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1 Consultation Process
Introduction

1.1 This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the
Neighbourhood Plannin@GeneralRegulations 2012 in respect of the Trawden Forest
Neighbourhood Plan (TFNP).

1.2 The legal basis of this Consultation Statement is provided by Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the
2012 Neighbourhood Planning Regulations, which requires that a consultatiemstat
should:

i. contain details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
neighbourhood development plan;

ii. explain how they were consulted;
iii. summarise the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and

iv. describe how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant
addressed irthe proposed neighbourhood development plan.

1.3 The policies contained in the TFNP are as a result of considerable interaction and
consultation with the commnity within the parish of Trawden Forest. Work has been
undertaken by the TENP Steering Group oveeidod of approximately twentynonths. The
group was formed in June 2016 by themwden Forest Parish Couranild consists of Parish
Cauncillors and othetocal volunteersit organised a survey in the Autumn of 2016, public
events in the Summer of 2017 and dropsessions in Autumn 2017. Views and interactions
from this processvere summarised in the Keégsues (Section 2) of the TFNP, and formed
the bags for the Vision Statement and Objectives in Section 3 of the TFNP. Subsequently
nine Policies were proposeédF OKA S@S GKS O2YYdzyAilieQa GAarzy |
Policies are set out in Sections 4 to 7 of the Plan.

Organisational structure othe TFNP

1.4 The structure put in place was a Steering Group working across the range of themes that
formed the basis of the draft Neighbourhood Plan. This Steering Group met monthly. The
minutes of meetings were made available on the Neighbourhood [Rdges of the Parish
Council website:

https://www.trawdenparishcouncil.org.uk/neighbourhogglan

15 In total there were 11 volunteers from the community in the Steering Group. Of this number
five were members of the Trawden Forest Parish Councéddition, most meetings were
attended by a representative of Pendle Council Planning Department who provided
invaluable advice and support.

1.6 The TFNP has been prepared after extensive community involvement and engagement. The
TFNPRSteeringGroup hasefleded the views of the community, namely that there iseed
for welkthought out, sensitive development in keepingth the size and character tfie
villages in the parish. The Policies ainptovide an appropriate amount of housing to meet
localneeds,protect significant local views, promote good quality design, protect built and
natural heritageassets, protect open and grespaces, and protect local amenities.



1.7  As part of the Neighbourhood Plan process the PaCishncil decided to undertakeSite
Assessment exercise to identify preferred sites for development. In order to maintain
consistency in this exercise, a core group of five members of the Steering Group was
involved with all the Site Assessments.

Publicevents and consultation activities

1.8 The following consultation activities were undertaken. Examples of the various publicity
surveymaterials are shown in Appendixafyd B

June 2% 2016

September 2016

30" June 2017

July 879" 2017

27" November 2017
to 8" January 2018

The intention of producing the TFNP vaasounced andhtroduced
at a VillageMeeting in the Community Centre.

Questionnaire Survey of all households.

Forthcoming drogn event at the Trawden Garden Festival
was advertised in the Paridtewsletter

A diplay of the housing sitallocations and the proposd®blicies
was prominently sited and manned by Steering Group members
throughoutthe two-day Trawden Garden Festiwalent. Over 250
people expessed an interest and over 95%cmmments received
were supportive.

Presubmission Consultation {8eeks)as described in Section 3.
The consultation included a leaflet drop to all residents, emails and
or letters to statutory and nosstatutory consultees, anchtee drop

-in sessions.

Consultation Event'™8and 9" July 2017

- - ~



Stakeholder consultations

1.9 Throughout the process, the TENP Group worked closely with PBodbeighCouncilPBC).
The process included the preparation of a Sustainalftprasal. This was developed using
a template provided by PBC, with the resulting report being revielmeEBC. The TFNP Site
Assessment exercise used a subset of the criteria deviseBGydperform their own site
assessment preparation othe Rendle Local Pla(Part 2) The initial assessments for the
TFNP were undertaken with the help &@® Advice was provided by BBon various other
matters,including the green beltopen space designation, flood risk assessment and the
development of a Lad List of heritage asts. There was an ongoing dialoguéh PBC
during the preparation of the early drafts of the Neighbourhood Plan.

1.10 The TFNP Group submitted a screening request regarding the need for a Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SBAJ Habitat Regulation Assessment (H&Ahe draft TFNP
in October 2017. BC provided its formalesponse in November 2017, stating that an SEA
was not requiredThis was confirmed by the three statutory bodies (Natural England,
Historic England and thenvironment Agency) who responded to the consultation held in
December 2017 A copy of the full Screening Report is included as part of the supporting
evidence base.

Engaging with hardo-reach groups

1.11 There were no specific groups that were feltbe underrepresented throughout the
processThe ethnic diversity of the parish (98.4% white as described at 1.3.17 of the TFNP) is
such that there was no need for translated material.

1.12 The dropin sessions were all held at the community ceritré¢he heart of Trawden village, a
location accessible to all residents. The @&y dropin session in July 2017 occupied a
prominent location during the annual Trawden Garden Festival to ensure that as many
residents as possible could view the emergieighbourhood plan, including the proposed
site allocations and the outline policies.



2 Key Responses from Consultation

2.1 Initially, the Parish Council identified some of the key issues, such as the many objections to
proposals for large, inappropt@developments in Greenfield locations. Also the frequent
disputes and complaints arising from inadequate parking spaces in certain parts of the
parish. The Steering Group was established and sought to address these issues, and also to
discover what otherssues the community felt required consideration.

2.2 In Summer 2016 the Steering Group designed a Questimndiich was delivered to aif
the approximately 120@0useholdin the parish. People were askeamday which (from a
list of 30issues) tky considered importantand also to identify any other issud®esponses
were received from 8% of households. The main findings were as follows:

1 The importance of Wycoller Country Park was recognised by 89% of respondees,
with the need to protect ibeing the highest scoring response. It was seen as a
tourist attraction and also an important resource for local people.

T t N2PGSOGAY3T (GKS wSONSBI tbek fay ardad@adagiportaottoK S WYw S
85% of respondees.

1 Nearly 87% of respondees wearefavour of protecting local amenities such as the
Community Centre.

1 76% of respondents wanted to limit the size of new residential developments and
to maintain the character of the villages in the parish. Also to maintairgthen
wedge between thesettlementsof Trawden and Cotton Tree (81%)

1 Off-road Parking improvement was considered important by 79% of respondees.

1 The protection of open spaces and the protection or improvement of Trawden
C2NBXadiQa KSNAGFIAS FaasSia didiNB7%@ad8Ea RS NB R
of respondees.



3. Regulation 14 PreSubmission Consultation

3.1 The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Grdimalised the Draft TFNP in Novbar 2017. The
Regulation 14 PréSubmission Consultation ran for a-gigekperiod from 27" November

2017 to 8 January 2018.

3.2 A coordinated publicity campaign was undertaken which comprised:

1 Anotice and link to the plan was added to the Parish Council website

(http://www.trawdenparishcouncil.org.uk

1 Notifications were sent to statutory and nestatutory consultees via email (where possible)
or hard copy letter if no email address was available (see below).

1 A4-page publicityeaflet was delivered to almost 120@useholdin the parish. This
informed residents that copies of the TFNP were available to view on the Parish Council
website and that printed copies of the 1¢dage TFNP booklet were available towigt
several locations in the Parig§hrawden Parish Office, the Community Centre, Colne Public

[ AN NBE>X 2802t €t SN/ FSZ

N} Yo SS

{ dzZNHSNE X

Farmhouse and 145 Cotton Tree Lan&he leaflet also contained a CommteForm for
completion and return.Copies of the TENP Sustainability Appraisal, the SEA Screening
Report and the Flood Risk Assessment were also providdéideand at the designated

locations.

9 Dropin sessions werbeld in the Community Centrenannedby Steering Group members
on three Saturday mornings during then@ek consultatiorperiod (2 and 9" December

2017 and 8 January 2018). A total of 13 people attended.

Distribution to Statutory and NorStatutory Consultees

3.3 In accordance with requements of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulati(RRegulation
14), relevant statutory consultees were notified by leterd/or email In addition, a range
of parties that the Steering Group considered were likely to have an interest in the plan
were also witten to. All parties were advised to download a copy of the plan, but were

advised that hard copies could be issued on request.

3.4 The full list of statutonand nonstatutory consultees that were written to is as follows:

Consultee

BradfordMetropolitan District Council
Burnley Borough Council

Calderdale Metropolitan Borough Council
Lancashire County Council

Pendle Borough Council
Briercliffewith-Extwistle Parish Council
Colne Town Council

Haworth, Cross Roads & Stanbury Parish Cbunci
Keighley Town Council

Laneshaw Bridge Parish Council

Nelson Town Council

Wadsworth Parish Council

¢ NJ


http://www.trawdenparishcouncil.org.uk/

Environment Agency

Highways England

Historic England

Homes and Communities Agency
Natural England

BT Openreach

Centrica (British Gas)

E.ON UlRenewables

East Lancashire Clinical Commissioning Group
East Lancashire Hospitals NHS Trust
EE

Electricity North West

Hutchison 3G UK Ltd

Lancashire Constabulary
Lancashire Fire & Rescue Service
Lancashire LEP

Lancashire Local Nature Partnership
National Grid

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
02

The Coal Authority

Three

United Utilities- Planning

United Utilities

Virgin Media

Vodafone

Wildlife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester and North
Merseyside

Yorkshire Water

Trawden School

St MarysChurch

Block Property Management
Dunham Developments
Community Centre Trustees

CNC Support

Marlyn Engineering

CFE Lighting

CRS

Brookside Garage

Penyard

VWM

Responses

3.5 In total nine responses were received, from the following consultees:

A The Coal Authority
B Natural England

C National Grid

D Lancashire Police
E Network Rail



3.6

3.7

Highways England
Historic England
Pendle Borough Council

—Iemm

The Wildlife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester and N Merseyside

The response frorendle Borough Coundibntained 110 comments. This response
appears ad\ppendixd YR GKS {GSSNAY3I DNER dApfeadixRB a L2y aSa

The response frorithe Wildlife Trust of Lancashirélanchesterand North Merseyside
NBaLlRyasS A

appears ag\ppendixEF YR G KS { (i SSNRy 3 AfpénRixdzLIQ &

The response frorilistoric England y R (i

The other 6 responses required no reply by the Steering Group.

wSaARSyiaQ wSalLryasSa

3.8

KS { GSSNRY AppendiBsdzLIQ &

A fourpage leaflet waslelivered to the approximately 1200 households in the parish. A
total of 21 written replies were receivedOf these 21, five were fully supportive of the

whole plan. Several of the others were supportive, including being positive about specific
policies The remainder expressed concerns about specific issues (but some of these were
also supportive of the plan in general). The issues raised can be grouped under the

following eight headings:

Policy 6 Heritage Assets

General Planning Qs#ons

Policy 4¢ Parking Standards

Site Allocationg Land North of Dean St
Site Allocationg Adjacent to 37 Hollin Hall
Settlement Boundary

Protected Car Parks

RoadSafety

3 responses
1 response
1 response
1 response
9 responses
2 responses
3 responses
1 response

These issues and th€FNP Steering GroQi O2 Yy & A RS NI ngspéhseto2 T G KSY

them appear imMppendixH.

Another car park was added to the list for protection, and several further buildings have
been added to the list foransideration as Local List entrieBeyond that the above 8

issues did not result in a change to the plan.

NB LI &

oyl



Appendix ANeighbourhood Plan Questionnaire (2016)
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Appendix B Regulation 1Rublicity Material- B1 Text of email sent to statutory and non
statutory bodies

Dear sirfmadam

Trawden Forest Parish Council are currently consulting on a draft of their Neighbourhood Plan
(Regulation 14 consultation)T'he consltation runs from Monday 27th November 2017 to 5pm on
Monday 8th January 2@.

Please send any commentstfaeighbourhoodplan@trawdenparishcouncil.org .oy the closing
date.

The Draft Plan is attached and the Strategic Environmental Assessment and Sustainability Appraisal
can be found at www/trawdenparishcouncil.org.uk/neighbourhoodplan

Kind regards

Adele Waddington

Parish Clerk and Responsible Finar@ffiter
Trawden Forest Parish Council

Tel : 07496 041676

12
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Appendix B Requlation 1Rublicity Material- B2 Text of letter sent to those consultees
who could not receive email

28" November 2017

Dear sir/madam

Trawden ForesParish Council are currently consulting on a draft of their Neighbourhood Plan
(Regulation 14 consultation)T'he consultation runs from Monday 27th November 2017 to 5pm on
Monday 8th January 2018.

The Draft Plan, Strategic Environmental Assessment andiSalgility Appraisal can be found at
www/trawdenparishcouncil.org.uk/neighbourhoodplan

Please send any comments to Neighbourhood Plan, Unit 2A Black Carr Mill, Skipton Road, Trawden,
Colne, Lancs BB8 8QU or email thertfrieighbourhoodplan@trawdenparishcouncil.org.lk the

closing date.

Thank you
Kind regards

For Trawden Forest Parish Council

Adele Waddington
Parish Clerk and ResponsiBli@ancial Officer

13
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Appendix B Requlation 1Rublicity Material- B3 Leaflet (4 pages) sent to all residents

Trawden Forest

Neighbourhood Plan (2018-2030)

Pre-submission Consultation

Trawden Forest
Parish Council

Autumn 2017

14



Trawden Forest Neighbourhood Plan (2018-2030)

The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group has now produced a Draft Neighbourhood Plan using your
opinions and comments from the returned questionnalres, from the drop-in sessions in July 2017, and
from other Interest groups consulted over the last 14 months. This is not a finished document. It is 2 draft

for you to read and comment on.

« Are there things we have omitted?
e« Are thare sections that are nat clear?
= Are there items you think may be wrong?

= You are 2lso encouraged 1o Lell us whal you like aboul Lhe plan.

The full draft plan contains policics or the following topics:

»  Lacation of ceveloorment sites.

e The types and sizes of development.

*« |mproving parking in the parish.

¢ Protecting Local amenities.

¢ Trawden Forest's Heritage Assets and Townscapes.

« DpenSpares 2nd Taurism.

It iz availzble g viaw:

1.  On the Parish Council's wehste:
s hteps:ffwww.trawdenparishcouncl .org.uk/neighbourhoed-plan/

2. Apaper caay of the Braft Plan can be viewed at Trawden Forast Parish Council Office (Man —Wed 9am-
2om], Colne Library, The Cormrunity Centre, Wycoller Cafe, Harambee Surzery, Trawzden School or at ane of

tae advertised consultation drop-in sessions in The Community Centre {see Key Dates below).

Trawden Forest Neighbourhood Plan - Pre-submission Consultation

This Neighbourhoed Plan Pre-submission Consultatian is in Iine with Regulation 14 of The Meighbourhood
Manning Regulations (2012) and will run for a pericd of six weeks from 27% November 2017 through to 8"

January 2018,

It offers a last opportunity to influence Trawden Forest's Neighbourhood Plan before it is

submitted to Pendie Borough Council (PBC).

15



Your Comments

All comments received by 87 January 2018 will be considered oy the Neighoournood Plan Steering Group
and may be ulilised (o amend Lhis drafll Keighbuurhood Plan. A Consultation Statement, including 2
summary ot zll comments received nd how tnese were considered, will be made availzble aleng with the

amandad Neighaourhooe Plan at a future date,

Comments Form

Comments can he written an the back of this form, recerded cn the Pre-submission Consuliatior Comments
Farm, which 15 avallable to download and print off by clicking on the link pelow, or col ecting = commeants

ferm from one of tha locztiens below:

o attasyffvevive trawdenoadsheounc Lorg u/neighaourhood-plzn/

You can also oics up o form from the Parish Counc | office, Wycoller Cafe. Colna Library, Hzrambee Surzery,
Trawden Schaal or 5L ene of the advertised consultation drop-in sessions in the Commurity Centre (see Key

Dates below).
Completed forms should be returned oy 8 jonvary 2018 ot the iotest via:

+ Z-mail: tfneighbourhoodplan@trawdenparisncauncil.org.uk

+ 2ost: Parish Council Office, Unit 24, Black Carr Mill, Skipton Road, Trawden, BES SQU

¢ Drup off: Parish Council Offize, Wycoller Cafe, Trawden Schaol, Caine Library, The Community
Centre, Hzarmbez Surgary, Old Joseph’s Farmhouse Ca ne Roaad, 145 Cetien Tree Lane, 42 Skioton

Road, Trawden

Piease aste that we will not gecept responses that are ononymous and ccmments moy be mede public,

but not vour persenal delails.

Summary of Key Dates:

o 27" November 2017 o 8?'January 2018 - Pre-submissior Consultatian.
¢ Saturday 2™ December, Saturday 9" Jecemner 2017, Saturday & January 2018— Drop-in sessions,
10:00 - £2:00, the Community Centre,

= Monday 8™ January 2018 - last date for receipt of comments.

16



Trawden Forest

Neighbourhood Plan
Pre-Submission Consultation Comments Form

Please return by 8" January 2018 to one of the locations detailed on page 3

This six waek pre-submiss un cansdltatian nn the Drait Neighboushoad P an is the |zst time we will oe as<ing
peaole for comments hefore submitting the Flan to Pendle Barough Council for aoproval,

All “espensas received oy the above cate will be considersd by the Trawcen Fures: Neiphbolrhaad Plan
Stesring Group snd may be utilised to amend the Dra’t N2ighhaurhaoa Plzn. A Corsultation Statement,
including a summary of all commenls receved, and now thesa wera considered, will be mace available along
with the 2mended Neighbournood Plan. Please note that we cannot accept responses that are anonymous
and comments may be made public. This would not include your personal details.

Narre;

| Address:

Fostioce:

Email

Genzral Comments:  Comments:
Pag= Mo/Parzgraph

Falicy Na: Comments:

[ Date:

P ezse continue on an addition:| piers of paper if requited.

17



Appendix C Comments to Presubmission Consultation received from Pendle Council

Pendle Borough Council
Comments omrawden ForesiNeighbourhood Plan Reg. 14 Consultation Document

Page Para

1.

Introduction & Background

Policy = Comments / SuggesteAmendments

1.1 A History of Trawden Forest

5
5

1.2 How the Trawden

7
7

121

122

123

1.2.4

125

1.2.8

129

f
f

Recommend that the paragraphs in this section are numbered.

Appreciate that informal wording helps to make the document accessi
0dzi g2dzZ R adzZ33Sad NBLX FOAy3I (KS
something a little less confrontational eg.

GENEB GSEfAYy3a I NBaAARSYy(G 2F atdibus
will soon be made aware they most definitely do not. The parish of
Trawden Forest is composed of three settlementsawden in the south,
Cotton Tree with Winewall in the north and Wycoller in the easich
with its own distinctive character.

Remove the apostrophe from Y S NB & ¢
Remove the apostrophe from my p n a €

Some of the terminology used may be confusing to the casual reader
& Sy Ofigparddraph 5) without a little further explanation.

Forest Niis into the Planning System

f
f

Recommend that this section opens the chapter.

Recommend not using NP in the title, especially as the abbreviation h
not previously been referenced in the main text, which refers to
Neighbourhood Developmerlans.

To aid clarity, suggest amending the final sentence to read:

G¢KS SYSNEBAYy3I [20Ft tfrty tFNI H
detailed policies to help planning officers in Development Managemer
determine applications fdtJt | Y YAy 3 LISNX¥YAA&A2Y D

The abbreviation TFNP is used without it having previously been introd
in parentheses after the full wording, which is normal practice.

Remove the full stop after 2 6 f A Jandistag tfewording in the
bracketswitho b ®. ® ¢ KA a NBIljdzZA NSYSyd Yl
X ®The full stop should appear outside the final bracket.

May be useful to reference that in the UK Sustainability Appraisal (SA)
addresseshe requirements for Strategic Environmental Assessment (S|

Should state that the SA Report for the Pendle Local Plan is consider
address many of the policies in the Trawden Forest Neighbourhood F
(TENP).

Suggest the wording of th&econd sentence is changed to read:

LT GKS ¢Cbhbt Aad adzLILRNISR o6& (K
0KS LR2tAOASAE O2y il AYySR gAUGKAY A
tfFyyAy3a t N OGAOS DdzARFYyOS R2Sa
CN} YSG2N)l dadzbltlg RHaAlyR | RRa ¥ dzN
Recommend that this paragraph and the unnumbered paragraph that
follows are deleted.

18



Page  Para Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

8 1.2.11 - 1 Suggest that this paragraph is included under a newlsaxling
G¢NF RSy C2NBaG bSAIKo2dzZNK22R t
give a better indication of the process to dajée. area application; aree
designation; plan preparation and public engawent; formal public
consultation on draft plan.

9 This section should say why a Neighbourhood Plan and the policies v
it are needed; e.g. to better reflect local distinctiveness etc.

- - 1 The paragraph introducing the diagram is unnumbered.
9 Figl - T ¢KS RAFINIY Aa LIR23G§SydAAISNDO 2 yWE

is OK, as currently shown it suggests a tHreeplanning system.

Following the demise of regional planning there are only two tiers to

planning policy in England:

1. National Policy: the NPPF

2. The Development Plarin Pendle this includes the Pendle Local PI
the Bradley Area Action Plan (not relevant in this context); the Joi
Lancashire Minerals & Waste Local Plan; and any Neighbourhooi
t £t Fya GKI dthebeNi® cidtivielRréféred to as
Development Plan Documents (DPDs).

The diagram neds to make clear that layers 2 and 3 are within the sal

tier.
1.3Trawden Forest Today

10 - - 1 Suggest that the narrative of the document would be improved if this
section followed orfrom section 1.1 (see above) and into Chapter 2.

15 1.3.35 - I The sentence should end with a full stop, unless it was intended to
include a list of the eight businesses.

16 1.3.38 1 Full stop missing at the end of the paragraph.

16 1.3.39 - 1 The SSSI, whose boundary is coincidental with those for the SAC anc
accounts for 45% of the Parish, not 60% as stated.

16 1.3.40 - I The sites of Local Natural Importance (LNI) should be listed after the

Biological Heritage Sites (BHS) to reflectrtpeisition in the hierarchy of
sites SSSI, LNR, BHS/GHS, LNI. It may be worth noting that althougt
is no Local Nature Reserve (LNR) within the parish, there is one in Be¢
Grove Park, which is within walking distance of the Parish boundary ¢

CottonTree.

16 1.3.41 - 1 Mention should be made that the value of this historic landscape is
recognised through its designation as a Conservation Area.

16 13.3.42 - 1 Suggest merging paragraphs 1.3.42 and 1.3.43 and listing both the

Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings in Appendix 2.

16 - - 1 Suggest making reference to the importance of the landscape and
identify the key landscape character typeblatural Englanénd
Lancashire County Council.

2. Key Issues for Trawden Forest
2.1 Introduction
- - - f  No comments

2.2Housing & Land Development

17 2.2 - 1 The number should be in bold text for consistency.
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Page Para

17 2.2.3

Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

1

The number should be in bold text for consistency.

2.3 Protecting the Environment, Green Spaces, character and amenities of Trawden Forest

2.4 Summary

!

1

No comments

No comments

3. Vision, Objectives, measures and Policies

3.1 The Vision
20 3.1

3.2 Objectives
21 3.2.1
21 3.2.1 (i)

The Vision would be strengthened by making a clearer referentiesto
Gy FGdzN» £ FYR KAAG2NRAO SY@BANRBYYS
highly valued by the local community, as highlighted in the paragraph
summarising feedback to the public consultation (para 2.4.1).

Deleted I G G SYLIG (2¢

Suggest the third paragraph of this objective is reworded to read:
G¢KS fS@PSt 2F NBaARSyGAlft RS@St
2dzi Ay GKS [20Ft ttly tINI HY {

3.3Measures / Monitoring Indicators

22 3.3.2iii

22 3.3.2v

3.4The Policies
23 3.4.2

24 -

24 -

Policy 1

f

Are these figures available? The Parish Council will need to monitor t
going forward.
Are usage statistics for the playground readily available?

Are the numbers employed in the tourist industry available for the
parish?

Delete:a T2 NJ G KS LI NR&AKE

l'RR (KS F2ff26Ay3 62NRAYy3I (2 (K
LI NAaKe ®

Delete:d A y Of dzRAYy 3 F2NJ SEI YL S LRtAC
OKIF NI OUSN) YR 0A2RAQOSNEAUGE d¢
l'RR (KS ¢2MRBRSHNIKEABE eAyIE Ay (K
Need to reference that, where appropriate, policies in the Joint Miner:
and Waste Local Plan should also be taken into consideration.

The formatting could be better. Suggest the brief descriptionsatigned
with the policy heading e.g.

Policy 1 Location of Development

Support appropriate developments only within the
settlement boundary

Policy 2 Housing Site Allocations
rEt20rGS axdsSa Xo
Also a number of full stops are missing.

SEECOMMENTS UNDER POLICY 1 (BELOW)

This wording is not in accordance with higher level pajiPplicies SDP2
and LIV 1.
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Page
24

24
24

25
25

Para

3.4.5
3.4.6

Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

Policy 2

Policy 3
Policy 6

1

= =

The number of dwellings to be provided in Trawden is set out in the L
Plan Part 2: Scoping Report and Methodol@@gndle Council, October
2016)

How has the threshold of nine houses been derived?

Why are the settlements listed separately in brackets? Heritage assel
also occur outside defined settlement boundaries.

No mention is made dod Local List (Policy 6).
For consistency dqi¢K 2 dzf R/ ANBS¢éR @

It would be useful to show how the objectives and policies in the
Neighbourhood Plan link to those in Local Plan Part 1.

3.5 Contributing to Sustainable Development

f

No comments

4. Housing and Land Development

27

27

27

27

27

41.1

4.1.2

4.1.4

Policy 1

Policy 1

il

==

Policy SDP2 of the Core Strategy permits development outside of
settlement boundaries for those exceptions identified in the NPPF, Cc
Strategy policies or other policies in the development plan. Policy 1 o
TFNP is therefore not in conformity withishpolicy. As currently written
it only allows for development within a settlement boundary.

Furthermore the justification text is inconsistent with the policy as it
states that some development will be allowed if it is appropriate to a
countryside locatin. The policy needs to be amended to ensure
conformity with the Core Strategy and to allow appropriate developme
outside of the settlement boundary (e.g. tourism developments in
Wycoller).

Although sites have been allocated, this wording is not curyentl
accordance with higher level policy. Policy LIV 1 in the Local Plan allc
for development outside the settlement boundary where this can be
shown to be in a sustainable location. This position may change with
adoption of Local Plan Part 2, butiglwill not be in place when the
Neighbourhood Plan is likely to be examined / made.

G. NESGYFASERE A& 2yS 62NRO

In the final document highlighting paragraphs in the NPPF and policie
the Local Plan etc. as key linkages (rather than sayi@® y F 2 NI &
be more appropriate.

Need to be clearthatthenvoa S& G 6 f AAaKSR asSdaiat ¢
Cotton Treg; i.e. they have designated settlement boundaries. All
previous references have been to three settlemegitrawden, Cdbn
CNBS 06A0GK 2AySglfto yR 2802¢ff
2H8NE o0& 2Ly O2dzy iNBAARS FYyR 6
designations.

Suggest rewording the opening sentence to read:

G¢KS LJzN1J2 &S m@omoté Howing dad otheéd developmen
proposals within the designated settlement boundaries for Trawden a
Cotton Tree. Development in the open countryside must be in a
sustainable location adjacent to a designated settlement boundary, ol
requireacount 3A RS f 20F A2y ®¢

Would make a better opening paragraph, but if moved will require the
opening of paragraph 4.1.1 to be reworded.
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Page
28

28
28

28
28

28

28

28
29

31

31

33

33

34

35

35

Para

(iii)
(vi)

(vii)
(viii)

(ix)

4.2.2
4.2.10

4.2.11
(para 2)

4.2.12
(para 1)

434 &
4.3.5

4.3.7

BP1

BP2

Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

Policy 2 | |
Policy 2
Policy 2
Policy 2
Policy 2

Policy 2 | |

- 1

- 1

- 1

1

- 1

- 1

Policy 3 | 1

- 1

- 1

Policy 4 |

Policy 4 | 1

Change wording at end of sentencetoread: & aSid 2 dzi A
[20Ft tfly otFINIa M FyR HO®E

Have the locally important views been identified and mapped?

Add to the end of the sentencéc I Y R ¢ KSNB | LILINE LIN
Appraisal for the Trawden Forest Conservation Area and Policy 7 in tl
LI | y o€

Replaced | yWRlE & | Y Rk 2 NE

The wording at the start of the criteria does not flow on from the
introduction to this listci.e.& & K 2 dwBrd, ér simply delete all word:
up to, but not includingt LIN2 RdzOS ¢ ®

The wording at the start of the criteria does not flow on from the
introduction to this lisicA @S & GReWoR] defd&letet 5 2 ¢

No mention is made of the need to provide affordable housing on
allocated sites.

Consider including an additionediterion within the policy to address
this.

The reference should betotile{ O2 LAY 3 wSLER2 NI Iy

Delete the wordd | £ £ €
Replace the word dzy RVBINEF 2 f .2 6 A y 3 ¢

Start a new sentence aftéer X KA 3K SNJ INR dzy Rdé
The company employed iscallédt KS Cf 22 R wAal [/ ;

The criteria repeat those in Policy 2. Would a more appropriate solutit
be to incorporate these criteria into a separate design policyiantlide
a cross reference in Policies 2 and 3?

Reference is made to affordable housing, but there is no correspomdi
criterion within the policy itself.

Consider including an additional criterion within the policy to address
(seecomment against Policy 2 above).

How are developers expected to identiyA y § SNB&a G SR 2
Should the requirement be to consult with local residents and speak v
GKS / 2dzyOAf Qa / 2yaSNBI GA2Yy hifeTA
Civic Trust?

How do the car parking standards in Appendix 8 relate to those in the
existing/emerging Local Plan?

If they are the same, as paragraph 4.4.3 seems to imply, this referenc
should be to the Local Plan and Appendix 8 should be remgasdt
may become out of date when Local Plan Part 2 is adopted.

If the proposed parking standards are different, thetificsation should
make this clear and reference the evidence used to establish the TFN
standards.

LT GKS OFNJLINJAYI adlyRFENRE AY
wording at the head of the column implies, this needs to be clearly
reflected in the policy wording (Bullet Point 1).

Whatisad £ 2 Ol £ £ & & SaldtheSelb@es definid3 | £
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Page
35

35
36
36

Para

BP4

BP5
4.4.5
4.4.6

Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

Policy 4 | |

Policy 4

=

5. Heritage and Tourism

37

37
37

38

38
38

39

40

511
51.2

517

5.1.8

523

5.2.7

Policy 5 |
- 1

- 1

1

- 1

- 1
Policy 6 1

It may be worth stating:

- ¢KS (eSS 27 weg 18 aphpliagofbettésS Ij dzA N.

- That access to the power supmiould be provided either within the
garage or be accessible for a car parked on the driveway.

This should also be reflected in the justification text (para 4.4.5)

How does this equate with Bullet Point 3.
Reword opening sentencetorea@l:9 f SOGNA O GSKA Of ¢
Deletethewordd A Y A G A | £ €

' OOSLIiAYy3 GKFG GKS LIKNI&aS aRB&S
of existing buildings, could the polieynphasise that reise is preferred
ahead of new build?

Replace the texét LINB a S N#SRE RA &RE2 NK O ¢

The final sentence should be the opening sentence of paragraph 5.1.
Delete Appendix 12 as this is not planning related.

The wordd S Y S N&Bilkngedl fo be deleted once the list has been
finalised.

G. NARf Sgle&aeg Aa | airAy3atsS g2NR®
The final bullet point repeats the NPPF and Local Plan.

Suggest that in Trawden Today (Section 1.3) refereno®ade to the
important contribution that nondesignated heritage assets make to the

locally distinctive character of the parish and the preparation of a Loce
List to recognise this.

Suggest rewording as follows to provide greater focus or_tiwal List
and avoid confusion between designated and w@signated heritage
assets:

When the Trawden Forest Local List is complete, heritage assets in ti
parish will comprise of the entries on the Local List; the four Schedule
Monuments; the 35 ListeBuildings and the three Conservation Areas.
The Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings (Appendix 2) and th
Conservation Areas are protected under Policy ENV1 of the Pendle L
Plan. The principal focus of the TENP policy is on the protection ef n
designated heritage assets on the Local List.

¢tKS NBFSNBYyOS (G2 aR2dzmtS LINRBGSC
technically correct.

6. Landscape and Environment

41

42
42
42

43

6.1.3
6.1.5
6.1.6

6.1.7

Policy 7 | |

The justification describes these areas in some detailgardgraph 6.1.6
notes the evidence used. However, the descriptions for each area nel
reflect how the evidence has been used to define their particular
boundaries.

CKSNBE Aa y2 ySSR (G2 SYLKIaxasS i
The two paragraphs below should either be indented or numbered.

May be worth emphasising that the four designated areas are distinct
and help to reflect how the village has developed over time.

For ease of reference, the preference is to number individual paragra
that follow rather than the headings. This also applies to 6.1.8, 6.1.9 ¢
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Page

45
46

Para

6.1.9
6.1.10

Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments

7. Lifestyle and Wellbeing

47

47

47

48

49

50

50

7.1.1

Footnote

7.1.2

7.2.2

7.2.410
7.2.7

Policy 8 ' 1

- f

Policy 9 |

8. The Next Steps

8.2

8.4

8.5

6.1.10, which follow.
The pictures should be captioned.

The picture should beaptioned.

CKS FTAYyLf aSyadSyoOS o0SaAyyay3a af
Suggest it is rewritten as follows, which avoids the use of the term
GSEOSLIIAZ2YIf OANDdzyaidl yoOSagég KA
a pecifically, any proposal for change of use, which would adversely ¢
or result in the loss of a Locally Valued Resource (as defined in the li
below) will not be permitted unless it has been clearly demonstrated t
the most locally acceptable sailon, taking into account all relevant
FILOG2NBR AyOf dZRAY3IEY

It is not possible to identify a facility for policy protection before it
actually exists (e.g. Community Shop / Post Office).

If still included in the list of Locally Valued Resourgdace the
abbreviationd t ®witbthe fulltextat 2 80 . hFFA OS¢

¢CKS GSNX) a!aasSa 2F /2YYdzyAade =1
Replacet I & (WBMRHeterma F2 N | £ £ & NXBIj dzSad S
Trawden, when compared to villages of similar ¢ezg. Fence and
Foulridge) has an undeepresentation in retail service provision. This
may in part be due to the lack of passing trade, but should be

acknowledged as this will help to emphasise the importance of the ne
Community Shop/Post Office.

Paragraph 77 of the NPPF advises that the Local Green Space desig
will not be appropriate for most green areas or open space.

Mention long established clubs by name, especially where they run ju
programmes (e.g. Trawden Celtic) Dmwden Athletic Club make use o
YeKS wSOQK

If the Recreation Ground is included in this list, it should be removed .
its designation within the TFNP as Local Green Space would result in
double counting.

The justificatiortext needs to make reference to the criteria outlined in
the NPPF, to help justify their selection.

In future documents (e.g. the consultation statement), it would be
beneficial to be specific about the dates when consultation events toc
place.

It should be noted that the independent examiner is jointly selected b
the Parish Council arfdlendle Council.

Needs to be reworded, a suggestion is-eat below:

G{ K2dzA R GKS SEIFIYAYSNI NBO2YYSYyR
proceed to public referendum (either with or without changes), those
people living within the designatetighbourhood area, who are
included on the Electoral Register, will be invited to vote. The examin
may extend the referendum area beyond the parish boundary if he/sh
O2yaARSNE Ad I LILINBLINRI GSo¢

GLFT | AaAYLIES YIFE22NAGe 2 F1) arifavlur
2F GKS LX Iy AG ogAff 0SS F2N¥IF€fe
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Page  Para Policy | Comments / SuggesteAmendments
RS@St2LIYSyd LXLFyYy F2NJ GKS tF NRAK
Appendices

General Comments

1 The use of hyperlinks, which take the user to a specific
webpage where they can find out more abauparticular reference (e.g.
the NPPF) is highly beneficial in online versions of the document.

i There is random capitalisation of certain phrases through
the documentcS dF #z3@ S &G SR b dz¥andd MIA ¥ K Y {d4Y
b dzY o @& pia 4.4.3. Capitalisation should be reserved for official
names and titles and examples such as this should be removed.
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Appendix D Trawden Forest Neighbourhood PldResponses to Pendle Council's Commel

on Requlation 14 Consultation Document

Pendle Council made 110 comments (see Appendix C) about theSRkemission Consultation Version of the
TFNP. These comments have been reviewed and 81 of the comments have been accepted and the plan
changedas suggested by Pendle. The remaining 29 comments appear below. Representatives of the
Steering Group considered these comments and also discussed them with Pendle Council at a meeting on

18th January 2018. It was decided that 14 of the comments requinecchange to the plan (see reasons

below). The remaining 15 comments required further work, and resulted in changes to the TENP (as
described below).

TFNP Page Paraor Comment/Suggested Amendments Response Plan
ref Policy Changed?]
no.
PCO1 5 Recommend that the paragraphs in this The Steering Group considered that No
section are numbered. it was not necessary to add
paragraph numbers. It is unlikely the
it will be necessary to refer to any
part of this section in the planning
process, and it wdd detract from
‘readability’.
PCO02 8 1.2.9 Recommend that this paragraph and the The inclusion of an example of how No
unnumbered paragraph that follows are the TENP adheres to the NPPG wa:
deleted. considered to be appropriate.
PCO03 9 figl Thediagram is potentially confusing. Whilst  The TFNP has been amtded to Yes
0KS WHKSNDS I NNI y 3 S Y Sy highlight the twetier planning
shown it suggests a thretier planning system. system.
Following the demise of regional planning
there are only two tiers to planning policy in
England:
1. National Policy: the NPPF
2. The Development Plan: in Pendle this
includes the Pendle Local Plan; the Bradley
Area Action Plan (not relevant in this context
the Joint Lancashirglinerals & Waste Local
Plan; and any Neighbourhood Plans that are
WY | RtBeQe are collectively referred to as
Development Plan Documents (DPDs).
The diagram needs to make clear that layers
and 3 are within the same tier.
PCO4 16 1.342 Suggest merging paragraphs 1.3.42 and 1.3. Appendix 2 now contains all 39 liste Yes
and listing both the Scheduled Monuments  buildings. The six Grade II* building
and Listed Buildings in Appendix 2. are marked.
PCO5 16 Suggest makingeference to the importance A paragraph has been inserted to Yes
of the landscape and identify the key describe the character of the
landscape character typesNatural England  landscape.
and Lancashire County Council.
PCO6 22  3.3.2 (iii) Are thesefigures available? The Parish Coun The Parish Council plans to Yes
will need to monitor this going forward. undertake a parking survey later,
prior to the plan taking effect. This
statement has been written into the
TENP as a footnote and a brief idea
of the methodology also included.
PCO7 22 3.3.2(v) Are usage statistics for the playground readil The playgrounds are not monitored, No

available?

but it should be possible to estimate
usage of the Rec.
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PC08 22 3.3.2(v) Arethe numbers employeih the tourist Probably not. We should drop this Yes
industry available for the parish? measure.
PC09 24 The formatting could be better. Suggest the We really struggled with Microsoft No
brief descriptions are aligned with the policy Wordto get the existing
heading e.qg. presentation. We prefer to leave as
is.
Policy 1 Location of Development
Support appropriate developments only withi
the settlement boundary
Policy 2 Housing Site Allocations
PC10 24 Policyl Thiswording is notin accordance with higher ¢ KS g2 NR U2y f &Q Yes
level policyg Policies SDP2 and LIV 1. and Policy 1 reworded.
PCl11 24 Policy 2 The number of dwellings to be provided in  The detail of whereabouts the No
Trawden is set out in the Local Plan Part 2: number appears in the Local Plan is
ScopingReport and Methodology (Pendle fully described at 4.2.1t0 4.2.3
Council, October 2016)
PC12 24 Policy 3 How has the threshold of nine houses been The text at 4.3.2 offers some No
derived? justification. A review of the empty
spaces within the settlement
boundaries did not discover any site
larger than this, except for the
possible redevelopment of larger
buildings which are excluded from
this limit.
PC13 25 3.4.6 It would be useful to show how the objectives We considered that this would lose No
and policies in the Neighbourhood Plan link t the clarity of diagram. The linkages
those in Local Plan Part 1. to the Local Plan appear after each
Policy.
PC14 27 Policyl Policy SDP2 of the Core Strategy permits To conform to SDP2 and LIV 1 (see Yes
development outside of settlement PC15 below), an extra paragraph h:
boundaries for those exceptions identified in been added to the text of Policy 1,
the NPPF, Core Strategy policies or other describing exceptions (Tourism and
policies in the development plan. Policy 1 of agrculture).
the TENP is therefore not eonformity with
this policy. As currently written it only allows
for development within a settlement
boundary.
Furthermore the justification text is
inconsistent with the policy as it states that
some development will be allowed if it is
appropriate to a countryside location. The
policy needs to be amended to ensure
conformity with the CoréStrategy and to allow
appropriate development outside of the
settlement boundary (e.g. tourism
developments in Wycoller).
PC15 27 Policy 1 Although sites have been allocated, this See PC 14. Yes

wording is not currently in accordance with
higher level policyPolicy LIV 1 in the Local
Plan allows for development outside the
settlement boundary where this can be show
to be in a sustainable location. This position
may change with the adoption of Local Plan
Part 2, but this will not be in place when the
Neighbouhood Plan is likely to be examined
made.
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PCl6 27 4.14 Would make a better opening paragraph, bui Decided to leave the paragraph No
if moved will require the opening of paragrap sequence unchanged, subject to an
4.1.1 to be reworded. changes arising from discussions
about PC14 and PC15 above.
PC17 28 Pol 2(iii) Have the locally important views been The 'locally important views' are Yes
identified and mapped? described in detail in Policy 7. This
reference inserted into the wording
of Policy 2. Itis considered that this
approach is preferable to the
mapping of particular viewpoints.
PC18 28 No mention is made of the need to provide  Additional instruction (xi) added as Yes
affordable housing on allocated sites. suggested.
Consider including an additional criterion
within the policy to address this.
PC19 33 Policy 3 The criteria repeat those in Policy 2. Would ¢ We discussed this during the No
more appropriate solution be to incorporate development of the plan and
these criteria into a separate design policy at decided to avoid a separate design
include a cross reference in Policies 2 and 3' policy.
PC20 33 4.3.4/5 Reference is made to affordable housing, bu Additional instruction (xi) added as Yes
there is no corresponding criterion withthe  suggested.
policy itself.
Consider including an additional criterion
within the policy to address this (see comme
against Policy 2 above).
PC21 35 Pol How do the car parking standardsAppendix The Policy has been amended as Yes
4(bpl)  8relate to those in the existing/emerging recommended by PBC (in email
Local Plan? dated 19.1.18). The Appendix 8 ha:
been renamed as Parking Spaces
(Guidelines) and the minimum size
changed to 3m x 7m.
If they are the same, as paragraph 4.4.3 see
to imply, this reference should be to the Loce
Plan and Appendix 8 should be remoweds it
may become out of date when Local Plan Pe
2 is adopted.
If the proposed parking standards are
different, the justification should make this
clear and reference the evidence used to
establish the TFNP standards.
If the car parking standards in Appendix 8 ar
2yt e wadza3dSadAizyaQs
of the column implies, this needs be clearly
reflected in the policy wording (Bullet Point 1
PC22 35 Pol How does this equate with Bullet Point 3. Bullet point 3 refers to all parking No
4(bp5) spaces, whereas bullet point 5 refer
only to designated protected car
parks.
PC23 37 512 Delete Appendix 12 as this is not planning  Although it is not a 'planning' map, it No
related. is included because it shows the
Country Park boundary, whereas th
proposals map shows the boundary
for the Wycoller policy only.
PC24 38 Policy 6 The final bullet point repeats the NPPF and Yes but it refers to nodesignated No
Local Plan. heritage assets on the Local List.
Does it do any harm to repeat ENV]
PC25 40 527 ¢KS NBEFSNBYOS (2 &R2 Paragraph reworded to remove the Yes
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be removed as this not technically correct.

reference to 'double protection’

PC26 41 Policy 7 The justification describes these areas in sor The boundaries were mapped using Yes
detail and paragraph 6.1.6 notes the evidenc local knowledge of the various view:
used. However, the descriptions for eamtea (as documented within the policy),
need to reflect how the evidence has been the different housing periods etc.
used to define their particular boundaries The Lane Top, Well HeaddaNew
Row boundary was clearly defined
taking into account the views from
the north and northwest. Similarly
the views from the east helped
define the Hill Top and Foulds Roac
boundary. The Lane House and
Hollin Hall area is well defined by th
linear naure of the townscape.
There was discussion about the
eastern boundary of the Church
Street, Clogg Head and Old Chelsei
area and it was decided to use the
tram tracks to define this. A
paragraph was added at 6.1.10
referring to this boundary.
PC27 43 6.1.7 For ease of reference, the preference isto  For readability we prefer to not split No
number individual paragraphs that follow further into more paragraphs.
rather than the headings. This also applies tc
6.1.8, 6.1.9 and 6.1.10, which follow.
PC28 50 7.22 If the Recreation Ground is included in this lit It had already been removed from No
it should be removed as its designation withii the list in the draft Plan?
the TFNP as Local Green Space would resul
double counting.
PC29 Appendices The use of hyperlinks, which take the user to A few hyperlinks have been include: Yes

specific webpage where they can find out
more about a particular reference (e.g. the
NPPF) is highly beneficial in online versions
the document.

(e.g. the NPP, TENP Sustainability
Appraisal, Flood Risk Assessment)
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Appendix E Comments to Presubmission Consultation received from The Wildlife Trust
for Lancashire, Manchester and North Merseyside

The Barn, Qerkeley Drive, Bambar Oricge, Praston, Lancashire, PRS BEY h
OVF72 324149 into@lancswt.org.uk Wy, lanc st orng. Uk f

2™ January 2018

Lanenshira,
Adele Waddington Manchester &

Parish Clerk and Responsible Financial Officer N Mersaysice
Trawden Forest Parish Council

Unit 2A Black Carr Mill

Skipton Road

Trawden

Colne

Lancashire

BBE gQU

Dear Ms Waddington

Re:  Trawden Forest Neighbourhood Plan (2018-2030) Pre-submission Consultation
Version — comments from the Lancashire Wildlife Trust

Thank you for informing the Lancashire Wildlife Trust (“LWT or The Trust") about the
application from Trawden Parish Council to prepare a Neighbourhood Plan, and inviting
comments on the proposal by the 8™ lanuary 2018. | am writing on behalf of The Trust as
follows:

A) Comments on the consultation document, and
B) Additional comments that relate to wildlife sites (statutory and non-statutory), notable

habitats, notable species, ecological networks and net gains in nature in the
Meighbourhood Plan area.

A) Comments on the consultation document (the numbered comments below follow
those used in the Trawden Forest Neighbourhood Plan (2018-2030) - Pre-submission
Consultation Version)

2.3.1 General Protection of the environment and character of Trawden Forest featured
highly in the responses to the feedback questionnaire sent out to residents. There were

several aspects to this:

LWT Comment: Mone of these aspects relate to biodiversity or ecology or wildlife generally.
However, these matters are covered below.

3.1 The Vision

LWT Comment: There is no mention of the natural environment etc. in the vision.
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Bam, Berceley Drve, Bamper Brage, Preston, Lancastire, PRS 6BY A K}/
) 3241269 into@ancswLorg.uk v et WO, L f

wildlife

TRUSTS

Lancashire,
3.2 Objectives Manchester &
N Merseyside
3.2.1 The following five Objectives for the Trawden Forest Neighbourhood Plan have been
proposed by the Steering Group following consideration of the results of the various public
consultations. The Objectives attempt to address the Key Issues identified in the previous
sectlon.

LWT Comment: There are no ecological / biodiversity objectives other than a mention of
protecting open spaces, which doesn’t go far enough ta satisfy the NPPF.

3.4 The Policies

3.4.2 When the TFNP is made and becomes part of the statutory development plan for the
parish, these policies will be used by officers of Pendle Council in the determination of
planning applications. Importantly, the policies will sit alongside the policles of the Local
Plan Part 1: Core Strategy and emerging Local Plan Part 2, Including for example policies
relating to protecting landscape character and biadiversity. For that reason, the TFNP
policles do not seek ta repeat the Local Plan policies, but merely look to refine or add
further interpretation for applying to the TFNP area. The TFNP should therefore be read in
conjunction with the Local Plan Parts 1 and 2, and with the saved policies in the
Replacement Pendie Local Plan (2001-2016), until such time that they are replaced.

LWT Comment: Blodiversity etc. should be covered / protected In the proposed local plan
but there has been no attempt In the Trawden Forest Neighbourhaod Plan to add to those
policies or be more specific in terms of opportunities to enhance biodiversity / ecological
networks atc.

4. Housing and Land Development

Pollcy 2 Housing Site Allocations

LWT Comment: Appendix 6D sets out criteria used to support Policy 2 and 3. However, it is
not clear why It has been done this way. It would be better for the Policy itself to include
these criteria, or at least they shauld be specifically referred to in the Policy.

Palicy 3 Housing Windfall Sites

LWT Comment: Should there not be similar criteria to support wildfal! sites In Polley 3 as
there are for housing site allocations in Policy 27

Policy 5 Wycoller Cauntry Park

LWT Comment: Wycoller Country Park is important in terms of blediversity, ecological
networks and wildlife sites, yet there is no mention in this policy.
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LWT Comment: Areas within the open spaces shown on the map (9A) are important for
biodiversity, and as ecological corridors and wildlife sites, but there is no mention of this in
Policy 9.

Appendix 6D Criteria Used ta Support Policy 2
This appendix lists the criteria used in assessing the candidate sites. It is 3 subset of the list
designed by Pendle and proposed In thelr emerging Local Plan 2.

LWT comment: See comment on Policy 2. These criteria should be incorporated more
positively in the wording of Policy 2.

B) Additional comments
Sites:

The boundary of the Neighbourhood Plan Area includes Lad Law and part of Boulswarth Hill,
which is part of the statutorily designated and protected South Pennine Moors - a
nationally-important Site of Special Scientific interest ($551), and an internationalfy-
important Special Area of Canservation (SAC) and Speciz| Protection Area (SPA). That part of
the Moors that lies within Trawden Forest is, in the absence of any other international
designation, the most important area of land and entity in the Parish and in the Borough of
Pendle. Over 60% of the area of the parish lies within the South Pennine Moors, which will
be one of the largest proportlons of any parish in Lancashire to be nationally and
internationaly Important.

In addition to the South Pennine Moors, the boundary of the Neighbourhood Plan Area
includes the following nine non-statutory County Wildiife Sites covering just over 82
hectares:

1. Wycoller Beck (BHS* reference: 945W03, 16.6 hectares centred on SD927398). The
site meets the BHS selection guidelines for fen (Fel) and grassland (Gr3).

2. Bank House Flushes (BHS™ reference: 93NWO0S5, 4.5 hectares centred on SD937386).
The site meets the BHS selection guidelines for fen {Fel) and grassland (Gr3).

3. Turnholes Flushes & Grassland (BHS* reference: 93NWOE, 4.2 hectares centred on
$D938382). The site meets the BHS selection guldelines for fen (Fe1) and grassland
(Gr2 and Gr3).

4. Turnholes Clough (BHS* reference: 93NWO07, 3 hectares centred on 5D939384). The
site meets the BHS selectlon guldeiines for woodland {Wd2).
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5. The Crank, Wycoller (BHS* reference: 93NW04, 0.5 hectares centred on SD933387),

The site meets the BHS selection guldellnes for fen {Fel).

6. Coldwell Reservoirs (BHS* reference: 93NWO02, 29.4 hectares centred on SD904362).
The site meets the BHS selection guldellnes for birds (Bi2 and Big) and fen (Fe2).

7. Colne Water Pastures (BHS* reference: 945W05, 4.6 hectares centred an SD313403),
The site meets the BHS selection guidelines for grassland {Gr3).

8. Antley Gate Bog (BHS* reference: 93NWO0B, 6.3 hectares centred on SD316364), The
site meets the BHS selection guidelines for bog {Bo3a), fen (Fe2) and flowering plants
and ferns (Ff3}, the latter for its population of Marsh Lousewort.

9. Gilford Clough (BHS* reference: 93NW03, 13 hectares centred on SD921369). The
site meets the BHS selectlon guidelines for grassland (Gr3), habitat mosaic {(Hm3) and
woaodland (\Wd1).

“BHS = Biologicz! Heritage Site, the County Wildlife Sites system in Lancashire, established
and maintained by the BHS Partnership, which comprises Lancashire County Council,
Lancashire Wildlife Trust and Natural England,

In addition there are two District Wildlife Sites (called Sites of Local Natural Importance —
SLNI in Pendle):

1. Flake Hill Moor, and
2. Antley Gate.

There are also three “Special Wildfiower Roadside Verges” in the parish, i.e. two near
Frigham’s Cottage and one near Oak House Farm. See Lancashire County Cauncil's Highways
Department for further details on their botanical interest and the special management that
they receive through the roadside verge management contract.

Whilst It does not fall within the parish, Upper Bali Grove Lodge Local Nature Reserve lies
Immediately north of the parish boundary, situated in between Cottontree and Laneshaw
Bridge.

The NERC Act (2006) places a duty on zll statutory authorities, including County, Borough,
Parish and Town Councils, to have due regard to biodiversity In the exercising of all of their
functions. This means that Pendle Borough Council and Trawden Parish Parish Council have
a ‘Biodiversity Duty’ to conserve and enhance sites of importance for biodiversity through
the preparation and implementation of the Neighbourhood Plan.
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