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Respondent Details 

Information 

PART A-About You 

1. Please complete the following: Please note the email address (if provided below) will be sent a full copy of the 
submitted response and a unique ID number for future reference (pdf attachment). 

Name of person completing the form: Neil Davies 

Email address: 

2. What type of respondent are you? Please select all that apply. 

A local resident who lives in Warrington 

3. Please complete the following: 

Organisation name (if applicable) 

Agent name (if applicable) 

Address 1 

Address 2 

Postcode 

Telephone number 

PART B - Representation Form 1 

1. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate? From the drop down list please select one option. 

Draft Local Plan (as a whole) 

2. Does your comment relate to a specific paragraph (s) or policy sub-number (s)? Please select one option. 

None of the above 



3. Do you consider the Draft Local Plan is: Please select one option in each row. 

Yes No 

Legally Compliant X 

Sound X 

Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate X 

4. If you have answered 'No' to any of the options in the above question then please give details in the box below of 
why you consider the Draft Local Plan is not legally compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co
operate. Please be as precise as possible. 

Please see attached PDF file 

8. If you wish to upload documents to support your representation form then please select 'choose fi le' below. You can 
upload a max number of 2 files (up to 25MB each). If you are submitting more than one representation form please 
note: If this fi le upload supports more than one representation form then please do not attempt to upload the same fi le 
on subsequent forms. On additional representation forms please use the comments/file description box to type in the 
'name of the fi le', or 'see previous form'. If the file upload is a different document for additional representation forms 
then please continue to upload the fi le as normal. 

• File: Objections 1.jpg - Download 
• File: ObJections 2.Jpg - Download 

Comments/file description 
Above are the main otijections to the plan. 

You have just completed a Representation Form for Draft Local Plan (as a whole). What would you like to do now? 
Please select one option. 

Complete the rest of the survey (Part C) 



c 

There is 110 proper assessment of the existing urbat1 area's ability to accornmodate 

additionai deveiopment, including the capacity of existing infrastructure (e.g l1ospitat, 

schools .. roads, transport} 
The release o-f land currently in the Green Belt is not justified 

·rhis plan does not take into accol1nt the vast majority of responses to the F
1

referred 

Deveiopment Option that were cor1cerned vvith the scale and location of de,1eiopn1ent, 

especially those r~lating to the release of Green Belt 
Tl1e plan relies too heavily on representations -from developers and landovvners 

There is little evidence of cor1strµctive e~gagemei1t vvith neighbourii1g authorities; especially 

over the staggeri11g gro'Vvtl1 in [ogistics/distrlbution industries ancl their effect on congestion 

and road safety 
(I The proposals for the \1Vestward de,,eiopmerrt of Ornega in co11jttnction veith St Helens are 

unclear 
1, V\/hat should be an advantage (i.e. proximity to rnajor motorways} has been iJv~r-expioited 

so that Warrington has one of the most congested road net\ivorks in the ci)ur1try1 \JVitl1 an 
that this implies for mobility, road safety, air poih,rtion and heal·f.h 

~ This cHld similar c!evelop1nents throughout Warrington give the green light for ·Jpenii ig up 

huge areas of green belt land 'for unlimited development h1 tt,e fLitt\re 

$ Drastic loss of vvildHfe habitat {'frogs, toads, 11e\Nts, bats, vvoodpec!'ers .. sparrovvs_. starlings, 
b1ue t its: foxes rabbits and hares·- i.o name bui a few). Green belt gives our chilciren direct 

1 

access to lNHdlife 
Our children are going to have to share the roads vvith increased traffic, \vi1en cycHng or 

'4\taiking or• narrow, badly-maintain1ed footpaths 
@ Burtonvvood and Collins Green do not have the h1frastructt1re to sttpport this development; 

where is the provision -for new sct1oois and medical facilities for a grovving populatio11? Have 

you seen our post office? 
We should be forcing developrnent on brown fieid sites/ previously developed land BEFORE 

any of our green belt is released 
Brown field sites are available (but not as profitable for developers) 
Loss of green belt means more noise and air pollution and these are r1ot easy to n1itigate 

Loss of greei1 spaces means tess space for !eisure and fresh air; 'JVe enjoy our :vvatks on and 

near the proposed site; anowh1g developers to designate an area of green space \!VJ!~ 110-t be 

enough to protect ol1r health and weH-being 
The development vviH increase traffic tr,rough the village and increase cc;ngestion at "1!61 

_junctions 8 and 9 
f} 1-his development wHI not acidress the need for affordable housing 

s The iikeiy housing mi){ "11iH not inesh \fvith local needs. Developers wiH buHd 4 ~111cl 5 bcci 

executive homes for comrnuters. Look at the precederrts up cn1d do\Jvn the countrv 
o There are empty houses and houses regularly come up -for sale (see Rightmove etc) 



(~ ~fhere is no e,licience to indicate that 1(6([} houses are needeo] 1n Burtonvvo1od 

o ft does not rnake any sense to have such a large pc;pu!at1on increase t hrough,Jut thei 
borough over t he next t tAJenty years 

0 The dernographic database is t1nsots.nd. Figures for predicted household an,d pot:>Ldatk)n 
grov..1th are inflated 

0 Deveiopers vvho are unv11i!Hng t o build on brovvnfield sites should not be aHo\,ived to buHd in 

\JVarrington 
0 LTP4 does nothing t o heip mobility in Btnionv11ood and Coliiris Green 

VVe a_re stiH vvaiting for a cycle and footpath for our chBdr,en to go t o secoridary school saff:Jy 
and f()r h:-Jca i residenis to \Jvork at Omega 

~ ·rhe local plan .should demand that large developers contribute to highvvay rriaintenance ,;H1d 

a sustainaiole transport systern 
0 The plan invoh1es loss of versatile agricultural ~and/loss (Jf incor~e for tenant farrners 

(;} There can fJe no satisfactory safe access onto Green Lane. -rhe Situatic.Hn is already critical for 

residents,, cl1i!drei1 an(J pareI1ts c,n their vvay to anc~ frorn school. 1-his shoufcl sto;o the 

devefr)prnent in its tracks no\iv 

0, The plan is unlikely t o promote the use cH1d viability of put1Hc transiJort in Burt(JnvvoocJ. and 

c:ollins Green. Rather, it \/Viii increase car usage and corr~rnutir~g 

o -rhe consultation has been unsatisfactoiry. Many residents say they didr{t get ~ettc~rs. ·rhe 

iett<::rs were rH)t addressed to named h1t1ividuais 

r,;> The 'representati<)n" ad,;ice is confusing. Council~ors and officia~s gave contrati.ictory anli 
h,,~! ¾~ ~oirrrc.c-r a.r-¼v,re ~ .,.,.hoq-!!- e t;t~Ocif 'Yl_""';Hs , 1eti-PfS 

, 
l':H"Onp . ~ EC-.., j•i'.'i,-::;:ponsec , _.,.., .. ~5C ..... , it,. u u 01\.J Ul. n •i.,\.,....,. ::, 1: u. 

o /\cJvice about !.representations' vvas not user friendly {see o,1erfeafl}. 

0 1-lav~ng one venue at ;-fa!liwen Jones vvas tH1satisfactorv; n1any iJeople either c,;uid not get 

there fJr felt that it had not been a Ct)nsultation,; sorne ¼!ere recHrected back to onHne 

sources (and rHJt everyone is onHne) 

v Deve.toi1ers a,n,J planners ha·ve access to consultants and resources:; ,1ve do not. !t is ai high!y 

une<-1ual and underrtiocratic process 
o Par~sh councils across the bort.)ugh ha\Je taken c.H'fferent approaches to heip~ng residents 

vvith the~r concerns about the iocai plan 

http:Situatic.Hn
http:t1nsots.nd


PROTECT OUR GREENBELT AND SAVE OUR VILLAGE 

Name 

Address to:-

Plannlng Officer, Local Plan, Planning, Policy and Programmes, Warrington Borough Council, New 
Town House, Buttermarket Street, Warrington, WAl 2NH 

The following statements are just a "short version" of my objections and concerns and more evidence can be 

found in the Burtonwood and Collins Green Action Group's file . 

You cannot fail to see the open countryside and the Beauty all around you in Burtonwood and Collins Green. 

Feel the benefit of the fresh air and appreciate the value of a slow paced village life and t ight community. All of 

that is under threat from a proposed development set to go ahead in 2020. Further developments are being 

proposed that could see our beautiful rural village evolve into an urban town. Below are some objections to the 

plan. 

(1} CONSULTATION 

The proposa ls for the development are vague and unclear. Many residents didn't get letters and those that did 

were not addressed by name. The venue for the consultation was not accessible to all and the means to complain 

long winded and complicated. Communication and information is lacking and appears to be mainly on line based, 

not everyone is online. Developers and planners have access to consultants and resources, we don't. It is a highly 

unequal and undemocratic process. The council have a duty of care to liaise with neighbouring authorities to 

determine overall effects of congestion and road safety. There is little evidence of this having happened. 

(2) INFRASTRUCTURE 

Both hard infrastructure roads, bridges, railways etc and soft infrast ructure- health, doctors, dentists, social 

services, education, parks and recreational facilities, law enforcement, emergency services and mental health 

will be affected by this and further proposed developments. Burtonwood and Collins Green do not have the 

infrast ructure to support this development. Northern trust have said that if only 150 houses are approved the 

figure will be 'too limited to viably deliver the housing, open space, and, specific support for expansion of primary 

school facilities and primary care1 In other words, no contribution to changing infrast ructure unless more houses 

are approved. Which means longer wa its for doctors, dentists, community nurse, counselling etc. School places 

in catchment areas no longer guaranteed. 

(3) GREENBELT OVER BROWNFIELDS 

The release of greenbelt has not been adequately justified and the reasoning for not using brownfields is 

unacceptable. The council should be forcing development on brownfields or previously developed land before 

any greenbelt is released. The plan involves loss of versat ile agricultural land which leads to loss of income for 

tenant farmers. The plan rel ies too heavily on representations and assurances from land owners and developers. 

(4) ENVIRONMENTAL-TRAFFIC-AIR POLLUTION 

There appears to have been no assessment of traffic movement on Green Lane-Phipps Lane over a sustained 

period of t ime. The proposed entrance to the new development will be on Green Lane. Green lane is already 

critical for residents, children and parents on their way too and from school. With 160 houses comes approx. 

320 more cars on the road at peak times. Couple this with other local developments and this is a recipe for 



gridlock on our roads. Our children will be walking and cycling ~mongst this traffic .which is not only physically 

dangerous but also has serious health connotations. 

Warrington has one of the most congested road networks in the country. Air pollution in Warrington is already 

amongst the worst in the UK. The proposed access point to the new development is on green Lane opposite 

Burtonwood County Primary School. The increase in traffic on the lane will be immense. The pollutants in the 

air around our children and entering their lungs will massively increase. Children are more susceptible to 

pollutants than adults and exposure could cause or exacerbate ailments such as asthma and COPD. Adults are 

more susceptible to heart and lung disease and respiratory conditions such as emphysema. 

(5) LOSS OF WILDLIFE HABITATS 

Drastic loss of wildlife habitat (frogs, newts, toads, bats, woodpeckers, sparrows, starlings blue tits, foxes, rabbits 

and hares etc) is being treated like it doesn't matter. Britain has already lost half its wildlife, wildlife adds value 

and natural beauty to our environment and provides respite from everyday stresses. This development will 

decimate the local wildlife we love to watch. 

I object to the proposed development plan on points _l-'-/_z...,,,_1_3...,.z_{.....;..._~ ___ 6 ______ _ 

Additional Comments 

I J \.0 l L--L cc=rt>.5, f ~---P-\ c_ C: n. A-o~ 0c-J AN ~ 't 

tv~c<. \/c._LL~(b~, Tu-c;; ~,c LS e~ ENO~~Jr 

rJo~ ~,mov, ~lf\)7 ~ !T" 

I agree to the above statements and reflect my views and those as coordinated at our local meetings that 

formu late our objections as to the proposed building plan. 

Signe 

Date 

Telep 

Letters of objection need to be with the Planning. Officer before 5:00 pm on Monday 17th June 2019. 




