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Soundness - Positively
prepared?

Soundness - Justified?

Soundness - Consistent
with national policy?

Soundness - Effective?

Compliance - Legally
compliant?

Compliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

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.

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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If the proposed number of house builds goes ahead this will potentially mean
over 800 additional cars causing additional and significant pollution not to
mention the proposal for a one way system which could increase the amount
of traffic using our road as a cut through. | don"t believe this proposal
complies with PfE objective 7 and is not consistent with adapting to climate
change. More houses equals more waste, more cars and more pollution not
to mention destroying the free and open space we use for walking ourselves
and our dog.

My suggestion would be to build on the plenty of brown field sites in the area
and not destroy the green belt that provides a home to many species of
wildlife, space for our children to play on and lush fields and views for families
to enjoy.





