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JPA 22: Land North of Smithy BridgeTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

YesCompliance - Legally
compliant?

YesCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

This site is greenbelt land and should not be built on ,there are brownfield
sites that can be used but the developers find it easier and more profitable

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details

to build their luxury houses on greenbelt. This area has not got theof why you consider the
infastructure to provide education, all schools are over subscribed in thisconsultation point not
area. The roads are already congested causing air pollution, more housingto be legally compliant,
creates more traffic, more pollution. Our children deserve better air qualityis unsound or fails to
not worse. We need open green spaces for our health and sanity. Once built
on these open spaces are gone forever and bring the risk of further flooding

comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

The land North of Smithybridge JPA22 needs to be removed from the PfE.Redacted modification
- Please set out the
modification(s) you
consider necessary to
make this section of the
plan legally compliant
and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance
or soundness matters
you have identified
above.
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JPA 24: Roch ValleyTitle

WebType
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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

YesCompliance - Legally
compliant?

YesCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

I consider JPA24 Roch Valley a policy which is unsound and is not justified
as this land is protected open space. There is not the infastructure to justify

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details

further building in this area. The schools in this area are over subscribed,of why you consider the
the roads are congested and this land floods. We owe it to our futureconsultation point not
generations to keep open green spaces, once built on they are gone forever.to be legally compliant,
The pollution caused by more traffic on our extremely busy roads will impactis unsound or fails to
on the air quality, it''s not that good as it is! We should be protecting the
environment not destroying it

comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

The modification I am seeking is for JPA24 to be removed from the PfERedacted modification
- Please set out the
modification(s) you
consider necessary to
make this section of the
plan legally compliant
and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance
or soundness matters
you have identified
above.
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