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From: _
Sent: 18 July 2018 16:34

Cc: !

Subject: Re: [OFFICIAL] RE: Longridge land plan

This is the link to the plan showing the two pieces of land, the land delineated green
and the land delineated blue for sale.

These are the parcels of land that CEC Cabinet has agreed to dispose of and which I
am seeking to understand the process with a view to buying them from the Council.

So the decision to dispose has been made, therefore will it be- or will it be
someone else who deals with the disposal?

Thank you

Kind regards

http://modernaov.cheshireeast.aov.uk/documents/s58738/Lonaridae®%20Knutsford %
20-%20Appendix%201.odf

Indicative Disposal Land - Cheshire East

moderngov.cheshireeast.gov.uk

Cheshire East Council* Issues Spreads Springwc Farm 46m Weir o Egerton ‘o // House St John's -
Wood Gaskell Rise School Path St John!s-Church 57m




From:

Cc: -

Subject: [OFFICIAL] RE: Longridge land plan

oo [N

My colleague_deals with Disposal assets and can review the land in question and determine if it is a
surplus asset or not. He is on holiday until next Tuesday but will contact you on his return. He will need to know
specifically which area of land you are wanting to buy ?

Kind regards

From
Sent: 18 JuIy 2018 11:26

Cc:

Subject: Re: [OFFICIAL] FW: Longridge land plan

How do I go about buying this land from the Council?

Thank you

Kind regards

rrom: [

Sent: 05 July 2018 16:28
|

Subject: Automatic reply: [OFFICIAL] FW: Longridge land plan

I'm out of the office on leave Friday until Monday 9th July 18.
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Confidentiality: This email and its contents and any attachments are intended only for
the above named. As the email may contain confidential or legally privileged
information, if you are not the above named person or responsible for delivery to the
above named, or suspect that you are not an intended recipient please delete or
destroy the email and any attachments immediately.

Security and Viruses: This note confirms that this email message has been swept for
the presence of computer viruses. We cannot accept any responsibility for any
damage or loss caused by software viruses.

Monitoring: The Council undertakes monitoring of both incoming and outgoing emails.
You should therefore be aware that if you send an email to a person within the
Council it may be subject to any monitoring deemed necessary by the organisation
from time to time. The views of the author may not necessarily reflect those of the
Council.

Access as a public body: The Council may be required to disclose this email (or any
response to it) under the Freedom of Information Act, 2000, unless the information in
it is covered by one of the exemptions in the Act.

Legal documents: The Council does not accept service of legal documents by email.
********************************************************************

Kok koK



From: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Sent: 19 July 2018 11:57

To:

Subject: FVV.BOOINS IViere aevelopment

This arrived in the proposeddisposalofpublicopenspace email box yesterday...

----- Original Message-----
From:

Sent: 18-Jul-2018 21:35
To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

Subject: Booths Mere development

Sir/Madam

I think the development of semi open land adjacent to the Longridge estate and Booths Hall would be wholly
beneficial to deal with the urgent need for housing in the north Cheshire and Knutsford areas. There would need to
be road improvements to the routes from Wilmslow to Knutsford and the Toft Road link; and additional primary
school capacity in east Knutsford.

Sent from my iPhone



From:

Sent: 02 August 2018 14:25

To: i "

ce I

Subject: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford
Attachments: Protecting and Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment.pdf; CWT Report

Extracts.docx

I'm writing to you as the Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration in connection with the
two Council owned open space sites i.e. the Green Land and the Blue Land at Longridge, Knutsford. These
two plots, as you know, are adjacent to the much bigger land area situated across the road from the
Longridge Housing Estate and referred to as site LPS 38, on which it is proposed, in the Cheshire East
Council (CEC) local plan, to build 225 houses. | object to the development of LPS 38 and consequently |
oppose the sale of these two adjoining strips.

Firstly, [ will explain why | oppose the development of LPS 38. | don't know how familiar you are with this
area. It's a large site which has not been farmed for many decades and so, over the years, has transformed
into a natural wilderness area. It is much more than just a grass field. | and many others regularly walk
through it. Soon after you enter you leave the modern world behind for a while to be completely
surrounded by trees, including many young oaks, various bushes, plants and an abundance of wildlife.
There is not a house or car in sight, the only modern intrusion being aircraft overhead. It has over time
become a unique place of natural beauty, not possible to replicate.

Our sons, when they were growing up, paddled in Birkin Brook at one end of the site. Also at this end is an
area of ancient woodland which includes Scots Pines. It's used by St John's Wood Academy as a forest
school for young teenagers with special needs. They said the following: "Using a local woodland, we have
been amazed at the progress pupils have made in increasing their self-esteem and self confidence. Most of
our students have had negative experiences of school, but by participating in the Forest School they have
been motivated, inspired and had fun." (Knutsford Guardian, 22 March 2018, Page 8)

Fishing takes place frequently in Booths Mere at the other end of the site. The space in between with it's
pond and dozens of young oak trees scattered throughout, is used daily by walkers including dog owners
and accompanied walks throughout it, take place about once a month. The whole area, not just the Birkin
Brook end, forms part of a wildlife corridor which extends from Tatton Park on one side to Springwood on
the other and beyond. Attached is a report entitled 'Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural
Environment' which Cheshire Wildlife Trust (CWT) published in October 2017. Also attached are
paragraphs I've extracted from it, which relate specifically to this general area. As you can see from this
report, CWT have included this site as one of the areas of distinctiveness providing important wildlife
habitats in their own right as well as acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. Importantly, they
go on to recommend that the corridor network (and the whole of this site is clearly a big part of it) is
identified in the Neighbourhood Plan and protected from development. (See map 10 on page 14 of the
main report and also paragraph two on page 21.)



The residents in this corner of Knutsford, including Shaw Heath, Longridge, Higher Downs and North
Downs already have an industrial estate, a household waste recycling centre and a petrol filling station in
close proximity, while at the same time more homes and businesses are proposed at nearby Parkgate.
Overall, there are plans for almost 1,000 houses in Knutsford, so in the future it's likely that a ring road will
surround the town. People are becoming more disconnected from nature, so, easily accessible green
breathing spaces, like this, to escape to, are increasingly important. Of the land that remains round
Knutsford, this place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

CEC say that the proposed development would create approximately 20 acres of new public open space.

That is not so. This open space is already used by the public for recreational purposes. Building houses on
it would divide and reduce the area for people's enjoyment. The public who use it have no desire to walk
round a new housing development built in the centre of it.

Mobberley Road struggles to cope with the volume of traffic between this area and the town centre. It is
frequently difficult to access Knutsford from this side of town. Major development is proposed for
Parkgate. The scheme for that industrial estate would result in extra vehicles (700) using the business units
there. In addition to that, the plan to build houses at the northern end of Parkgate Lane would result in yet
more vehicles (400) using Mobberley Road. This part of Knutsford being restricted by the proximity of
Tatton Park has difficulty coping at present and certainly could not cope with an extra 1,100 vehicles from
Parkgate. LPS 38 if it were to proceed would add another 400 vehicles to this congestion along with the
added pollution and noise all that would create.

Also, | object to the sale of these two pieces of land for a couple of reasons directly connected with them,
as opposed to with the main site.

Constructing a road through the blue playing field land to join Longridge would create a dangerous cross
roads. The present junction is on a camber, near a school and a bus stop and already has restricted

visibility.

CEC refer to the Green area as consisting of a thin strip of overgrown land running parallel to Longridge.
The Council own and are responsible for the upkeep of this strip, so if it is overgrown, CEC have allowed it
to be so. It may be a little overgrown but in reality it has an abundance of trees, bushes and plants. As a
result it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

Finally, LPS 38 was adopted into the Local Plan on the 27th of July 2017, despite there being no means of
access to the site. Then in October 2017 the Cabinet of CEC considered a report exploring options for
enabling access. It was a flawed decision in the first instance to include this landlocked site in the local
plan, a site which would require the sale of not one but two pieces of council land, one to create access to
it and the other it's not clear why it would need to be sold as it's got a covenant on it barring access
anyway. It's not deliverable and should now be removed from allocation. It is therefore not necessary to
sell these two pieces of land adjoining it, so I ask you not to dispose of any or all of the adjoining Green or
Blue open space land at Longridge, Knutsford. CWT stress that the whole area should be protected from
development and | agree. It is too important ecologically and all of it should continue to be available for
recreational purposes.



You will be making a decision which will shape the future of our area. It's possible that you have never
been through the site. Earlier this year my wife and | invited you, as a cabinet member of CEC to come and
walk the area with us. | ask that you as Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing & Regeneration, set aside an
hour and yet again invite you to come and walk through the whole Dewscope site with us to see it for
yourself. Having experienced it properly you will then be in a better position to consider whether 225
houses is really the right way forward for this wild oasis or whether it should be protected from
development for people to enjoy. My wife and | will be very happy to accompany you on a walk through
this land before you make that important decision concerning it's future.

Yours sincerely



Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment — Cheshire Wildlife Trust —
October 2017
(Page 8) Most of Cheshire, the northern half of Shropshire and part of northwest

Staffordshire sit within the Meres and Mosses Natural Area. This is an expansive area of

gently rolling agricultural plain which, at the end of the last ice age, was largely
underwater. Although the vast area of water eventually drained away it left behind a
wetland landscape of meres, mosses, meandering rivers and ponds. This landscape is
recognised as being of international importance for its wetland wildlife.

(Page 15) Although most woodlands in Cheshire are fragmented and impoverished, the
woodland along the eastern boundary of Knutsford is an exception with large areas of
inter-connected wildlife-rich habitat. Some of this woodland is thought to be at least 400
years old and Spring Wood is listed on the Natural England ancient woodland inventory
(2015) and designated as a Local Wildlife Site. Spring Wood has a canopy of oak, ash and
birch with a rowan, hawthorn and holly understorey. Ancient woodlands are considered
irreplaceable habitats due to time taken for them to acquire their diverse flora and
fauna and the indicator species are those that take hundreds of years to disperse.

St John’s Wood is an ash, sycamore, wych elm dominated woodland in a small damp

valley on the edge of the town. Although probably not ancient it appears on the 1875
maps and has a good diversity of native species including yellow pimpernel and sweet
woodruff which is present in the south of the site. It is possible that this part of the wood
is older than the rest. There are reportedly over 60 species of woodland fungi present.
Despite it being largely surrounded by development it is an important site and is
designated as a Local Wildlife Site.

(Page 16) The presence of high quality woodland in the Knutsford area means that the
area is important for other notable birds including spotted flycatcher which has been
recorded breeding in the locality. Rare hobby and kestrel have both been recorded in the
vicinity of the woodlands, and whilst kestrel is thought to breed in the locality it isless
likely (but possible) that hobby breed here. There are at least three species of breeding
owl in the vicinity of the woodlands around Tatton Mere including tawny owl, barn owl
and little owl.

The semi-natural woodland in Knutsford is highly likely to support roosts of UK priority
bat species which will forage for insect prey along the woodland edges, fens and
waterbodies and along any intact hedgerows. Pipistrelle and Soprano pipistrelle bats
have both been recorded in the Tatton Mere area.

Watercourses Marthall brook runs in a northerly direction along the eastern boun dary
of Knutsford Parish turning into Birkin Brook at the point where it is joined by Pedley
Brook. Marthall brook upstream of Spring Wood is a highly diverse complex of wetland,
species-rich grassland and woodland. Oak Wood which lies outside the parish boundary
is similar to Spring Wood but has extensive areas of wood anemone.

The Knutsford area also supports rare pockets of species-rich grassland. the fastest

disappearing habitat in the UK. Most of these pockets are on steep slopes, by the edges of
woodland or on the edges of the meres and streams.



The species-rich neutral grassland on the grassy banks of the Marthall brook is
particularly notable for butterflies and supports uncommon flora such as burnet saxifrage,
adders tongue and dyer’s greenweed.

(Page 17) Boothsmere and its adjacent areas of rough grassland and woodland is much
smaller than the Tatton mere complex but also supports notable winter wildfowl
populations as well as an array of woodland birds and uncommon wetland flora such as
cowbane and water avens

(Page 18) Many of the ‘medium distinctiveness’ habitats are thought to be semi-natural
grassland, in particular on the less productive margins of the watercourses and some
woodlands such as St John’s Wood. Semi-natural grasslands are invaluable for wildlife as
they can support large populations of invertebrates and mammals such as brown hare
(which has been recorded to the south of Knutsford). Many local red listed farmland birds
such as linnet, skylark and yellow wagtail (recorded to the west of Knutsford) will feed
on insects that live in semi-natural grasslands. Over-wintering birds such as fieldfare and
redwing are found in especially high numbers in the Longridge area of Knutsford where
they feed in open areas of semi-natural habitat.

(Page 18) Scattered farmland/parkland trees such as those present near Booths mere and
the hedgerow network also help with landscape permeability by providing habitat and a
food source for declining farmland bird populations such as house sparrow and
yellowhammer and bullfinch which are all present in the wider area. Invertebrates and
small mammals also inhabit hedgerows, in particular those with adjacent wide field
margins as well as inhabiting areas of semi-improved grassland. The small mammal
population supports birds such as barn owl which consequently do best in areas where the
traditional farmland landscape is intact. Although the hedgerow network in Knutsford is
generally very poor and fragmented there is one area around Brickhill Wood to the south
east of Knutsford with a good hedgerow system. This is linked to the Marthall Brook
corridor and is likely to be a very important area of the parish for birds as well as for
foraging and commuting bats.

(Page 20) Conclusion

This study has highlighted that the important wildlife habitat in Knutsford is mainly
associated with the meres and their fringing habitats as well as the native woodlands

and species-rich grasslands along the Birkin and Marthall Brooks.

(Page 21) Most notably the study has highlighted a ‘wildlife corridor network’ which
provides ecological connectivity between the meres, fringing wetlands, woodland and
grasslands within and beyond the Neighbourhood Planning area. The wildlife corridor
network supports a wide range of species including numerous birds, plants, mammals,
and invertebrates that are in decline both locally and nationally. Some of the most notable
are the rare plant species such as cowbane, sweet woodruff, adders tongue, dyer’s green
weed and water avens. Rare birds such as hobby and Cetti’s warbler are important, as are
the bird species which are declining fastest such as grasshopper warbler, lapwing, house
sparrow, grey waglail, linnet, yellow wagtail, spotted flycatcher, thrushes, starling, tree
pipit, pochard and fast declining overwintering birds such as fieldfare and redwing.



L10Z 139010

1S, ot

Py

JUswWuolIAUF jeinleN
S, piojsinuy Supueyuy pue Suidalodd

£10T 4390120 JUBLIUOIIAUT [RINIEN S,PJ04SINUY Buidueyul pue Buiosiold

od Fuluue|d ui pajuaIBL Bq URD
9531 05 B3.J€ pIoysinuyl 3y 4O Ja1ae.eyd adedspue| 3yl Y3m PRIeIN0SSE SIIISLIBIIRIEYD ASY SaRIUAPI
osje )y “uejd pooyunoqugiau ay3 ygnouyy pa1datoud ale 35343 1BY] SPUWWIOIRL pue eale Fujuue|d
POOUINOGYSIBU BY1 UIYLM $1I0MIBU [BIIF0]0I3 [eUOISa PUE [220] A3 AJITUSPI 0 Sie os|e Jodau ay|

“Wawdo|aap auniny 1oy pasodoud 3G Ayl pinoys uoen|eas |y
Jule881 walsAs Suuuerd syi Ut jiaje ue se e OS2 pJNoys salls anjea y3iy pue WnIpaly ‘uonen|eas
Jayaang 03 13lgns sease Ayuniioddo ASIaAIpoIg Se PaIBPISUOI 3G PINOd Salis anjeA Wnipaw ayl
pue ssa201d Jujuue|d pooyunoquiau ay3 Yoy uoRdDI0.d U0y PIPUSLLIOITI BJe §33Is anjea ygiy
BYL "3njen [e31F0j0D3 WNIPAUI JO 3G O} PAWSBP SIS SB [|3M SB ‘PIOJSINUY Ul UOIEAISSUOD SiNjeu J04
S3Ms anjen [BD150]033 YBIY ‘2102 343 Ayauap; 03 swie Jiodai SIy| "pooyINogySiau 33 UILYIM 1SIXS Jey)
SISSSE [2UN1BU SU} AJILSP) 01 S| JUSWIUOIIAUS [eunieu sy} Supueyua pue Fudaioad oy agels isiy ay)

Apnas ayy fo saarnalygg

'$$300.d Sujuue|d 3Y3 Ul UOHEIBPISUOY OJUI UBYR) 3.8 3531 SulINSUD pue UOIBAISUOD Dinleu
10y sanuoud |edo| SulAjiuspl Aq ‘pasieal aie 070z AlIsIsAIpOIg JO swie ay) Jaylaym Sujuiuslap
U1 10308} A9 B 8q 03 Jennualod ayy sey Suluueld pooyInoqusiaN [and)| 1€20| B 1y ‘|011U0D JUSWAO|3AIP
os|e 1ng ‘Bujuueid 21891eas Aenapsed ‘070z Ausiaalpolg Jo swie ayl Suiaatyoe Ul 9joJ [BUSD e
Sey waisAs Suiuueld ay3 “Janamoy “1ued e Suikeid S|ENPIAIpUI PUB S31114 YD UOJIBAIISUOD ‘SIsumopue)
UHM ‘silie 95341 SUNSILDR SPIBMO} 3JOM 0} SABM SNOJSWINU DB 35U} 0707 Allsiaaipolg 03 Suipioady

‘9oeid U1 sa1jod papiom Ajsejiwis 1o s311j0d ,$50] 33U OU, 3ARY MOU sueld (B30T 1SON
",S319110d 50| 19U OU, S UMOUY Bie AUSIBAIPOIY 4O SSO| [|BISAO B} ssauppe 01 paugisap Ajjesyioads
saijod Suluue|d ‘walsAs Suiuueld 3y Jo s3A1333(q0 3400 se TUBWUOIIAUS [BINIRU SY] JO JUWSADIA I
pue uomd@oid YIM JddN BYl Ul SSWi) GT pauonusw s AN ABAIPOIY, PIJPU| fJoMBWIBLY
Syl 01 |enusd ade syomipu (edidojode Bupess pue Ausisaipolq Supueyus pue Sundaloud
pue sapdipuud asay) uo maip ZToZ Ul paysygnd ‘(4ddN) ydomawely Adjog Buiuuely jeuoiien ay)

,'3jdoad puo afypym fo ufauaq ayy sof anou sof sasvid 13313q
PUD 2J0W M ‘SYIOMIBU 02160028 JUBIBYOD YSIIGDISE PUD SWaISASOI Buuonounf-jjam Ayyvay
Joddns ‘ssoj Aysianipoiq jjpiano yoy, 01 s1 AS31eNlS OTOT AusianIpolg 3yl Jo uoissiw 3y ‘Iaded
UM JUSWUOIIAUT [BINIEN J21[4ES 3} JO SUONBPUSWWIOID DY) UO J[ING YIIYM ,S3IIAIIS Wa1SAS0I3
puv afijpiim s,puoibuz sof ABajoiis, 0zoz ANsIanIpoig 413Ul paysygnd uswiuianod ayy TTOZ Ul

'S}9SSE [BUnleU 3|qENn|eA
41243 12310.4d 01 3|qe J2112q 34042343 PUE UOIISOD PSWLICJUI UE Ul 3.8 SIUNWILIOD 18U} UBSLW 1M
S3UIRIISU0D puk saiyunlioddo Sunenjeas pue SulAyiuap| “suoielauss 24N1NJ JOJ JUSWUOLAUD [BD0)
J13y1 adeys 03 seUNWWOI 4oy Ayunioddo juenodwi ue papiaosd sey Suiuueld pooysnoqudion

HoLInpoLIU]



£T07 4990190 JUBWIUOLIAUT [BINIBN §,paojsinuy Butoueyug pue 3uiiaajold

“sea1e 2400 SUNSIXS BIUBYUS IO J95UL0I JUBWI[AWIOI 0] S8 05 PIIBNIS UIYO de AdYL

"pa.01sal 3q ues suone(ndod satdads pue suofouny [e2150]03 1eY3 05 {,sease 3102, 3023 Arewnyn

[ Uofym) seate anjen YSIY mau 218340 10 2403531 0) pauUUE|d DB SIUNSBIW UM Se3Je 348 33Ul
SD3ID UOJIDI0ISAY  »

*sea.le 3102 USaMIa(] SA0W UBD $3109ds
1492 YIIYMm ssoude s3u0ls Suiddals, se 1oe Aeu s8)Is ||ews JO Jaquinu e !S1e}geY SNONUNUOD ‘Jeaul|
wouy 2wod I5n[ 10U PaaU AUAIRIBULOY BINpoLdal Jo 212481W ‘9513dsIp ‘Pasy 01 WISY} USIMI3( SA0W

01 sapads Suijqeus ‘Seale 2103 UBMISY ALIAIIIBUUOD BUCIIUNY BYl dAoIdW! 1wy saoeds ale 3sayl
Sau0}s Burddals pup SIOpLiio) e

“Aujenb 201801028 Y31y 4O Seale [BINIEU-1LUSS JBYI0 PUB SBMS 3JI|p|im pa103104d apnpul Asy L “saads
asel poddns Jo sawads Jo suonesIUROUD IsaySiy Byl aney Ajeisuds Asyl -apinoid A3y} SIS
wa1sAsoda 2y} Jo Hoddns Ayl app|im Dy3 Jo 35NBIaG JuelIoduil IO SJRJ S4B Jeyl sielqey ulejuod
ASUL SJOMIBU BY3 4O 1EBY Y1 WO} UDIYM IN[EA UOHEBAIISUOD 3injeu y3iy jo sesie die 3sayL

SDaID 240D e

‘uonouny pue asuenodwi |e2180j022 jerusiod
pue SuRsIXa YIoq 199331 Yaym (T 34nBi4 935) sjusuodwod any Iney Ajlesousd syaomiau [€21801003

*s3I}ALDE Uewny Ag pajuswdedy swod3q
SABY 18U} SIUSWUOIIAUD Ul D4|P|IM SAIISUOD O AeMm SAIIDRH3 UE se pPasiugodsu Al9pim awodaq aney
$yiomIpU (221501093 “suone|ndod s3103ds 0} $3SSO| pUB ‘SIVINIIS Wa1SAS0I8 BWOS JO UOISIA0ID By}
ul s3u1Iap 03 Suipea| ‘paie|os] pue paiuswsely AjSuisealoul SW0d3Qq .Y sielqey 34|p|im s,puejdul

241|p[Im 1oddns
pue juawaSeuew islem pooly saoiduwi ‘S8el0ls UOGIED BJUBYUD LPIYM ssonpoead Sundope osje
a1y Suiwiey 9a1ONPOId pue djgeryo.d Suasiyde ‘Sjdwexa 1oy ‘s3auaq 2|di} N JBASP YdIYM SAEM
U1 $324N0S9. 253U} 99EUBW O} MOY UIB3| O} PA3U M PUEB 3SBR.0UI O} 3NUIU0D 03 Aj9Y)) 2.8 J31em
pue puej Jno uo saunssaid YL "Wayl §O ‘||B 30U 4i ‘1sow suidispun AlISIBAIPOIY pUE — uoneJ3saNnbas
UOQJE) PUE S3DUS4OP POOY ‘S[ELIBIBW ‘I91BM ‘POO) SE YINS S3IIAIDS WIISAS00D 4O duel e yum
sn sopiaoad pue ‘Awouoda pue yiesy ‘Buiag-|[am Jno 0} |BIUSWEPUNS SI JUSWUOIAUS |BINJEBU By ]

1290] yum diysiduled Ul $9|BIS |EDO| 1B IOM DM J1 PISIERI ¢ AUO [jIM LOISIA SIYL 18yl P
osje 10da1 BYL ‘Byp|M pue 2{dosd Y1oq JO SIBUIG DY} 404 ‘SIIAIBS WSISASODD pue sassazoud
1221301099 4O JUBWYSHGRIS3-24 By} Ag pauuIdiapun ‘UOIE3.ID3. PUB UOIIRIOISI 1e1IgeY 3|eds-93.e] JO
5U0 01 ‘DABY IM 1eym 03 U0 Suey 0} BuIAL} WO UOIBAISSUOD SHIP[IM 03 Ydeosdde ano ut 98ueyd da1s
e PI9U M 1€y} PaLIUSP! 10dd BUL * HIOMIDN [22180[00] PUB SSUS YIP|IM § PUBIBUT JO MIIAR) Y

12.njeN Joy 33edS SUBBIAL, PRIIIUR YY43Q 01 1J0dRJ B PRIIILIGNS UOIMET UYOF JIS JOSSD401d 0TOT Ui

syiomaau [po1bojeoa — punodbyovg

/10T 4390120 JUSWIUOJIAUT [BJN3EN §,PpI0jsInuy Bujpueyul pue 5uioalold

"S10MIBU [BIIF0[0 JUDIBLOD BIOW FUjyst|qe1sd
pue swaisAsodd Juiuonoung-[am ‘Ayijeay Bunioddns Jo souepodwi ayy Suisiugodal Ag ‘wied su
0} 550] AJISISAIPOIG 12U LWOJ) SAOW O} JUSWHLUWOD JUIWUIBA0S B PIILIDUSL “TTOT Ul paysijgnd sem
YaIym ‘201047 [BANIeN BYL, J3ded dUYM IUBWIUOIIAUT [BINIEN BUL "SUBWNO0P Adjjod pue Sujuueid
AueW UIYIIM PapPaguis usaq aduls dABY S3IOMIaU [810[0D9 JUIBY0D Bullea.d Jo sajdiund ayL

{110dau ainep 1oy soeds Fupjel) SI10Mmau |B2180]008 O sjuRLedwed BYL T 2ndi4

€212 930 2|qEU|E)5AS

10p11105 Jesun

ST duais fuigeais

TN SOESEREE

BAAE LUGIIEI0ISAY

's35Nn pue| 40
Alouien 191€9.8 & UM ‘SI9Nng Uyl patediewap AlIB3[ SS3] 9B U31e| 33 IN] ‘Sedle ISN S[GRUIRISNS
pUE $3UOZ J344NQ 40 SUONIUN B3 Ul de[JBA0 SI BI3YL SN} NJLITE JO SWIO) UleLID ‘4O JURID|03 15BD)] 8
10 ‘uodn juapuadap a1e jeyy saads Jo suonendod Buluieisns-}as Sulpnaul ‘BHp|IM 03 2|13SOY $53]
pue 3jgeaunad 310W 3 W PUB FJOMIBU SUL 3PISING XIIBW 3} USYOS, 01 d|ay Adu) ‘Aj@1eudoadde
dn 39S 'S9DIAISS WI1SASOID JO SOUBUSUIEW SY} Yum J9YIa801 ‘SSIlIAI0R JIWOU0ID aerdosdde
pUE $921N0SJ [BANIBU JO ISN 9|QEUIEISNS B3 UO PISSNI04 9dRISPUR] IIPIM S UIYHM SBIIB DJ8 3534 L
SD2UD BSN JGUUIDISNS e

“JUBWIUOIIAUS JSPIM 3} WO} s1oedwl 3SI9APE W0} WaY) 102304d pue ‘sIop1iiod
1821801022 pue 52u0}s Sulddals, ‘seale UOIIRI0ISaI ‘SBBIR 340D PUNOLINS A|3SO0[0 18Uj) Sea e 2Je ISIY L
sauoz uaffng e



£10T 4290120 uswodAUg JeINIEN S, pJ0JsINUY Buidueyus pue Su309)0.4d

*20e(d 4O 2suds e Juieaud pue
1apedeyd adeaspue) yo ssausseme dignd Juisied se jom se saiatedys adedspue| aininy Jo uojjeasd
3y pue Buiuueld 1oy Siseqg @ SB PasN q 03 PIPUBIUI SI JUDSSISSE 9yl "seaJe Uardeieyd Ayuspl
031 pasn U3sq aney asnpuej pue uoneissan ‘s|1os ‘wioypue] ‘A301038 se yans spadse Ra41a *(s107)
$30AL Jaroesey) adedspuet peouq gz ol adedspuet auysay) 3y} saiIsse|d pue sdeaspue] ayl ul
suiaiied 3|qesiugodau SAYIUBP! §OOT JO JUSWISSISSY JSIIRIRY?) adedspuer auiysay) ay3 Ajjeao] aio
“Bulusiey Auep Loy Jueniodwy Apejnailed si Wiym uteid Buljjos 4o eade jeoised e fuleld 2.1yspIoyelS
PUE 2.41ys3y) ‘d1YsdoIys — T9 BaIY JBIDRIRYD [BUOHEN UIUMM S31| PIOjSINUY |9AB] |euoeU B UQ

uoiliog a.01ysayy ayy 40 JUsWSsassy 481004byny adpospuny

‘suone|ndod sappads Anuond Jo A1sAoda.
pue uoRda101d Y1 pue SHIOMIBU [8D1F0]03 ‘Stengey Alolid JO UOIEaI-31 pue uoieI01saI
‘uoileatasaid ay) Lj0woud pue ‘UOREIID U0 UOIEIOISI 1elgey Joy sdiysisunied jeso)
Aq pay3usp| sea.e pue Way) 193UU0D 18y} S3UO]LS Suddals pue $10p1I0d B41Ip|IM ‘ALISIAIPOIG
Joy Bouenioduwi Jo SaUS Jo Aydselaly 3yl Sulpnpul ‘syiomisu {e3180j033 |e20| By} 4o

sjuauodwod dew pue Ajuapl pinoys saiijod § ueld Aysisalpolq uo spedwy asiUIUIW 0 e

‘3an1onuisedyul usals pue Alsisalpolg

4O SYIOMIBU jO JudWaIBeUBW puB JUBWIIUEYUD ‘U010 ‘UOIIeRLD sy} 4oy Ajpaiisod
Suluuejd ‘sue|d (8207 L33 Ul yoeosdde J1Fa1eu3s € 1IN0 135 pinoys sanioyine Suiuuerd 8207 e

*$a4nssaud

24NN pue Jua.LN> 01 JUB|iS3L 2I0W BJe JRY) SYOMIBU [EJIF0[0ID JUBI3Y0D SUIYSI|gelSI
AqauswiuouiAuB (B20] pUE [RINIBU BUY BIUBYUS puE 0} 81NqLIU0d pinoys waisAs Suluueid sy e

‘Buipnjoul 3jdidurd 310 e se Y10MIBU [2180]0I3 JUBISYOD € JO UOIIBAIISUOD
PUE JUSWYSIIqeIss 3y} sapnjaul 0s|e 71T Ul paysignd suomawely Adljod pue Sujuueld euonen ayy

S

£T0T 1990300 JUSWIUOIIAUS [eIN3EN S,pJ0453nUY Buidueyul pue Sunpaloid

Suiduiy pue sasaw ay) “sanads pue sielgey Jepodwi poddns jeyr sease agie| ylm anjea agipim
S} 01 pappe osje sey uonejuawsesy JO 3. siyL II10e4eyD Ul JIUISIP PUL 19BIUI PIUIB WS seyllleyy
Bulueaw puepied sy} LIS 31R 4 Ul SpEODU UIBIA] "SPUBIPOOM SNOISWNU PUB B4 133G 53Ul 'SauaAl
vonel ‘suapled padedspue| sspnjaur puepjied ayl "AIIUNGI Yy ul puepjled JLI01ISIY ue Jo sajdwiexa
159Ul 31 JO UO “yied uONIE] BY QOF S33RJIOCIOIUI PUE PIOSINUY JO YLIOU Byl O} S3)| eaJe S|y|

B34y UB1IBJRYD SUISYISOY PUB UOKIE] { AT

535102 4103 pue (pue| pue sNOY) $31e153 J10LSIY "8'3 SUOIIEIIIE O

JUBWB[ILS pasiadsig e

(eyg 01 dn) spjayy senSau pue tenFas-1was ‘sengaiy e

j234 Bunenpun ol iely e

S1ELIBY |MOIPIIM e

sasodind |ejusweuio 1oy pardepe $3aW awos ‘spuod PE SoSSOW ‘SaU3N

S| pue puepied se yons ssunies; adedspue) [BIUBWEUIQ e

PaxiW pue PaAE3|PROIG — PUBIPOOM JO SAIUSUSP YSIH o

013 5330 ‘suwiiey a1e3sa JUIPN|OUI STUIP|ING PR1BIDOSSE ‘SASNOY D101y 99487 e
(Wm3) a12A1 pue poom ‘218153 ~ 6 101

1MO|3G UBAIZ 2. Sy PUB 5107 JUBAS|SI 3U} JO S|iBIap
{(svD1) seasy Joideley) adedspuer sajews o3ul PIPIAIPGNS SI 1] Yoe3 "SPOOA pUB SWite4 JIMOT
PUB 331 pue poom ‘21e3s3 Ajpweu ‘eale Sujuued pooYINOGySIaN PIOKSINUY SUF UMM {S157)
sadA1 Ja1oeieyd adedspue| ajgesiugodal omy say1usp! (T dey) Juswssassy sa1deley) adedspuet sy)

ASojodAj Js1oeaey) adeaspuet i depy



£T0T 4890120 JUBUIUOIIAUT [BINJEN §,pJ0JsInuUy Buioueyus pue 3unda30id

1O S1515U0D AUleW pUB Pawe) A[RAISUSIUL S 9IAI BY3 JO 1SBS PUB PIOJSINUY| JO 1SIM DIRIPIIW 3L}
01 eaJE 9y "SIBYI0 UBL $32J1 P31 PUE SMOIZPaY 40 3}I0MIDU SUOIIS Yonw e Buiney SeaJe pasijedo)
2WOS Y1m 33Je] O} WNIP3W Aj[eJaUd3 31e SP[aL) DY} BBIE SIY} SSOIOY ‘SSOIA JOUD|OH 3e SpaY 95e.01s
se8 33 01 Y1JoU 3y1 Ul Alepunog AJUNOD 31 WO SPUSIXD YIIYm B3JE Jd30eIeyd SU||01 MO[ B SI SIYL

ealy Jepdeley) ASLY — £Md1

$31poq Jo1em jo Jaquinu 28187 e
susodap [e1oe)s woJy JuUrinsa SaI9W SWOS PUB SBSSOIN @
sage||ia/s1a{wey PAIESINU PUe SWwiiey pasiadsip 4O XIW — AHSUSP TUSWIS[HSS WNIPIN - ¢
ueliedil PUB $319A00 PUE $Y20|( — PUBIPOOM JO AUSUSP YBIH o
syoopped 35I0Y PIJUDY — BUNYNJISIOH e
“SUIDUBY YHM Padeidal 10 PIAOWL U3 JaYLID
sey SuiSpay |euonipes) aaym spjay uado Jafie| Auely “(eyg 03 dn uejnsal pue ‘yejngdai-1was
‘1einFa.111) SP|31y PasIUETIORL ‘[BASIPSW JO XIW € Ul $331) PIEPUB]S PUE SILIBPUNOY MOIBPaH e
Aydeigodoy Suijjos Apuad BulA moT e
s21151330R4RYD AR

(Ad1) SPOOM pue suLied 19Mmo1 0T 101

‘spuod pue sweaus
‘PUBIPOOM UMM |[BY [BABIPSW PAIEOW B 4O 33IS AU} i SY100g AINQION 18 pue suapJed UelIoDIA 13l
S4e 242U} |{BH SYI00g 1Y '$99J1 USWIDSUS SUNIBW PUR SIALP Pd

-22.3 Suidaams yuim sadedspuej
pauue|d UIYiim HS S2UN1EIY 191eM [EIUSIIBLIO IDYLINY PUB [[BH SY100g Pue AS|qe] 18 S3USW aJe 343yt

"MO| INJ DJE IO PIAOWDI UDIY 9ARY
$MO0JaSpay 2Jaym spiat daisuedxa Yum Sujwiie) 3|GeJE DAISUIU| SIOW JO BIJE UE S| PIosinuy| JO
UINOS Y1 O "3|QISIA [|1S 34 SPIBY J2NJI.LIl [[eUS YIM SWISISAS plaly [eASIpaUI 2iaym oL pue Adjgel
30 1ses 2yl 03 seaJe 3yl Wolis Jede sdeys uy JenSas pue (eY g 0} AN} PazIs WNIPIW O} jlews 3.8
SpIS1d "Sjjey pue suiiey pasadsip yitm ANSUSp MmO| SI B3y J2)0BIBYD SUBISPUET SIY) SSOJIE JUB WSS

‘UMO] PUOJSINUY WOU) pue
01 $91N0J JUIINWILIO ASTIC, MOU S48 PUE UOIIDSIIP SWES Yl Ul UNJ £EGY PUB OGY dY] "0M] J3L0 3y}
wouy 21e)sa Asjge) Sunesedas adedspue| ayy ySnolyr AjfeuipnuBuo] sunt Aemiolow giN 3|gisia Alusiy
243 ABPOJ "PUBIPOOM JO SHI0|Q DAISUIIXD BIOW PUE S92} PIISHEIS Yhm puepted pajueld Sulpnjoul
puejpoom 4o Aususp ySiy e pue smouaspay 1vejur Auew yum adedspuey [esoised Sunenpun Ajuss e
S| 9PISAIIUNOD 3L ‘{|BH SYI00g pue [0 ‘A3jge] 1 S31elss 1usdelpe 33443 3yl Aq pauyap st eale siyl

eaJy Ja10eley) A3|qeL S INAT

'S310UBUS] D1B1SD 318 UIIUYM 4O SWIOS SWe) [BNPIAIPUL JO JSqWinu e 31
e2JR IDIORIBYD 1Y} JO SLIDISINO BY} UQ "$|953 d4ed UONEL UIYILM S1IDA0D pUe $3243 puepjied pa.aieds
SE [|oM Se uoneIUB|d YlBSYMBYS PUB POOA 80 ‘POOAR SI0OYDIM I8 SPUB|POOM Jeaul] 3Je 2J9YL
"3J3IAl 2UIBY}SOY PUNOUE BAIE 3] Ul YHIOU 2y} 0} sadojs 42daa1s yum adedspue| Bulieinpun ue si syl

"24NSOPUR J33P PIO By} UL
PUB|SSEIS PIDE JO SED.E SAISUDIXD DY) S4B SE ‘BUOJ) PUB[IOM JIBYL 1O} 3|qRIOU Altendned a.e siellqey

£T0T 413G010 JUSWIUOJIAUF |RINIEN §,pJ03SINUY JulduByUT pue Sulo910.d

‘UB|d POOYJNOGUSIAN PIOSINUY| BY3 JO) PIIESID 13001 SIY3 4O SUOISN|DUC BY1 0u! paresodiodul udag
sey 1afoud 12uQD3 2yl Ag papiacsd Sdueping Byl “(SIOPLUOD BYI|PIM) ALIAIIDULIOD Jeliqey Ja1Rq
apiaoid 03 pue seae 2102 3yl puedxa 01 3Q PNOYS SOMIBU 83130009 AJUNOD 31 0} Pale|a. oM
211Ny AUE JO WIB BY] 'S3WBYIS UOJIEILD PUE UO1EI0IS3L 1egey YSNouy} seaue 2403 3yl Jo Aljigern
341 01 21nqUILD 0} |epudlod 1saleas Byl Suiney se passasse duem UdIym sease JuswdojaAsp
PaLIIUSP! OS[B 1f "B PIM Joy ddueliodw A9y JO seale 303 Snoswnu paynuapl Apnis €007 YL

~ -AjISsaAIPOIq 03 uonejal ul Sujuue|d di3a1euls
pue [e20] U] SUOISIDEP SupjeWw JOy SUIRPING & Se PaPUBIUL SI 3] "SJP|IM 104 dueliodwi 21833euls JO
seaJe SulAjusp! AQ UOIBJ B} Ul UOIIBAISSUOD BJNJBU IO} JIOMIUIBI) B SB SO UOISIA 3YL "UOIS3YOD
1e2190[009 40 }JOMIBN [B2150]003 AJUNOD DUIYSIYD B 4O UOISIA PSleISAIUl Ue St ApN)S 1BUQDT YL

‘uone|os saads pue uoneludwdely 'sso| 1e1GRY O SW(GOId B} SWOIIIA0
se ||om se ‘quawafeuew pue Suiuuejd 3sn pue| J|Geuielsns Jow 3A3Yde dj3y ued Sjiomidu
1e2150(092 MOY {Aje)]) 0zZniqy pue euSewoy-.IjiWs Ul PUB 2JIYS3YD Ul S1BIISUOWSP O) UOISSILIWOD
ueadoing ayr JO dwweiSold IUBWUOIAUI-aHT Byl Ag papoddns 1afoud e sem syl 139(0id
12UQD3 3417 BY} UlykM Jduled B 319Mm [1DUN0D AJUNO) BNYS3YD UBY} BY) €00T Pue 666T Usamleg

NAOMIBN [PO1T0]00F AJUNCY a41ySay ) ay) fo uoisia pajpalaiuf ~ 3au0 )4

“SJP|IM PUBISM S 1O} 20uRLIOd W |EUOREUISIU JO BUIaq SB PasIuS0oda s| adedspue) siyl
-spuod pue SIsAll SulBpURIW ‘SISSOW ‘SAUBW o adeISpue| PUB(IIM B PUIYS] YB3} 31 Aeme paurep
AjeniusAz Jalem JO Baue JseA Syl USnoyl|y “alemiapun Ajgdie) sem ‘e3e 201 1se] Byl 4O puUa 2y} 1
‘Yarym ulerd [eanynoude Suljjos Ajpuasd jo eaie aaisuedXS U S| SIYL "0aJY [DINIDN SISSON PUD SI3N
SU3 UIYIM 1S SJ1LYSPJOLELS 153MULIOU JO 1ied pue aJ1ysdolys 4O |2y UIaYHIou sy ‘3414say)d JO SO

-198.ej Ajjeasuas aue Aayl se sy ajdiinw ssedwodus
Ajjeusiou Aayy ygnouije sealy Jaioesey) adedspue ayy Jo 850y} 01 puodsauiod Ajlensn saepunog
JI2Y L 'S30UBN|UL |BANIND pUe 3snpue| ‘wioy puey A1ga1ul (22180j008 Sundsyal spun [ea1ydeigoasolq
10 saues B 2Je 96T Ul (pueidul [eumien mou) aunieN ysiSuz Ag pauyep se sealy [enien

DAY JDINION

snona1dsuod AJoA St ABMIOIOW 9|A Yl Ajjuanbasuod
pue uado s adeaspue| ay 12yl BulleaW SMOIIEP3Y JO JBGLUNU j|ews AJdA € 3B 2U3YL 'SPI3Yy 3|ge.e



£T0T 4290120 JuswiiodlAug jednien s,piojsinuy uisueyus pue 8unoslougd

219e1 Y3 U paist $91I0F31ed 924y} JO BU0 O} PEINGLIIE SEMm MO|3q PI1Sl| SBOUN0S Byl
W0y e1ep 1e3Iqey ‘AYSISAIPOIG Ul ,S50] 39U OU, 3UILLISIBP 03 S3IS0|0poyIBW B143( USLND YUM Bujj u|
dew ssauaaiounRsIp 1e3qgey e Sunessy

ABojopoyrow

'9dA} 1e1IgRY P3IIUSPI BY} JO UOILEI0ISI

04} IS0W 1aUSg PInOM Jey) 350U Se PARIIUBP! 31e SeaJe JUSWdo[RASP 19UQD] ‘Siellgey 3[ideyy
pue jueniodwi Sulpuaixs wis) §uo) ay) ut pue 8uiayng 4o poyisw e se Ajenajled ‘s|qe.isap Aysiy
34 PINOM (SSIUIALDUNSIP 1RUGRY MO[ JUSLIND 4O pue| 3310dI00Ul 03) B3 SIYL Ul spuejpoom Sunsixa
$0 UOIsURIX3 3y L "poom Funids je Jeys Buipn|oul pue|pOOM JUBIIUE JO SeaJe Jueioduwl 0] 350[D 3| JO
SUIBIUOD 3l Se (Ui UIE 91 I12pOW) B3R USWAO[ABP PUBIPOOM, € SI PIOSSINUY| 40 1585 YInos ay3 o

“(s1dand papeys)
}40MmI3U 21504003 3pIm AIUNOD B3 JO JUBLOAWOD [EIUBWEPUNY B SE 12UQDT AQ paljiluap| sem eale
PJ0jsINUl 243 40 AjIOfEW B UOIBAIZSUOD BUN1RU 10) PaJBUSISP SIS JO JFqUINU ydiy syr o1 ang

RS

(32u0D3) Suidde suomiaN |e2180j093 17 dejy

£T0Z 1990320 JUIWUOIIAUT [BINJEN §,pI045INUY Buldueyul pue Suia10id

‘arendosdde asaym
paiesodiodul pue payrieasal a1am piojsinuy ul suonedidde Suuued Juadal wouy eiep 1elgeq  p

“SUOISA[DUDD B} WIO4UL 03 PASN B4aM S}INsal 3y} pue paddew aiam
$311083180 13UOD3 PUB JUBWISSISSY JI1IBIRYD PUET 83JE LE|d POOYINOquUIIaN pJoysinuy syl g

‘2A3 Aq s3nsa. sy 1epijea 01 pasn sem (AsaSew) wi 8Ulg YosoN) AydeuSoloyd jeuay ‘7

("z xipuaddy u1 uonewlous Sunioddng) SS3UBAIIIUISIP WNIPaW

se papod 1ead (|edlolsiy) pakouisap pue jead Asjjen sonl ‘suun |e2180]023 {eUCIIIUNS “9TQT
‘awayds diysiaulied adeaspue sassopy pue saisiA ‘S|105 1ead JaYI0 pue SBSSOIA pUR S3IBIA e
'SSSUSARDUNSIP YS1Y Se papod — STOZ puejSu3 |einley —~ SPUB|POOM JUBPUY

'SSAUDARIUNSIP YBIY S papod — Ajoyiny (8207 J®MD/LMD ‘pue|dug [einieN ‘(saAlasey
2IMEN [BD07 PUE S3US S41PIM [8I07 ‘I53433U| dYRUBNS [B199dS JO SaNS) SAUS PRIBI0LY e

‘(31qeene s e1ep Jay30 3uaym parsnipe) ssausanduasip Y3y
S 9peJs ‘SS3UBANDUNSIP WNIPBW t dpe.d - puejul eamey ‘uonedISSED pue| [BAn}NILTY e

(T x1ipuaddy ul e3ep) ssaUBAINIUNSIP WNIPL SB PapPOd sielqey jeanieu-1uas pue {sueyodw)
|edduird) sienqgey Amiold “£007 AS0|0IPAH pue A80|033 Joj 3.us) ‘elep JsAodopue] e

‘9]GBIBAR S BIBD JDY10 $S3|UN SSAUBAIIDUNSID WAIP3W SE PIPOI 3USPIUCI MO| pue
‘sSaULANOUNSIP YSIY SB PIPOD SIUSPLUOI wnipaw/y3iH — puejSul jeineN jevdqey AjIoud e

‘sdew ssauaARdUNSIP 1B1GRY 3Y) 99Npoud 03 Pasn 3Jam 5135 elep paysygnd esanag T

(ZT0T YoseN elyaq) spueq adAy JeygeH

‘eale

Ue Ui }40m1au [e2150[003 33 4O
wed juenodw) ue wioj ()ias Aew

e/u Ing |edn)ndude aalsuaiul ‘g3 Mo an|ea |e2180]002 Mo7

spuod pJaty sapnjauy

“Aljenb AllJolid 0} pa.oisal

2q 01 |enualod yum sielqey anjena
38ueip pue s1eyigey [einjeu-1was wnipa 1e3180j023 wnIpaA
(Aioinie1s

-uou pue As0In1eIS) S3YIS

U0I1eAJI35UGD Binleu pajeudisag

107 DY3IN 943 0 T uones

pay ul pauyap se 1engey Ajolid y anjea (82180023 YSIH

dew uo 4nojod paJan0d adAl 1eiqey peolg SSBUBAIOUL. pueq adA) jeliqeH

ot



£70T 4290300 JUSWUOIIAUT [BINIEN §,PJ0JSINUY BulpuByUT pue BU309104d

Josuss
JespueT a4} Wouy Auleus PaUIRIqO S3UIDS B3||9)BS JO UOREDYISSED ISINAUIOD B WO PRALISD wopBuly paun 31Ua 3Y3 J0j
12A00 pue| Buimoys elep aBew ajj23es JO UOIRIYISSeD pased-jaoied e s) {L00ZWD) LOOT de 42n0) puei iy dew

10z pue|Su3 jeanieN — adueliodw jedidutld o sieyqey [enIsandL 1€ den

Surddop

1T

£10T 43400

o BTG

g s

JUBWIUOIIAUT [BINIEN §,pJosInuy Sulpueyul pue 3upd3ioid

T

SIS 3JI|PIIM [8I07 jE1IUS30d

pa1eUBISaP-UOU puE $3}IS 3y

€107 pue|du3 [eanieN — Sulpesn pue [eanynaudy g dew



13G010
£T0T 4290120 UBWUOIIAUT {2in3eN 5, ploysInuy Buldueyul pue SuneI0ld £T0T 4390100 JUBWUOIIAUY |BIMEN $,pI0sINUY Buidueyus pue BuUlos10ld

9102
awiaYas dysiaudieq adedspuer SaSSOIAl PUE S3JBY ‘S[10S 3ead JAYI0 PUE SISSOI pUE SBIBIA :8 dejAl

e

<

w4 g R e

A == =, | i

SSDUBAIIOUIISIQ 18}IGRH 6 dely
STOZ puejsu3 jeinjeN — puepoom Juamuy 1/ dey

€T T



£TOT 1290320 JUSWILOIIAUT [eINIBN §,PJoysInuy Buloueyul pue Suipsiold

Je0 YiesH pJoysinuy 1y "uiseq 9yl jo Aayduad Sy UO PUB|POOM BIOWEIAS-HRO SBLIP YLM LIEd
19P|B PUB YOI ‘MO[|IM 19M SI BRI USJ [2J3U3D 33 JO 8PS U1 U0 JOOW PIOJSINUY| Ul PUBIPOOM Sy [

‘}SE3 YHOU U} 01 JOPLII0D %0049
UBIg 34} O} PUB L1IOU 3YL 0} POOM I1094yIIM 3B PUBIPOOM DAITBU [EINJBU-IWIS YUM LIBAO) 3I3IN
uojeL SYUI| 18U} puR|poom uonelueld paxiw jo diis e si uonejue|d Yleaymeys pue 33w ay3 o}
juaoelpe $31] yeyr pueppied poom yeo uonelue|d sinjew JO BaJIE UE S} 1IIA0) I3 UONRL 'S|)2gaNIq

4O S1oBJ1 9AISUSIXS J0ddNns 1Byl seale UIRLId) 2JB 93 100d sapads Ajjessual ysnoylly ‘pus
UJ2YINOS By} SPIEMO] PUE|POOM [EINIBU-IISS UNJBU JO BIJE J[BWS B S| 249Y] "puB|poom 2J0WedAS
AJBpUOIS pUE puejpooM uoelueld unjew JO seale YUM s1elgey JuIayip JO Jlesow e s poom8oq

‘WiNJe PILeA[}|ND pue ooqueq
‘uospuapopoys Suipnpul a8pa ay1 punoJe patue|d $3103ds SANBU-UOU SAISBAUY SuiBewep swos uaq
sey 212y} Ajzreunliopun ssow wnuseyds Buiwioy 1ead Jo s3102ds 924Y1 1583] 1B puE 19aMSMOpeI
‘ssel9 199Ms paad ‘PloSLEW YSIBW ‘'SUOSWE ‘Uid) [eA0J BJed By} Se yIns $9109dS YIM PUB|POOM LIED
MOJ[IM/I3P|R 13M S11 10) JUELIOd W S 31 YL “YIIoU 3Y) 01 X3|dwi0d U4/343W |ee|s ayi 4o 1ed uaaq
20U0 aney 03 Ajjl| AJA SEM pUR JOOIA PJOJSINUY JO Yinos uossaidap Aread e ul sus J0ON Asenjoues

*ANSI9AIPOI] [BJDUSS PILIWI| PUE BIOJ} PUNOIS paYSIUILIP
B SI UDIUM JO 3|NS21 DY) PUB|POOM BY} JO %S7 UBY} SJ0W Ul Judsaid SI UCIPUSPOPOYS AU
-LOU BAISBAUI Aj9jeuUn}iojun ‘1Suny pUBPOOM JO ALISISAIP POOS B pue UBMOJ pue AljoY Yeo ‘yauiq
UMM pUBIPOOM PIABSIPEOIC SAIIEU JO 5193000 Yum PUB|pOOM uoKEIueld PIXIW B S| POOM J|IPUIM

-A1ISIOAIPOIG 2A1EBU BY1 UO Suirey aJe suapled Jusoefpe
wouy sanads aAlleU-UCU 18U} Joedul SY3 pue SulisRI| ‘Saunssald [euonesidss 0} Anp I(gelduna
S| POOM 5,ULO 1S 18 SHIPIIM JIASMOY ‘DUS SPIIM (8907 & Se pajeudisap st pue aus uenoduwl ue
s1 11 1wawdojaaap Aq papunoins A[8ie) Suiaq U s3dsaq Jussaid 18uny pueipoom 4o sa199ds 09 Jano
Alpaniodal a1e 243y "1531 33 UBY} JSP[O SI POOM 3} Jo 1ed Siyl leyl 3jgissod sI Y "3}IS Y3 JO Yinos
ay3 Ul udsaud SI Yym JnIpoom 19ams pue jpuiadwid Mmojj9A SUIpNIUL saads aalleu Jo AlSIaAIP
poog e sey pue sdew /8T dyi uo sieadde 3 Juapue Jou Ajgeqosd YSnoyyy ‘umol ay3 30 28ps
343} U0 A3|jeA dwep [[BWS © Ul PUBJPOOM PSIBUILIOP WIS YdAM ‘2i0WedAS ‘Yse ue si POOM S,UYor s

*3519dS|p 0} $183A JO SPRIPUNY {EY 1BY) 9S0Y) DB $3109dS 103RIIPUI DY) PUE BUNEY PUE BIO|} ISIDAIP
118y3 2.nboe 03 WAy 40} USKE) LWIF 0} 3NP S1BMGRY 3|Gede[dalil PRIIPISUOD 318 SPUR|POOM JUSUY
-A3101513pUN AJJOY PUB WIOUIMBY ‘UBMOL B UM LG pUe yse eo Jo Adoued e sey poom Suudg
"3)IS SHIPIIM [8207 e se pajeusisap pue (STO7 puejSu3l [eanieN) AJOJUSAUL PUBIPOOM USIOUR 34}
uo paisl| S| poo Suuds pue plo sIE3A OOF 15831 1B 3G 03 WYSNOY) SI PUBIPOOM SIL) JO SWOS “1edgey
LPL-B4{PIIM PRIDBUL0I-I3IUL JO Sedie aSie| yum Uondadxd UB S PIojsinuy jo Alepunog uisises
541 Suoje puejpoom ay1 ‘paysudAcdwl pue pajuswSely ale UIYSIYD U} SPUBIPOOM 1SOW YSNoylyY

pupjpoo/y T

(22unioduiy [pdIdULId fO 1031GOY) IDNGDY SSIUBAIBIUNISID YDIH

UGQISSNASIp puUbn S3Insay

ST

£T0T 4990330 JUBLIUCIIAUT [BINIEN §,PJ0J5INUY BulduByUT pue BullBl0ld

£T0T U192U0D UOIIBAIRSUD)D JO SPAid ¢

pajeusisap e si yaiym) uoiSas 8yl ul puessess pioe panosduiiun jo sasuedxs 15984e] 9yl 4o auo Buiney
104 2|GBIOU SI 4lBd UONEL 1B 2INSO[IU3 I33P PO Y} Alepunog ysiied ayi apisino SuiA] ySnoyiy

s28pas snosswnu pue
jlojbuIa ysiew ‘931153500 9jdind ‘uigos paSBed se yans saads Funioddns pue|ssesd yau $a1dads jo
Seale OM] BB 243Y) JOO|A AJBNYIUES JO 35Pa B} UQ "Paamua3is 5,18Ap pue anduol siappe ‘aeiIxes
J2UNG SE YINS BJOJ} LoWWOodUN spioddns pue 31313130 104 3|qejou Ae|nonaed s1 400.4q |[BYMEN
3Y1 40 Syueq AsseiS oy} UO pue|sses [einsU yOL-s3123ds BYL SWEANS Pue S3IBW By} 0 533
341 UO JO pue|poOM JO 98P 3yl Aq ‘sadojfs dadis uo aJe 53200 353U JO ISON “HN BY3 Ul Jegey
Suneaddesip 1sa1sey 3y ‘pue|ssess yau-saads Jo siaxyood ieu suoddns osje e3le paoysInuly Byl

Spupjsspab you-saads ¢

auowaue
poOMm JO SEDJe SAISUIX® Sey Ing Poopy Suuds o1 dejwis sl Alepunog ysued syi apISIN0 s9)|
UDIYM POOA YEQ "PUBIPOOM pue PUB|sse.d (o1i-53109ds ‘PUBRaM JO x91dwiod 3513AIP AjYSIY € S| POOAR
Sunds 10 weansdn 30o.q [[BYLEA 0018 A3|pad Ag paulol s1 1l asaym Julod 343 18 400.g Uplg 03!
SuluIN) YSLEBd PIOJSINUY JO Alepunog uiaises ayi Suoje uordaIp AUSYLIOU B Ul SUNI {0014 jjBYleiN

$35IN02UBIWM T
"Ayijenb

i91eM DY) BUIIDD44E SISINOIIDIBM D3 OUL LSEM O}
Apenoiied st siy) “sieaddes)

0q21EM J0 Syjueg a3 0} SuiBewep
0S 29U} SpUIq 1B} BJOJ} DAIIBU UDYM SINSS| UOISOID [IOS DIDADS 3SNed
0s|e ued wes|eq ueAe|BuiH ‘S|EWWEW pue $2)I031I3AUI ‘SpUIg se yons s310ads J0 sdNoJ3 UO 134 U0
50U B PUB IO} SAITBU 3} U0 10edw Suielseasp e aney ued siy( "paladiodino s eiol SAlEU Jey}
SUBSW 1MOIS SNOJOSIA S} SB SPUB[IAM pue SPUR|POOM 4O ALIBa1uL U} 01183141 1598810 aL) Algeqoud
51 $3123ds 1YL *400.g Uil JO SUOHDDS SUO|E A9l ISOW puUE BIIE JOOIA PJOJSINUY By} Ui Bduepunge
ur quasaid S1 YIIYM ‘Wes|eq UBABIBWIH SANBU-UOU BAISEAUI 3U3 JO peasds ayl 10} suonipuod 1334iad

ap1n0id Os|e Ay} A|21BUNLIOJUN INQ IO YDU B SABY BIJE PIOJSINUY BYY Ul spuejpoom duiep ay)

‘ease BN
UoYIR] BY) Ul PIPI0dBI UG YIog aAey sieq ajaAisidid oueidos pue 3|jpasidid “SMOISPIY 103Ul
Aue Suoje pue salpogiaiem pue sudy ‘sagpa puejpoom 3yl Suoje Asid 103su) 404 IO} 1M LPIYM
sappads 3eq Ayioud yn Jo sysoou poddns 03 A AlYSIY S PIOJSINUY UL PUBIPOOM [BINIBU-ILSS BYL

"|MO 333} pUB |MO uleq ‘(paisi| Jaquie) Mo Aumel Sulpnpul 3U8N uoleL puno.e
SPUB|POOM 3} JO ALUDIA U} Ul [MO BUIPaa.q JO s31Dads 3243 15D 18 BJB BUayL 'BI9Y paaiq Aqqoy
121 (3[qIssod Inq) Ajay1| SS3| SI 1 AMjeJO| By} Ul Pasag 03 3YSNOoY) SI 1341593 1S|Iym pue ‘spuejpoom
34} 4O ANUDIA BU} Ul PAPIOIBI USIG UIOG ARy (P31SI| JBGWE) [21153% pue Aqgoy ey "Aledo| ay1
U1 SuIpasig PapPI0dBI USIY SBY UDIYM JaY21edA)L panods Supnjdul Spligq palsl| PaJ JO 3|gelou Jaylo
140 Juepjodwl S BIIR 3U} Jeyl SUBDW eI PIOJSINUY Y3 Ui puejpoom Ayenb yBiy jo sduasaud syl

'ysniyy 3uos (paisy
pas Buipnpul saads paig Jo Jaquinu e suoddns pue yiesy pueimo| JA0 padojaaap sey pue|poom

9T



£10Z 43G0120 JUBWILOIIAUT [BANIRN §,PI04SINUY BuldURYUT pue 3U1309304d

UB2q 3ABY SBIJB SSIUSAIDUNSID WNIPBW 343 JO 3Wos 1ey) Alpgissod e s| sJayy ‘paseq ABAIns
PIRY UBYL JBy3ed p3seq sap aJe sdew 3y} 32npoad 01 Pasn saIF0joPOYIBW BY1 ISNEISG "SIOPLIIOD

pue sauols 3uiddals 1821301033 Se Suilde Se [am Se 1S UMO JIaU) Ul SIRIIGey ajpiam Jueniodw
epinoud pue (a8ueso se paAejdsip) 6 dew UO UMOYs aie ey By SSBUDAIDUNSID WNIP3W JO sealy

10}GOY SSBUIAIIIULISIP WINIPI

‘pue|ssesd panoidu

-iwas Jo gnuds/pue|poom pateuruop Aoy pue 35108 “feo syl si Aepol aus 3yl Jo 1sow Anjuad

«0T 341 Jo Buluuidaq sy 1e uado Ajagie| sem yieay ayy ysSnoyyy ssoddoyssess pue ssijyisnng

0} SIQeIOU 05| BJe SUS 3Y3 JO SB3Ue ISAYL "J00SPIG UOWIOdUN pue ssess siey Anem ‘Jayieay se

Uans s3109ds 110ddns ey saydied Suiulewas a1 331 SIEIA 3] JSAO 32IS ui paonpaa yanw ygnoyly

"UIEBH pJogsInuyl 38 s|10s Apues Lo juasaud Si Jjesow pue|sseld ploe/puelyIeaYy JO BIIE |[BWS Y
YI09H g

SUDAB J31EM pUB BUB(MOD SE YONS EIOY PUB[I2M UOWILIOIUN PUB SPIIQ PUB|POOM
J0 Aesse ue se |[am se suonejndod |moypim Jsluim 3jgelou syioddns os|e 1ng xa|dwod aisw
UOLIBL B3 UBLI I3||BWS YINW S| pUB|pOOM pue pue|ssel ySnod Jo seale Juadelpe si pue 3JaWsy100g

“Isjglem s 11380 Buipaalq s.es pue Ja|giem saddoysse.s ‘siieifem
A2u8 ‘sunung paas JaysySupy Suipnpul saads 3|qRIOU 1310 Yam syuow Jarum ayy ur adius
Joj Jueniodwr st pueped Sulpunolns ayL 35338 4o s31Dads Ay pUNO.IE pue ueMS 30 sapads 33uyy
15B9| 1B BIB 2J4BY] "SUSYIOOW pue $1003 Hanp payny ‘9Asusp|od ‘Uajenoys ‘|eal ‘pieydod ‘aqaus
Po3s3.0 13,8 ‘(1equid ‘||2mpes 3pnjoul 33U {SYILIOW JBRUIM JO JSWWINS DY) JSYH3 Ul
3. jeyy 95938 pue NP jo safe|quiasse Pood os|e aJe sy “IBWWNS Apes Ul A

1A 1O JUDpPIS3
2dsa Jajem
uado 3y1 120 suBqWINU 8. Ul PIBY YIIYM SUIBLUPUES 104 SPUNOIS 8u1paay} Yol apinoud sasaw dy
“AOOIN PJO4SINUY 38 SPRQPI3U Y3 Ul sI3jquem paal pue Jajgiem a8pas Jo suonendod syoddns osje
pue U134 Hslew pue aUBGMOD Se YINs saj31ied AJUNOI Sey Usj 3y "S100JMOID pue stojjiw ‘spaampuod
IUBJBH4IP 93143 15B3| A8 SPN{Ul 3U3W UOlIe] Ui 2i0j; paSiswigns a8e|quuasse [ensnun ay| ‘puRpOOM

uacelpe pue pue|ssess dippe paysnyy ‘usy SuiBuuy ayr ‘esojy dnenbe padojaaap-jlam ayy 01 anp
152491Uf JHU3DS [129dS Jo 23S paleusisap e dle (S2BA UONEBL) 2J3W 118UD|SIAl PUB SUBW UoNe]

's41008 AINGION/|IBH 541008 1B 3wayds Suidedspue) [BaLI0)SIY e 4o 1ied se pajeald jood

[BI21AIE UB 3¢ 01 JYSNOU)L S| 2U3W SYI00g SB3IIYM ‘UOHIBIIXD 1[eS A PIsNed 3UBPISGNS JO NSl

B se padojanap asaw 1R3YdBN 'B8e sieak 000'ST AjRiewixoidde papadal Asyl usym s3aays ad1 Aq )

HUP [BI9BIS Y3 Ul SUOISS3IASP [eINJEU WOYS 31RUISLIO AB|GRL pUE UOYIEL 1B 3S0YL "BJIP[iM JidY) pue

samenb adeaspue| s12YL Y10q 40} 3|GEIOU BJe SFUIPUNOLINS pue ysiied PIOJSINUY D43 Ui S3IBW YL
uaf/saiaN 3yl 't

110J2.1 1004sp.Iq 42312248 pue ssesd 19ams ||es ‘syuljq se yons sa1nads
UHMm S3J9W 0m3 ay1 SuiButly saanised paysnjy 4O Seste Os|e a.1e 243LL "9UNSOPUS J33P PO Y} Ul jey)
€ o1 sapads se 1ou s siy3 ySnoyije ‘(9 dew ur aLS appjim [BI07 [B1IUSIOM B Se pa1y3nydiy) assw
343 JO 153M DY) 0} pue|ssesd AYsIew pue pie Jo Seale I3y OSe ale 24yl "(SUS 3P [8207

LT

£107 4890350 JURWIUOAIAUT [BINIBN §,p40453NUY BuidUeyUT pue 8U11D93044

YreaH uo sayoud spods syy susoddo puelpoom pue yied uoniel ul dwnp yoeosddy se yons seale
12010 .wuwmﬁou fileH S4100g JO YINOoS PURIPOOM PUB POOAA [P 2PNDUL 25342 ‘SSBUDAIIDUIISIP
Y31y aq ||om Aew Ing ssaUBARDUNSIP Wnpaw se dn pagfely ussq SABY PUBIPOOM JO SBBJR [BISADS

'sieq fuiinwwod pue SuiSeloy

104 58 ||2M Se spuiq 404 ysied By Jo eaue Juerioduwl AJoa e 3g 01 Ajay]| S| pue JOPIIOD %001g ||BYlie A

94} 03 PYul| S| SIHL "WISAS MOUEPaY POOS B Ylim PIOJSINUY O 15€3 YINOS BU} 0} POOAA ||Ipd1ig
punoJe eaJe uo s a19y) pajuswel) pue 100d AJsA Aj[BISUSS S| PUOJSINUY| Ui HIOMIBU MOISSPaY
S4d y3noyyy -ejul S| 3dedspue| pue|wie) [EUONIPEL) UL BJBYM SEBJE Ui 153G Op Ajjuanbasuod
WIym pmo udeq se yans spaiq suoddns uonendod [ewwew (ews syl ‘puejssesd pasoadud
Wwas o seale Suiigeyul se |jam se suiSiew pjay apim juadelpe yum asoyy Apejnanied ‘smouadpay
Hgeyul osje SjpWWRW |[BWS pue $31eIqalIdAU| “BIJE U3PIM Yl Ul Juasaud jje ate yoiym youiyyng
Paisi| Jequie pue Jawweymo||sA pue mouieds asnoy paisy pas Se yans suone|ndod paig puejue;
Suruijpap 104 32un0s pooy e pue leuqey Fuipinoad Ag Alpgeswaad adeospue| yum djay osje yiomiau
MOIBEPaY Byl pue 2uaW SY00g JeAU uasald ISOY) Se YINs S} pueped/pue|ie; paislleds

'S9]BJGILISAUL [R111SDIITY
pue spiiq se yons sa1ads Joy Anpqeswaad adeaspue| aseausur djay uwed spuod anjea moj usad ‘siy1
audsaq ‘siueid uaiem se [jpm se seale|/s83s ueigiyduie pue eAle| 2384G31I3AL 4O puod 3] s19idap
ued (dsed anijeu-uou 3upasy WOIOY SB LYINS) Ysy PIJNPOLIUL BSNRIBG SI SIYL "PISE3IIIP S| IN[eA
SUPIIM BYY Ysi SO sIaquInu YFIY ylim paxdoils ale spuod a1aypn "padolaasp si pue| uaym 3|gissod
2Jaym paulelal 3q sAem|e pnoys pue g dew ul SSSUSANDUISIP WNIPaW 4O 1euqey se pa1ydysiy
u3dq 9ABY spuod “lp|im 4oy adedspue| ayi jo Ajjigeswsad ayy 0} saINQUIUOd YdIym spuod

P13y 40 Ansuap yBiy Ajiey e sey (eaie POO {jiLPLig U3 punoJe) ysiied pIoysINUY| 4O 1Se3 YINos ay|

‘padojaaap Jans si eale S|y}
1 UORBJISPISUOD 03Ul U(RY 3q Isnw ydtym (doueroduwl| [edidutid Jo saads e pue paisi pat) Suimde)
Suipaaiq 4oy Juelodw Alenaied s (PROY UJIMULION/2UET US3JO PUNOJE) PIOSINUY JO 153M
pue {1Jou eale 3y) ‘spliq pue(uiley palsi|-pal Buipealq uoddns Aew sdew ssauUSARDUNRSIP Jelgey
ay1 ur dn pag8e|y 30U YSnoyl[e Yaiym ‘pIoJSINUY PUNOIE PUBJULIEY B|RIE JO SBIIE DAISUDING DB D43y

‘1eligey jeinjeu-1uas JO seale uado Ul pasy A3yl SU8yMm PIOJSINUY JO eaJe 38PLISLOT By} Ul SI3qUINy

uysiy Apejnoiped Ul punoy aue (pa1s) Pas DJ0g Ylog) Jumpal pue aJeyp|aly S 4INS Spaiq FulIzUIm

-13AQ "spuejsse.s {eJNJeU-[LUBS UL 3A1] 1BY} SIIBSUJ UO P33} [[IM (PJO4SINUY| 4O 1S2M 3U} 0} PRP.I0Ial)
jle18em mofjeA pue UBIAYS ‘13U SB YaNs spuiq PuBlwIR) PaIs]| PaJ (80| AUBA ‘(PIOJSINUY O YINOs
241 01 PIPJOIBUL UBIG SBY YDIYM) S18Y UMOIG SB YINS S[EWWEW pue S3JeIgalIaAUl jo suopendod
98.e| 1ioddns ued Asy3 se Syl|p|m J0) 3|qEN|BAUL BJB SPUB|SSEIS [2INJBU-ILUSS "POOM S,UYOf 1S Se
4INS SPUBIPOOM SWOS PUE $3SIN0JIBIBM 3Y} 4O SUISiew 3ARINPoJd $53) 3y} uo Alignaied ‘puesseld
[BANJBU-IWSS B¢ 01 WYBNnOy} a1e 6 dew ul payiIusp] S1e)geY SSRUSANDUNSIP WNIPSW, 3y} JO AU

‘dew ssaua, 1BHGRY 3Y1 WO PRAOWRL 3q PINOYS SeDJ. 9531 3SED YdIYM U
“1eNgey ay3 JO UoI1eIOLRIAP By} 0} P3) SBY JuSWaFeURW 1USIA JI AluRNdILIEd ‘PaN|BAIBAC UDaq aney

Yolym seaie aq Ael 219y} Afasianuo) (g dew ul paJ se pake|dsip 3q pinom yaiym) 1enqgey Alloud
SsausAndunsIp Ysly, se paddew 3q pinoys Aay s1edipul Aewl A3Auns [e2i50[009 ue pue panjeasspun

8T



£T0T 1990320 JUBLIUOIIAUT [RINIBN §,pJofsInuyl Buisueyud pue Suiosiold

*UOIBLLIOYUY JO HIB| O} BNP SSBUBAIIIUMSIP Wnipaw se paddew aq Ajpuaiind Aeud siyy ,

pue 1euqey ayppm [euoilippe Supiaosd Ul |nyIsN Bse (SANS) SAWBYdS SFeuresg d|geUIRISNS
“5400. W04 PIII[|OD J21BMUIRI SE UINS ‘UBS|D S J91eM U} JO 3IN0S By} Ssajun uonnjjod Jo Jisi 3y}
0} 3Np seade 3

uas WoJy ABME PRIDBUIP B¢ SAeMm|E PjNOYSs seale padojanap woly J3jem s3eulelp

30eINS "$3suN0IvleM pue shemyled Suole pue sysed-1ed Ul JO SSUIP|ING JO APISINO By} UO SN IO}
papuswiwodal 3q pinoys Sulysi| (SAIISUSS 1o110/1eq) 38eyjids moj 3|dexs 107 "3lp|im U sypeduw
USS3| 0} SIINSEDW SOUEPIOAEB PUB UCNHESHIW [BHUBISGNS 31EJISUCWRP PINOYS IOPLUOY 34|p|IM
e 10 1eligey ssauaAlduRsIp ySiy e o) Juadelpe sjesodoud juswdoeAsp [enusod Auy "@ouepsoduwy
jedipuLid 40 leuqey ssausAnounsip Ysiy ag o1 punoy Ajuanbasqns s ‘lesiesdde |edi80j03e ue
SUIMOJ|0} ‘1BU JJOMIBU IOPLIID 31 3PISIno Suld| pue Aue Joy jepdosdde osje s15U0Z Jayng WST v

‘padojaAap si pue| Juadefpe 41 s3109ds Usp.es dAlseAul pue ‘s3ad a1sawop
Aq uonepaid ‘wonnjjod Jajem punotd pue uopnjod 1ySi| se YoNs $i0108) WOY JBUGRY 3jGRISUINA
199104d d|ay 03 AJessad8U S| JayNg YL "1BlIGeY SSUSARDUASIP Y3IY Aue punole BUOZ I3YNg BB
GT & pajelodiodul aAeY am uOSEaS SIYL J0) pue 6 depy Ul Palnuapl sieuqey 2jgenjea sy 10910id
01 ySnous BpIM g PINOYS JOPIIIOD BYL oM ASAIns pajieIap SuImo||o} JusWaUYaL dnbal 0}
A3 St SIY3 JIASMOY HIIOMIDU IOPLLIOD SJPIIM U3 10} AlBpuUnog aAlEdIpUI U s31elodiodul QT dely

103/GOY SSBUBALIULISID WNIPAW pup YbB1Y 43410 PUD JOPLIIOI 3fliplim 3y} fo L01193104d

12111510 3BT 241 PUB SISSOIA 41yseouet] 3yl 01 dn UO pue 3AI3S3Y INIEN [BUOIIEN SUSIA
SUIIYISOY O) SPJBMUIIOU UDBGPUES 18 SIUSEl SY) WOoJ) spJemyiiou ssed Aayy se spaiq Joy Aemysiy
uonesSiw pasiuSodal e o ped |eiSa3Ul UB S| 10O\ PIOJSINUK/SSISIN UONEL EDJe Jopim dyl Ul

100d Apiley osje s1 AAIRIBUL0D
pooM S,uyor 35 e pue sanads a[Iqow s3] 40 aFessed ay3 0} J31i1eq € 3PIA0Id OS|e [|IM 3SNOY P3|
10 ZESY UIBW 3Y] 'POOAA SHOOY 1B peoy pJojsinuy Ag pue mo||OH SJOWpOd 3e aul| Aem|ies 3yl
Aq passoud st 3 adaym Suipnjpur siuiod youid eanas woly 1iede y3Budj st 4o 1sow Suoje AJAIRIBULOD
|e2180]038 POOS Sey JOPIIIod BYL ysied PIOJSINUY JO YINOS pue ISes Syl UDJS 1By} $95In0dIaiem
puB Spue|poOM 3y} pue Sed uollej 1e siedgey Auenb ySiy ayy saleisodiodul JOPLLOd BYL

‘aJe Jujuue|d pooyInoqyBIaN PLoJSINUY S4Y1 pUOAIq pue uiyIm
ALAIID2ULOD 122180]023 YHM (0T deuw Ul UMOYS) HI0MI3U JOPLIOI SJIP[LM € PIFIIUSP! sey Apnis siyl
(£007) SISAleuB 18UQD3 AU JO SN 3Y) YUMm uoiOUNR[UED Ul *2dnpoadal 1o sieldiw ‘asiadsip ‘pasy
01 WY} UBaMIBQG BA0W 0} 5199ds SUlqRUD SSBUIADUIISID/AN[BA B4P|IM YBIY 4O Sesle 2100 UIamiaq
ANAIIDULOD 3piaoad ABU) Se syJomiBu |B3180[033 |BIO| JO Juauodwod AD) B BJe SI0PLUOI 4IP|IM

YI0MIBU JOPLLIOD 3flIPIIM

*AYISISAIPOIG MO| O3 anp AJ0S21eD SSBUSAIIDUNSIP MO| 941 01U

e} [|9m pInod pue
sgupue(d aAl3BU-UOU WOJ) PIIBUIBLIO dABY O} A[¥i| 1€ INg SIUSWI|D [eINIBU-IWSS 3AeY Aew peoy

61

2107 1290320 JUBUIUCIIAUZ [BJNIEN §,p40)5INUY Buldueyul pue 3uo9jold

UO0I3035 SUOIIBPUBWLLIODRY O1 12)aY

‘paN[BA-I9PUN JO JOAO U] 10U AARY S3eYIGeY BN[eA Wn|paw, 18y} AjLiaa 03 dejnonued u Jeah
40 3w ajeudosdde ayy 1B USNRLIPUN SI oM Asauns jengey (T aseyd) Jaynng 1eyl puswiwodal
AjSuoi}s om JIAIMOH ‘PpeWw 9Je suolspep Suluueld uaym uoness
1e4) 30US

ISUOD OlUl UdNel Bq pInoys
5 iepoduw papiaoid sey Apnis ayl eale ue|d pOoyINOqUSIaN 2y} Ul sjadied puej |je 01
sanjeA ssausANOURSIP 1RIGRY Sunnguie Ag ‘(sienqey ueuedu) $400.g [[BYLIBIA PUe ubjilg 3yl Suoje
spue|sseld yo1-saDads pue SPUBjpOOM SAITRU BY) SB [|am se slenqey SuiBully J1sy) pue ssusw syl
YliMm PaIRIDOSSE AJUIBWI SI PJOSSINUY| Ul JeNGRY S P[IM JueLodw] 3y} 1eyl paiysiysiy sey Apns siyl

UuoISHIou0y

JJOMB WeL4 Ad1jod Suluue|d [EUOIIEN SY1 U] 1IN0 195 30UBpPINg 3yl yum
suy ui paljdde usag sAeY 531891115 UOIRRSIHW pue 2DUEPIOAR USYM JUBWAORASP 01 150| 3 seale
3591 pjnoys pasinbas g Aew uonesuadwod ‘A}SISAIPOIY Ul SSO| 12U, OU dADIYIE 0} J3PJ0 U] "(dddN
3} pUE UBld {8207 BY3 Ul pale|ndils Se) Uo 3[ing aq 10U pjnoys Asul eyl uondwinsaid e si 34ay3 pue
(aoueniodu) [edipulid 40 eUGRH) SsauaAiBounsip ySiy, se palyissea-al 3G pinoys Aayy puejsseus you
-sa199ds y10ddns 01 punoy aJe Ay §| 'ssa204d [01U00 JuawdojaAsp Yyl ul paien|eas Ajysnoioyr aq
PINCYS seale SSIUSAIDUNSIP wnipaw, paiysiySly sy eyl juenodul AR waixs
SpJIg SNOJOANIISUL pue 5103sul Fuiye

1| ‘S|pwwew pue
) od 1oy werodwi Aenonaed aie spue|ssesd aseyl N Ayl
ui sieygey Sueaddesip 1sa3sey syl aue puejssed you-ssads Suioddns saunised pue smopesw pjo

‘anjea Jajdeseyd adesspur|
51 01 Sppe Os|e }IoM1au MmoJaSpay pood e anjea [e2180[023 JISULIUL JI9YL 03 UOIIPPE Ul ‘puohag pue
POOYINOGUSISU BY3 4O 1583 YINOS 2U1 YSnoayy Ajsejnaiiied AJAIRDBUU0D Jesul| Jo 23.83p awos apiaoid
smoJadpay asayl ‘AjSAIND3I0D HIoMIBU [21S0[022 PIOSINUY JO Jusuodwod ASy e se paynusp!
jou ySnoyyy  "dsIadsip 01 BI|P|IM JOj [elLR10d PBIDLIASDL YUM SSBUSANDUNSIP 1BlIgey MO| JO
Afrueujwopasd puej Jo seale SAISUSIXS Ag Pa1eledas 2Q 3SIMIBYIO PINOM LDIYM ‘SEIL. SSIUBANIUNSIP
ysiy usamiaq ANAIDBUUOD leliqey sapiaoid smouadpay Aiepunoq pRYy 4O OMIBU BYL

‘SPUBJPOOM |BIN1BU-IWS pue Spuod ‘pue|sse.d yol-sa10ads/|einieu-juas asldwod sease
asayL 'sauols Suiddels [e0)80j008 se Sunde sieligey aylp|Im Juenodwl spiaold Aew ss3|ayliaAsU
1J0MIBU JOPLIIOD BYIIP|IM YL 3PISINO 1S y3nouyle ‘Yaiym (6 depy) Ssaudailounsip 1eiqey, wnipaw
10 yS1y 0 sease Jayuny payiuapl sey Apnis SIYL UOMIIU JOPLIOD SYP|IM, Y} 0} uonlippe ul

AUUNWWOD 820] 3yl
30 suonedidse 3yl ysnoayy 4o {uoiesuadwod/Buiniasyo AjisIaAIpolq ‘sjuswisalde 90TS 8'9) ssao04d
Suiuue|d ay3i ySnoayl Suisue saunioddo Ag paieiljne) 3 ABw JOPLIOD BY} JO JUBWSIUBYUF
"d|gessap s1 saPads 4o JUBWLAOW 3y} Joddns 01 JopLUod By Jo Aujige Byl srosdwi 0}
sainseaw pue 1enqey Aljenb ySiy apinoid JOPLIIOD 3)1|P|IM BL] JO SUOILIAS |[B 10U SA0QR P3|IRIdP SY

"SAISUDIXD S| WISAS UOIBIL[I BYL SSB|UN JBLCRY )I[P)IM
Sunsixa 01Ul Aj1d34Ip ulelp 10U PINOYS 0S Jajem painjjod ploy

115 Aew Asyl 1nq ‘Buipooyy Sunuanaid

QT



LT0T 1990120 JusWUoIAU] [ednieN §,pJojsInuy Supueyu3 pue SU130810.d

“SUONeJIBUSHE 91NN} JO JUSWAOIUS o} 10} JUBIGAW
OSIE STIING S32IAIBS WSISASOIS PUE UOREAISSUCD SIMIBU 1O} 50UETIONW] [BIoN13 JO ST 519558 [EIIEN

SPIOJSINUY JO JUSWIOUBYUS pUE UOIIS101d SPEW S1E SUCISDAP SUIUUEIG USUM A[USI] PafjeA

24 PINOYS SUOLEDOSSE [EJNLN)/[BILIOISIY PUE WIOJPUE| A[SISAIPOIG JO SWJs) Ul "S50EISPUE] 19870

150W 9YL "JUSWUOLIAUS [eJMBU 30} 1930SST PINOYS PIOJSHILY JO JUSWAO[EASP SININy "SSIEWnS 01

‘uonn(jod 4O st BU1 03 2np SEBIR IAINISUSS WOLY ABME PRYIBIP 3G SAEME
PInoys sease pado|anap wouy ualem afeulelp 9IBJING "SLIEINGLI S} PUE JSABIA JAAY 3y} waselpe
Seale ul Buiydi| aAnisuSs JaN0 pue ‘shemyled/syiedies ul Jo suping jo 3PISINO By} U0 3sn 40y
PIPUSWIII3L 34 p|n0d FURYS(| SARISUSS Jeq 18y} SI Siyd 4o Bjdwexs uy "apijpjim uo spvedwn jenualod
Aue uas53] 01 S2UNSB3 W BUEPIOAE PUE UOHESIIW [BNULISGNS 91eJISUOWIDP 0} d[qe B PINOYS JOPILIOD
SJlPIIM € 10 Jediqey SSOUBANOUNSIP Y3y 01 Juddelpe a1 Ydiym Salis Jo JuawdojaAsp aininy Auy

'9UOZ U3YN 3gedOPAdP-UoU B1aW ST & Ag
p123104d 3G Os|e pINOYS 3s3Y) PayiAUSP! Auanbasqns aue jeygey SSBUBAILUNSIP YSIy JO seale mau
#1 "6 dew ur umoys sielqey a(gelou ay 19930.4d 03 saoeid Ui SanaW ST 0 dn 40 3U0Z Jaynq e sapnju)
HOMIBU IOPILIOD JIP|IM SY | (22 |B20] B 1B pajuawa|dw aq Aew (£TT pue p1T sydesSesed) 4ddN
941 ULINO 135 $yi0mIdU (80130003 03 Sunie|al asueping ays 1ey: os wswdopAsp wouy pajdzold pue
Ue|d POOYINOQYSIBN SY} Ul PIYIAUSP! S| 0T dEW Ul UMOYS YIOMIDU JOPLIOI 343 1Byl PUBWIWIOIDI 30

“BUIMPaJ pUR BBYP[3Y SE LINS SPUIG SULISIUIMISAC SuiUIIap 1se4 pue pJeydod
‘Ndid 9243 ‘Buijiels ‘saysnayy 4ayiedAyy pariods ‘jle1Sem MmojjaA ‘1auu ‘ie3fem Aai§ ‘mosleds asnoy
‘Buimde; “Ja(quem Jaddoyssels se yons 159158} SUILPAP B4e YPIYM s3R3ds pUig BY3 2e se ‘Jueriodw
9B J3|qJeMm $, 133D pue Aqqoy se yans spJig sJey 'SUSAR J23BM U Paam Uaaus s42Ap ‘anduoy sisppe
‘HNIpoom 139ms ‘BuegMOd Se Yans sapads Jued aJel 3yl ale 9GRIOU 1SOW 3y} 4O 2W0S "Ajjeu

pue A|[E20] Y30G 3UIj93p Ul 94 Jey) $31.G9LISAUI pue ‘sjewwew ‘syued ‘spiiq snotawnu Suipnput
$3123ds 4o 25ues 3pm e sloddns yiomIu JOPLIOD Bp(IM 3y Base Sujuueld pooysnoqusian
341 puoAaq pue uiylm spue(ssesd pue pue|poom ‘spue|iem Juifuiy ‘S3UaW 3y} usamiaq ALAIIIBULOD
[B2180]023 sapinoid LPIYM HI0MIBU JOPLLIOD BYIP[IM, € pa3ydiysiy sey Apnis ayy Ajgelou 1soln

1C

£107 42q0o10 IUSLIUOIIAUF [eINIEN §,pJojsInuy Bulsueyus pue Supsalo.y

€ xipuaddy Ul papiaold s1 $31S ay|p|IM [BI0T JO} [MOIIPUOD 3|qeINOARY, JO UOIIUYRP By ,

INJBA S|PIIM 511 UlBILIEW O) 1BSA UDBS pazess 10 1nd ag pINoYs pue(ssed [eanjeu-1was ||y

‘Paliely ApuslIBApeUL 3 O1 10U SB 0§ PINIRUSP 18 Yoiym (a8euane uo) wiQg
Aians 23.3 B 91ei0dI00UL Ajleap; pnoys MOIIBP3Y JO SUONIIS MBN "(AJeSSIIBU BIayM ERIVETE
901s pue siiqqes wouy 303304d 03 spiend 2313 SN pue [eAIAINS JO B}EJ POOS B Bnky Yoiym
Sdiym, Y81y wope-09 ue(d) Ajjoy PUE [3ZBY ‘WIoyPoe|qG ‘UIOYIMEY ‘WD YIAM SB UINS sardads
aAleu Ajjed0] BuISn Palosal 3G PINOYS JOPLLIOD BYIP|IM 3Y) 40 3ed wio) Jeyl smoIsEpaH e
"9|qBAISIp 3¢ pinom Apjenidoadde aisem uap.es jo Suisodsip Jo sauenodw
343 s3y311ydiy 1eyy (poopn s,uyor 1§ Atejnanied) spuejpoom o1uo yeq jeyr SI2UMO3WOY 0}
uoneuLIojul BUIPIACIG DY SPISAIIUNOD PUB BHIP|IAL 3Y1 4O 6 3|NPSYIS UO pais
1918 YL "spue|pooMm JO 3dueleq [edi80j0d3 auy Fewep pue aaiseau) AjySiy aq e ued pue

e 948 234y}

|98ueyaIe Mo||9A palesalien pue Ja15eau0}0d ‘ella1quow ‘s|[3ganiq puUgAY/ysiueds ‘sjpoyep

SNJBU-UOU sB ydNS s3P3ds USPIED "PUBIPOOM Ul $3193dS UBPIES/3ABU-UOU JO [00UOTY o
*sa129ds anneu

-UOU JBLRO pue SIY} 4O |043U0I 3L} U0 IIIAPE U3YLINY apiaodd Uued |ARD “PliM BYL Ul moIg O}

3SNEI ISIMIIYI0 JO Juejd 0) BIUBHO UB St 3} SUBBW YIIYM T8ET 19y BpISANUN0Y pue BJIPIIM

34140 6 3NP3YIS UO PIIs)] e 334y} ||V *(S3dO|s uo Aje|ndnsed) Ja3um Ul uoile1aSaA Suipuig

40 108] 34} 01 NP UOISOJ (05 dsned Os|e ued A3y “eJol) anieu 32dw03-1N0 pue aAIseAU

Alysiy aJe saiads 353y "eate PIoJSINUY BUL Ul SPUBPSM PUE SPUB|DOOM 343 JO UONESIUO|0D

43YpNy woy paruana.d aie s3128ds 3say) eyl Juepodwl APWIIIXD S1 3 (100N puogsinuy

e Juasaud ) paamBoy jueln pue paamiouy ssaueder ‘Wesieq UeAejewH JO [0RUDD e

:3pnpul Aewl yiom juawsgeuey

WawaFeuew Ajuspl 03 15180j033 paylienb e Aq paiaains ag pInoys sease asay3 Ajjeap| 'asiuojod
Ajpuanbasqns Aew yayam s31Dads a1 puB 3B DA 18y sa19ads daeu ay3 Joj 1e1gey Suinwwiod
pue Suielo) ‘Buipaauq dpiAcid 01 ,UORIPUOD 2)qeINOARY, Ul 3G PINOYS }IOMIBU JOPLIIOD 3p|IM YL

‘waisAs uiuue)d ay3
UIU3m u0i2830.d JO [8A3] J2183.8 € apinoid 03 Ajayy| st UONEBUBISBP ST SB ‘19W J€ BLIYID UONI3|3S
SY3 Ji PRIBUSISAP 3G PINOYS SEaJe ISBYL "UONIBIAS DUS BJIPIIM 8207 104 BLISLD DU} OS[e 133Ul
PInom puej 1ayio Jeyy A AluSIY st 31 J3AamOY ‘IeSWeY/ISSS SaI3A UOKE]L BY pue s33IS 1P
18207 pajeudisap g 2jesodiodur OT dey Ul )JOMIBU JOPIIID B plim, se paiydiysiy sesse syl

eLIBILI2 UODB|IS
BUS SHIPIIM 18207 IsuleBe SSBSSe pue NIOMIBU JOPLIIOD B41pjim, 3y} 40 Aljenb ayy aacadw) ‘T

PauOIE 3q pnoys
SUOHEPUBWIOIDL BUIMOJ|0) BU1 1By} S3sIApe (M) ‘ueld pooyinoqudiau oyl o Londope Suimojo4
§A0M]aU 01001098 JUBLDY 0D

D 910842 03 49P10 UL J0UGPY BU1302304d pud Buldoaduy sof suoppuawiuionsy

(44



/707 12903100 JUSWIUOIIAUT {BINIBN §,pJ0JsINUY Bujdueyu pue Builda10ld

“UOIE343 MOPESW JEMOJP|IM PIDINOS A|[EO] JO) SPISS PUE 3DIAPE SPIACIE URD 1SNIL SJIPIIM 241US3YD ¢

uIBLI9dSe 0} JU2WISSasSE ue Ag papioddns ag pinoys (s9341 plepuels ‘sjueq ‘sauydup ‘39) ssumeay
P21BI20SSE J12YL JO SMOJSSPIY 4O SUOIIBS JO SMOIIBP3Y JO [BAOLLDL 3} SAJOAUL 1BYY sjesodoud Auy

“LO1RDLIIOU 4O WiB)sAs B YSNoays [eAowal IRyl Suljj0IIu0d Ag BpISAIIUN0D

2y} ul smoua8pay auelioduil, 3993101d 03 Si SUCIIEINGRU BY1 JO WE YL ‘y38ua) U sea1BW QT Uey)

553 318 YDIYM SMOISFPaY dWwos pue sagpay uspaes ‘Siedk O UeYl $S3] 10§ JUBISIXS Ul USIG ALY
1ey) smouagpay apnjoxa suone(ngai syl ‘aandadsiad ayip|im Jo adeaspue| ‘|eaiiolsiy ‘(edi8ojoseydie
UB WOJy 3N[BA S} 0} 31|34 SMOIITP3Y| SSISSE 03 PASN BLUSIUI BYL 'SIUIHO [eulwiid e sI suoiiojnbay
M0J3BpaK 24 JO UOHUSARIIUOD UL MOJISPaY E JO [BAOWDY "AlLOYINY Suluue|d [B207 dy3 wol
uoissiuuad 3noyum smosadpay Jueniodw, A0KISap 10 SA0WR 0) Me| 3y} sutese 511 suonengas ay}
19puUn £66T ‘Suonpinbay moiabpay ayt Aq pa10210.d 2Je BLISIID UIBHSD 133W YdIyMm SMOI93PaH

3}Jomiau motadpay Sunsixe 109104d €

{uoISSIUWOY A11SD104 B} AQ PISIOPUR ‘SGNIYS PUE S3341 SAIIBN 4O UOREIYILIR)
104 WBYIS AIBIUNJOA SU} JOPUN IPEW 3G PINOYS SUONDI||0) SUOZ PIIS [BIO] 3Y1 WO 10 SPUBYS
|BI0| WOJ} P3IDB||0D PAIS WOIJ IO 3UOZ PR35 UOISSIWWOD A11S2104 B} WIOL PIINOS 3G PNOYS sqniys
pue $33.1 1BYl PIPUSLIWIOIAI S| 3| S350 Adoued 3yl uaym Sulpeys-IsA0 plone 0} 3pIm sandW
0€ 15B3] 32 pue (pasiwixew S| y3IuNs jey} Os) PAJUBLI0 ISIM-1583 97 PINOYS SapLI Ansisnaipoiq 0)
1JoUBg WNWIXEW 104 $3199ds qnuys %Sz 01 dn pue (sapli pue sape|d) aoeds usdo %0p 03 dn ulRIUOD
SPURIPOOM MU PIUSISIP-JI9AN *,BDUSI3J2], B SB SPUR|IPOOM |EDO| SN O} MOY PUB PUBIPOOM MBU JO
uoisodwod pue uonysod ‘InoAe| syl Sulugisap usym Apejnoiiied 1eligey mau Sunessd usym 1y8nos
3 SREME PINOYS SIAPE [BUOISSBI0.d “SpUOd pue Saudip SUIPN|oUl S3SIN00J31EM JO S98PD 3L} Woy
Aeme pue sieyqgey (anjea mo|) 100d-s3139ds UO N0 AjUO pINoYs Junue|d 9241 ey uenodwi Ajjepa
51 1} sa109ds pUR|POOM AQ UOTIESIUOJOD MO|S 0} 3NP PUB|POOM BUIISIXS WIDJY P3}e|Oos| 3.8 suoneue|d
M3U JI BN[EA PINIWI JO 3G ABW ING ‘SPUR|POOM BUISIX® J944Ng 01 3]GRJISIP St UoIsuedxs pue|pooMm

' SMOpesW
JSMOP(IM (}201s 2118USS |BDO|) PIIINOS AJ[EI0] SuImos pue suifiew p[al} adueUIUBW MO JO
UONER.D ‘SMOIDIPAY JO UOIFEI0}SDI BU3 SPN[DUI PINOI SIS J9J4NG 0} 10 SUOIIBUUOD IUBYUD O SABM

'SUOI3IUIXa |B20| 1uaAsud dj3y pue
suonejndod sapads Jaiyieay pue Jagie| 1oddns 1e1igey P3IdFUU0I 191124 JO seale Ja5IeT "paIsyNq
3 UBD $3US SGEN|BA DJDUM IO PBIASIYIE 3G ued Jelgey d|gen|eA Jo seale JAYI0 yim ANAIdBUL0I
auaym Ajje1Dadsa 1e31qey AJpudLI S4P|IM 2J0W 91832 JO 3103534 0} palojdxa 3¢ pjnoys sanunuoddo

JoplI0d
341|P|LM By} BPISING | YIIYM 3NJeA WNIPAWI/YSIY JO SEe3Je 103UUDD pue SdURYUS 93104d T

‘younu uonnjjod Jusaa.ud dipy

pue 1eyqey uenedu apin0ad 01 1BMNGERY [RINJBU-IWSS AQ PRIBYNG BE SISIN02IDIEM SULINSUT e
‘(3544 WYSNOS 3¢ PINOYS 3DIAPE {BUOISSSJ0.d) JIA0D

gnuas pue 2313 Suljjou0d Ag wu) Buo| syl ul pafeurw 3¢ PINOYS Y1y PUeImO| JO sealy e

X4

/707 1290390 JUBWIUOIIAUS [INIEN §,pJ04sINUY Buioueyud pue Buinosiold

}IOMIBU IOPLIIOD SHI[P|IM Y3 4O UOIHSOd J0BX3 33 2UILISISP 0} Pasn 3q
osje pjnoys Juiddew T aseyd "Alliond e se ASAINs oy palasiel 3q pnoys podad siyy ui 1euqey anjea
WINIPaW SUIABY SB PalIIuRP] SELY JUBWISSSSE iy} Aq payRusp! 10U 1eligey (AYIoLig) SSBUBAIIURSID
ysiy Jo wnipaw jo seale sdyuny Ajuspl Aew Suiddew T aseyd (6 dew) Suiddew ssauaaRoulsip
Jeuqey syl O SYNSaI Y3 AJLIIA O} Pasn 3¢ PNOd pue [1e1ap 1eNqey JO [3A3] Y31y e 3piaoad (im siyL
‘paddew jenqey T aseyd s eale Suiuue|d POOYINOGUSISN PIOJSINUY 18Y) PIPUBWILICIBL AjBuons s1y

Suiddew jeyuqey T 8seyd ‘v
(T 3ui0d) aaoqe papircsd 93ueping ay3 SuImo||04 P1eaId 3 PiNoYs MO0I2PIY 4O SUONIBS MaU Auy

‘UO(IIPUOD ,100d, Ul 3J B1IBYLID OU SUl}33W SOy} pue
‘UOIRIPUOD ,21BJBPOIA, Ul BJe BLIB1LID om) Aue Suilaaw 350y} ‘UORIPUOD PO0Y, Ui 318 BLIBLLID 33L&
Suieaw smolaSpay anneN -Adoued 931 Yieauaq sded pue sajoy a3ed Suipnpxa ‘sded 90T ueyl ss9|
‘WG T 1583 1€ 51 Juljiel 21043 YIpIm SFeISAR {7 1583] 18 ) Suljiey 210424 1319y SFeIaAE Bpew 3l
S1UBWISSOSSE UOIIPUOI 231y} 311G Ul “4BABMOY “(0TOZ) [ENUBIA UB|d JUSWUOIAUT Wiied diyspiemdls
[9A=7 JaySiH puejSu3 [ednmieN Byl Ul PapiAcId DJe BLISLID JUSWISSISSE UOIIPUOd moua3paH

‘(uorresuadwiod uj pajueld aq 03 wWOE a4nbal
pinoM UORIPUOI PO0Y, Ui MOISSPaY 4O WOT Jo $50] §'9) gx o Jaydinw e Buisn ioy patesuadwod
3¢ pinoys smoaSpay UOIHPUOD POOD, Pue ‘Zx j0 Jaidinw e Suisn Joj palesuadwod ag p|noys
SMOIBSPaY UORIPUOD ,231BIBPOIA, (YIBuaj 3x1| 40yt "3°1) Tx J0 Jaydiynw e uisn 1oy paesuadwod
3 pINOYS SMOI3SP3Y LOILIPUOD J00d, 1150| 3G 0} moJadpay daleu Aue Jo UORIPUOd 3y} 03 Bulpiodde
paydde aq o1 ssaydynuw, sainbas Sumssyo Ausiaaipolq o) Suliejl vy43d Aq panssi aaueping

‘papinoid aq pinoys smouagpay Alojesuad wod ‘[erowsal 10y uoissiuiad
uess Auoyiny Sujuueld (207 Byl pInoYs suoionBay moiabpay siyi O} UOIIB|3L Ul SNEIS JIBy)

144



£T0¢C 19403120

B1ep 843 JO A

UBLUUOIIAUF jeinleN §,plojsinuy Buldueyul pue Supoalody

GelI34 343 03 3Np SS3USARIUNSIP WNIPAW, URYY J3YB1Y $31035 1elqey oN

peolg

*V 1e1qRH

jeliqeH peosg

whipsiy 0 pIRUDIO
|ealao
uny
Mo -UoU UmMouNUN (BAN}NOIOH
€
pue sjqely,
Mo uny umousun ajqey
|
MO eqy UEq B|qElY
wnipsy P4 Palled
- N —— - — —
WNIPa/moT 3 usalbisng
Jbpuepoom
Mo un (sJhol>) Jusoey 4
. | SNOJBYIU0D,
|
Mo 7 10 \_ yoieq
Mo | o] 24uoH
wnipapy 28 qnJog
wnipsy _ N paxin
| puejpoom
| I e — L
paaes|peolg
wnipsiy ug (s1A01>) Juaoey
- . 1
Wnipsiy ‘ a snonpios(
opo2
sse|o-qns Ssejo-qns Jsquinu
$SB|D L00ZNDT
81028 leligey SSBID L00ZINDT

S¢

HID L00ZINDT 40} sessejagns
1€)IqRH PeOIg PUE 4S3SSEBID 00ZINDT ‘SIENGRH

T xipuaddy

saoipuaddy

£LT07 4360120

WBUOIAUT [eIN1EN §,pJoysInuy Suidueyul pue Suiosiold

|_ =
wnipsjp eby sselb JayjeaH [ _ puejssesb Joyiesy
wnpaly PH Yreay A1q ‘
whnipajy by 9509 7
o] | JayyesH
wnipsip qH syiesy juing
qnuys
I
wnipay Hemp g JsyjesH
dwemg
4 duiems / us g 6
wnipspy _ pue ysiey ‘uaq,
S _ = i -
wnipapy | ig uayoerlg
8 pug|sseis) ploy
wnipap 13} ploy
| PUB|SSRIO
29 shoaleole) .
wnipapy snoasjesjed,
puB|SSRID)
ug [BdNaN _ 9
wnipajy {eainap,
pue|ssesb
19 pabeuewun S puejsseo ybnoy
wnipaiy / ubnoy
Mo yo Aep
| |
Mo [2) Ao pue|sseiD)
14
= panosduw
pue|sseld _
19
Mo panosduij
MO sy 3[qanys s|gery _
Mo My JBaUM 3|gelY
MO eqy Aslieq s|qely 7
S [N

9T




£T0T 4390120 JUBWIUOIIAUT [eN3EN S, pIossINUY Buloueyul pue 3ui3da1old

MO sn ueqINgns uegin £z ueqingns

MO n jeuisnpul uegin
Mo n ueqn 44 ueqin

MO eq aieg
wnipaiy bws Buizesd ysiewies

12 ysiewyjes
wnipspy ws yslewyes
wnipapy 87 pues [elopi
aebje

ew? [e14 juswipss |eJonlT

wnipay / pNWw jeson
winipsiy w pnw (elonry

£T0T 190320 JUSWIUOIIAUF [BINIRN §,plojsinuy Bupueyul pue BUl3d9101d
wnipa el aeble / 3oo0J jeionI
6l 20y [esonl,
wnipsin e 300) |[BIORN
wnipap AYS pajejaban 9ibuius
LWnpaA us sibulus
Jusupas
81
sqQniys leionii-eadng,
sPS
wnipay UM sunp pueg
wnipeiy pPS aunp pueg
A00d
18 $3001 |eJop| eidng Lh
Lwnipein |eiop]-e4dng,
wnipapy IM JOAIY J181BM
wnipapy M o5e| 91BN 9l 19)eMysaly
wnipaiy I POPOOY J8lBM
wnjpsiy SN Alenjsa Jajepn
Gl io)em jjes
wnipsiy SM ess J2JEA
wnipsiy PN pue| pajiodsaq
¥l 200y pueju|
winipsiy qal %004 pueu|
wnipsiy z siejigey suejuolN el (S1ejlqeH suelUON,
(‘wop
ug
wnipsiy JayyeaH) bog
wnipay bg ("wop sselo) bog
4 Bog,
wnipsiy qg Boq joxuelg
wnipajp og Bog
L7

8¢



£10T 1290320 JUBWUOIIALT [eINJEN §,PI0451NUy Supueyu3 pue Suiloeioid

“Aydeioroyd jerise pue eyep sjios jead
B3 WO} pa1ewnsa sem N34 3U} JO Alepunog Aji| 3y ‘ajqe|iee sem e1ep Jepi| U 313YA (211 BYL
UO 3u10d 153MO| Y1 IA0QE SBUIDW T - 'T [BUILUCU B A|jesaua8) diesow 18Ry PUBIAM € 310249y
pue uonduny |ea180|0IpAY 3401534 01 djgissod 3G pinoys 1 2Jaym pue| 3y} ' — od }59mo|
U3 punce uiseq SNOIAGO 3yl Se PIULSP UYL SeM N34 BYL "33 Y} U0 3UI0d 1SIMO] BY JO UOHEAS(D
SSBUL € |BUILOU B UlYyUM pue| moys 01 paleindiuew sem elep Jepl| 9y N34 jepusod yoes o4

'PaPN|IXa B4am 353U} ‘dew s|10s 1ead BU) UO UMOYS JOU UBM DS} 3SNEIBY '1aASMOY
~ «SSON,, PRIIEI PaJIUBPI 313M S3US M3} v “PaIouB| 319m (axeT ydejg ‘8') sasaw jo aansagsns
SSWEU yum Sals 1ng ‘Guiddew ayy ul papnpul a5am U3, pajjed Ajlesynads saipoguazem

IV "$3ss0w puie s3.49W 03 Suipn|je saweu 1oy pauueds sem dew aseq SO 2[e3s 000'0T:T Y3 Ajjeud (€

'SN34 SB pIeMIOS USYE] S49M 3533} — UDI1LI0ISI 10] [e11Uu230d SUlIayo
(puejpoom o aunmised ysni ‘pue|ssess SAISUIIXI ‘§9) 1eMqey 10134 jo w0y dwos Suitioddns
9SOU} 4B S23S PapeJ3-ap YL PSPN[IXS 3I3Mm ISBY) — 1S0| U] aney y|asu 1ead ay) usas
Allenyusiod pue “1eligey 10181 Aue auaym ‘asn pue| Jsylo Jo puejsseld aaisualul ‘a|gede Japun
S9MS 3Je J2WLIO By} papetd-ap pue paAoISIP 5311083182 OM] Ol papiaip pue AydesSoroyd
Jeliae uISn pamainal Usyl a1am $a1s 1ead ssow Y] “SA3||BA JIAL UL JO BWOS yum pajenosse
1ead usy Aja1| 4o seade AISUIIXS pue sjead ssow Ay USIMISY SpRW Sem uonduNSIp e jaselep

SI43 Wol4 "ease duy 1o dew sjlos 1ead pajie1op e Jo apew sem asn ‘salis pajeusisap aul puoksg (7

‘papnpUI 2iamMm

SSOW B 10 BJ3W B J9YHD 2Je Jeyl SIS a4 p|IM (jB207) Auno) pue s|$sS ‘sails pareudisap v (T
~rSIHS JUEIXD JO UOIEIRIIUSPL BYL Yim PIliels (sN34) shun 221801033 [euoiioung ays jo Suiddey

"20deISPUR| SISSOIA| 1§ SIUDIA B3 4O 38eI3N0D
%04 Alrewixosdde yum ((WLQ) 12pOIN Uleas] 1eu8ig e se umouy) elep dydesSodoy pajlelsp
$31e49U33 s195E| BUISN ASAINS SUIOqIE Ue AgaIaym anbiuyda) Juisuas 310wl e S| 4BpIY "elep Jepy jo
spew Juiaq asn ypm ‘Aydesdodoy uo paseq Ajuewnd si ,suun 1e2180(023 |euondund, yo Suiddew ay)

SISSOIA 7§ S3I3IAl 3ueIx3 Suidde |y 4oy ASojopoyiaiy
VIN / Sd71 S9SSOWN 1 Sau3A

7 xipuaddy

6C

£T0T 48903120 JUBLIUOIIAUT [2ANJEN S,PJ0sINUY SuidueyUT pue Sundajoiyg

'93U3PIAS BAOGE DY) PBKLISA SBY dIYSIBULIRY SRS [B20T BYL e

'SIB3A G UBYY J121834T S| [BAISIUI B I UMOUS| JOU, PSPIOI3I

pue (Wnwiuius) s|eAd)ul JBIA G 38 PIsSIsSe 3¢ PINOYS SILL S3UNJeS) JA0GE S} UIRIUIRW O)
J3pJo Ul AjBUBIRIYNS 13w Bulag SJB JUSWINIOP BY3 Ul 1IN0 135 SIUSWSLINbaI JuswaTeuew Yyl e

'S24N3E3} SA0GE S SDUBYUS U0 UIRIUIBW 03 PR1BFie) AJUSIDINS S| YdIYm JU3WNI0p
Alosinpe/awayps JuswaSeusw/ueld juswageuew e 4O IUIPIAR PIIUIWNIOY SI 2U3YL e
"PRIUBWINI0P Alea(d U8 P3103[3S UIBY Sey S1IS 1 YIIYM 40 S2UNILI} LONBAISSUOD 3]

19U aq pinoys
FuIMo|[04 BY3 JO N0} ||B JUSWRBRUBW SISO UF SB P3PI0IRI 3] O} DS B4IIP[iM [BI0T € J0) 13PIO U]

£ xipuaddy

0¢



LTI
ne IS N AT R Rt ot
i,

b A TH o L’;ﬂ»f' A e

From: -

Sent: 07 8 09:57

To:

Subject: [OFFICIAL] Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford
Attachments: Protecting and Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment.pdf; CWT Report

Extracts.docx

...... and another one.

Many thanks.

Ch

Working for a together

From:
Sent: 07 August 2018 08:36

To: Proposed Dispo i
Cc:

Subject: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford

I'm writing to you as the Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration in connection with the
two Council owned open space sites i.e. the Green Land and the Blue Land at Longridge, Knutsford. These
two plots, as you know, are adjacent to the much bigger land area situated across the road from the
Longridge Housing Estate and referred to as site LPS 38, on which it is proposed, in the Cheshire East
Council (CEC) local plan, to build 225 houses. | object to the development of LPS 38 and consequently |
oppose the sale of these two adjoining strips.

Firstly, | will explain why | oppose the development of LPS 38. | don't know how familiar you are with this
area. It's a large site which has not been farmed for many decades and so, over the years, has transformed
into a natural wilderness area. It is much more than just a grass field. | and many others regularly walk
through it. Soon after you enter you leave the modern world behind for a while to be completely
surrounded by trees, including many young oaks, various bushes, plants and an abundance of wildlife.
There is not a house or car in sight, the only modern intrusion being aircraft overhead. It hasover time
become a unique place of natural beauty, not possible to replicate.

Our sons, when they were growing up, paddled in Birkin Brook at one end of the site. Also atthis end is an
area of ancient woodland which includes Scots Pines. It's used by St John's Wood Academy as a forest
school for young teenagers with special needs. They said the following: "Using a local woodland, we have
been amazed at the progress pupils have made in increasing their self-esteem and self confidence. Most of



our students have had negative experiences of school, but by participating in the Forest School they have
been motivated, inspired and had fun." (Knutsford Guardian, 22 March 2018, Page 8)

Fishing takes place frequently in Booths Mere at the other end of the site. The space in between with it's
pond and dozens of young oak trees scattered throughout, is used daily by walkers including dog owners
and accompanied walks throughout it, take place about once a month. The whole area, not just the Birkin
Brook end, forms part of a wildlife corridor which extends from Tatton Park on one side to Springwood on
the other and beyond. Attached is a report entitled 'Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural
Environment' which Cheshire Wildlife Trust (CWT) published in October 2017. Also attached are
paragraphs I've extracted from it, which relate specifically to this general area. As you can see from this
report, CWT have included this site as one of the areas of distinctiveness providing important wildlife
habitats in their own right as well as acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. Importantly, they
go on to recommend that the corridor network (and the whole of this site is clearly a big part of it) is
identified in the Neighbourhood Plan and protected from development. (See map 10 on page 14 of the
main report and also paragraph two on page 21.)

The residents in this corner of Knutsford, including Shaw Heath, Longridge, Higher Downs and North
Downs already have an industrial estate, a household waste recycling centre and a petrol filling station in
close proximity, while at the same time more homes and businesses are proposed at nearby Parkgate.
Overall, there are plans for almost 1,000 houses in Knutsford, so in the future it's likely that a ring road will
surround the town. People are becoming more disconnected from nature, so, easily accessible green
breathing spaces, like this, to escape to, are increasingly important. Of the land that remains round
Knutsford, this place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

CEC say that the proposed development would create approximately 20 acres of new public open space.

That is not so. This open space is already used by the public for recreational purposes. Building houses on
it would divide and reduce the area for people's enjoyment. The public who use it have no desire to walk
round a new housing development built in the centre of it.

Mobberley Road struggles to cope with the volume of traffic between this area and the town centre. It is
frequently difficult to access Knutsford from this side of town. Major development is proposed for
Parkgate. The scheme for that industrial estate would result in extra vehicles (700) using the business units
there. In addition to that, the plan to build houses at the northern end of Parkgate Lane would result in yet
more vehicles (400) using Mobberley Road. This part of Knutsford being restricted by the proximity of
Tatton Park has difficulty coping at present and certainly could not cope with an extra 1,100 vehicles from
Parkgate. LPS 38 if it were to proceed would add another 400 vehicles to this congestion along with the
added pollution and noise all that would create.

Also, | object to the sale of these two pieces of land for a couple of reasons directly connected with them,
as opposed to with the main site.

Constructing a road through the blue playing field land to join Longridge would create a dangerous cross
roads. The present junction is on a camber, near a school and a bus stop and already has restricted
visibility.

CEC refer to the Green area as consisting of a thin strip of overgrown land running parallel to Longridge.
The Council own and are responsible for the upkeep of this strip, so if it is overgrown, CEC have allowed it
to be so. It may be a little overgrown but in reality it has an abundance of trees, bushes and plants. As a
result it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

Finally, LPS 38 was adopted into the Local Plan on the 27th of July 2017, despite there being no means of
access to the site. Then in October 2017 the Cabinet of CEC considered a report exploring options for

2



enabling access. It was a flawed decision in the first instance to include this landlocked site in the local
plan, a site which would require the sale of not one but two pieces of council land, one to create access to
it and the other it's not clear why it would need to be sold as it's got a covenant on it barring access
anyway. It's not deliverable and should now be removed from allocation. It is therefore not necessary to
sell these two pieces of land adjoining it, so | ask you not to dispose of any or all of the adjoining Green or
Blue open space land at Longridge, Knutsford. CWT stress that the whole area should be protected from
development and | agree. It is too important ecologically and all of it should continue to be available for
recreational purposes.

You will be making a decision which will shape the future of our area. It's possible that you have never
been through the site. Earlier this year my husband and | invited you, as a cabinet member of CEC to come
and walk the area with us. | ask that you as Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing & Regeneration, set
aside an hour and yet again invite you to come and walk through the whole Dewscope site with us to see it
for yourself. Having experienced it properly you will then be in a better position to consider whether 225
houses is really the right way forward for this wild oasis or whether it should be protected from
development for people to enjoy. My husband and I will be very happy to accompany you on a walk
through this land before you make that important decision concerning it's future.

Yours sincerely



From:

Sent: 07 August 2018 11:10

To: JORDAN, Frank

Cc:

Subject: POS Disposal North Downs Longridge

Attachments: V2What decision is being requested of the Portfolio Holder.docx
.

Please could you confirm receipt of this email by return and reply in detail in due course. It forms one part
of submissions to be made by the Community Group KROW.

Having returned from family events, | along with other residents have spent a couple of days reading the
report and appendices concerning the sale of POS.

I am seeking clarity from you as to what the exact decision is that you are requiring from the Portfolio
Holder.? We have found reference to the decision and disposal in various places in the papers and the
method, timing and amount of land involved will focus the points that we may submit in due course. (see
attached for references)

1. Are you seeking permission in principle to negotiate the freehold disposal of any of the green and
blue land should a planning application be made requiring use of it?

2. Are you seeking to sell the freehold of the blue and green land.? Would this be an open sale or
restricted only to the owner or successor in title of the land known as LPS38? When?

3. Are you seeking to confirm a Heads of Agreement or other more binding legal contract with the
owner or successor in title , undertaking to sell the freehold when requested subjectto conditions.
When?

4. Are you looking to so something other than dispose of the freehold, perhaps easements, grant of
rights?

5. Whatever the method and timing and amount of disposal, how will you guarantee the benefits /
replacement mentioned in the papers proposing the disposal?

6. You state the blue land loss in three ways . 6.6 acres and 4% and strip Could you clarify how much
land you would seek to replace the land loss?

7. s this only for an access road to be defined in an outline planning application or actually intended
to enable the final developer total flexibility in their planning application?

You will of course be aware that any decision to dispose of open space removes the designation that is
stated on the land title and as such it weakens any negotiating position with a developer regarding
replacement in a new development. This was pointed out in the consultation in a letter from the Open
Spaces Society. It undermines statements made regarding possible benefits of disposal. Also this is
designated playing field so it won't wash only seeking land replacement that is covered by atarmac road.

Also may | respectfully point out that two errors have been repeated from the past, please could you make
amends.



« The title relating to POS concerned should be North Downs Longridge.
e This decision has been notified for consultation in a holiday period , and direct notification to a
community group known to be interested in the outcome has not been made.

Please could you ensure that the Portfolio holder is not pressed for a decision until after a face to face
meeting has been arranged with representatives from KROW along with their Ward Councillor.

Regards

Knutsford Residents in Over Ward (KROW)
Aiming for transparency and fairness in matters relating to residents in Knutsford Over Ward

Campaigning to save Green Belt , Wildlife corridor, Open Space, Recreational Playing field Football pitch at
Higher Downs North Downs Longridge Knutsford

Highlighting that Cheshire East Council have made a Local Plan with policies that they should stick to.



What decision is being requested of the Portfolio Holder?
Extracts from the Report & Papers issued 17" July 2018

Ref Issue Details:

To consider the options and issues in respect of a thin strip of land subject to a
covenant (referred to as the Green Land) and
the disposal of a strip of land to enable access across other land (referred to as

the Blue Land) at Longridge, Knutsford.

Ref Report:

2. Recommendations

it is recommended that the Portfolio Holder;

2.1.1. Decides whether to authorise the freehold disposal of: -

(a) part of the Blue Land for the purposes of providing access and

(b) any other necessary interests in part of the Blue Land only for the purposes

of providing access, installation and use of services to LPS 38 together with
ancillary uses consistent with an access road such as, but not limited to,
landscaping and constructing the access road.

2.1.2. Decides whether to authorise the freehold disposal of the whole or part

of the Green Land and/or the grant of rights in respect of the installation,

connection and use of any services over the Green Land.
5 BACKGROUND

5.4 Given that the Council wishes to minimise the loss of public open space it
was proposed to advertise the Blue Land as a proposed disposal of public open
space and then as part of the planning process define the exact extent of the
land that would be disposed of. This would minimise the extent of the land
that is proposed to be taken. Not to do this would mean that a larger area of
the Blue Land would be disposed of as the exact area needed to enable access
would be defined at a later date by the planning process. However it is
anticipated that c4% of the Blue Land would be affected.

Page of 2 Extracts from papers relating to proposed decision to dispose of POS Knutsford - KROW



6.6. Risk Management Implications

6.6.1. Any such disposal would be conditional upon receipt of planning consent
for housing with access through land allocated as existing open space within
the Green Belt. If planning permission is not granted for any reason the

disposal will not proceed.
Ref App 5 Collation of Objections:
Proposed method of disposal

Should it be decided to progress with the freehold disposal of the land it is
proposed that the Council will enter into an agreement with the owner of the
development land (Site LPS 38 in the local plan). This will be subject to them
satisfying a number of conditions, including obtaining outline planning
permission for the site. Any such disposal would be made in accordance with

the Council’s statutory requirement to secure best value.

App 8 Covenant

3.2 Work undertaken prior to the Cabinet decision also highlighted that using

the Green Land as a principal means of access was not possible

3.3.2 Should the Council continue with investigating this matter there would be significant
additional costs at a time of severe financial strain on Council resources. There is no available
budget for this work and, given the external legal advice already received, such expenditure
would be incurred in the knowledge that there is no meaningful prospect of success.

Perhaps the Portfolio holder should ask the question how much will legal
work cost to attempt to negotiate the discharge

4.2 Disposal of the Green Land (in conjunction with the disposal of a strip of the Blue Land) will
assist in the delivery of LPS 38.

7.2 It is considered appropriate to dispose of the Green Land in tandem with the Blue Land. This
will allow the Green Land to be treated as part of the overall adjacent development and will
provide connectivity to the open space for residents of the prospective adjacent development.
This would not affect the covenant in place on the Green Land.

Page of 2 Extracts from papers relating to proposed decision to dispose of POS Knutsford - KROW
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‘!f_ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
ng, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites
Lo LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development

of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. 1t forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. it is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it)is  tected from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Par gate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




Lf August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3} The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4} Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017}, included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




(_(, August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire Fast Coundil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and cbvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is cted from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It’s not deliverable and should be
removed from it, Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




L{_ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




L)L August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate,

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John’s Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. it may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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LF' August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pine
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of It

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is r m development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and nojse.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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L, August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{(Green and Biue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildtife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as weli as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. {Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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LF August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is om development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poliution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue fands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

_

Yours sincerely




- August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. [t is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public {walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely

i

.



Loy

g August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Coundil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate,

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s repart ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobbertey Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
Cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to he available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely




< August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poliution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of 1t should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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L7L August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently [ oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save,

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct,
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridar network (this
site is a big part of it} is ed from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely




L, August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




L‘ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Councdil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes, St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes

Yours sincerely




% August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with speciai needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecclogical stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Councdil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
lohn's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors, They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7} The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is toc important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,
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August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38 where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two ad oining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, couid not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




I+ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be buijt. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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. August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017}, included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poliution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




L\ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public {walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise,

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincer
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(Jr August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and ad oins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment” (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5} Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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T8 August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
hatural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a broaok, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.,

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife,

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sin v/




August 2018
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. it forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment” (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the ad'oining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




g August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient waoodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
lohn’s Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space ard detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust's report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create 3 dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently t oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2} Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for ynung teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and shouid be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built, | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformedinto a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodiand, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Bulding
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is 3 haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.




From:

Sent: 23 July 2018 15:30

To: Proposed Dis

Cc:

Subject: Land at Longridge Knutsford

As far as I'm aware our Town Clerk has identified all the parties who are potential beneficiaries of the covenant and
advised Cheshire East Council, thus all parties are known.

It would be sensible to let Knutsford Town Council work with those parties and parties interested in developing the
adjoining land to move to set aside the covenant and defer a decision until after those activities had reached a
conclusion whether that be setting aside the covenant or failure.

**********************************************************************

Confidentiality: This email and its contents and any attachments are intended only for the above named. As the email may
contain confidential or legally privileged information, if you are not the above named person or responsible for delivery to the

above named, or suspect that you are not an intended recipient please delete or destroy the email and any attachments
immediately.

Security and Viruses: This note confirms that this email message has been swept for the presence of computerviruses. We
cannot accept any responsibility for any damage or loss caused by software viruses.

Monitoring: The Council undertakes monitoring of both incoming and outgoing emails. You should therefore be aware that if
you send an email to a person within the Council it may be subject to any monitoring deemed necessary by the o ganisation
from time to time. The views of the author may not necessarily reflect those of the Council.

Access as a public body: The Council may be required to disclose this email (or any response to it) under the Freedom of
Information Act, 2000, unless the information in it is covered by one of the exemptions in the Act.

Legal documents: The Council does not accept service of legal documents by email.

************************************************************************
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From: I

Sent: 30 July 2018 22556
To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: Longridge

In response to your public consultation, concerning "Blue land" for an approach road for new housing, | am a local
resident living at 3 Higher Downs, and understand the need for more AFFORDABLE housing. | would make the
following observations:

the junction will be very close to the one to Higher Downs - will there be a roundabout combining them?

all traffic heading for Knutsford will now choose the Higher Downs route, which is a twisty road, with a primary school
at the end and is rendered a single carriageway road at school drop--off and collection times, owing to the parents,
parking. Access at these times is already very difficult.

It seems a great shame that It is too difficult/costly, apparently, to be able to place an entrance road inthe centre of
the new housing, giving more likelihood of traffic exiting both in the directions, and thus of more convenience to all
concerned

What is the reason for this covenant in the first instance -there must have been some purpose behindit, which may
be of significance and has not been made clear, or perhaps even not considered worthy of investigation?



From:

Sent: 08 August 2018 10:33

To: Proposed Disposal Of Publj n Space
Cc:

Subject: POS North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Dear Sir/Madam,

The report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit to
Knutsford residents

if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. Our
family and many of our neighbours use this land daily for exercise and recreation, both important for our
wellbeing and health. Having a road across the field would considerably reduce its use and safety for
children playing. We also ask you to consider the environment and the loss of further natural habitat, which
will already be severely affected by the house building.

The land, if required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of
disposal. We ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging
the covenant and evaluating the risks and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not
surplus to requirements.

We ask that CEC listens more keenly to the views of its residents.

Yours truly,
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From: I

Sent: 13 August 2018 09:52

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Dear Sirs

I read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit that
would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green belt adjacent
to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has been given in writing,
or a witness that the 'external legal' source is independent of any third party seeking to benefit froma decision.
There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the green strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if required for
a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect it isin danger of
bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.

Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.

I'ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant and
evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to requirements.



From: -

Sent: 08 August 2018 17:48
To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: GREEN BELT LAND

Disposal of Green Belt, Longridge.

I am still strongly opposed to any blue land i.e. GREEN BELT being used for access to new housing.

I would prefer no housing but am prepared to accept that and the covenant being broken without consultation of
beneficiaries. (Is that legal?). However any intrusion into GREEN BELT is unacceptable. 4% ‘subject to detailed design
process’ is far too vague and sadly I have no faith in this figure being adhered to. | am sure that this amount of land
can be found elsewhere.

GOV.UK says ‘GREEN BELT boundaries ... only be altered in very special... exceptional circumstances GREEN BELT
should ‘enhance land...give opportunities for sport’ not accommodate an access road.

In addition Open Spaces Society says that ‘road planning should be detailed through planning’ not the method of
disposal suggested here.

Sent from my iPad



From:

Sent: 09 August 2018 09:49

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford

To whom it may concern,

I read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit
that would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green
belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has
been given in writing, or a witness that the 'external legal’ source is independent of any third party seeking
to benefit from a decision. There may be a challenge from he beneficiaries of the covenant on the green
strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect
it is in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.
Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.
T'ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant
and evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to
requirements.

Yours Sincerely,
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From: I

Sent: 09 August 2018 10:18

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford

REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford

[ read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit
that would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green
belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has
been given in writing, or a witness that the 'external legal' source is independent of any third party seeking
to benefit from a decision. There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the green
strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect
itis in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.
Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.

1 ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant
and evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to

requirements.

Regards,



From:

Sent: 09 August 2018 12:46

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: FW: Save playing field North Downs Longridge

REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford
To whom it may concern

As the land in question is obviously not surplus to requirements being a well used recreational amenity for
nearby residents , disposal for development should not even be considered.

It is therefore incumbent on the Portfolio holder to show more sincerity in undertaking the tasks delegated
by cabinet and obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant and evaluating
the risks, and rejects the request at this stage to dispose of public land

The report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit that would
occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green belt
adjacent to a local wildlife area. There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the
green strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect
it is in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.

The Council should act more for the public interest and protect our assets, and not support private
developers in maximising their profit.

Yours faithfully,




From: I

Sent: 09 August 2018 23:16
To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: Land used as playing space for the children of our area

I'am most concerned that Cheshire east Council are even considering selling this green space which has been in
existence since the estate was built. At that time the planners thought this a worthwhile thing to donever dreaming
that a future Council would consider selling this land against the wishes of the local residents .

Please consider doing the right thing for the future generations of children who will live here

senttrom my iIPhone
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From:

Sent: 10 August 2018 19:17

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

Cc:

Subject: REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Good Day,

I read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit
that would occur to the Knutsford public, if he Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green
belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has
been given in writing, or a witness that the 'external legal' source is independent of any third party seeking
to benefit from a decision. There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the green
strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect
it is in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.

Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.
I ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant

and evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to
requirements.

This land is used daily by myself and my husband and as it is now back to a proper condition after a very
long time of neglect we request it remains public open space.



From:

Sent: 10 August 2018 19:11

To: Proposed Disposal Of Publi n Space

Cc:

Subject: REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Good Day,

I read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the
benefit that would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in
the green belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional
advice has been given in writing, or a witness that the 'external legal’ source is independent of any third
party seeking to benefit from a decision. There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant
on the green strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In

effect it is in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision
making.

Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.

| ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant
and evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to
requirements.

This land is used daily by myself and my wife and as it is now back to a proper condition after a very long
time of neglect we request it remains public open space.




From:

Sent: 11 August 2018 23:32

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

Cc:

Subject: KROW full response to POS disposal Knutsford
Attachments: FinalkROW response to Proposed Decision to dispose..docx

Here is the final and full response to the Report and papers proposing a decision on the public open space
at North Downs Longridge.

It has been preceded by a first response titled POS Disposal North Downs Longridge 7/8/2018 asking
for clarity on the decision being requested and method and timing of disposal intended.

A request to the Portfolio holder for a meeting is outstanding.



6.1.2.4. The Council has a fiduciary duty at all times to the taxpayers and must fulfil this duty in a way that is accountable to local people.

Cheshire East Council
proposeddisposalofpublicopenspace@cheshireeast.gov.uk

Ref: Representation regarding the proposed decision to dispose of public open space at
(North Downs) Longridge Knutsford.

BACKGROUND SUMMARY

We have previously submitted a request to_ cc’d to this email address &-

& Ward Councillors that further clarity be provided as to what the decision is that
the Portfolio holder is being asked to make. The ‘decision’ delegated by cabinet is subject
to due consideration of two parts

* a)options & consultation on the covenant on the green strip and
* b)responses to the formal notice to dispose of public open space.

Then it suggests that freehold disposal could take place, but this would clearly not satisfy
other safeguards asked for or suggested to minimise the loss or achieve best value. There is
no local oversight planned.

We consider that the intention of part a) was to formally start work communicating with the
beneficiaries to seek a discharge of the covenant and this clearly has not taken place -
indeed it has been resisted.

We consider that the responses received to the notice of disposal (b) have established that
the land is not surplus to requirements, valued and used by the community since its transfer
to the Knutsford Urban district council in 1969 until the present day.

Secondly, we have requested a meeting with the Portfolio holder, prior to a decision on this
disposal copied to -and our Ward & Local Councillors.

We have sent a third email directly to the Portfolio holder requesting action on scrutiny
copied to the Cabinet, Mayor and Knutsford Councillors.

ACTION REQUESTED

This is a fourth email as a direct response to the papers issued for a decision and requests as
follows:

1. We ask that you do not rely on ‘external’ legal advice unwritten and from an
unspecified source. Proper professional instruction should be given and received to
the written satisfaction of the Head of Legal Services.

1 of 6 KROW submission to proposed decision to dispose of POS North Downs Longridge



6.1.2.4, The Council has a fiduciary duty at all times to the taxpayers and must fulfil this duty in a way that is accountable to local people.

2. We ask that you take the advice given by the Open spaces society to reject the
section 123 disposal process and instead progress any land take through the
planning system.

3. Should you decide to dispose of or otherwise negotiate use of the blue land we
would advise that you fully acknowledge the loss you are making on behalf of the
public and outline how you will guarantee the benefits promised. The benefits
should be agreed with community group KROW & Knutsford Town Council, and be
subject to wider public engagement. At this stage this would be as below.

Specifically, 20 acres of public space to include recreational playing field and a full sized
football pitch OR the amount of open space required by the new development plus 6.6
acres to include recreational playing field and a full sized football pitch, whichever is the
higher figure to a better quality including location & access. Enhancement of the remaining
land including access to and particularly that surrounding the Mere and Birkin Brook.
Integration of the new and existing housing on North Downs and Longridge. Regeneration
of the Longridge area. The details outlined in the LPS38 site allocation in the CECLPS.
Especially the wildlife buffers and walking and cycling and public transport access to Active

design principles.

We acknowledge that should the Longridge site become undeliverable then there will be
implications for the housing land allocation in Knutsford.

The reasons for these requests are set out below in points 1-5.
KEY POINTS ARISING FROM THE PROPOSED DECISION PAPERS.
1 The exact detail of the requested decision is unclear.

The Portfolio holder needs to be very sure about the authority he is giving , so that it does
not give rise to any claim that best value will not be achieved.

This is important because without the detail regarding the method , timing and how much
land is involved it is impossible to assess whether best value has/ will be obtained and the
likelihood of any party acquiring the land speculatively to realise increased value in the
future.

Also, the authority is not allowed to give any state aid to any party and it maybe by
disposing of blue land the Council is aiding and abetting a landowner /future developer and
themselves by not satisfying beneficiaries of a covenant on nearby land.
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6.1.2.4. The Council has a fiduciary duty at all times to the taxpayers and must fulfil this duty in a way that is accountable to local people.
2 Decision to dispose of the land in advance of a planning application is unwise and
against the public interest.

The letter from the Open Spaces society concludes that the public interest is not best served
by the decision to dispose under the section 123 1972 Act (amended).

The justification for seeking disposal is subject to planning and the benefits to the public are
subject to planning , so not guaranteed, and should be disregarded, not least becausethe
Authority must demonstrate that no prejudgement has taken place prior to a planning
application. Also it could be against the public interest, as it side steps the planning policy
protection intended in the NPPF and CECLPS.

We note that any comments from the public regarding planning matters were dismissed as
not relevant to the disposal notice, yet the Council made reference to planning matters. A
clear case of inconsistency.

3 Council reputational risk — legal work required to secure planning conditions.

The information in the decision request papers provided is misleading and continues to
understate the loss and overstate the benefit. This will be interpreted by the publicas the
Council not listening and taking a risk outweighing the reward.

The portfolio holder is advised to read all the information himself to satisfy himself that the

material presented is an accurate account of notice of disposal advert consultation

responses received.

Of the 185 responses we would highlight the following 1.0pen Spaces Society— 2.Resident
re Wildlife corridor- 3.KROW - 4. Knutsford Town Council 5 Councillors individual
submissions.

The portfolio holder is advised to understand how the benefits stated can be achieved

through the planning process if freehold disposal has taken place.

The blue land is Green Belt, Wildlife corridor, Open Space, Recreational Playing field lapsed
use Football pitch. (Incidentally the proposed new POS is outside of the allocated LPS38
development site in green belt and would require destruction of the natural environment)

The papers are written in a dismissive tone regarding the nature of the blue land and the
value to the community. The statements that only part, a strip, 4% of the blue land will be
taken, this is misleading and incorrect as this is subject to planning & developers design &
access plans and claims that this is easily lost and the remaining land still available is a
nonsense and insulting bordering on deceptive. It also suggests that only the minimal
replacement will be negotiated for if necessary in the future. It also selectively picks a
phrase from a well written letter regarding Wildlife corridor and undermines it. The area is
recognised as a local wildlife site, both by the Council in its site details for LPS38 and the
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6.1.2.4. The Council has a fiduciary duty at all times to the taxpayers and must fulfil this duty in a way that is accountable to local people.

Cheshire Wildlife Trust. It will be further designated in the Knutsford Neighbourhood plan.
This includes the hedgerows and borders of the blue land. It is evidenced in the Local Plan

Open spaces report.

It is clearly stated that the blue land in question is 6.6 acres and that is the quantity that
would need to be replaced, as well as it the quality being of equal or better than now. That
quality is determined by looking at location and access. Clearly the masterplan from the
landowner’s agent, deposited in the Local plan, showing POS outside the LPS38
development site and beyond the new housing fails that test.

Since the first press release regarding the notice of disposal, reference has been made to 20
acres of new POS being released by a development on LPS 38. No evidence has been
provided to substantiate that. LPS is roughly 25 acres so clearly 20 can’t be found in that.
The land owner (Dewscope — Mark Horrocks & parents) also owns a further 12 acres that
has remained within the green belt and consists of undevelopable land alongside the Birkin
Brook and wilderness shrubs & trees etc. in the NW triangle. The Officer time securing
permissions on that land and the relevant 106 & management company agreements will be
substantial. The public will be enraged to see more green belt, environmentally sensitive
land lost to provide a replacement for the blue land.

Report writers have indicated that the existing Longridge area will benefit from integration
and regeneration. No evidence has been provided of how that will be achieved. The
masterplan provided by landowners agent — Emery Planning and titled ‘Mereside Longridge’
clearly shows that if access is only through the blue land then the new housing will be
shielded from Longridge by retaining the border next to the covenanted green land. Also a
developer is not expected to contribute to regenerating an existing neighbourhood. This
regeneration aspiration was first mooted when one of the beneficiaries of the Covenant,
Great Places Housing was involved in talks to develop the site and they would use any
profits to invest in their ownership on Longridge. Also the owner of the shopping parade &
the pub could reinvest any monies due to upgrade their buildings.

Regeneration and integration should be excluded as a benefit of disposal unless evidence is
provided. It would be subject to planning so outside the scope of this decision- maybe

depending on the answer to point 1.

Finally a key point regarding benefit, Council Officers are promoting considerable benefit
based on planning gain, but the final developer may well be able to argue that to make such
a contribution would make his development unviable. Any non-contractually binding terms
of agreement relating to the decision to dispose would be worthless.
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4 Cabinet Oct 2017 required Officers to carry out further work on the covenant - no
evidence provided and reliance on ‘external legal advisers’ requires scrutiny.

(Ref Appendix 8.)

The portfolio holder must satisfy himself that the ‘external advice’ is from an entirely

independent party, (not related to the landowners, future developers or their agents) in

writing and to the written satisfaction of the Head of Legal Services at Cheshire East Council.

Perhaps the Portfolio holder should ask the question how much will legal work cost to

attempt to negotiate the discharge an dwhy isn’t it being recharged to the landowner.

Officers maintain their position that a covenant on the green land is not possible to
overcome and this justifies the disposal of the blue land to give sole road access to an
allocated site LPS38 . As a result of this judgement we understand that the in-house legal
team have not been instructed to work on starting negotiations with the beneficiaries.
Offers from Knutsford Town Council to identify the beneficiaries to enable negotiation to
start have been rebuffed.

If the Council fails to attempt to negotiate with the beneficiaries, as it is the owner of both
green & blue land it may be subject to claims that is attempting to deny the beneficiaries
their rights in order to save itself from expense and obtain maximum benefit itself. Tothat
end it would also be assisting a landowner to achieve maximum sale value on land that is
landlocked. It is also reasonable to assume that when the covenant was put in place , the
extent was not drawn around the blue land because it was designated open space and
protection from disposal was assumed.

Appendix 8 Covenant does not confirm what action has been taken since October 2017. It
does not confirm that legal advice has been commissioned and obtained in writing. It does
not confirm whether the external adviser is in any way connected with the Council, the
Landowner or future Developer of the site.

Moreover, the proposed decision request appears now to suggest that access will be
required across the Green Land, so that will require overcoming the covenant. If so then the
blue land is clearly not needed.

3.4 It is, however, pertinent to consider disposing of the Green Land in tandem with the Blue
Land to ensure connectivity to the open space for new residents of the prospective adjacent
development. This would not affect the covenants in place in respect of the Green Land.

Again below benefits are stated that are misleading overpromising.

4.2 Provision of significant public open space within LPS 38 by implication also replacing any
public open space affected by the provision of an access to the site

LPS 38 is circa 25 acres. Blue land is 6.6 acres. The land previously outlined as POS by the
agent in a masterplan is outside of LPS38 in the green belt and wilderness.
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The developer would be able to design a scheme that enhances the overall provision and
quality of public open space in the locality

He could but would be under no obligation to do so and may be held ransom to purchase
the land outside of LPS38 but in DEWSCOPE ownership. Also this confirms that the intent
may be not to deliver the new 20 acres but enhance the land which has been removed from
open space designation and give it back with a road through it.

7.1 Crossing the Blue Land presents the only realistic opportunity to create certainty of

development, subject to the planning process.
This is clearly a contradiction in a sentence.

5 Capital receipt for sale & the inclusion of LPS38 in CECLPS —
Cabinet May-Oct 2017 information.

The portfolio holder should consider whether anv material facts or reasons for part 2
disclosure have changed in the last vear and bring them to the attention of the Cabinet to
see if a different decision would be reached and to seek support for the negotiation with

beneficiaries to begin in earnest at the landowners cost.

The value of that receipt is clearly much less than when the Engine of the North promoted
the blue land for removal from the greenbelt and inclusion within the site for housing

known now as LPS38.

It is clear that this position would suit Cheshire East Council, particularly the assets team as
a capital receipt is held up as a benefit to the disposal of blue land. The previous promotion
by Engine of the North and apparent Heads of Agreement with the landowner, appears to
have created a legacy of ambition that needs rethinking.

It is widely known that the existence of a covenant was not made known to the examiner
and that this would have affected the assessment of the deliverability of the site and
questioned its allocation as a strategic site. Cheshire East Council cannot continue to cover
up one error by making another in disposing of the blue land without using best endeavours
to negotiate discharge of the covenant. Then it must be transparent by progressing through

the planning process.

Knutsford Residents in Over Ward (KROW)

Aiming for transparency and fairness in matters relating to residents in Knutsford Over Ward
Campaigning to save Green Belt , Wildlife corridor, Open Space, Recreational Playing field

Football pitch at Higher Downs North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Highlighting that Cheshire East Council have made a Local Plan with policies that they should

stick to.
Constituted community group representing 200 people.
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From: _

Sent: 12 August 2018 10:47
To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: northdowns longridge playing fields

I am very upset at the idea these playing fields are to be dug up. | have lived in Knutsford for 42 years. When we
bought our house in Delmar Road we understood the fields were green belt and could not be touched. Both my
children used to play on the fields and had so much fun When my grandchildren visit they too enjoy playing on the
fields.

When there is so much concern with obesity in children surely it is imperative that playing fields are left. As schools do
less and less sport areas for children to run and play are extremely important.



From:

Sent: 12 August 2018 13:13

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space
Subject: Disposal of Open Space at Longridge, Knutsford
Attachments: Letter Re Disposal.docx

Dear Sir or Madam,

Please find attached letter in connection with the current consultation on the disposal of the open space at
Longridge Knutsford

Yours faithfully,



12 August 2018

Disposal of Open Space
Cheshire East Council

Re: Disposal of Open Space at Longridge
Dear Sir or Madam,

We are writing to you in connection with the Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at
Longridge, Knutsford dated 17" July 2018.

Whilst | recognise the work that the council, its officers and members of interested groups including
KROW have done and that the current proposal, ~¥4% of blue land, is an improvement, we still
believe there are underlying issues that need to be resolved.

The council has received responses in connection with the previous proposal and has rejected some
on the basis that they should be considered under the planning process related to the main LPS38
land. However, it uses some contrary arguments related to planning to justify some of its own
arguments for disposal, it cannot selectively decide on this basis.

The whole situation is a catch 22 in so far as that the amount of blue land to be disposed of needs to
be agreed by a successful planning application. The land cannot be sold until planning has been
agreed and so conditions and the planning process is vital to whether part of the blue land should be
disposed of.

The covenant on the green strip of land is written to prevent the development of LPS38 without
remediation to the holders of the covenant. The risk management section of the latest council
report does not mention this. There is a real risk that beneficiaries of the covenant seek damages
from the council and landowner of LPS38 in enabling this development. By allowing access across
the blue land the council has effectively allowed a bypass of the covenant. The costs, fees and
damages defending this would far outweigh any costs spent dissolving the covenant correctly.

The new proposal although subject to planning permission is already in breach of local planning
conditions. The limit of only one access road when a minimum of two for this size of development
are required is predetermining plans. The following significant impacts will be made as a result of
this predetermination: -

1) Lack of regeneration of existing Longridge housing estate, LPS38 was initially allocated on
the basis of a joined-up approach, benefitting the local community. The most recent
proposals show a distinctly separate site with no integration. This is presumably to
maximise profits for developers ahead of community

2) Sshiftin traffic, with traffic now exiting the new development at a different point the flow of
traffic will come through an already at capacity housing estate past two busy primary
schools, rather than exiting to Mobberley Road. This will significantly increase the risk of
accident, congestion and air pollution in the area of Higher Downs and Manor Park South
and North



The proposal to replace lost open space however small is not acceptable as this is using non-open
space greenbelt including parts of Birkin Brook and its protection is specifically noted in LPS38
section C of the Cheshire East Local Plan (CELP). LPS38 stated that provision be made within the
existing boundaries for open space, however this additional open space is currently outside of LPS38
therefore allowing the developer to build more houses in LPS38 and justify opening up further green
belt and destroying natural habitats, against the agreed CELP. There is no open space, formal or
informal, in the boundaries of LPS38 and the proposed open space is significantly away from the
blue land and is only accessible through the new housing development. There is no parking in the
current plan so it will not provide a like for like replacement.

In summary, whilst we appreciate the reduced amount of blue land to be disposed and the work
around that: -

1) The disposal of the land, is predetermining the design of the development and that this
disposal should not be considered until a full planning application has been granted. A
subsequent notice to dispose could then be conducted with all known consequences at the
time

2) That the development of LPS38 without due consideration and disposal of the covenant runs
a real risk of the council incurring large legal costs defending itself from covenant
beneficiaries seeking damages

Therefore, at this moment we cannot support the disposal of any part of the biue land.

Yours faithfully,



e

From:

Sent: 13 August 2018 09:52

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

co I

Subject: REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford
Dear Sirs

I'read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit that
would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green belt adjacent
to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has been given in writing,
or a witness that the 'external legal' source is independent of any third party seeking to benefit froma decision.
There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the green strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if required for
aroad, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect it isin danger of
bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.

Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.

I ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant and
evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to requirements.



TR AUG 70k

Monday 13" August 2018

Dear ClIr Arnold,

PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC OPEN SPACE, LONGRIDGE/ NORTH DOWNS

Having reviewed the documents published on 17" July, the Town Council remains strongly opposed to
the proposed disposal of the public open space on Longridge/North Downs delineated blue on plans.
We have previously expressed that this is a big issue in Knutsford and one that has caused an
unprecedented amount of contact from residents to the Town Council.

The published documents heavily lean towards a decision to disposal of part of the public open space to
allow a road to be built through it to serve the new development. There are two main reasons for this
given in the reports:

a) [tonlyinvolves disposing of 4% of the land
b) The covenant cannot be set aside

DISPOSING OF 4%

The assertion that disposing of only 4% of the land is acceptable is dismissed by the Town Council. As a
matter of principle, we remain strongly opposed to any disposal of this public open space when it has
not been proven that the covenant cannot be set aside.

The report refers to disposal of 4% of the land which sounds very minor. However, the reality is that
more than 4% of the usable space would be lost. The area is currently a large field and the creation of a
road would cut at least 10% of the usable land off from the remainder. This would sterilise the cut off
fand from its existing use, relegating it to little more than amenity green space unsuitable for general
recreation use. The remainder of the site would also be greatly impacted and an area around the new
road would not be usable for recreation due to its proximity to traffic.



This open space should have a 90m football pitch (Cheshire East Council has failed to reinstate the goal
posts) and losing this part of the site would prevent this football pitch being reinstated without the
removal of the established hedgerow in the centre of the site.

THE COVENANT

You will be aware that the Town Council has undertaken its own research into the covenant. it is agreed
that the covenant is enforceable and accepted that the Borough Council does not have the power to
compel the beneficiaries to release the covenant.

Section 3.3.1 of the covenant report states:

The extent of the benefitting land is not identified and whilst further work on this issue has been
undertaken by external legal advisors, significantly more work would be needed to define the
exact extent of this.

We purchased HM Land Registry title document CH113177 “Land on the east side of Longridge,
Knutsford” which is for the green land. This document refers to the restrictive covenant between
Manchester City Council and Macclesfield Borough Council arising from the transfer dated 11" July
1977.

We then purchased a copy of this transfer document which states:

...and the [Macclesfield Borough Council] so as to bind the land hereby transferred and to the
benefit of the remainder of the land comprised in Title Number CH15982 hereby covenants with
the [Manchester City Council] for ever hereafter to keep and maintain the land hereby
transferred as an open space and to leave the same unbuilt upon...

We then purchased the documents for CH15982 which is now filed as CH365317. This very clearly
identifies the land which benefits from the covenant. This land being the Longridge estate as built by

Manchester City Council.
It is confusing, therefore, that the report states that the benefitting land is not identified —it is.

The benefit of the covenant transfers with ownership of the land. The majority of the benefitting land is
now owned by Great Places Housing Association. Great Places has confirmed to the Town Council its in
principle agreement to assist in the release of the covenant.

In addition to Great Places, Manchester City Council owns the Falcon Bearer Public House. We have
spoken with the City Council and are hopeful that they too would agree to release the covenant, having
impressed upon them that it is in the community’s best interest.

We have obtained records from HM Land Registry of all freehold ownership for the benefitting land.
There are a further 110 freehold owners. The majority are owner occupiers, a small number are owned
by residents living elsewhere in Knutsford and a small number owned by companies or landlords from

outside the area.

it is clear, therefore, that it is possible to seek to arrange a deed of release with the parties enjoying the
benefit of covenant. The Town Council offers its support in negotiating for the beneficiaries to agree to




this as we believe that a strong case can be put to them that it is in their best interests in order to
safeguard our existing public open space and to ensure that the new estate links into Longridge. This is
the desired community outcome.

CONCLUSION

The Town Council reiterates that we fully support the development of LPS 38 and the disposal of the
green land. We believe it has great potential to provide community benefit in the surrounding area. The
Cheshire East Council Design Guide sets out a requirement for multiple accesses and this would not be
met by providing a single access over the playing fields.

The response to the Public Open Space Disposal Notice, the previously submitted petitions to each
Cheshire East Council and the Town Council and the unprecedented level of contact we have had with
residents clearly demonstrates the public’s view that the disposal of blue land is not supported. The
Town Council implores you to undertake thorough exploratory work on the covenant to seek its
discharge. The Town Council offers its support in doing this, in organising meetings and engaging with
the beneficiaries.

We request that in advance of any decision being taken that you meet with the Town Coundil to discuss

and explore the issues highlighted in this letter in more detail.
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" August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Coundil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust's report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. Alt of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. [t is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7} The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdiife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. {t's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. Ali of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate,

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development, (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise,

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should he
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {(ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is prote ted from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Councll sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this fandlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerel




Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public {walkers dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built, | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. it forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save,

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this operi space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise,

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. Itis a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public {(walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a schoo! and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Coundl sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built, | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. I agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfaolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the foliowing reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from pecple's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. {Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poliution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. it may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. [ agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes plants, a pond and ad'oins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it wouid divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is ted from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibitity.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, aswell as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours si




Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38 where 225 houses are to be built.  object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust's report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment” (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




L/; August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
lohn's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is ed from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment” (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on [t would divide and reduce this open space and detract from peopie's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors, They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely




{; August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38 where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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YU\ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are ta be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open spaze and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely



l’]’ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Woed Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the ad’oining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




7’ August 01y

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. I object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
fohn's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is cted from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poliution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |

ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. I agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

o Sincerely _

o us e J{\d\’s oo Yo fake. \W\Q Q,_W\CQ\{Q AN ;ﬁf e
soo e ~okuce .




Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and ad oins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment” {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site I1s a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should he
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




[

< August2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be buiit. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should he
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Y




7 August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38 where 225 houses are to be built. { object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. 1t forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public {walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development, | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely

SN Doad 1o Bp e



é August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this oper space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it} is ed from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.




;7’ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. 1t forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwocd. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




7 August2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
hotses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from pesple's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is  tected from development. {Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or alt of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. I agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerel
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it} is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7} The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8} It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

You
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees {(ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from peopie's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development, | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.




- N August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2} Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from pecple's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. {t may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
Is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely

[




From:

Sent: 14 August 2018 10:

Subject: [OFFICIAL] Proposed Sale of land at Longridge, Knutsford for Dewscope housing
development

Dear All,

Please find below a further email received regarding the above.

Many thanks.

Chesh

Working fora together

From

Sent 14 Auiust 2018 03:28

Sub]ect Proposed Sale of land at Longridge, Knutsford for Dewscope housing development

F'write to you regarding the proposed housing development of 225 houses near Longridge, Knutsford and
two Council owned open space sites. | object to this housing development and the sale of these two
adjacent parcels of fand.

Having grown up in the local area, | would like to highlight the importance of these areas to the local
environment and the wellbeing of surrounding communities.

I'am saddened that the council plans to sell part of the football pitch and break a legal convenant in selling
the strip of land opposite the Longridge estate.

I'spent many hours during my youth with my brother playing on this football pitch. However, in recent
years the local authority has failed to actively maintain it.

A further housing development in this area will put further strain on local infrastructure and facilities.
What provision have you made for dealing with the extra traffic this development will create ? Where will
the residents of these new houses send their children to school ? Or which health facilities will these
families use ?

| also understand that in your local plan you have failed to explicitly outline the implications of this
development on these two land holdings and the subsequent need for access. | feel this is rather
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disingenuous. Why didn't you clearly state the implications of this in the local plan you produced since it
directly affects the public.

| also find it rather intriguing that one of the main beneficiaries of this development is not local residents,
but a London-based hedge fund manager, via Dewscope Ltd, who will obviously make a considerable
profit. It appears to me that his father, a former house builder, purchased this land many years ago with
the sole purpose of having its green belt status revoked years later. A shrewd investment or cynical carpet-
bagging ? That's open to interpretation. However, | would be surprised if some members of the council
weren't already aware that this was the intention all along.

Nevertheless, the point isn't who will benefit financially, | do agree that more affordable housing is needed
in the town. But not at the expense of existing communities who will lose out through greater traffic, less

green space and reduced bio-diversity. It will hit the general wellbeing of people in the entire area.

| urge you to reconsider the sale of the council-owned football pitch, breaking of the convenant and more
broadly, the entire housing development.

Yours sincerely,



,‘{ ,
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Councll sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerel




é August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and ad oins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. [t
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

s C

h SinCerely_




- August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. {'m writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built, | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it,

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford's Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. {(Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. it is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) it was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. !
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, 2 pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. it forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. 5t
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




{~ August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Coundil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2} Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for voung teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and shouldbe
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




(f August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landiocked site in the iocal plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. it
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed intoa
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it} is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and shouldbe
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. it's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely

&
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Coundil sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with specia! needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from develooment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page21l)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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1 August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two ad oining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc} for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the poflution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerghs ' )




August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from develobment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibiiity.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands, |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. it forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is pbrotected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely

LT
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed intoa
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, ScotsPines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purpases. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ [Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should he
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes,

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from develo ment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




// August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

{Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it wouid divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ {Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could notcope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently { oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses «n it would divide and reduce this open space anJ detract from peopie’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local ptan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




& August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it wouid divide and reduce this open space and detract from peopie’s enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from develobment. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should he
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. [t comprises a brook, trees {ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. it forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses o1 it would divide and reduca this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. [t may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely




=V August 2018

Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to youas the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the foliowing reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. it comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. St
John's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space and detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network {this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cape
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the pollution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. it may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.
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Re: Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford. I'm writing to you as the
Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Regeneration about the two Cheshire East Council sites

(Green and Blue) adjacent to LPS 38, where 225 houses are to be built. | object to the development
of LPS 38 and consequently | oppose the sale of the two adjoining strips for the following reasons: -

1) The Dewscope owned site has not been farmed for many decades so has transformed into a
natural wilderness abundant in wildlife. It comprises a brook, trees (ancient woodland, Scots Pines,
many young oaks), bushes, plants, a pond and adjoins a mere used for fishing. It forms part of an
important wildlife corridor between Tatton Park and Springwood. It is not possible to replicate.

2) Major development is planned for Knutsford. Easily accessible green breathing spaces, to escape
to, are increasingly important. This place is the most suitable and obvious to save.

3) The LPS 38 area is used daily by the public (walkers, dog owners etc) for recreational purposes. 5t
john's Wood Academy use it as a forest school for young teenagers with special needs. Building
houses on it would divide and reduce this open space anc' detract from people's enjoyment of it.

4) Cheshire Wildlife Trust’s report ‘Protecting & Enhancing Knutsford’s Natural Environment’ (Oct.
2017), included LPS 38 as an area of distinctiveness providing important wildlife habitats, as well as
acting as ecological stepping stones and corridors. They recommend that the corridor network (this
site is a big part of it) is protected from development. (Map 10, page 14 & paragraph 2, page 21)

5) Mobberley Road is congested. This part of town, being restricted by Tatton Park, could not cope
with an extra 1,500 vehicles from Parkgate and Longridge, not to mention the polfution and noise.

6) Constructing a road through the Blue playing field to join Longridge would create a dangerous
cross roads on a camber, near a school and bus stop with restricted visibility.

7) The Council have a duty to maintain the Green strip. It may be overgrown but in reality it has an
abundance of trees, bushes and plants. It is a haven for insects and birdlife.

8) It was a mistake to put this landlocked site in the local plan. It's not deliverable and should be
removed from it. Therefore its not necessary to sell any or all of the adjoining Green or Blue lands. |
ask you not to dispose of them. The Trust said it should be protected from development. | agree. It
is too important ecologically. All of it should continue to be available for recreational purposes.

Yours sincerely
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Cc: Cabinet & Mayor & Knutsford Ward Clirs.

11 August 2018 by email.

oeor

Ref: Proposed decision to dispose of POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford.

We repeat our request that we would appreciate a meeting with you beforeyou
decide on the (unclear) proposal. This could not now be before September 10",

We ask that you do not agree to dispose of this land at this time, as there is
considerable reputational, legal & financial risk to Cheshire East Council. As we
have questioned the Officers reports we ask that you consider whether it is
appropriate for you to take this decision as an individual without further scrutiny.

Unwritten, uncredited, external advice is not good enough. We ask that you seek a
quote for the engagement of professional services to formally start the process of
discharging the covenant and request payment of this by the party requesting
access. This would remove the report writers stated barrier to CEC re such action.

We ask that you question the summary of representation and responses given in
the report, where mention of a letter from the Open Spaces society was not
explicitly declared and the tone dismisses public representation by continuing to
understate the community value and overstate the benefits of disposing of the
land. This land (since 1969) is playing field, recreational amenity land in the green
belt adjacent to a local wildlife site as per the Local plan evidence papers and this
has implications for future planning.

We ask that you consider that it would be in the Knutsford public interest to
alternatively take this request for access forward entirely via the planning process.

To show good faith we also request a review of the Asset of Community Value
decision which was recently refused following the assets team involvement.

Overleaf are supporting comments to these requests. Other submissions have been made
via the general consultation email address.

Your

Aiming for transparency and fairness in matters relating to residents in Knutsford Over Ward.
A constituted community group representing 200 people.

1of Z_August 2018 proposed disposal decision.



We understand that Cabinet delegated a decision to you to decide whether or not to dispose of any
or all of the green or blue land. This to be after giving due consideration to (b)any representations
made to a notice to dispose and (a) further work to explore options for facilitating the access to a
proposed housing site across covenanted land including consultation on the same. The disposal
requiring that best value be achieved and the circumstances requiring the Council to demonstrate its
fiduciary duty in a way that is accountable to local people.

The Officer tasked with providing (a) on the green land, Frank Jordan has provided a summary report
to you with appendices. This includes significant input from Officer Andrew Kehoe and another
collation of representation provided by an unnamed source. It is totally unclear what decision you
are being asked to make regarding the timing, method and amount of disposal. At this point it looks
like a blank approval for disposal of all the land subject to assets negotiation with no oversight.

Under public law as a Portfolio Holder you could reasonably expect to defend your decision based on
a recommendation from Officers. However, it can be challenged that (2) the summary of
representations is not a fair one and there is (1) no evidence of further work having been
undertaken on the covenant. This work should have attempted to discharge the covenant.

This having been highlighted to you, now makes the decision yours alone and should encourage total
scrutiny of all the material provided and you reaching your own conclusion. You may wish to ask for
further clarification on matters that may concern you, or conclude that the decision is not possible
by you given that the Officers involved and the implication on a strategic housing site in the Local
plan questions your unfettered independence on this matter. We would advise that an unfettered
third party help you or Cabinet/Council with any scrutiny in this matter.

1) The green land covenant advice has been given on the basis of external legal advice and the
assumption that work to formally negotiate a discharge of the covenant would be a costly exercise
for Cheshire East Council. If as it is assumed, a landowner has requested permission for access across
Council owned land then it should be for that applicant to pay for any costs involved in investigating
the options and providing such access. We suggest that in fact it is the potential cost of satisfying the
beneficiaries to achieve such a discharge is the key point here. Again this would need to be
reclaimed in any price of disposal of land to such party. So at worst Cheshire East Council would have
a cash flow consideration — not a total cost liability. To not do this by for example disposing of the
blue land would give the landowner a huge benefit.

2) The report writers were also the ones that formally presented the information to Cabinet for a
decision last October, originally seeking complete non-disclosure under part 2. Then and now the
officers continue to be dismissive of the community value and use of the land. Clearly on behalf of
the Council they have an interest in continuing to challenge what is obviously the case. There is
recent evidence of interference in other places where the Council has been asked to consider the
land. (Two recently this year and previously by Engine of the North in submissions to the Local plan
and in response to communication from a local Councillor.)

Significantly the decision papers report fails to explicitly state that a letter was received from the
Open Spaces society “urging rejection of this request” and land request be taken forward entirely
through the planning process to ensure that all relevant planning policies apply.

2 of 2 _August 2018 proposed disposal decision.



FAO Cheshire East Council
Westfields

Middlewich Road
Sandbach

14™ August 2018

Dear Sirs
Re Longridge Land Proposals

I write in connection with the proposed development site at Longridge, Knutsford and plans to sell
or access any such development via open space land (‘Blue’ land) and/or the adjacent grass verge
(‘Green’ fand) and wish to submit my objections to the proposals

I strongly object to disposal of the grass verge (‘Green’ land) or it's use to access the proposed
development site. The council have described the verge as ‘overgrown vegetation’ but this
description fails to acknowledge the number of mature trees that are located within the

verge. These trees enhance our (i.e. mine and Longridge residents in general) environment by
improving biodiversity, assisting in reducing noise pollution and improving air quality. The trees
provide us with pleasure as they are appealing to look at and their use by wildlife e.g. squirrels
provides added interest. The verge acts as a wildlife corridor and is used by foxes, badgers and
pheasants, whilst I've seen or heard other birds including owls, jays, and woodpeckers using the
trees.

Longridge is already a dangerous road for vehicles and any increase in the volume of traffic will only
increase the risk of accidents, both near the Industrial estate and at the bends closer to the
proposed development. It will also make it very difficult for residents with properties fronting the
suggested new access points to safely drive in and out of their properties. The new roundabout
proposed at the junction with Parkgate will result in tailbacks of vehicles along the Mobberley Road
which wilf in turn cause traffic to backup along Longridge. This is an issue in its own right but is
compounded by the parking outside Longridge Trading Estate which effectively reduces the width of
the road to one lane. | have seen numerous near misses and was myself hit in the rear of my car by
another vehicle whilst waiting for a vehicle coming from the other direction.

Itis acknowledged that there are some instances of anti-social behaviour within Longridge, as in
other parts of Knutsford. Notwithstanding this, Longridge has a strong sense of community, as
evidenced by the support given to events and activities that are organised for both local residents
and to raise funds for charity. However sense of community is affected by its size. At present many
of the Longridge residents know one another - if the size of the urban area grows, by removing the



verge ('Green’ land) and reducing the size of the open space (‘Blue’ land), then our sense of
‘belonging’ will reduce and this is likely to increase feelings of anxiety particularly amongst elderly

residents.

Cheshire East Council’s report dated 10 October 2017 suggests that a new development will have
‘regenerative benefits to the Longridge Estate’ and that the developer will be able to ‘enhance the
overall provision and quality of public open space in the locality’. The proposals are for a new
housing development not for new facilities on Longridge therefore it is difficult to understand what
regenerative benefits this would provide. At present, Longridge residents have access to an open
space (‘Blue’ land) used by many of the local children and an area of wild open scrub and woodland
with footpaths on our doorstep - great for promoting our health and wellbeing. New facilities may
be created within the new development but the point is that the existing facilities are on our
doorstep —any removal or reduction of these diminishes the provision of open space for Longridge
residents. Anything new will primarily be of benefit to the new development as there are already
alternative facilities within Knutsford The green spaces {‘blue’ and ‘green’ land as well as the
proposed development site) also give us a sense of pride in the area as they make it a nice place to

live.

Yours sincerely




From: |

Sent: 14 August 2018 17:39

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

Cc —

Subject: Objection: Disposal of Public Open Space at Longridge Knutsford
Attachments: Disposal of POS land at Longridge Objection.pdf

To whom it may concern,

Please find attached a response to the disposal of Public Open Space at Longridge Knutsford on behalf of Great
Places Housing Group and our residents.

Please could you confirm receipt of this email.

Great Places Housing Group is a profit-for-purpose business which owns around 19,000 homes in 35 local authority
areas across the north of England. Our Independence and Wellbeing service also provides support for aimost 1700
customers including some of the most vulnerable people in our society. In the last financial year we developed 625
new homes to rent and buy as well as running a wide range of projects and initiatives to benefit our customers and
their communities

THE GREAT PLACES VISION

Great homes. Great communities. Great people

Our Great new c
wb t now V -

Register todzy :~d manzge yoor hore anc terancy with
just & “ew cuick o cx3. .

ANW.Areatplaces.ora.uk



Follow us on:

Facebook : www.facebook.com/GreatPlacesHousing

Twitter: twitter.com/MyGreatPlace
This Email (and any attachments) is confidential and intended for the use of the addressee only. If you have received

this email in error please notify the originator of the message and delete it from your system.This email has been
scanned for viruses. However, you open any attachments at your own risk. Any views expressed in this message are
those of the individual sender and do not represent the views or opinions of Great Places Housing Group unless
expressly stated otherwise.
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reat Places Housing Group response to the Proposed Disposal of Public HOUSING GROUP

Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford

Great Places Housing Group wishes to object to the proposed disposal of the Public Open Space
(POS) referred to as ‘blue land’ at Longridge, Knutsford to be used as access to any new residential
development on the allocated land. As the site (LPS38) has been allocated within the adopted Local
Plan, the suitability of this site for residential development is not considered within this response.

We consider that it is most beneficial to both the existing residents of Longridge and those of any
proposed development; that if any development is to proceed, that the Council work with those
included within the covenant to secure the ‘green land’ as access to the site with an active frontage
along Longridge.

Great Places are a local landlord in the area with properties on the existing Longridge Estate.
Through our Community Insight Report we know that neighbourhoods within Knutsford ranked
among the most deprived 20% of neighbourhoods in England on IMD 2015 and the seven IMD
domains. Our qualitative work on the estate for a number of years and collected data tells us that
there are numerous vulnerable residents who live within the Longridge community.

We are aware that there are approximately 400 young people aged 0-15 who would be impacted by
the loss of the green spaces and the proposed disposal of public open space, as discussed below.
There are nearly 300 people who are over the age of 65 living on the estate. Of these three hundred,
102 pensioners are living on their own. Although age alone does not denote vulnerability, 85 people
are receiving Attendance Allowance. This is significant in such a tight geography because it is payable
to people over the age of 65 who are severely disabled, physically or mentally and require personal
care or supervision. 50 people are receiving Disability Living Allowance which is payable to children
and adults in or out of work who are below the age of 65 and who are disabled, need help with
personal care or have walking difficulties. In addition 2017 figures show that 55 people are receiving
benefits as a direct result of their mental health and this does not take into account those who may
be receiving other benefits and still suffering mental health issues. Many of the local residents will
be impacted by the loss of POS and any proposed new development and might not either have fully
understood or have been able to voice their concerns due to their vulnerabilities. As such, this
response to the proposed disposal of land is written on behalf of Great Places Housing Group and
our residents in the local area.

The objection centres on the loss of public open space, potential missed opportunities that could
derive from a central entrance between the existing and allocated site if any development were to
go ahead, and the impact that this will have on existing residents and businesses in Longridge given
that there is another way of progressing any potential development through an alternative access.
Were access to be taken through the existing open space, isolated communities would be created.

It is understood that the disposal of either piece of land could allow future development to take
place in accordance with the local plan strategy.

Loss of Useable Public Open Space

Great Places do not consider that it is necessary for the disposal and loss of this public amenity when
sufficient access to the site could be gained from the ‘green land’, if required, which is subject to a
covenant.

Great Places consider that the loss of this open space would have a significant, negative impact upon
the existing residents of Longridge and the North Downs area.

Great Places Housing Group Limited: Chief Executive, Matthew Harrison. HCA Registration Number: L4465, Community Benefit Registered Society: 30045R.

Registered Officer 2A Derwent Avenue, Manchester M21 7QP I T P

Great Places Housing Assaciation: HCA Registration Number: £1230 Community Benefit Registered Society: 19564R (B iw] d|sqb|||ty ! ¢ AE,

Registered Office: 2A Derwent Avenue, Manchester M21 7QP. & fiF confide.t &'3_,,\,&

Great Places Housing Association’s liability is limited, Great Places Housing Association is an exempt charity TRPLOYER  avems INVESTOIR IN PRLOPLE investor in excefience
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Public comments made to Great Places and within news articles, demonstrate that the open space is
a well used and valued piece of land. The subject land is used for recreational purposes including
children’s play, dog walking and until recent years was a formal football pitch.

The allocated development site is also a well used informal open space at present and has been in
use for many years. Whilst the loss of this has been agreed through the allocation of the site for
residential development within the adopted Local Plan; this therefore makes it increasingly
important that the remaining formal open space is fully retained to meet the communities’ needs.
The informal open space (the proposed development site) and POS (blue land) are heavily used for
dog walking and general recreational activities. The loss of this POS is therefore in direct conflict to
the information provided within the disposal report which states that: “The reduction in the area of
land available for recreational use is not considered such as would prevent or materially curtail other
recreational activities. The marshy nature of the land is less than ideal for ball games over a
significant proportion of the year.”

Whilst Cheshire East Council have tried to make reassurances on the amount of land to be reinstated
through any planning application on the allocated residential land, it is well documented that many
developers are looking to reduce the contributions that they make on planning applications due to
viability. As such, Great Places query how the council plan to enforce the replacement of the playing
fields and ensure that this is not done with the loss of other required contributions towards
affordable housing, travel plans, education amongst others.

It is well reported that public open space contributes to social wellbeing and therefore, continued,
safe access to this space must be protected before, during and after any construction on the
neighbouring site for existing residents including children and vulnerable residents.
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The council’s intentions to use approximately 4% of the existing POS and the assumption that the
remaining space could be continually used during construction is flawed. Great Places have concerns
that the area identified as being lost by the Council will not be large enough for an adoptable road
width with footpaths either side, visibility splays and construction space around this. As such, a
greater amount of the site would be lost during and after construction which would impact upon the
availability of the area for existing recreational users.

It is documented that there are open space requirements/shortages in the locality as discussedin
the Open Space Assessment report for Knutsford 2012. The north-east of Knutsford is mentioned in
relation to a shortage of allotment provision and eastern Knutsford generally in terms of poor
accessibility to outdoor Sports Facilities. As such, it seems counter-active that the suggestion isto
loose even a small amount of the existing POS facilities within this area in the north east of
Knutsford, even if this is for a temporary period of time.

As identified, the ‘blue land’ is well used recreational green space, and forms part of the character of
Longridge providing open space and views of the woodland beyond into the Green Belt. This shouid
be seen as an asset to the community and the loss of this open space is not supported. The open
space provides recreational space, which is easily accessed by all members of the community, in an
otherwise mainly residential area. The local community benefit from its availability and constructing
a road through it will make it less safe, due to construction and residential traffic, and it will be less
used, reducing an already low level of open space provision within the area.

Any loss of green field land inevitably results in a loss of wildlife habitat. In an increasingly developed
area of Knutsford this should not be supported, especially when, as discussed, there is another
possible access to the allocated site which would have a minimal impact on existing wildlife and
open space. The lighting of an adoptable highway, across currently dark space could have a serious
impact upon birds nesting in nearby trees and other habitats. This coupled with the loss of habitats
should any proposed development come forward on the allocated site would have a significant
negative impact upon local habitats and therefore wildlife.

The ‘blue land’ falls within the defined Green Belt boundary. The purposes of the Green Belt as
identified within the NPPF (2018) include preventing areas merging into one another and preventing
the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas. Whilst paragraph 146 part ¢ of the NPPF states that
local transport infrastructure is “not inappropriate in the Green Belt provided they preserve its
openness and do not conflict with the purposes of including land within it”, in this situation, Great
Places consider that the construction of the road would not preserve the openness of the area.As an
area, outside of the Green Belt, can be used to access the proposed residential development site,
Great Places do not consider it to be appropriate development within the Green Belt.

Overall, there are substantial negative impacts of the disposal of the ‘blue land’ should it be used as
the access for any development which may come forward on the allocated site. Whilst any loss of
green field land impacts upon wildlife and their habitat; it is considered that should access be
required to the allocated site, access through the ‘green land’ would have a reduced impact
compared with the ‘blue land’.

Potential Uplift and Regeneration of the Area

The use of the ‘green land’ as access to the proposed development site, should it come forward,
could afford an opportunity to uplift the Longridge estate. The disposal of the ‘green land’ would
provide an opportunity to remove a physical and potential social barrier between the new housing
and the Longridge Estate rather than creating two separated communities which would not have
sustainable village centres with local facilities. Providing frontage of the new development onto
Longridge would enable better connectivity across the wider neighbourhood.
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This frontage onto the Longridge highway would provide the opportunity to uplift the existing
commercial facilities and create a village centre around the existing facilities for both existing and
new developments. This would be of benefit to all local persons.

Existing facilities include; a local shop, takeaway, pub and community café. The location of the
entrance opposite or in close proximity to, the existing facilities will improve the visibility of these
facilities. This in turn, would increase the footfall in the area leading to the potential for more
business opportunities to arise around this commercial centre, increased economic benefit to the
area and lead to further regeneration.

By investing in the access across the ‘green land’, a more sustainable community and commercial
facilities can be created if the allocated site is to be developed.

Safety and Good Design

Access through the ‘green land’ would enable a safer street scene due to the natural surveillance
provided by facing the existing residential and commercial area. This would also improve vehicular
and pedestrian permeability between the proposed and existing areas. It is anticipated that if the
two sites are combined thoughtfully, design wise, any potential hostility between the existing and
proposed residential areas could be removed along with the physical barrier that the trees on the
‘green land’ would create between the two developments.

The natural surveillance from passing traffic and existing homes would provide a safer access to any
new development which is more favourable to pedestrians and cyclists. Access across the ‘blue land’
would not provide this safety to cyclists and pedestrians, as although the entrance to the
development would be lit, there is limited natural surveillance over the POS area in the evening.
Sufficient amount of street lighting would have to be provided across the access to the development
to ensure safety, which would also have a negative impact on the setting of the Green Belt and on
the habitat of local wildlife in the public open space ‘blue land’.

A wider entrance to the development could also be provided across the ‘green land’ as the amount
of land designated to the highway wouldn’t be restricted. The current proposal for it to be across
the ‘blue land’ limits the highway to only 4% of the public open space to minimise loss. A wider
entrance and visibility splays would provide greater vehicular safety in and out of the development
and help to reduce the impact of the increased traffic in the area.

The loss of public open space, as discussed above, is also a safety concern as this reduces the
amount of public open space within an acceptable distance from the existing community who have a
range of accessibility requirements. Although the report states the public open space will be re-
provisioned as part of any new development, the current access proposal across the ‘blue land’
would create an inward looking cul-de-sac development. The public open space land is currently
used for children to play on and as a parent, it is unlikely you would be comfortable for your children
have to play on the re-provisioned land that is located further away and located within a new
community which, based on current designs, lacks integration with the existing housing. This is on
top of the additional roads that would need to be crossed in order to access the newly provisioned
open space. It is also noted that some of the more vulnerable existing residents, could find
accessing the new POS challenging and this could have a negative impact upon the already isolated
members of the community.

Viability of the Use of the ‘Green Land’

The report produced in support of the disposal does not substantiate the claim that the use of the
covenanted strip ‘green land’ for access to the allocated residential development site is unviable.
Any evidence for this claim is not included within the report provided.

It would appear that the main argument against this option is financial, the council report states
that: “6.1 Further work and external legal advice strongly indicates that there is no prospect of
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gaining access across the Green Land. There would also be a need to expend significant additional
funding and time in carrying out any further work on this issue, without any meaningful prospect of
success. This would not constitute a prudent use of public resources.”

Whilst there are potential early legal costs involved with the legal negotiations of the covenant, as
previously mentioned, the potential regeneration of the area and sustainability of local facilities
would provide financial benefits to the area to out weigh this. People are keen to live in an area
where there are community facilities within walking distance and not have to use a private carto get
to. As such, any proposed development could seem more attractive by making a focal point of what
is available to them should they choose to live there.

Summary

Overall, Great Places consider that the disposal of the ‘blue land’ for access to any proposed
residential development would create wider loss of public open space than the 4% anticipated by
the Council, it would facilitate bad place making and would have a serious impact on the
sustainability of the area and community cohesion. The use of the open space is not acceptable
based on another access point being possible and more beneficial to the existing and proposed
communities.

If development is to proceed on the allocated site, the potential use of the covenanted land provides
a positive opportunity to try and create an integrated community with regeneration potential and an
overall safer and more sustainable access to the allocated residential development site. Failureto
use this access point would be a missed opportunity by Cheshire East Council.

Appendix 6: List of Objections of the report states that the Council have consulted with those party
to the covenant on the ‘green land’. However, Great Places have not been formally consulted on this
matter. As such, we do not consider that sufficient investigation into the potential release of the
covenant to enable site access has been undertaken and it remains a viable option for access into
any proposed development site. Therefore disposing of the POS land isn’t justified.



From: -

Sent: 07 August 2018 19:50

To: Proposed Disposal Of Public Open Space

Subject: Monday Deadline Response to Council - Playing field
All

Have you sent an email in to continue to object to the disposal of the North Downs Longridge playing field?
Deadline Monday 13th August. Suggested text below. Rewrite to suit.

Forward to others. It is important that CEC believe that eyes are still upon them. cc me so I have an idea of
numbers. Print off (enlarge font) and deliver around your road. 10 each would do.

Just YOU is good too.

TO proposeddisposalofpublicopenspace@cheshireeast.sov.uk
REF POS at North Downs Longridge Knutsford

I read that the report writers and summary papers continue to undervalue the loss and overstate the benefit
that would occur to the Knutsford public, if the Council decides to dispose of playing field land in the green
belt adjacent to a local wildlife area. There is also no declared evidence that formal professional advice has
been given in writing, or a witness that the 'external legal' source is independent of any third party seeking
to benefit from a decision. There may be a challenge from the beneficiaries of the covenant on the green
strip that they have been bypassed.

A letter received from the Open Spaces Society during the notice period, clearly advises that the land, if
required for a road, should be detailed through the planning process not by this method of disposal. In effect
it is in danger of bypassing planning policy protection and possibly prejudicing its own decision making.
Cheshire East Council are clearly not prepared to listen to the public and are happy to risk their reputation.

L ask that the Portfolio holder obtain a quote for professional services to progress discharging the covenant

and evaluating the risks, and rejects the request to dispose of public land that is clearly not surplus to
requirements.

For full papers see CEC website
http://moderngov.cheshireeast. gov.uk/ecminutes/melssueHistoryHome.aspx ?11d=48369& Opt=0

Issue details - Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford | Cheshire
East Council

moderngov.cheshireeast.gov.uk

Issue details - Proposed Disposal of Public Open Space Land at Longridge, Knutsford







































































