
Stockport, Kaitlyn, 1287089

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

Stakeholder SubmissionTitle

WebType

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

Our VisionTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

I consider the unsound plans to ''initially build on brownbelt land'' and then
move onto greenbelt fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. This is due

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details

to the whole community protesting and objecting to building on the greenbeltof why you consider the
numerous times and collectively feeling like our voices are not being listenedconsultation point not
to. Additionally revoking greenbelt titles and giving parks a greenbelt title into be legally compliant,
its place should not be acceptable, it is clearly an attempt to create a loopholeis unsound or fails to
to justify the unwanted housing development. I have only seen planningcomply with the duty to
development in place for greenbelt spaces. It seems clear from my view
point that you are not ''prioritising brownbelt''.

co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

Greenbelt land should not be a viable option for building/development of
housing for a multitude of reasons, such as; wildlife habitat (the land belongs
to the wild animals before us, it is their home), Tree protection (tree''s absorb
co2 and produce oxygen - we should be focusing on planting more not
chopping existing tree''s down), good for the environment (we need to keep
and protect our nature spaces), mental wellbeing (breathing space of fresh
clean air, and it has been proven that being in and around nature improves
mental health) and of course physical health and exercise.

I recommend that a strict ban on building on greenbelt land be put into place
and to only build on brownbelt/repurpose old derelict buildings/unused
housing/old mills etc.

Redacted modification
- Please set out the
modification(s) you
consider necessary to Imagine an old deteriorating unused mill being made into apartments which

would have a beautiful view of greenbelt land!make this section of the
plan legally compliant

The housing which is being planned to build on greenbelt land is not even
affordable. You will end up ignoring the communities objections to building

and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance

on greenbelt, and do it anyway then the houses will be vacant on flood riskor soundness matters
land and it will all be a huge waste of money and time and yet another natural
space destroyed.

you have identified
above.
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StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

Our Strategic ObjectivesTitle

WebType

2. Create neighbourhoods of choiceOur strategic objectives
- Considering the 6. Promote the sustainable movement of people, goods and information
information provided for

7. Ensure that districts involved are more resilient and carbon neutralour strategic objectives,
please tick which of 8. Improve the quality of our natural environment and access to green spaces
these objectives your 9. Ensure access to physical and social infrastructure
written comment refers
to: 10. Promote the health and wellbeing of communities

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

NASoundness - Justified?

NASoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

NASoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

As you can tell I do not trust this development planning. What our community
wants is to protect all greenbelt spaces from being built on.

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the
consultation point not
to be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

Build on brownbelt land only (this includes any disused
buildings/mills/infastructure etc.) and stay away from greenbelt land.

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.

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JP-Strat 6 Northern AreasTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?
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UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

fails to comply with the duty to co-operate - we as a community object to the
release of greenbelt spaces. We want to protect these spaces from housing
development.

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the
consultation point not
to be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

Build on brownbelt land only not just prioritise using it first, greenbelt should
not be an option!

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.

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JP-Strat 7 North East Growth CorridorTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JP-Strat 13 Strategic Green InfrastructureTitle
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WebType

SoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

SoundSoundness - Justified?

SoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

SoundSoundness - Effective?

YesCompliance - Legally
compliant?

YesCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

yes we should protect and enhance our green/natural spaces - like greenbelt
land.

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the
consultation point not
to be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JP-S 1 Sustainable DevelopmentTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

You are simply not doing enough to help the environment. in one
statement/policy you say you want to enhance green spaces and create

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details

more green spaces and in the next you want to release greenbelt so thatof why you consider the
you can build on it - it contradicts itself and makes no sense it is very
disapointing to read.

consultation point not
to be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID
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JP-H 2 Affordability of New HousingTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JP-G 10 Green BeltTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

you are not doing enough to protect the greenbelt spaces if you are eventually
planning to build on them.

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the
consultation point not
to be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

do not build on greenbelt land. do not release any greenbelt land and do
keep it protected.

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.

StockportFamily Name
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KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 19: Bamford / NordenTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 20: Castleton SidingsTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 21: Crimble MillTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?
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NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

Do not build on greenbelt land - all of these plans seem to be on greenbelt
spaces!? Also do not release greenbelt land this land should be still protected
as green

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the
consultation point not 250+ objections to build on greenbelt land previosly inputted - these have

not changed, we have multiple facebook groups in regards to savingto be legally compliant,
is unsound or fails to greenbelt land - the crimble one alone has over 500 members. We all

collectively object to the plans to build on any greenbelt land.comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible. This Land in particular as a local neighbour to it I know how much it is

appreciated by all. It is wildlife habitat for deer, birds, foxes and amphibians
etc. It vastly improves mine and others mental wellbeing and physical health
by exercising on it and taking in the beautiful view and fresh clean open air
surrounded by nature.

Use brownbelt land as the only option (this includes disused buildings like
old mills etc.) not greenbelt or 'released' greenbelt for that matter.

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.

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 22: Land North of Smithy BridgeTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 23: Newhey QuarryTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?
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UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 24: Roch ValleyTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

JPA 25: Trows FarmTitle

WebType

UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

StockportFamily Name

KaitlynGiven Name

1287089Person ID

Other CommentsTitle

WebType
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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?
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