
Why I am writ i ng

I l ive i n the area and I am concerned that the New Local P lan p rocess does not yet exp lai n c learly

how ove rlapp i ng site subm iss ions will be dealt with, how the combined pressure on local se rvices

wil l be assessed , or when residents wil l be ab le to see and comment on the evidence . I would l i ke

the Council to make the changes l i sted l ater in th is response befo re it starts choos i ng p refe rred s ites

around Le ighton and Church Minshu ll .

I unde rstand that th i s i s an early consu ltat ion and that t he Counci l i s not yet as ki ng for comments on

individual s ites . The Counc i l says the s ite-subm iss ions map is fo r i nfo rmat ion only, that be i ng shown

on it g ives a s ite no p lann i ng status, and that the boundaries and suggested uses may change . My

comments are the refo re about the way s ites wil l be a ssessed , the evidence that shou l d be pub l i s hed

and the need to look at the overall effect on the area. I wi ll want to comment aga i n if any of these

s ites are put fo rward fo r allocat ion .

The consu ltation c loses at 5pm on Tuesday 1 September 2026 . The current timetab le shows a

consu ltat ion on p lan content and ev idence i n Ju ly and August 2027, a p roposed-p lan consultat ion i n

May and June 2028, and adopt ion in March 2029.m[4]

My main concerns

1. The map is not clear enough. It shows land that has been put forward, but it does not

show the origi na l boundaries, who has put each s ite forward, how parce ls have been sp l it

or joi ned, what i nfrastructure they rely on, or even an obvious ve rsion date .

2. The boundaries and references do not match neat ly. The main Middlewich Road parce l

shown on the map is la rger than the site area given for p lann i ng appl ication 26/2711/OUT.

Some of the same site references a lso appear aga inst both deve lopment land and land

described for b iodiversity net gain or renewable energy. Th is needs exp la i n i ng before the

figu res are used in the Loca l P lan .

3. The whole area needs to be assessed together. Le ighton a lready has major housi ng

growth, road and hosp ita l -access commitments, the approved rep lacement hospita l and a

l ive application for up to 2,100 homes. Looki ng at each site on its own would miss the

combined pressure on roads, emergency access, schools, GP services, water, dra inage,

uti lities and green space .

4 . Important studies are sti ll be i ng prepared. The cu rrent map should not qu ietly become a

shortlist before the Counci l has published the method and evidence it wi l l use to compare

the options .

5 . Land must not be counted twice. If an a rea is being re l ied on for biodiversity net gain or

renewable energy, it should not a lso be counted as developab le land un less the Counci l

can show exactly how both uses would work and who will del ive r and maintain them.

6 . Residents need a proper chance to comment. The site assessments, evidence and

downloadable mapping should be ava i lab le from the start of the next consu ltation, not

added later after people have a lready formed the i r responses .
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37. Wh ic h exist i ng al locat ions, approval s, commitments and l ive app l i cations will be inc l uded i n

the combined a ssessment fo r Le ighton , and wh ic h future combi nat ions wi ll be tested?

38 . How wi ll construction of the rep la cement hosp ital and its expected open i ng i n 2032/33 be

i nc luded in the traffic, emergency-access and i nfra struct u re work?

39 . How wi ll the Council stop the same land be i ng used both fo r deve lopment and fo r off-site

b iod ivers ity net gain o r renewab l e-ene rgy mit igat ion?

40 . When wi ll res idents be ab le to comment on i ndividual s ite assessments with the fu ll

evidence and down loadab le maps ava i lab le?

41 . How does the p roposed Eardswick so lar-farm boundary re late to the mixed-use, b iodive rsity

net gain and renewab le-ene rgy parce l s al ready shown on the New Local P lan map?

42. Ha s the nearly 30 acres of fo rmer landfill b rownfie ld land next to Bent ley been conside red

fo r the so lar farm? If not, why not? I f it h as, what techn ical , envi ronmental , owne rsh i p or

fi nanc ial reasons led to it be ing rejected?

Conclu s ion

I am not object i ng to the Counc i l p repari ng a new Local P lan. I am aski ng fo r a p rocess that res idents

can unde rstand and check. Around Le ighton and Church Minshull , t he current map parce l s and

repeated refe rences are not c lear enough to suppo rt dec is ions about hous i ng numbers, s ite

avai lab i l ity o r mit igat ion without the ext ra info rmat ion and combined assessment set out above .

P lea se record this response agai nst s ite se lection, spat ial st rategy, infra structure, transport, hous i ng,

the natural envi ronment, c l imate change, he ritage, health and consu ltat ion. I would al so l i ke the

Counc i l to answer the quest ion s above and make the requested changes befo re p refe rred s ites are

chosen . I wi l l want to comment agai n when the i ndiv idual assessments and any p roposed allocat ions

are publi shed.
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Yelena Grase Jurkenas
Typewriter
[Redacted]






