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Core Strategy Review Representation GH cO

The consultation runs between Monday 14 March and May 9 2022.
For representations to be valid, a full name and address must be provided.

If you need to continue with more space for any of your answers, please attach fu rther pages to this
form.

Al fields marked with an Asterix (*) must be completed.
|

First Name(*) QP H EN P»ﬁh/( “

Surname(¥*)

p}-ﬁ"(__ — G

Job T|tle (where relevant) _

Organisation (where relevant) _—

Postcode(*)

Telephone number(*)

B l-——

Agent's details (if applicable) Include name, address, contact number and email
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To which part of the Core Strategy Review does this representation relate? (one or more must be
ticked)(*)

Policies Policies Map Other text [:I

Please use the box below to tell us specifically where the representation relates to (a policy, the
policies map or other text). Do not use the box to make your comments as this is required further
down the form.(*)

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is Legally Compliant? (*)

Yes |:| No I:l

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is sound?(*)

Yes D No D

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review Representation complies with the duty to operate?(*)

Yes |:| No |:|

Please give details of why you consider the Erewash Core Strategy Review is not legally compliant or is
unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy Review or its
compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.
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Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified
above. (Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at
examination). You will need to say why each modification will make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of

any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should

not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions.
After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the

matters and issues he or she identifies for examination.

If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
in examination hearing session(s)?(*)

L__—l No, | do not wish to participate in hearing session(s)

I:I Yes, | wish to participate in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing
session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. If you wish to
participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who

have indicated that they wish to participate in
hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has

identified the matters and issues for examination
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Core Strategy Review Representation UGH CO
The consultation runs between Monday 14 March and May 3 2022.
For representations to be valid, a full name and address must be provided.

If you need to continue with more space for any of your answers, please attach further pages to this
form.

All fields marked with an Asterix (*) must be completed.

'l

First Name(*)

LrePHEN) rﬂwc_

Surname(*)

Prcmer

Job Title (where relevant) —

Organisation (where relevant)

Postcode(*)

Agent's details (if applicable) Include name, address, contact number and email
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To which part of the Core Strategy Review does this representation relate? (one or more must be
ticked)(*)

Policies I:l Policies Map l:l Other text I:l

Please use the box below to tell us specifically where the representation relates to (a policy, the
policies map or other text). Do not use the box to make your comments as this is required further
down the form.(*)

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is Legally Compliant? (*)

Yes I:' No |—_—|

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is sound?(*)

Yes |:| No I:]

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review Representation complies with the duty to operate?(*)

Yes D No |:|

Please give details of why you consider the Erewash Core Strategy Review is not legally compliant or is
unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy Review or its
compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.
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Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified
above. {Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at
examination). You will need to say why each modification will make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should
not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the
matters and issues he or she identifies for examination.

If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
in examination hearing session(s)?(*)

l_—_l No, | do not wish to participate in hearing session(s)
I:l Yes, | wish to participate in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing
session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. If you wish to
participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to participate in

hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has
identified the matters and issues for examination
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Core Strategy Review Representation OGH CO

The consultation runs between Monday 14 March and May 9 2022.
For representations to be valid, a full name and address must be provided.

If you need to continue with more space for any of your answers, please attach further pages to this
form.

All fields marked with an Asterix (*) must be completed.

First Name(*)

GEORGE

Surname(*)

DwER

Job Title (where relevant)

Organisation (where relevant)

B _

Postcode(*)

Telephone number(*)

Agent's details (if applicable) Include name, address, contact number and email
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To which part of the Core Strategy Review does this representation relate? (one or more must be
ticked)(*)

Policies |:| Policies Map |:| Other text IE'

Please use the box below to tell us specifically where the representation relates to (a policy, the
policies map or other text). Do not use the box to make your comments as this is required further
down the form.(*)

$6A 1 W sz4 25

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is Legally Compliant? (*)

Yes D No m

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is sound?(*)

Yes I:l No m

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review Representation complies with the duty to operate?(*)

Yes |:| No

Please give details of why you consider the Erewash Core Strategy Review is not legally compliant oris
unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy Review or its
compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set cut your comments.
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Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified
above. (Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at
examination). You will need to say why each modification will make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should
not assume that you will have a further opporiunity to make su bmissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based’ on the
matters and issues he or she |dent|f|es for examination.

If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
in examination hearing session(s)?(*) -

IE No, | do not wish to participate in hearing session(s)
I:l Yes, | wish to participate in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing
sessmn(s) you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. If you wish to
participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to participate in

hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has
identified the matters and issues for examination
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From: Steve Gillett

Sent: 25 April 2022 18:55

To: Steve Gillett

Subject: Core Strategy Review Site SGA26,

Sy

Please find attached my objections to your proposal to build on Spondon greenbelt land.

Regards,

Sent from Mail for Windows



Have EBC undertaken

W Personal v Today 19:06

Have EBC undertaken a proper Green Belt
Review to establish if there are more
appropriate sites other than SGA 26, that
are nearer to EBC geographical centers? If
there are other sites that would best suit the
immediate needs of EBC residents rather
than Derby City Council (DCC) residents
these sites should have been prioritised
before de - classifying green belt land that
abuts DCC.

Site SGA 26 is on the extreme edge of EBC
and directly abuts DCC land. Surely if
houses are to be built there then the



housing numbers should be allocated to
DCC numbers rather than EBC therefore
negating the argument that EBC need this
land to meet their housing quotas! DCC
would after all have to provide the
infrastructure maintenance, roads, schools,
shops, doctors, dentists etc but would not
get any of the Council Tax revenue to pay
for this.

The inclusion of the land at SGA 26 in any
of this process has been ridiculous. The
first that residents were aware of its
inclusion in the Core Strategy was a week
prior to it going to full council in March
2021. Residents of Spondon were therefore
not given any time or availability to be able
to object to it's inclusion. We were not
allowed to ask questions at the council



meeting due to the EBC constitution and |
understand that the Planning Department at
DCC was only told of ‘land north of
Spondon’ a couple of weeks before the
meeting and not it's actual location. This is
very poor consultation and total disregard

to Spondon residents.

As Derby is largely built up to its
boundaries, further growth will inevitably
spill across boundaries into the adjoining
districts and it is the Government'’s ‘Duty to

Cooperate’ that governs the discussions
between neighboring authorities to ensure
there is joined up thinking to delivering new
housing with the right facilities and in the
right place. There was, however, no
discussion or joined up thinking behind the
proposed allocation of housing sites in



Erewash, immediately on the city boundary.
EBC are still obliged to meet the Duty to
Cooperate with their neighbors and not just
dump some housing on their borders to
meet their own needs. Green Belt should
only be changed through plan making,
through a considered and evidenced
process which includes talking to your
neighbors under the Duty to Cooperate.

EBC unilaterally charged forward with a last
minute bolt on addition of Site SGA 26 just
north of Spondon without due consideration
of residents out of EBC Boundaries. Even in
the subsequent report to Council on 3rd of
March 2022, over 700 objections from non
EBC residents were summarily dismissed
and a member of the public who asked a
question of the Council in accordance with



the constitution was not even given an

answer on the night.

Totally dismissive attitude by the EBC
Leader who has stated in correspondence
to Spondon Councillors ‘We are members of
the Greater Nottingham planning area so
we tend to have more discussions with
them and we will not be signing up to the
Derbyshire Planning Framework, |
understand you are not happy about the
Spondon Site but it is within our Erewash
Boundary’. So EBC appear to be looking
towards Nottingham and will not
acknowledge or engage with their
neighbours to the West, despite dumping on
them.

Spondon SGA26 has been promoted by EBC



without any appraisal of all urban areas in
Erewash. How can it be ‘inevitable’ that this
location is inherently more sustainable than
others? Or that it's deletion from the Green
Belt would have the least harm on the
function of that Green Belt? Suburban
sprawl cannot be sustainable.

The Minister of State for Housing has
stated that green belt should only be used
in exceptional circumstances. What
exceptional circumstances are there that
makes SGA26 acceptable, when it won't

even meet the needs of Erewash residents?

Development of SGA 26 will have a
detrimental impact on Spondon and Derby.
EBC will collect the council tax from any

properties developed. However, it will be



Spondon and Derby who will have to
provide school places, GP and dental
services and the upkeep of roads that will
be affected by an increase in the volume of
traffic.

The local Secondary School, West Park
Academy is over subscribed and has had to
expand already to meet the needs of Derby
residents. This would be the obvious school
of choice for any residents of SGA 26.
Again no consultation has taken place with
the Academy or with the School Place
Planning on Derby City Council. EBC do not
actually have responsibility for school place
planning — this is Derbyshire County
Council’s role. Have they even been
consulted?



There are only a few routes out of Spondon
and the main one is down through the
village, down Williocroft Road and along
Nottingham Road to the A52. This area
already has a high level of air pollution and
adding a 240 house residential
development to the area will increase the
air pollution and affect the health and

wellbeing of Spondon residents.

SGA 26 site is home to a herd of fallow
deer, these deer are both locally and
historically important to Derby. This will be
threatened by development. The site is also
home to lapwing birds, bats and dormice all
of which are protected and some of which
are protected. What ecological impact
surveys were completed before bolting on
SGA 26 to this consultation?



From: Steve Gillett
Sent: 25 April 2022 19:23 Eoisyus
To: Steve Gillett l

|
Subject: Core strategy review site SGA 26 | BN253724823GB  SIGNEDFOR
|

- LVARETAR RN

Please find attached my list of objections to your proposals to build on precious greenbelt land in
Spondon.

Regards,

Sent from my iPad



Have EBC undertaken

#W Personal v Today 19:06

Have EBC undertaken a proper Green Belt
Review to establish if there are more
appropriate sites other than SGA 26, that
are nearer to EBC geographical centers? If
there are other sites that would best suit the
immediate needs of EBC residents rather
than Derby City Council (DCC) residents
these sites should have been prioritised
before de - classifying green belt land that
abuts DCC.

Site SGA 26 is on the extreme edge of EBC
and directly abuts DCC land. Surely if
houses are to be built there then the



housing numbers should be allocated to
DCC numbers rather than EBC therefore
negating the argument that EBC need this
land to meet their housing quotas! DCC
would after all have to provide the
infrastructure maintenance, roads, schools,
shops, doctors, dentists etc but would not
get any of the Council Tax revenue to pay
for this.

The inclusion of the land at SGA 26 in any
of this process has been ridiculous. The
first that residents were aware of its
inclusion in the Core Strategy was a week
prior to it going to full council in March
2021. Residents of Spondon were therefore
not given any time or availability to be able
to object to it's inclusion. We were not
allowed to ask questions at the council



méeting due to the EBC constitution and |
understand that the Planning Department at
DCC was only told of ‘land north of
Spondon’ a couple of weeks before the
meeting and not it's actual location. This is
very poor consultation and total disregard

to Spondon residents.

As Derby is largely built up to its
boundaries, further growth will inevitably
spill across boundaries into the adjoining
districts and it is the Government'’s ‘Duty to
Cooperate’ that governs the discussions
between neighboring authorities to ensure
there is joined up thinking to delivering new
housing with the right facilities and in the
right place. There was, however, no
discussion or joined up thinking behind the
proposed allocation of housing sites in



Erewash, immediately on the city boundary.
EBC are still obliged to meet the Duty to
Cooperate with their neighbors and not just
dump some housing on their borders to
meet their own needs. Green Belt should
only be changed through plan making,
through a considered and evidenced
process which includes talking to your
neighbors under the Duty to Cooperate.

EBC unilaterally charged forward with a last
minute bolt on addition of Site SGA 26 just
north of Spondon without due consideration
of residents out of EBC Boundaries. Even in
the subsequent report to Council on 3rd of
March 2022, over 700 objections from non
EBC residents were summarily dismissed
and a member of the public who asked a
question of the Council in accordance with



the constitution was not even given an

answer on the night.

Totally dismissive attitude by the EBC

L eader who has stated in correspondence
to Spondon Councillors ‘We are members of
the Greater Nottingham planning area so
we tend to have more discussions with
them and we will not be signing up to the
Derbyshire Planning Framework, |
understand you are not happy about the
Spondon Site but it is within our Erewash
Boundary'. So EBC appear to be looking
towards Nottingham and will not
acknowledge or engage with their
neighbours to the West, despite dumping on
them.

Spondon SGA26 has been promoted by EBC



without any appraisal of all urban areas in
Erewash. How can it be ‘inevitable’ that this
location is inherently more sustainable than
others? Or that it's deletion from the Green
Belt would have the least harm on the
function of that Green Belt? Suburban

sprawl| cannot be sustainable.

The Minister of State for Housing has
stated that green belt should only be used
in exceptional circumstances. What
exceptional circumstances are there that
makes SGA26 acceptable, when it won't
even meet the needs of Erewash residents?

Development of SGA 26 will have a
detrimental impact on Spondon and Derby.
EBC will collect the council tax from any
properties developed. However, it will be



Spondon and Derby who will have to
provide school places, GP and dental
services and the upkeep of roads that will
be affected by an increase in the volume of
traffic.

The local Secondary School, West Park
Academy is over subscribed and has had to
expand already to meet the needs of Derby
residents. This would be the obvious school
of choice for any residents of SGA 26.
Again no consultation has taken place with
the Academy or with the School Place
Planning on Derby City Council. EBC do not
actually have responsibility for school place
planning — this is Derbyshire County
Council’s role. Have they even been

consulted?



There' are only a few routes out of Spondon
and the main one is down through the
village, down Williocroft Road and along
Nottingham Road to the A52. This area
already has a high level of air pollution and
adding a 240 house residential
development to the area will increase the
air pollution and affect the health and
wellbeing of Spondon residents.

SGA 26 site is home to a herd of fallow
deer, these deer are both locally and
historically important to Derby. This will be
threatened by development. The site is also
home to lapwing birds, bats and dormice all
of which are protected and some of which
are protected. What ecological impact
surveys were completed before bolting on
SGA 26 to this consultation?



Bordering

SGA 26 is Spondon Wood. This

IS, according to DEFRA, an Ancient

woodlanc

and as such are sited in national

planning policy as important. Nearby

development can also have an indirect

impact on ancient woodland and the

species they support. These can include:

breaking up or destroying connections

between woodlands and ancient or veteran

trees

reducing the amount of semi-natural

habitats next to ancient woodland

increasing the amount of pollution,

including dust



increasing disturbance to wildlife from
additional traffic and visitors

increasing light or air pollution

increasing damaging activities like
fly-tipping and the impact of domestic pets

changing the landscape character of the

drea

All that the consultation says is that an
‘adequate buffer zone’ will protect the
wood. What guarantees are there?

EBC and the planning department should be
challenged to show what assessments
have been done on this Ancient woodland
that would show that none of the impacts



above would happen if a development were
to go ahead?

This site often floods, despite only being in
a Flood Zone 1. However, in 2014 major
floods affected Spondon, Ockbrook and
Borrowash as the sewer drains could not
cope. What assessment of this site has
been done to prove that this co



Thomas Carr

April 24" 2022

Reference : SGA 26 Site, land north of Spondon, Derby.

| wish to object to Erewash Borough Councils plans to include land north of Spondon, into their Core
Strategy Review Document. | would like to question if Erewash Borough Council (EBC) has undertaken a
proper Green Belt Review to establish if there are more appropriate sites other than SGA 26, that are
nearer to EBC geographical centres? If there are other sites that would best suit the immediate needs of
EBC residents rather than Derby City Council (DCC) residents these sites should have been prioritized
before de-classifying green belt land that adjoins DCC. The SGA 26 site is on the extreme edge of EBC
and the land directly abuts DCC land. Surely if the proposed houses are to be built there then the
housing numbers should be allocated to DCC numbers rather than EBC, therefore negating the
argument that EBC needs this land to meet their housing quotas! After all DCC would have to provide
the infrastructure maintenance, roads, schools, shops, doctors surgeries, dentists, etc but would not get
any of the council tax revenue to pay for these services.

The first that residents were aware of its inclusion into the Core Strategy was just a week prior to it
going to full council in March 2021. The residents of Spondon were therefore not given any time to be
able to object to its inclusion. Not forgetting, this was a time when Covid was preventing individuals
getting together to make any proper objections. Residents were not allowed to ask questions at the
council meeting due to the EBC constitution and | understand that the planning department at DCC was
only told of ‘land north of Spondon’ a couple of weeks prior to the meeting and not the actual location
of the land. | consider that to be very poor consultation and a total disregard to the residents of
Spondon.

As Derby is largely built up to its boundaries, further growth will inevitably spill across boundaries into
adjoining districts and it is the Government’s Duty to Cooperate’ that governs the decisions between
neighboring authorities to ensure there is joined up thinking to delivering new housing with the right
facilities in place. There was however, no discussion or joined up thinking behind the proposed
allocation of housing sites in Erewash, immediately on the city boundary. EBC are still obliged to meet
the duty to corporate with their neighbors and not just dump some housing on their boarders to meet
their own needs. Green belt land should only be changed through plan making, through a considered
and evidenced process which includes talking to your neighbors under the duty to corporate.

EBC unilaterally charged forward with a last minute bolt on addition of Site SGA 26 just north of
Spondon without due consideration of residents outside EBC boundaries. Even in the subsaquent report
to council on 3™ March 2022, over 700 objections from non member residents were dismissed. A
member of the public who asked a question during the council meeting, in accordance with the
constitution was not given an answer on the night. The totally dismissive attitude by the EBC leader who



has stated in correspondence to Spondon Councillors ‘We are members of the Greater Nottingham
planning area so we tend to have more discussions with them as we will not be signing up to the
Derbyshire Planning Framework, | understand you are not happy with the Spondon site but it is within
our Erewash boundary’ So EBC appear to be looking towards Nottingham and will not acknowledge or
engage with their neighbours to the west, despite dumping on them.

Spondon SGA 26 has been promoted by EBC without any appraisal of all urban areas in Erewash. How
can it be ‘inevitable’ that this location is inherently more sustainable than others? Or that its deletion
from the Green Belt would have the least harm on the function of that Green Belt? Surban sprawl
cannot be sustainable.

The Minister of State for Housing has stated that green belt land should only be used in exceptional
circumstances. What exceptional circumstances are there that make SGA 26 acceptable, when it won’t
even meet the needs of Erewash residents?

Development of SGA 26 will have a detrimental impact on Spondon and Derby. EBC will collect the
council tax from any properties built on this site. However, it will be Spondon and Derby who will have
to provide additional school places, GP and dental services and the upkeep of the roads that will be
affected by the increased volume of traffic.

The Local secondary school, West Park Academy is over subscribed and has already had to expand to
meet the needs of the Spondon/Derby residents. This would be the obvious choice of school for any
residents of the SGA 26 site. Again no consultation has taken place with the Academy or with the School
Place Planning or Derby City Council. EBC do not actually have responsibility for school place planning,
this is Derbyshire County Council’s role, | wonder if they have been consulted?

There is also a threat to the wildlife that is currently on the SGA 26 site. Boarding the site is a ancient
woodland. According to DEFRA an ancient woodland as such is sited as national planning policy as
important. Any nearby development can also have an indirect impact on ancient woodland and the
species they support.

| conclude that EBC and their planning department should be challenged to show what assessments
have been done on the ancient woodland that shows what impact the development would have on the
woodland and the species. Also, the site often floods, despite it only being on the Flood Zone 1. In 2014
major floods affected Spondon, Ockbrook and Borrowash as the sewer drains could not cope. | wonder
what assessment of the SGA 26 site has taken place to prove that the development would not add to
this presure?

| appeal to you to reject the SGA 26 site from the EBC Core Strategy Document.
Yours Faithfully

-T Carr




",g\c :_-;.\\;)_c 22

\-‘L*-‘- \q:\ \\\u\m\n

, - _ 3
SCA 2 6.

\ ouwa c:uz\o*.:&v &\\:\\h é\aqo_\aww& Ssas

'\ \&\aa RKA\ Q*«a_n Lo e 30:; \!\Lufe_ \\-.:.cu\

Q\(ﬁm&\ma \v( NOEE ‘\M*l IS NN S l\c \Q

@@(m& \J\.:\S\ O\,J.A \Qo_u\a& ; M\& Q\r\\}a S \&\\%w\
Y

\\Me-\«a \u.._‘r& \3\3&5 P CE*-.:-.-:\% S S \nm_'a.

u\ &\h % o @#&\k_ LSy Oy o}s%_ " LL:)\’\LcQ‘_ \J\?;)._ *ﬁh‘;‘)&\

“\\ AN C-—Lu-a-_-a—-:a \:t\om l«&\\\t_ x*ﬂ- oD

\é\'\fv\.&.u\ﬁ\ \cb B C_)A.&M " C i '-af.-lk\.u-..__“ WH_ C_':...,.S:

D&Rukw\ 5 CM&Q%&A *\O— ‘D“-HO\& %\\c:).

ol . \Ne oxe &\\:\\.ac\&,x.»\Q \m\..\_\,\ \.u&b\ \%\9
NS QJ\\\:X‘\QN\\ —

LN %;uw\,\.\\

.\{ W ¢




www.erewash.gov.uk EREWASH

10 B . =
X o
O S
Core Strategy Review Representation UG‘H cO

X

The consultation runs between Monday 14 March and May 9 2022,
For representations to be valid, a full name and address must be provided.

If you need to continue with more space for any of your answers, please attach further pages to this
form.

All fields marked with an Asterix (*) must be completed.

First Name{*)

Chariobie

S * -
urname(*) we

Job Title (where relevant) :—

Organisation {(where relevant)

Address(*)

Postcode(*)

Telephone number(*

B _

Agent's details {if applicable) Include name, address, contact number and email
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To which part of the Core Strategy Review does this representation relate? (one or more must be
ticked)(*)

Policies I:l Policies Map ’:l Other text @/

Please use the box below to tell us specifically where the representation relates to (a policy, the
policies map or other text). Do not use the box to make your comments as this is required further
down the form.(*)

SCAF + G6A25

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is Legally Compliant? (*)

Yes D No IE/

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is sound?(*)

Yes I:l No []/

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review Representation complies with the duty to operate?(*)

Yes D No Iz/

Please give details of why you consider the Erewash Core Strategy Review is not legally compliant or is
unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy Review or its
compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.
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Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified
above. (Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at
examination). You will need to say why each madification will make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should
not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the
matters and issues he or she identifies for examination.

if your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
in examination hearing session{s)?(*)

IE No, | do not wish to participate in hearing session(s)
D Yes, | wish to participate in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing
session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. If you wish to
participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to participate in

hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has
identified the matters and issues for examination
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Please use this space to continue any of your answers. GHC
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Core Strategy Review Representation OGH
The consultation runs between Monday 14 March and May § 2022.
For representations to be valid, a full name and address must be provided.

If you need to continue with more space for any of your answers, please attach further pages to this
form.

All fields marked with an Asterix {(*} must be completed.

Title(*
Hel®) - GomnmAa WG Go T T

First Name(*)

GeEmmA

Surname(*)

LcooTT

o |-

Postcode(*)

Telephone number(*

Email Address(*)

I
1

Agent's details (if applicable) Include name, address, contact number and email
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To which part of the Core Strategy Review does this representation relate? (one or more must be
ticked)(*)

Policies |:| Policies Map [:l Other text /

Please use the box below to tell us specifically where the representation relates to (a policy, the

policies map or other text). Do not use the box to make your comments as this is required further
down the form.(*)

OTHee TexT — SGAF - +  SGAZS

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is Legally Compliant? (*)

Yes l:l No B

Do you consider the Core Strategy Review is sound?(*)

Yes |:| No

Do you consider the Core Strategy Sie/,&epresentation complies with the duty to operate?(*)

Yes I:l No

Please give details of why you consider the Erewash Core Strategy Review is not legally compliant or is
unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Core Strategy Review or its
compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.
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Please set out the modification{s) you consider necessary to make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or socundness matters you have identified
above. (Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at
examination). You will need to say why each modification will make the Core Strategy Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should
not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the
matters and issues he or she identifies for examination.

if your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate
in examination hearing session(s)?(*)

No, | do not wish to participate in hearing session(s)
|:| Yes, | wish to participate in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing
session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. If you wish to
participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to participate in

hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has
identified the matters and issues for examination
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Please use this space to continue any of your answers.
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