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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications fo the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settliements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subseq uent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ’ ' '

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Vihittingham Park site shouid also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments prbposed by 2 number of the -
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these -
in boeth size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degre.e of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and aliocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement/ affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well s improving the aesthetics of the town itseif.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. - ’

Yo urs faithfully

S —
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Hawérth. Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
1 wigh to bring to your atiention ene point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
. subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Famm, Whittingham Lane together with
‘the development of 14 units on inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

i feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for, construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overal! number of.
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dweliing allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in-both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units -
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ' ‘

[ ésk that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. )

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally ! am in agreement with,
1 wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. ‘

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready baen granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dweliings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2'miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is cbvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be refiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consitler be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community-we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise Wi e
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units A
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF e
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /

retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. - 2o

| ask that you and the planning 'oornn]ittee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ' TN

Yours faithfuily
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28" June 2014

For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modfications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was

The impact upon the services and infrasti’ucturé by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon fts borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to'meet iocal requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise m,{.,

a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units e,
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF - :

\1-,5

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and wéll'tﬁdyght through
basis. ' ; o

"~

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Micheile Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications tothe RVBG Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the paint of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be disiributed between 9 other identified settliements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' : '

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site)} the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwelings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to resiricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet Iocal requirements ’

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that- RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. S ’

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally I am in agreement with,
1 wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 ‘units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permissiori at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these beifig amongst further-granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. '

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
-at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact updn the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such iarge scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) In and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would-be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ' o '

¥}

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified setilements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this -
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. :

| feel strongly that the Lohgﬁdge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest fown to this site) the 850 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overali number of

dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not -
make a further allowance for this within the dweliing allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upen the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfieid and Greenbelt) in and around Leongridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ‘

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfullv
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
! wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during Decer_nber 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dweiling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when «considering the impact such large scaie developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferabie to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit {o those who reaily need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the pianning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ‘

Yours faithfully

I
-‘“
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally ) am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridgé adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction

The impact upon the services and ihfrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet Jocal requirements o ’

| believe as a community we recegnise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs towxercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units

retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ’

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considerad and well thought through
basis. e .

Yours faithfully

Uppr=i ey =,
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. :

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in iight of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of‘developments proposed by a number of the
principie contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

! believe as a-community we recognise that & degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

} ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. :

Yours faithfully
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- For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overail number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 8 other identified settlements within the Borough, This number was
ratified during December 2011 fo account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to

build dweliings bordering Longridge.

i feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It i obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirernents

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units -
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing iadder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ’

| ask that you and the planning commitiee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

. |
- ————
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In }esponsé to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes, -
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Fam, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned appiications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance-for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developménts proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RYBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis,

Yours faithfully

e
C——— . )
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings _
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additiona! 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part.of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be whoily negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of 'develdpmenté proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in bath size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements '

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units -
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and ‘Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real beriefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well @s improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. o, ‘

Yours faithfully

o - —

Nam
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentaily | am in agreement with,
[ wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dweilings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was.
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this .
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. I ’

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, afthough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the ciosest town to this site) the 850 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shail be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would ! consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a-number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such kiige scale developments and aliccated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable. housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing iadder as

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

[ ask thét you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '
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For the attention of Mrs Michefle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent madifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
twish to bring to your attention onie point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings

was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned devefopment of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been Iodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwnod homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
bufid dwelings bordering Longridge. ' : '

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the ciosest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make & further aflowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would I consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upori'the sefvices and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle confractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements -

| believe as a community we recognise that a degreé of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such latge scale deveiopments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbe!t) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who reaily need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the fown itseif.

| ask that 9ou and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the rece_ni modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planhed for Longridge.

1

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overali number of

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements ! -

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs towexercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbeit) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. :

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis, . '

Yours faithfully

L o
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fuhdamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overail number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should aiso form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not

make a further allowance for this within the dwelling ailocation for our town would | congider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastricture by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements .

| believe as a commiunity we recognise that a degree of ;lew housing is required but that RVBC needs towexercise

a degree of empathy when considering the impact such farge scale developments and aliocated housing units

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. .

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Stratgegy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
t' wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during Decermriber 2011 to account for the Planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. : ’

 feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in Hight of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and.infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make & further allowance for this within the dwelling ailocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by'a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements '

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs towxercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preférable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. .

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelie Haworth, Core Strategy Programme' Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
{ wish to bring to your attention.one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overatl number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to

build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afieid, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further aliowantce for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would 1 consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferabie to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who.really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully J1 ‘ -

Name & signature
o e

e..
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement'with,
| wish to bring to your attention one peint for consideration in the developments pilanned for Longridge.

78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
.build dwellings bordering Longridge. : ' )

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction -
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overail number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
‘make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and aflocated heusing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
reirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Youre faithfihs
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which', fundamentally [ am in agreement with,
I'wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should alse form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The irhpact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of deveiopments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders shouid be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon cur community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt} in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. -

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. :

Yours faithfully

Name
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally I'am in agreement with,
I wish to bring fo your attention one. point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings

- was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units af this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 furthier units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications 1o
build dweliings bordering Longridge. '

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in fight of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet Jocal requirements o

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and weil thought through
basis.

e ——
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Dear Mrs Haworth, i

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish fo bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of ﬁnalisihg the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this o be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Bomugh: This number was

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling aflocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

Theimpactuponmesenrimandinﬁasmrcmrebythescaleofdevdopmenhpmposedbyanunberofme

prindplenontracto«swiﬂﬁnLongﬁdgemdupbnﬂsbordersmwbeghenduemidemﬁmtomsﬁcﬁngmese
inbothsizaandto'metypeofhousesreqlﬁredbmeetbcalrequiiemmts.

retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to thase who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthétics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. .

SN
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Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was praposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, 2 recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,

78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with

the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
- build dwellings bordering Longridge. ‘

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, It is obvious that the overail number of
dwellings bordering our town shal be refiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be- given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. - ’

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through'
basis. . '

Yours faithfully

+ N
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For the attention of Mrg Michelie Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

MmsmsemﬂnmmmmodﬁmbmbmeRWCCmSﬂam.m. ﬁ-mdamentaﬂylamhagraememwith,
I wigh to bring to your attention one point for.consideration inthe developments planned for Longridge. :

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afleld, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 850 ynits approved for j
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of thig consideration. #f is obvious that the overal! number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant Upon the resources ang infrastructura of Longridge and that o not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the senvices.and infrastructure by the scale of developments Proposed by a number of the
principle confractors within Longridge and upon its borders shouid be given due consideration to restricting these
In both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

“would have Upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfisld and Greenbelt) in and aroung Longridge as starfer homes s
retirement / affordabie housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder ag

esthetics of itself, .
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For the affention of Mrg Michelfe Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer
Dear Mrs Haworth,
mlrespansetathemoent ﬂreRVBCCq:e.?tm « witich, fundamental lamin t with,

further afield, (2 miles, Lon being to this site) the 650 units approved
at the Whittingham Park sitg should also form part of this consideration. it ig obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and nidge and that io not

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the sdale‘ of developments Proposed by a nymber of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration fo restricting these
in both stzeandtothetypeofhouses required to meet local requirements -

adegmeofempaﬂnywhenmmdemg inpact-smhlargewaled ntsaMahmhumm;Qmm
wouldhaveuponmrummuﬂyﬂne of the existing brown srles(asadmwdmﬂnmPF
as pmfaauemundemmw meM%mMMnesl

reﬁ:anemfmhuug‘ muammmmmmmu mmehnshgladde
well_s improvingllieaesﬂm:;sofﬂnmibef. et res
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it response o the receat madifications 10 the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am l'nagmementvw‘th,
i wish to bring to your attention ane point for congideration in the developments planned for Longridge,
At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings sed for Longridge an adjustment of 299 dwellin
Was proposed, be di 9 other identifieq settlements within the Borough This number was

e, - _ : ‘
78 additionai dwellings have already been granteqd Permission gt Mosses Fam, Whitlingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planney applications 1o

build dwellings bordering Longridge,
! feel strongly that the Langridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in fighy of the above and, althougn
, dom pnent ok . : J

at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, ft ig Obvious that the averay number of
i i i Longridge and that to not

ngs ng rces re of _
Mmake a further allowance for thig within the dwelling allocation Tor our town would | consider be whoily negligeni

The impactuponmésewicesand infrastructure by the scale of developments Proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longﬁdge'and'upon its borders 8hould be given dug consideration to festricting these
in both size ang to the type of houses requireq to meet local fequirements
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally.| am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. '

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough, This number was
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane fogether with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. :

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 850 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should alse form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
‘principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and ailocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbei) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit fo those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. - '

| ask that you' and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
[ wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 1o account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent appiication has been lodged for 10 further unils at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Famn, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to -
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for constrisction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overail number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of L ongridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would ! consider be whoally negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principie contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting.these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a commiunity we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbel) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thoﬁgﬁt through
basis.

Yours faithfully

.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Pfogramrne Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further.units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Ingiewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. b

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction -
at the Whittingham Park site shouid also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of -
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upen the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the

principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs 1o exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes / .
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ‘

f ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully

T /s By / eSn EGI"H;—Q. /,é
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
1 wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 8 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 ynits at this
site.arecentapplieeﬁonhasbeenlogigedformmnﬁerunitsatmesamesﬂeaspwposedbysmrwmdhomes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, {2 mites, wﬂh Longridge being the closast towr toﬂlis_site)tl-ae 850 units approved for construction

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itsalf.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisjoné based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yo faithfulhy
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Siréfegy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Giadman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. .

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town 1o this sfte) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would [ consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to-meet local requirements

I believe ds-a corrrfarlity wisirecognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upen oyr community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

LAl O Sy, R 0 .
| ask thet:you andithé’ plantiing committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfuily
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

i

Inresponse to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, whii:h, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings .
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified setllements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 Units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' ' '

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, afthough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of -
dweliings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not

make a further aliowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon fts borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

R —
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to vour attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge:

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned -development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been:made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dweilings have already been granted permission at Mosses Fam, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. :

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwellirig allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments propo'sed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large ‘scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

1 ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. X

“Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent madffications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,

| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shali be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not

make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developmerits proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in bath size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we fecognise that a degree of new housing is r:equired but that-RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself,

| ask that you and the pianning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. .

Yours faithfully

-_
—
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For the aftention of Mrs Michelie Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself,

I agk that you and the Planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention-dne point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall nuimber of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dweilings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration fo restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the fown itself. -

1 ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

o L N
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundanfentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the poirit of ﬁn'alising the overall number of dwellings propdsed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings’
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Langridge and that to not’
‘make a further allowance for this within the dwelling ailocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements _

I ask that you and the planning committee make their deoiéi'ons based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge, -

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was

ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
bsequent appliqatiqns have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this

The impact upon the services and hﬂasmmwbyﬂ\esmleofdevebpmelnSpmposedbyanwnberofme
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
inbo&sizeandtoﬂ-nglypeofhousesrequimdtomeetbcairequirements

I believe as a community we recoghise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise

a degree of empathy when oonsudenngﬁne impact such largescaledevelopme_r_nsandalloqated housmgunits

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

iy
.
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For the attention of Mrs Michefie Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to Meraaentmodfﬁmmns to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamertatly | am in agreement with,
I wish fo bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overal number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
identifi i . Thi

fuirther sfield, (2 miles, with ridge being the closast town to this site units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should aiso form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overalf number of
dwellings our town shall be relignt the resources and re of Longridge and that o not

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments Proposed by a number of the -
principle contractors within Longridge and upon itg borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the fype of houses required to meet logal requiremeants

well as improving the aesthetics of the fown itself,

La ask that you and the plénning committes make thejr dacisions based on a considered and wei| thought through
Sis. '

Yours faithfully

o e om e
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Prog_rammé Officer

Dear Mrs Hawonh,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made inciuding Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been iodged for 10 further-units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. - ,

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be refiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further aliowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses reguired to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {(as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. .

Yours faithfully
B
1* \
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I'wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dweillings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 1o account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

 feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with |.ongridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should aiso form part of this consideration. itis cbvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resotirces and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further aliowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the .
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements ] .

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The deveiopment of the existing brown fieid sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of reat benefit to those wha really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based oﬁ a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally i am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Lon_gridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been iodged for. 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

|-feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction’
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shai be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number ofthe
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required fo meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated Housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. .

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based ori a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully
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At the point of finalising the overall nUmberofdmellings proposed for ridge an adiusunem of 200 dwallings
Was proposed, thig tonge distributed between 9 other identified seulemL:nnhg within the Borough, This number wag
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Sinee this time
subsequent applications haye been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 19p units at thig
site, a recent appfication has been fodged for 10 further ynits at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additionai dwellings have aiready been granted permission a¢ Mosses Faym, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, thege being amongest further granted & planneq applications to
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For the attention of Mrs Michelie Hawaorth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longrfdgé an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within _the Borough. This number was

subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Deveiopments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dweliings bordering Longridge. o

! feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest fown to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs o exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developmerits and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housirig would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as

well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully

.
-



i

L3l



%W + adlf Zy- €8¢o

28" June 2014 [ Ribble Valley Borough Council
‘9//?'/ Examination Office
- ‘ Church Walk
Clithsroe

Lancs,
NS ety BB7 2RA

For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officar

-

Dear Mrs Haworih,

would have Upon our community. The de of the existing broi ftes {; i

as being preferabie o the destruction of Greenfigld and Greenbef) in and around Longridge ag starfer homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of reg benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle tHaworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Famn; Whitlingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In respense to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentaily | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall nurnber of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time -
subsequent applications have been made including Giadman Developments for an additional 190 uniits at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

! feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The irhpact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that-RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully ...
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For the atiention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified seftiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladmar Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dweliings bordering l.ongridge. : :

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure reguires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dweliings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would 1 consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet locat requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ’

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based ot a considered and well thought through
basis.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. '

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farmm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afieid, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dweliings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
wouid have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirerment / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ;

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michefis Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

in response to the recent lo the RVBC Care &, wmdr.ﬁmdamemaﬂylamm \

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified seftlements M_thip the Borough, This_ numb_er was

ar ; 7 .
the development of 14 ynits on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwelli:_)gs bordeﬁng Longridge. .

i fesl strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units Approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site shoyld aiso form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shal be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling afiocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In respanse to the recent madifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundémenta[ly | am in agreement with,
I'wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for L.ongridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to aceount for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subseguent applications have been made including Giadman Developmenits for an additional 180 units at this
site, & racent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in fight of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideratiori. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be refiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make & further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the

principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration 1o restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and aliocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes'/
retirement / affordabie housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and we]l thought through
basis. '

Yours fajthfullv
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Progra_mme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally 1 am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overail number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dweliings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units.on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. !t is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would 1 consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of develobments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required.tc_l meet local requirements '

| believe as'a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis,’

YO’ - e !.A.I...l o = ig
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developmen@s planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overail number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units ai this

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction

dweilings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would I consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet focal requirements -

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and ailocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ‘

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully h
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy. which, fundamentally | am 'in agreement with,
I wish to bring.to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

Al the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings.
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. =

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

Tﬁe impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and 1o the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that & degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and aliocated heusing units
would have upon our community. The development of the éxisting brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ’

| ask 'that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

“Yours faithfully

i
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVEC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Deveiopments for an additional 190 units at this

further afield, (2 miles, wrth Longridge being the closest town to this _site) the 650 units approved for construction “

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

[ believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required.but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ' '

Yours faithfully _
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finaliging the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 fo account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, & recent application has been fodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dweflings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' B

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town 10 this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dweilings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent. -

The iinpact upon the servms and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the-
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required fo meet local requirements *

1 believe as a community we reoognisile that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing wouid be of reai benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as-
well as improving the aesthetics of the town ltself. . '

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

( Y ’
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. =

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whitlingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' '

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would 1 consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by & number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration tc restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements '

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such. large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our.community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) inand around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself,

I ask that you and the pianning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between @ other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of

dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scéle of develobments proposed by & number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

1 believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
wouid have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable 16 the destfuction of Greenfield and Greenbeit) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordabie housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

! ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. - ' '

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications o the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
[ wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dweilings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Dévelopments for an additional 190 units af this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and , although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham-Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make @ further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the

principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet iocal requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and aliocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and wel! thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

i
————ay
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified setflements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lene together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to

build dwellings bordering Longridge. ,

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

“The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ' '

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agréement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an-additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwelfings bordering Longridge. -

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be refiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield .and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ‘

| ask that you and the planning committee make their-decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamenially I am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 1o account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. '

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due ¢onsideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our fown shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling aflocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders shouid be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements '

| believe as & community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon’ our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to these who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. '

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish fo bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our.town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastricture of Longridge and that to not
make a further aliowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town wouid | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites {as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbett} in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions bésed on a considered and well thought through
basis.

R}

Yours faithfully

N a ﬁ :
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Prografnme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In reéponse to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundameritally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for cornisideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for constructicn
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposeél by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing iadder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. .

| ask that ybu and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. ’

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Micheile Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the deveiopments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dweliings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Fam, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. : ‘

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overail number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
wolld have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would ‘be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. -

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

,‘-
. .
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Famm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & pianned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site sholild also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle coniractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' )

! feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site sheuld also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town wouid | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of devélopments proposed by 2 number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developmients and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itseif.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

-
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified seltlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Deveiopments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further aliowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be whally negligent.

The impact upoh the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the

principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet iocal requirements

I believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and alfocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself,

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and we!! thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentaily | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dweilings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
buiild dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel sirongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise thata degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelf) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. :

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

N
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Cor_e Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally [ am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been Iodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted pemission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

I feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 850 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise .
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself,

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and weil thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally I am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Famm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dweliings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of .
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not

make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements:

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. ’

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully ___
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shali be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact Lipon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders shouid be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully



W



Lo(_‘)\:e»d\ v ockld  R-F-0g ) p@N ggg’g

28" June 2014 Ribbie Valley Borough Council
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications fo the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentaily | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings -
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 180 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ' :

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, aithough
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration, It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The Impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

I ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

S
W
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In-response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this -
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. ’

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

I beflieve as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbeit) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully







Coprad v ack'd fheo . B& G0

28" June 2014 Ribble Vailey Borough Council
Examination Office

SRR Clitheroe
Lancs.

BB7 2RA

For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reiiant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbett) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. '

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

L s
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28" June 2014

For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally 1 am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and'Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself. )

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis. :

Yo i Em ikl
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Ribble Valley Borough Council
Examination Office

Church Walk
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BB7 2RA

For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in.agreement with,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge. '

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted pemmission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge. )

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, {2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site} the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. it is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling aflocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet focal requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exarcise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to get on the housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully

U AR
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVBC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally | am in agreement with,
| wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settiements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 19¢ units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have already been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light.of the above and, although
further afieid, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. It is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

| believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC needs to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The development of the existing brown field sites (as advised within the NPPF
as being preferable to the destruction of Greenfield and Greenbelt) in and around Longridge as starter homes /
retirement / affordable housing would be of real benefit to those who really need to gst on thé housing ladder as
well as improving the aesthetics of the town itself.

| ask that you and the planning committee make their decisions based on a considered and well thought through
basis.

Yours faithfully
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For the attention of Mrs Michelle Haworth, Core Strategy Programme Officer

Dear Mrs Haworth,

In response to the recent modifications to the RVEC Core Strategy, which, fundamentally 1 am in agreement With,
I wish to bring to your attention one point for consideration in the developments planned for Longridge.

At the point of finalising the overall number of dwellings proposed for Longridge an adjustment of 200 dwellings
was proposed, this to be distributed between 9 other identified settlements within the Borough. This number was
ratified during December 2011 to account for the planned development of the Ridings Depot site. Since this time
subsequent applications have been made including Gladman Developments for an additional 190 units at this
site, a recent application has been lodged for 10 further units at the same site as proposed by Sherwood homes,
78 additional dwellings have aiready been granted permission at Mosses Farm, Whittingham Lane together with
the development of 14 units on Inglewhite Road, these being amongst further granted & planned applications to
build dwellings bordering Longridge.

| feel strongly that the Longridge adjustment figure requires due consideration in light of the above and, although
further afield, (2 miles, with Longridge being the closest town to this site) the 650 units approved for construction
at the Whittingham Park site should also form part of this consideration. [t is obvious that the overall number of
dwellings bordering our town shall be reliant upon the resources and infrastructure of Longridge and that to not
make a further allowance for this within the dwelling allocation for our town would | consider be wholly negligent.

The impact upon the services and infrastructure by the scale of developments proposed by a number of the
principle contractors within Longridge and upon its borders should be given due consideration to restricting these
in both size and to the type of houses required to meet local requirements

' believe as a community we recognise that a degree of new housing is required but that RVBC rieeds to exercise
a degree of empathy when considering the impact such large scale developments and allocated housing units
would have upon our community. The deve