y C Itati Tracker - Planning Application Ref. 137226/F0/2023
Date 16.07.2024

This document outlines the Applicant's responses, drawing on inputs from the relevant members of the technical team

Statutory Consultee Date Comments Received Full Response Issued to MCC

dvice when our . In this Histori i ur dd most value. In this i “This should i the merits of

Historic England 21-1ul-23 We suggest that you seek the views of your speciali i i N/A

30-Aug-23

You may also find to our publi i istori i is application agai i to H ifyou would like advice from us, please contact us to explain your request.

1Bhe objectives (2.7.2) should be revised to make clear that the primary objective s to minimise the need for car ownership at the site and car journeys to and from the site. This is parti cars with just one person in th i i jer cars.
2 i stands)

as available for use for the lfeti i bikes).

4.Ehe travel in place for
5.Bollowing the initi follow-up a year or two later, i more often if required in the view of the LPA.
i I B i 7 7 e L i i i i i ing survey by paper surveys if needed. This i will need
ifthe iversit ers (which islikely). This i i i lly the case. This will need to be as reasonably practicable.

7.Bhey ing wil ided for staf ial units, off d restaurant.

 Parti i be agreed as part of i i I survey. Curtin's information issued to MCC 18-Apr-24.
9.he expected modal split and targets seem unlikely, with only 7% of i i ng. They might i i justificati In any case, these will v the initi j then ith the LPA i
2 reads: "I less than 10% of jed in any year then ion of that Atthis point, the TPC role and it ting to the TP would transfer i fati jier respectively." Although residents' associati i h; i legal

ibility for the rest with their They can’ i idents' associati lar unless isatic i it ponsi agreed by the LPA idents' association), which would probably be unlikely.

MCC - Sustainable Travel  [24-ul-23

‘Travel Plans to take account of them.

summary:

prop fi d thi in

pr is of lings and provided with L

As such i I's objecti the NPPF.

I it N :
. . An assessmentis set out below and possible resolution Sport England response issued to Council .

Conclusion

bjects t because it rd with principle objective to ‘provide” the o fi

f P d t0 a Planning Committee, we would like dl f v report(s), and We would be grateful if you would advise us of g Us a copy of

Possible resolution

) ithdrawing e
1Betails provisig the basis of as shown above.
2 de Design within the proposal.

NO OBJECTION

Based on i i ieni i ¥ i landscapes.

Sites of Special ScientificInterest Impact Risk Zones
Natural England 11-001-23 N/A 30-Ag23
s . The Town and Country Planni 201 i i inorlikely it (Schedule 4, w). Our ication validation pr i ¥ B

i i user. from the data gov.uk website.

Further i protected A

We would be happy hould i in ime y not hesitate to contact us.

For any queri ing this lette ions, or to provide further i v i k.

Renaker letter of intension e projects and have an ischargi i KPI figures for i template.

Could you al thereis a local labour condit to i use.

Conditions:

Construction Phase

) prior details of a Local Labour Proposal, in order for hall be submitted for approval in writing by the City Council,as Local Planni it i In this
ditior Proposal includes: d itlocal i iceships i for the i the Local Labour i Proposal in achieving the objecti it i biecti

i i i C ittd for approvalin witing by Councilas Local P .
MCC Work and Skills Team | 07-Jul-23 ® (D == Uand P! t7 Condition acceptable 30-Aug23

Reason — i it it l , EC1 and DM1 of the Manchester Core Strategy (2012).

End Use

(a).

for to th Proposal Framework i it the end usel(s), tted for approvalin writing by the City Council, hority. The rtof
includes: ) the it i i i delivery of Proposal monitor and review i P i i jecti local labour objecti

(b). Withi ion of po: i i d i items (i itted for approval in writing by the City C: i Local Lat ity Council i ity, shall be
i in fullat all t i i i

Reason— i it it , EC1 and DM1 of the Manchester Core Strategy (2012)

glazing. ground 3 g ®
MCC - Design Team 25-Jul-23 Updated plans and DAS issued to MCC. 18-Apr-24.
b panels (eg pure the upper floors of the building).




The desk-based I h iderable potentialto contain bel d remains of dating to the 18th and 19th , in addition to p for R w h and is subject to in advance inthe
firstinstance, should comprise an initial phase of evaluation trenching do exist are not going to be of national, but of regional such, investigation acond
[ he appli ” in title has secured 2 Written Scheme (Ws!) which has been submitted to gby The Wl shallcover the following:
1. Aphased \d methodology of d
- archacological evaluation trenching;
- pending the results of the above, a targeted open-area excavation.
GMans 20123 2. A programme for post-Investigation assessment to include: Condition acceptable. 30-Aug-23
- production of afinalreport on the results of the investigations and their significance.
3. Deposition
4 f the results of ”
5. Provision for archive deposition of the report and records of the sie investgation.,
Reason: In accordance with NPPF policy 16, paragraph 205: To record the any o y orin part) and to make this evidence (and any archive generated) publicly accessible, pursuant to policy D1 of the Core Strategy for the City of Manchester.
Al should by a suitably g experienced , funded by the applicant i behalf of Manchester City Council
e peoposed develomert
e upon il sutescondar e A,
i ressontl e of ke e wisrues
1. prlmnry ik sesmant hic o e
et
- ottt coamians oot it s i
- conceptatmot e st acatng srce gty e ecepos.
< otetialy ceptable ks g o contaiaton s the
Environment Agency 28-u1-23 Condition acceptable 30-Aug-23
11.The relates d erection of a devel comprising of 1,746 homes in four residential towers (buildings C7, C8, E1 and E2):
« Buildings C7 and C8 comprising 51 storeys (ground and 50) with a height of 145.7m to top finished floor. There are 3 basement storeys with a total depth of 8.900m to floor level of basement level 3;
« Buildings E1 and E2 comprising 47 storeys (ground and 46) with  height of 134.3 to top finished floor. There are 3 basement storeys with a total depth of 8.900m to floor level of basement level 3.
121t ithin each tower will I lant rooms, store rooms, refuse stores, cycle storage and car parking, with ground floor to second level comprising of lexible use, including commercialspaces on ground floor level. The design standard adopted is Britsh Standard 9999. Update on 03/11/23 - Design team response was found to be acceptable.
1.3, Itis understood that the adopted fire safety design standard used for the residential s British Standard 9991 and itis noted that the proposal has given consideration to the draft standard BS 9991, which is currently under review following consultation and cannot be relied upon. HSE provides advice to the L fire safety d on future
DR D draft recommendations, which are likely to be subject to change. HSE has therefore assessed this application based on the extant version of BS 9991:2015. Updated information submitted to MCC 03.01.2024.
o 270123 1.4. Following a review of the information provided in the planning application, HSE has dentified the fire safety concern(s) described below. Yes
Means of escape MCC / HSE resp: 31.01.2024 confi tabilty
1.5.tis noted that commercialunits C7-1, E1-1,2, 3 and 4 and E2-2 ik to the residential by way of the d .
6. Whilst it noted that the stair to the ground floor commercial and the stai to the residential floors are separated by lobbies at ground floor, the adopted fire safety standard states: Reconsultation response receleved 07.06.2024 reconfirming acceptabilty.
“Any stair any other occupancy, unle ) In buildings having not. and other alllevels. b) i
access level: ; which are not ancillary use of the building, should not communicate with any other occupancy in that building...” 1.7. Accordingly, the lobbied I and is not appropriate as the development is not a small building. Design changes necessary to provide separated
means of escape will affect land use planning as the layoutand f th
Full for d the f four (two at 47 storeys and two at 51 storeys) to provide 1,746homes (Use Class C3),fl exible commercial,lesure, food and drink uses (al Use Class E) and / ordrinking establishment (Sui Generis), basement car parking, cycle parking, landscaping and publicrealm, servicing and access
arrangements, highways alterations and associated works.
GMEU 31123 Part Of Plot CAnd Plot E Great Jackson M15 4NP The Ecology survey pr toinform has advised that further survey is required at Building 1 (Gaddum House) to determine the status of roosting bats at the site. One bat activity survey in the bat mid-May and August) for as described in the Ecology survey toMCC on 18/09/23 18-5p-23
report.
Since the presence of b bea onin  the appli 1 would recommend that bat: , and the results mad for is decided.
The scattered trees and scrub on the site provide some habitat for nesti ng birds. vear for bird to birds have been shown to be absent by a suitably qualified person.
Urited comments The leter and inits enirety a proposal.
DRAINAGE
- quent Decison Notice:
REQUESTED CONDITION
Priorto detals of a d  in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The drainage schemes must include:
(i) An investigation of the hierarchy of drainage options in the National Planning This potential fo infitration BRES6S:
(i) Arestricted of with the loal i , eed h
(i) Levels of including proposed in AOD;
measures a
() Foul and surface water shalldrain on separate systems
The approved schemes shall lso be in accordance with the Non-Statutory Technical (March 2015) or
Prior ' d thereatter forthe fetime of the development.
Reason flooding and pollution
Please note, Urited advising onratesof ischar This s a matter for discussion with the Lead Jor rive).To discuss . K inthe
appendix Section 4. Contacts.
04-Aug-23 or There s also  isk Therefore, d bl 30-Aug-23
h Therefore, a Urited dish
Prior of planning authority and Jud
poroprate y 3 d
b d al elements d and managed
Reason: To o g and the lifetime of
pip impact their assets asset maps his, jght impact  proposed layout
i, Secti T :
Utities assets exist it por wrks o demoltin. See ‘Sction 4. Contacts'n the Appendix. Where United Utiie'assets exist it s essentil that b contacts s 2 works on site,
including ral holes, groundworks or demoliton.See ‘Section . Contacts' in the Appendix
main:
A water it 5 inany wa. detaled n our Standard Conditions for Work ¢, which can
Public sewer:
overit i for I dhi in any wa. o United within Part H of however, sie, pip is
the required stand-off distance P oo planning applicaton. hed i, v P
Curtins information ssued to MCC
MCCHighways +TfGM |08-Aug-23 10 pages long (see attachment) 18-Apr-24
Noise - revise to allow for on the basis that a report the lowable noise level 0 external music replay, with reference to the pre-existing background noise levels?
Other conditions acceptable in principle, detail wording to be agreed.
Environmental Health 07-Aug-23 8 pages long (see attachment) - relates to flumes, demolition / construction, waste management, noise, remediation, air quality 30"‘“?:; ::::"d B




| write in response to your memo of 5 July. ding the above pl lication. The Contaminated Land Section has received a copy of the following report:

1. The adequacy of the desk study information available for this site.
2.The adequacy of the site investigation.

3. The adequacy of the final risk assessment.

4. The acceptability of the proposed remediation strategy.

The site is located at NGR 383280F, 397290N and itis 1.1hain area. The site is currently partly used as the Renaker Marketing suite. Industrial units on the remainder of the site have recently been d
Previous land uses on and adjacent to the site have included a petrol filing station (tanks removed under the planning application for the marketing suite), terrace houses, a garage, an engineering works, industrial units, an iron works, engineering works, a mill and a starch works. The site does not lie within 250 metres of any known landfillsites, but is in close proximity to the River Medlock (80m to

the east) and 135m to the north. The site lies above the Chester Formation principal aquifer.

« Geo-environmental Preliminary Risk Assessment, Crown Street Phase 3, WSP, Reference: 70059549_12063, Dated: March 2023.
| The Contaminated Land Section has reviewed the above information in order to assess the following points:

5. Whether the information submitted is sufficient to discharge the relevant contamination and/or gas condition from the planning approval.

lished

land use includes high ris blocks from Phases 1 and 2 (some occupied others still under construction), commercial buildings and a temporary concrete batching plant.

1. The adequacy of the desk study information available for this site
The r description of including its past historical 1 is presented including its geology, hydrogeology and hydrological regime, mining activities, waste management issues, thy d receptors. This information has been used P which
i thy d receptors and likely pollution linkages.
Contaminated Land 11-Aug-23 Previous S by Ramboll for the site of the former i ground and superfi i i ¢ in this ocation. A site investigation has been Condition acceptable 30-Aug-23
The desk study information was found to be adequate.
2. The adequacy of the site investigation
Not submitted to date
3. The adequacy of the final risk assessment
Not submitted to date
4. The acceptabilty of the proposed remediation strategy
Not submitted to date
5. Whether the information submitted i sufficient to discharge the relevant and/or the pl ]
Before this Section can recommend discharge of condi lication, the needs to be submitted to the Councilfor approval:
(i) submission of Site Investigation Proposals
aite Investigation and Risk Report
(i) Submission of a Remediation Strategy
(iv) After completion of ite works, a verification report s required to validate that the work undertaken conforms to the remediation proposals received and agreed by this Section.
Information for using the ing_and_ i ional_planning_guidance/3
I have viewed the relevant documents and my comments are as follows:
T o q limited visual to the proposed removal of these trees. - R
We would have no objection to the mitigation planting plan below:
Froman o o have no further comments to make.
Thank you for consulting the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA). The information uploaded to the Planning Portal 15th June — 14th July 2023 has been considered
Condition 1: No place inag y Technical Drainage 2015) or any toand d in writing by the Local Planning Authority. In order i it e
information has to be provided:
o Afinalised , outfalls, level
o Maximised integration of green ing inil p ;
o Details of that off duction in inline with Trafford and Salford Strategic Flood Risk t in runoff to aim runoff rates, as the site i located within Conurbation Core Critical Drainage Area;
0 An existing and proposed bl
o Runoff volume in the 1in 100 year, 6 h fal shall a ble pr same event, but never to exceed the
o (unless an part of i i galin 100y event with allowance for 45% climate change in any part of a building;
is di buildi Overland flow routes need to in the event of a blockage the proposed & it flow routes needs to be presented with appreciation of these
overland regards s on site and adj site
o Progression through the drainage hierarchy shall be evidence based and supported by site investigation. Results of ground investigation car 65. Sit f the proposed infitration devices. Proposal of the attenuation that i ptying time within 24 hours. If no
ground investigations are possible or nfiltration is not feasible on site, evidence of alternative surface water disposal routes (as follows) is required.
wFA 16-Aug-23 o is connected to the pu , agreement in principle from United Utilt d that there pacity in the existing sy ing into account. An email prop willsuffice Condition acceptable 30-Aug-23
0 CCTV survey and v condition, capacity, connectiviy.
o the ystem, including all parameters.
oC flow control and SuDS el
Reason: To promote sustainable development, secure proper drainage and to manage the risk \gand polution. This condition is imposed in light the NPPF and NPPG and local policies ENOB and EN14. f there is no clear adoption policy in place to take over the ystem after construction, following construction and maintenance
condition to be considered by the LPA:
Condition 2: No P shall be occupied toand approved by the local p thorit P ged and maintained in h include:
o Verification i construction as per design drawings;
drawings if i i
0 Management and maintenance plan for shallinclude the ption by any public body v  orany P of i Ifetime.
Reason: To manage flooding and pollution and to ensure that a managing body is in place for d there is funding and i Iifetime of
Informative
close pr site to the north-east of the site), while our records are frequently updated to ensure the hi accuracy, the 100% aceuracy for all MCC underground assets. Therefore, we would req i on
o remain f any maj drair found beneath the site, then = should take pl ify the asset and MCC should be contacted immediately
HiLucy, apologies but it seems like we responded to Manchester airport but in any case we are already engaged with the Applicant. However, for the record, our position s that we require mitigation and accordingly would be grateful if the LPA could impose the aviation conditions on any consent. This applies to both applications 137226 and 137227.
Regards
Sacha
ite until tgati . has been agreed with the Operator and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. feirmemen
aTs ko REASON: In the interests of aircraft safety and the operations of NATS En-route PLC. DD
2. No construction work shall be carried out above 30m AGL unless and untilthe approved Radar Mitigation Scheme has been implemented and operated fully in approved Scheme.
REASON: In the interests of aircraft safety and the operations of NATS En-route PLC.
For the purpose of conditions 1-2 above;
"Operator” means NATS (En Route) plc, incorporated under the C office Y, Whiteley, Fareham, Hants PO15 7FL or such other organisation licensed from time to time under sections 5 and & of the Transport Act 2000 to provide ar traffic services to the relevant managed area (within the meaning of section 40 of that Act). "Radar Mitigation
Scheme" or "Scheme" means a detailed d with the Operator which sets out the measures to be taken to avoid at alltimes the impact of the development on the M10 Primary and and air traffic f the Operator.
hat NATS h d an objection to th y 8 t gation scheme. Therefore, avested interest in the integrity of the op of the RADAR and upholding g CTR, although we i o th i it ted by NATS as
follows:
No constructi te unti it e has been agreed with the Operator and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
REASON: In the interests of aircraft safety and the operations of NATS En-route PLC.
mAG 07-Aug-23 2. No construction work shall be carried out above 30m AGL unless and untilthe approved Radar Mitigaton Scheme has been implemented and operated approved Scheme. Condition acceptable 30-Aug-23
REASON: In the interests of aircraft safety and the operati ons of NATS En-route PLC.
For the purpose of conditions 1-2 above; "Operator” means NATS (En Route] plc, incorporated under the Companies Act (41 i Parkway, Whiteley, Fareham, Hants PO15 7FL or such ganisati on 60f the Ty tAct in the meaning of secti
0140 of that Act)."Radar Mitigation Scheme" or "Scheme' detalled greed with the Ops ich sets out the measures to be taken to avoid impact of v the Operator.
We also reque: i i ‘s attention is drawn to ne and i i please see: K/C ficati on/Ci
See fullletter on file
Active Travel England 19-1un-24 Curtins response issued 15.07.2024 - ref. 081453-CUR-XX-XX-T-TP-00005-P02 (please see attached) 16-4uk-24
Deferral - ATE is not currently in a position to support this application and requests further assessment, evidence, revisions and/or dialogue as set out n this response.
Thanks for forwarding this to work & skils, | can't see anything new re local labour that hasn't been reported previously, I replied to you on 07.07.2023 about this project, | apologise if | have missed something new e local labour for this project, but | can't see anything
Work & skills 24-May-24 As per previous response, the Applicant will report as per h d with MCC and will this 16-4ul-24
We have agreed a reporting process with Renaker for their other projects could this one be reported on using the same format, i they are unsure, I'm sure Dave Vardy at Renaker with be able to assist them on the agreed reporting method and templates used.
— — Our position remains s stated 21/08/2023, As per previous response, the Applicant will accept previously suggested condition oo
MCCHighways +TIGM | 17-Jun-24 B Curtins response dateddd 15.07.2024 - ref. 081453-CUR-XX-XX-T-TP-00005-PO2 (please see attached) 16-Juk-24
See fullleter on fil (3 pages). Summary:
et potms 2 is of the right type that will be created by the d is provided with this proposal. As such it fails to meet the b 1ok

to this applicat proposal will generate

ind for sporting provision, and this is addressed in the

3 P fails to the NPPF.




Thank you for sending through the metricfor the above application.
' that while the prop ! for biodiversity, the trading rules are being broken,largely due to the loss of scrub from the site. BN i i . H that the applicati " to net gai
GMEU 04-1ul-24 e e Sl T A T e D SRS (UG-  Applicant wil contribute towards off-sie provision via the enviro bank 16-4ul-24
b y and that It in area based habitats, this would not be a reason for refusing the application.
However, the scheme does resultin a net loss of hedgerow units. The assessmen recommends that “70 metres of native hedgerow managed to poor” condifion is required at the ste” or offste provsion be made. We would advise that one of these options be followed.
Thank you for consulting the Lea 15th June 2023 - 16th Moy 2024 h Run-off Volume - We note the practicality of h given the diffculties in assessing the exsti quest this part of the Condition be removed.
ura 26-Jun-24| The m Apri - 16th May 2024) appear to alter Therefore, this stage. ths stage if necessary. CCTV Survey - Due to depth and issues with CTV of the exist is problematic and cannot we request that this part of the condition be removed. 16-ul-24
Plese see separate word document outlining 2 no. proposed condifions re. surface drainage works and SuDS maintenance / management details Verification Report and As-Built Drawing - we accept the proposed condition (Condition 2).
We have looked through the changes as st out in their cover ltter, and these do not change our original comments
Environmental Health 261un-24 Outline CEMP has been submitted with the application and a full CEMP  including.demolition, willbe sublect to a planning condition to any approval, 16-4ul-24
We can see they have added some more information with regards to the demolition works, we willstillneed them to submit detailed demolition and construction management plans o E J Gt LR
¢s additional - toour in April 24 are noted. the wider planning balance, vibility or level o contributions. This forms part of the Council's decision making process. In this regard the Local
Planning Authority that the proposed provided in fine with 3 tEngland': to Jat f the
facilties, this should basis for y d I resp that the Is are in ine with the policies in
relation space and
residenti for sporting provision. The existing provision within an area may not be abl i demand predicts es. Theref i towards meeting the demand that they g through 2 B
the provision of on-site facilties and) iding additional capacity off-site. The level and nature of ision should be informed by a robust evidence base such -to-date Sports Faciities Strategy, Playing Pitch Strategy or other relevant need: . In accordance with Section 8 of the NPPF and “Provide’ Sport kst that the
Dbzt B N o e L B el and nature ofany provSion ould b nformec by  G0USt evidence base such 332 o-date SportsFacites Sratcey, FEy N PICh STtesy or O<r elevant needs sssessment.n accordance wih Secton S of the NPPE an e 0 ensure that the Core Strategy Policy EN11 ‘Quantity of Open Space, Sport and Recreation’ provides that ‘as opportunities arise, new open space, sport and recreation facilties will be created across Manchester, The Councll willseek the provision of new open space, sport and recreation faciites, in particular where: a
fa o
v P ) quantitative shortage of a particular use per head of population, P increase of by the based on the findings of the Open Space, Sport and Recreation study and Playing Pitch Strategy, is identified in the local area; where significant levels of
the Location. New open hould aso b S eople, peds d cycl between sites and to enhance the biodiversity of the City.”
In this case Manchester have an up to date Built Facil (2023), Indoor Bows A t(2023) and Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sports Strategy Annual Monitoring Report (2023), which will provide the baseline data for the numbers of teams and supply of facilties and pitches and can be used to give an indication of the likely aditional for them that & E s = i/ X
te. These form part of the Councifs Evi for the Local Pk hown below should the Councif from the PPOSS and BFS i order to obtain the optimum financial contribution from th 4 development in thi
[ O R XS or the LocalPlan s © Counl ‘¢ PPOSS and BFS in order to obtain the optimum financial contribution from the proposed developmentin this | ¢ paying pitch and (PPOSS) and Action Plan and Annual (2023) alongside the SportBuil Faciit pdate (2024) note where there are shortages in sporting faciites across Manchester presently or in
case.
demand increases. It afor the Borough and to upgs and capacity.
Office for data wh the Active Places Power Playing Pitch and Built Faciities Calculator as the basis for calculating acily s in the first inst
uses Office AL CER L= D PR DS A R (e SR R B T £ L R o DU e However, as noted in our previ , the hapter of the EIA 4 wil for open sp: o facities. However, this needs to be balanced against the potential for new quality provision and improved
access to existing provision, including the open space being delivered as part of Crown Street Phase 3, alongside the wide array of lisure and located within such that the i idered to be Negligible.
Sport England 04-1un-24| The population of the proposed development s estimated to be 3,964 (using a 2.4 average occupancy rate taken from ONS Census 2021 - excluding studio and 1 beds which have been classed as 2 person dwellings). This additional population will generate additional demand for sports faciltes as set out n Sport England's previous response sent 19th December 2023, Whist those totals may differ i RS e L & v e 160124
Sport England’s most recent Cost Quarter, they should il be used as a baseline for i th the Counciln terms of sports facily s
B e e In line with Core Strategy Policy ENL1, and as noted in the original application submission and our intial response to SE comments, the proposal includes 0.73ha of high-quality i large public sq lawned area that can be used for a range of uses, This public space
d ] pen sp rest of the SRF ing the new park at C 2andthe pen sp: Street) and beyond to Hulme and the rest of the Ciy's green network I come forward in
The commentary from the applicant contained in “Response to. dated April 2024, is noted. However this takes no account of the demand created by the proposed development for t hall tennis and bowls tined in our I additi England's role s to how > ; L ; y .
SRE area, the props P in the SRF. Furthermore, and as a detailed in our Apri response, the festyl para 96 of the NPPF.
proposals impact sports faciities and it s not within our remit to consider the wider yas part of th tof sports facilty and the total amount of financial contribution requested to meet demand. Any on site outside recreational space and eycle provision is welcome as part of the aims
f Active D d le to lead active lfestyles, h this does not
B R e I e e T L e A st Therefore, whilst t s accept i in impact on recreati open space faclti ies noted by Sport Engl [ 1o be neglgible, as identified in the soci of the EIA, and the onsite
provide for wider sporting needs. ; .
Policy ENAL.
Its noted that sports facilties are not included in the submitted Section 106 Heads of terms. . Core Statesy Polcy PA 1 provides . ’ . - e - s kel 1o be sought.The poliy s dear " —
§ priority willbe assessed on a site by sie basis. Furthermore in determining the scale and nature of any planning oblig into account. As noted above the socio that there will be a negligible impact of the proposals on open space
The applicant’s proposals to meet the aims of Active Design principles are noted and as stated in our previous response, Sport England would encourage the LPA to discuss the scheme with GM Moving who would be happy to advise you further n these matters. " . ; §
and The proposal provid towards a lsted in Policy PA 1 , public realm ployr ) ftigation and e
Finally ity proposed P




