council website at https://www.sthelens.gov.uk/localplan and (from 8.30 
am until 5.15 pm on weekdays) at Ground Floor reception, St. Helens Town Hall, St Helens. 
Key documents are also available at all St.Helens Council libraries (see 
https://www.sthelens.gov.uk/libraries for details of locations and opening times). 

You may submit comments (known as ‘representations’) on the Local Plan. 
Representations must be sent: 

��by post to Local Plan, St Helens Council, St Helens Town Hall, Victoria Square, 
St Helens, WA10 1HP; or

��by email to planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk; or

��by using our on-line form at www.sthelens.gov.uk/localplan. 

All representations must be received by 5.00 pm on Wednesday 13th March 2019.
Please note that late representations cannot be accepted. 

It is recommended that comments are made by completing the Council’s Publication Stage 
Representation Form using the guidance notes. The forms and guidance notes are 
available to download from the Council’s website at www.sthelens.gov.uk/localplan, and 
from the Ground Floor Reception, St. Helens Town Hall, St Helens from 8.30am – 5.15pm 
Monday to Friday and at all local St. Helens libraries. Alternatively, you can contact the 
Planning Policy Team on 01744 676190.

Next steps

Previously, the Council consulted on the Local Plan Preferred Options. It has taken 
representations received at that and earlier stages into account when producing the current 
‘Submission Draft’ of the Plan. Following the current consultation, the Council intends to 
submit the current version of the Plan, together with any representations received during 
the consultation, to the Government. We expect to do this in summer 2019. A Government 
Planning Inspector will then examine the Plan and its supporting evidence. He or she will 
probably hold public hearings as part of this process. Following the examination, the 
Inspector will decide whether the Plan is ‘sound’ and can be adopted by the Council (with or 
without modifications). The Council expects to adopt the Plan in 2020. 

Data protection

We process your personal data as part of our public task to prepare a Local Plan, and will 
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retain this in line with our Information and Records Management Policy. For more 
information on what we do and on your rights please see the data protection information on 
our website at www.sthelens.gov.uk/localplan. 

If you no longer wish to be consulted on Planning Policy matters, and/or the contact details 
are incorrect, please let us know either by phone 01744 676190 or email 
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk.

How can I find out more?

A series of drop in sessions have been arranged at various locations across the Borough at 
which you will be able to find out more. Please see the Council’s website at 
www.sthelens.gov.uk/localplan for details of these events or use the contact details at the 
top of this letter for further details. 

Yours sincerely,

Jonathan Clarke

Development Plans Manager

(See attached file: Statement of Representation Procedure.pdf)
"This e-mail and any file transmitted with it are confidential, subject to copyright and intended solely 
for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. It may contain privileged 
information. Any unauthorised review, use, disclosure, distribution or publication is prohibited. If 
you have received this e-mail in error please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy and 
delete the message and all copies from your computer. " 
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Bell Lane Sutton Manor

 

to:

planningpolicy

12/03/2019 10:15

To The Planning Committee

I would like the Bell Lane site to be considered as "allocated" land, rather than "safeguarded"

I believe this would benefit the local area and community.

Yours Faithfully 

Molly Jenner
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Bell Lane Sutton Manor

 

to:

planningpolicy

12/03/2019 10:50

The Planning Committee

I believe it would be advantageous to all, if, in the next phase of development, the Bell Lane site 

became a residential area.

Yours Faithfully

Molly Jenner
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To Whom it may concern, 

I would like to express my opinion when it comes to the removal of the greenbelt around the surrounding 
areas of Gorsey Lane. I have been informed by my neighbours that a plan is in place to build 3000+ new 
homes on the greenbelt around the ClockFace area. I have not been formally informed by yourself that 
something so drastic will be happening within my area which will not only effect myself, my neighbours 
and the beautiful scenery but also the local wildlife within the area.

I would like to raise a few concerns that bother me regarding your local plans:

1) Have you considered the wildlife you will be driving away from our area by destroying natural 
habitats that have been around for hundreds of years in exchange for more air pollution, light pollution, 
sound pollution and stress upon the existing utilities within the area.
2) With 3000+ homes it will bring a greater amount of heavy traffic to an already busy road (Gorsey 
Lane)
3) The local schools are already over subscribed and families in the area have to travel further a field to 
get there children into schools.   
4) Hospitals/Doctors Surgeries are very few and far between and currently struggle with the high volume 
of patients.
5) Roads around Clock Face are already in poor condition with the amount of traffic that use them on a 
daily basis including HGV's that use the area as a cut through to Burtonwood/Warrington. Adding to this 
will make it worse especially when there is no budget to repair already exsiting pot holes etc.
6) The proposed access road situated on Crawford Street will create a dangerous environment for young 
children that currently play on the Lyndsey Street playing field as well as pose a threat to all 
homeowners who park there vehicles on and around this area.
7)  I would of expected to be notified of any small or large plans around my area 
especially as we are well  within the 200 meter radius of where this purposed building will take place.
8) You plan to change Green Belt area into a housing site when there is plenty of Brown Belt areas that 
are already suitable for this plan.
9)  when surveys and searches where carried out nothing came back 
with the purposed build you are currently pushing for. Why was this information held back?
10) There is no demand, need or valuable reason to build this volume of domestic properties within the 
Clock Face area.

In conclusion I feel that the way this plan has been approached has been very under handed by not 
informing residents of any changes that you wish to make until a week before a final decision is due to 
be made and as far as i am concerned there are numerous laws and rules that have been broken and over 
looked to even get the plan to the point of where we are at know. I fully support the Bold and Clock Face 
Action Group in there efforts to stop this ridiculous plan.
I hope you take all my points into consideration as I am completely against any building or regeneration 
work on Green belt land in the Clock Face area.

I hope to hear back from you soon.
Regards
Laura Cottom

St Helens local Plan 2020-2035
Laura Cottom 
to:
planningpolicy, 
12/03/2019 17:35
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I wish to register my objections to the Local Plan 8HS Land South of A580 between Houghtons Lane 

– Crantock Grove, Windle. This land should be returned to Green Belt

This land is prime agricultural land which will continue to produce locally grown vegetables and cor. 

This will result in less need to goods to be transported. Most of this land is in the Green Belt

The increase in traffic proposed in the Plan will have a severe impact on the roads in the area. The 

junction of Windle Island/Bleak Hill is a major problem now. The A580 is being developed as a super 

highway for HGV’s. The new Seaforth Container terminal will dramatically increase the number of 

vehicles travelling along the A580 as well as the distribution centres being built and more proposed 

along the A580 and A570.

The pollution levels from the traffic along the A580 will reduce the air quality of the region which is 

already poor.

This development will not provide sustainable or social housing for the local people, When plans 

are passed which show a large mix of houses, once building starts plans are quickly amended. This 

has already happened to the Triplex development with the Social Club plans being changed to 

houses and more larger houses have been built than planned.

Eccleston has already had a large development on the Triplex Site. This has caused more conjestion 

on the roads and a shortage of school places. Eccelston cannot cope with developments like the 

ones proposed. 

Regards

Andrea Parsons

Local Plan 8HS
Andrea Parsons 
to:
Planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
13/03/2019 06:57
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Dear Sir 

I object to the removal of Site 8HS from the Green Belt.

I believe;
 that the economic growth predictions are over ambitious and outdated.
the housing needs are based on old statistics, the older(2014) figure of 486 houses per year has been 
used when the ONS (2016) figure is 383 houses per year.
I believe that more Brownfield land could be made available during the span of the plan 2020-2035.
St Helens Council in its commendable efforts to develop and improve St Helens would not I feel 
wish this to be marred by utouched derelict Brownfield sites.
To use prime agricultural land that should be used for food production seems totally wrong when in 
these uncertain times the availability  and cost of our future food supplies could be in doubt.
The plan will have a significant impact  on traffic volumes in the area. This will be compounded by 
increased HGV traffic with the additional warehousing in the area  and increased traffic to and from 
Liverpool using the A580 route to the M6. I cannot see that the current improvements at Windle 
Island will solve this. All this will impact on air quality, pollution, noise, safety and general well 
being.
With reports of evermore GP's leaving the NHS will the Infrastructure be able to cope with the 
increased burden 
from this proposal.

The employment growth should be based on ONS (2018)
figures
8HS should be put back in the Green Belt
Brownfield sites should be used first.

Mr F Johnson 
Calderhurst Drive 
Windle 

LocalPlan Submission Draft- site 8HS
Frank Johnson 
to:
planningpolicy
13/03/2019 12:04
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Objection to local plansObjection to local plansObjection to local plansObjection to local plans
Victoria TwissVictoria TwissVictoria TwissVictoria Twiss         to: planningpolicy 13/03/2019 14:10

I object to the latest local plans within Rainhill and St. Helens. 

Kind Regards
Victoria
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To Whom it may Concern.

We the undersigned object to the plans to use green belt land fir the purpose of house's.  There is not 
enough infrastructure within Rainhill to accommodate new homes. 

Mrs Beverley Duffin 

Mr Paul Duffin  

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.

Objection Letter
 

to:
planningpolicy
13/03/2019 14:25

Page 1 of 1

31/05/2019file:///C:/Users/GriffithsCh/AppData/Local/Temp/notes0C98C3/~web7399.htm



 
RO1983 





 
RO1984 



To whom it may concern,

I am writing as not only a concerned citizen but also resident within the borough of St. Helens. I feel 
that the council are wanting to push the local plan despite it being unsustainable and havent yet 
started looking at brownfield sites as alternatives. They have also not considered the infrastructure 
implications of building onto Greenbelt sites in terms of the knock on effect on roads, schools, GP 
and dental surgeries etc. 

I feel that the plan has not been clearly thought through with the consideration of local residents in 
mind. The Florida Farm development is a case in point - already on the East Lancs Road A580, 
queues start from 7:30 in the morning lasting longer than an hour, this will merely escalate when the 
warehouses are completed. 

I cannot support the local plan as it stands currently 

--
Kind regards,

Argha Dutta

Argha Dutta M.Sc. PhD. PGCE

Local plan 2020-2035
Dr. Argha Dutta 
to:
planningpolicy
13/03/2019 15:40
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I would like to express my concern over the local plan for rainhill for the following reasons; 

1.  Likely to cause additional traffic congestion on roads thst are nearing capacity
2.  Have a detrimental effect on highway safety for vehicles and pedestrians 
3.  Increase the pressure on schools and nurseries, which are already over subscribed 
4.  Increase the pressure on social infrastructure eg. Dr’s
5.  Increase vehicle pollution leading to increase in health issues for existing residents 
6.  Detrimental to residenial amenity due to the removal of greenbelt.

Yours sincerely,

James Carroll

the local plan for rainhill
 

to:
planningpolicy
13/03/2019 15:46
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  L l aLocal plan    (B dBold)
  P rP Price         to: planningpolicy 20/03/2019 21:39

From: P Price 

To: planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk

History: This message has been replied to.

 and back onto the current housing site (labelled 
3HA on your plans).We are pleased that houses were being built there but 
when problems arise Countryside Housing do not respond. Reginald Road is 
filthy. You may say that this is to be expected and in part I agree but the 
builders do not show any respect to the residents in terms of cleaning. 
They have a Road cleaner that only goes up and down the middle of the road 
and sprays all the cars and front of the houses with dirt. There should be 
arrangements to move our cars and employ people to keep the area clean and 
tidy. 
So you can imagine my fears of a much larger development that goes on until 
2035.  I am very concerned about the amount of traffic not just from the 
builders but also all the new resident traffic. The plans posted through 
our houses is too small to make out any specific details. The times of 
opening to view the plans at the Town Hall are inadequate as I work full 
time Mon-Fri. You should have access at the weekend or on the website.I am 
concerned about where the entrances will be as we already have the new 
estate and the entrance to Brindley Road industrial estate.
Yours Sincerely 
Paula Price 
Sent from my iPhone
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dan smithdan smithdan smithdan smith         to: planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk 18/04/2019 08:46

From: dan smith 

To: "planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk" <planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk>

Hi 
My idea for the local plan is to have more sports and food banks 
Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Sirs

I am contact you to object to the above plan.  I feel that brownfield sites should be used first.  I live in 

Brookfield Avenue Rainhill which is adjoining Rainhill Road.  If the plan for housing goes ahead on the 

Eccleston Golf Course then the traffic would be too congested on Rainhill road.  It is already a nightmare 

trying to exit onto Rainhill Road.  Also, there is a lack of schools in Rainhill.  I just cannot see how Rainhill 

which is a small village would be able to cope with the additional people and cars from this housing.

Kind regards

Stuart Glover   

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

St Helens Borough Local Plan 2020 - 2035 submission draft (Eccleston Golf Course)
stuart glover 
to:
planningpolicy@sthelens.gov.uk
05/05/2019 15:45

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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