Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 286 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen Gent
Organisation Name Aintree Ratepayers Association

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I am writing, on behalf of the Aintree Ratepayers' Association, to record an objection to Sefton MBC's Local Plan.
The Association is totally opposed to further housing and business development upon Sefton's 'green belt' and agricultural land.

Our principle objections, as detailed below, are in respect of the proposed developments affecting Aintree Village and those which
will have a consequential impact upon the residents of Aintree Village due to their proximity to the Village, particularly those in
Melling and Maghull.

We must question the validity of the Council's housing needs projection which suggests that some 11,070 homes are required.
Given the number of empty houses across the Borough (as of September 2014 this stood at c5,800) we do not agree that there are
'special circumstances' at play to justify the use of greenbelt for development purposes.

We are also concerned whether developers will actually provide the affordable / sustainable housing which the Local Plan suggests
would be required.

Brownfield First

We have precious little open green belt and agricultural land left as it is. The loss of our greenbelt reduces the openness of the
countryside and essentially leads to 'urban sprawl’, resulting in Aintree Village, and other Sefton East parishes, losing their unique
sense of identity and distinctiveness.

There will be a detrimental and everlasting impact on our wildlife as their habitats will be destroyed (or at best reduced as a result
of relocation), our ability to produce food will also be reduced which will impact future generations.

We should therefore protect what we have and explore all other alternatives such as the utilisation of (mostly redundant) brown
field sites. To this end the Association would urge the Council to put forward a Brownfield first policy.

Infrastructure

Roads - The existing local infrastructure of roads would not cope with the number of additional vehicles the proposed
developments would bring, if one assumes an average two cars per household that is an additional 2,000 cars on our roads for
every 1,000 properties built.

Should the Melling developments be progressed with then Aintree Village will inevitably bear the brunt of the additional traffic
which this would bring about. A number of years ago when Melling saw a number of new housing estates built the amount of
traffic which added to Aintree Village's roads rose significantly. The tail-backs along Aintree Lane can be quite lengthy, this all
adds to the amount of pollution, both air and noise, which the ratepayer's of Aintree Village are forced to endure on a daily
basis.

Public transport - We note that there is a requirement for a second rail station to serve Maghull on the Merseyrail Liverpool-
Ormskirk line. There is however no mention of whether the capacity of the line has been tested to see if it would cope with
increased passenger numbers as trains are already increasingly overcrowded at peak times (i.e. would additional carriages and/or
trains be provided?)

Doctors / Schools - We fear that our local services, such as schools and doctors’ surgeries would not cope with the significant
increase in the local population. We are concerned that the increase in the population of Melling will adversely impact the schools
and doctors surgery within Aintree Village.

It is not known whether Aintree Davenhill and Holy Rosary schools (both situated in Aintree Village) are in a position to meet a
sudden and significant rise in the school roll; the same is likely to apply at primary and schools in neighbouring Melling, Maghull

and Lydiate, and high schools in Maghull.

Community Resources - It should be noted that Sefton Council no longer directly runs any community services within Aintree
Village or Mellling, the Council having withdrawn from the Aintree Youth Centre and Aintree Library.

'Fracking' Fear - There is a serious concern that a developer could exploit our natural resources by introducing 'fracking' which
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would have a most detrimental impact upon the lives of those who live in and around that particular sites(s).
Summary

In summary, should the Local Plan receive approval from the Inspector, then the loss of the green-belt and agriculatural sites
earmarked for development would prove to be to the detriment of those who live in Sefton and in particular those within the
Sefton East parishes who, it would appear, are once again bearing the brunt.

The Association is therefore strongly urging the Inspector to rule that Sefton's Local Plan is 'not' sound and for the Council to
revisit its Local Plan to reflect the views of the people who live and work within the Borough.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 287 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen Morgan

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the local plan regarding Sedburgh Avenue becoming a boulevard in the plan for more housing the amount of

people living in aintree village must be at maximum for doctors traffic dentist etc . lalso object to the whole local plan regarding
Aintree. | have already sent you an objection and | disagree that we continually have to battle with Peel holdings over the land at
the end of my road, they obviously bought the land with the hope of receiving planning permission for homes. Hence they will
make a lot more money on the land than what they purchased it for.

They are playing with people's lives just to make profit . | understand the need for more homes, but | do not think they should be
built here as the local services are at breaking point as | speak, it takes 2 weeks for a doctors appointment now . The traffic is
already a nightmare for people who live in the village after some brainy person came up with the idea of building shopping estate
on the old waterworks site (b&q next etc). The amount of increase of traffic is unbelievable , | think the residents are the last
thought when they should be the first.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Take the local plan for Aintree and put it up in Skemersdale where there are still lots of land .

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 309 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Leonard Stephen
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to the local plan proposed by Sefton council to build houses on sites within Aintree village. The effect on the
loss of Green Belt land speaks for itself. Our open land is being lost to developers. The infrastructure with regard to the local
schools, and the only doctors surgery is at breaking point at the minute, so to increase the number of houses within the village will
only add to already over subscribed facility.

I live in close to the Leeds to Liverpool Canal and my fear is that if houses are allowed to be built especially on locations AS23 and
AS22 there is a real danger of flooding to houses in the local area should there be a breach to the canal. These locations are flood
areas which are supposed to protect the existing houses in the area. My house insurance premiums will be

affected or | may not be able to insure my house at all.

Another objection is to the amount of increased traffic along with the pollution impact which would be a consequence of
increasing the amount of housing in an already busy area. It is clear that the existing infrastructure already struggles to cope with
the existing population and casual passing through traffic within the Aintree village area so to add to it would only bring more
pressure on an

already existing problem. Only five ways for cars, vans and lorries to enter and exit the village causing danger to children and
adults alike. Trying to get into or get out of the village at normal times using Wango Lane, Aintree Lane, Altway, Bullsbridge Lane
and Melling Road is bad enough but around peak times is an absolute disaster.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 310 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Margaret Stephen

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to the local plan proposed by Sefton council to build houses on sites within Aintree village. The effect on the
loss of Green Belt land speaks for itself. Our open land is being lost to developers. The infrastructure with regard to the local
schools, and the only doctors surgery is at breaking point at the minute, so to increase the number of houses within the village will
only add to already over subscribed facility.

I live in close to the Leeds to Liverpool Canal and my fear is that if houses are allowed to be built especially on locations AS23 and
AS22 there is a real danger of flooding to houses in the local area should there be a breach to the canal. These locations are flood
areas which are supposed to protect the existing houses in the area. My house insurance premiums will be

affected or | may not be able to insure my house at all.

Another objection is to the amount of increased traffic along with the pollution impact which would be a consequence of
increasing the amount of housing in an already busy area. It is clear that the existing infrastructure already struggles to cope with
the existing population and casual passing through traffic within the Aintree village area so to add to it would only bring more
pressure on an

already existing problem. Only five ways for cars, vans and lorries to enter and exit the village causing danger to children and
adults alike. Trying to get into or get out of the village at normal times using Wango Lane, Aintree Lane, Altway, Bullsbridge Lane
and Melling Road is bad enough but around peak times is an absolute disaster.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 337 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B.E. Karran
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the extreme over development within the Plan for the following reasons —

1. Melling has been over developed for a decade of more

2. This development has been on mainly '‘Brown Field' sites, but the proposed development would be on Green Belt and | strongly
object to housing developments on Green Belt

. There are differing opinions on the number of houses required and figures appear to be plucked out of the air
. Loss of Grade 1 agricultural land needed for food production

. Lack of amenities, which every developer in the past has provided very little

. Extra burden of traffic on what are primarily country lanes

. Only one Doctor's surgery, which is closed two weekdays

. Only one school (210 pupils)

. Abysmal public transport services (worse now than the 1970s)

10. Losing the historical character of a village

11. Losing wild life habitats

12. The Plan seems to have been rushed through without sufficient consultation

O oo NOUL b W

Summary of Suggested Changes

I would hope that Sefton Council will re-consider its proposals.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 355 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Brian Mann

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

Very strong objection to the development of Aintree for the following reasons; Destroying of wildlife and protected species. Road
network in the area has reached saturation and will have detrimental health and safety hazards for both pedestrian and vehicle
user. Building on land which has been designated by the environmental agency as flood plain, and now has been down graded by
them. Where is the proof and reason for this downgrade. Building on green belt land. Increase of vehicle traffic will have pollution
effect on asthma sufferers, historical and factual evidence. Aintree Parish has reached its limit on schooling intake and also
reached capacity in local health care practice. Modern development would be out of character with local housing stock. Along
with listed building right next to site development. The over population of a parish area will have a negative and detrimental effect
on the community and cause unwanted anxiety.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 356 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Patricia Mann
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Destroying of wildlife and protected species. Road network in the area has reached saturation and will have detrimental health
and safety hazards for both pedestrian and vehicle user. Building on land which has been designated by the environmental agency
as flood plain, and now has been down graded by them. Where is the proof and reason for this downgrade. Building on green belt
land. Increase of vehicle traffic will have pollution effect on asthma sufferers, historical and factual evidence. Aintree Parish has
reached its limit on schooling intake and also reached capacity in local health care practice. Modern development would be out of
character with local housing stock. Along with listed building right next to site development. The over population of a parish area
will have a negative and detrimental effect on the community and cause unwanted anxiety.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 362 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Baden

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to object strongly to the Sefton Council Local Plan. The loss of Sefton's Green Belt has to stop. The topography of the the
land lends itself to flooding, an ever-increasing danger.

The plans to build on Green Belt in the areas of Aintree and Melling is of particular concern to myself and neighbours. The original
estate has mushroomed to a situation where the schools and GP practice are full to capacity. Traffic levels, increasing WITHOUT
the addition these extra homes will bring, are already at an extremely frustrating level. It is a nightmare at peak hour and even
driving off-peak. It can be near impossible to cross to the left-hand lane to join Ormskirk Road Southbound to Liverpool as the
traffic from Aintree Lane and Altway is contiuous.

Should permission be givenfor any more homes to be built in Aintree Village or Melling, the drains will be unable to cope with the
added sewerage and rain water and flooding WILL happen. Wango Lane was in a flood area long before that land was developed
for housing. The land between Oriel Drive and the River Alt was partly marshland next to the railway embankment. This land
would require thousands of tonnes of earth and rubble to level it before houses could be built. The heavy lorries required on this
scale would eb too heavy for the under-road drain in Sedburgh Avenue and the potential for serious road accidents with the
increase in traffic is obvious.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Please do not allow any further housing in Melling or Aintree village.

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 380 Response Ref 3 Representor Name lan Gent

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to register my objection to Sefton MBC's Local Plan. | am totally opposed to further housing and business development
upon Sefton's 'green belt' and agricultural land. My objections, are in respect of the proposed developments affecting Aintree
Village and those which will have an impact upon the residents of Aintree Village due to their proximity, particularly those in
Melling and Maghull.

I must question the validity of the Council's housing needs projection which suggests that some 11,070 homes are required. Given
the number of empty houses across the Borough (as of September 2014 this stood at ¢5,800) | do not agree that there are 'special
circumstances' at play to justify the use of greenbelt for development purposes. I'm also concerned whether developers will
actually provide the affordable / sustainable housing which the Local Plan suggests would be required.

The loss of our greenbelt reduces the openness of the countryside and essentially leads to 'urban sprawl’, resulting in our local
communities losing their unique sense of identity and distinctiveness. We have precious little open green belt and agricultural land
left as it is. There will be a detrimental and everlasting impact on our wildlife as their habitats will be destroyed. Our ability to
produce food will also be reduced which will impact future generations. We should protect what we have and explore all other
alternatives, such as the utilisation of redundant brown field sites. | would therefore urge the Council to put forward a Brownfield
first policy.

Roads - The existing local infrastructure of roads would not cope with the number of additional vehicles the proposed
developments would bring, if one assumes an average two cars per household that is an additional 2,000 cars on our roads for
every 1,000 properties built. Should the Melling developments be progressed, then Aintree Village will inevitably bear the brunt of
the additional traffic, which this would bring about. A number of years ago when Melling saw a number of new housing estates
built the amount of traffic which added to Aintree Village's roads rose significantly. Aintree Lane regularly has lengthy tail-backs,
which adds to

the amount of pollution, both air and noise, which we are forced to endure on a daily basis.

Public transport - | note that there is a requirement for a second rail station to serve Maghull on the Merseyrail Liverpool-Ormskirk
line, which I'm sure would be very much in demand given the significant number of new homes which will be built both in Maghull
and in the neighbouring villages of Lydiate and Melling. However, there is no mention of whether the capacity of the line has been
tested to see if it would cope with increased passenger numbers, as trains are already increasingly overcrowded at peak times (i.e.
would additional carriages and/or trains be provided?)

Doctors / Schools - | fear that our local services, such as schools and doctors' surgeries would not cope with the significant increase
in the local population. | am concerned that the increase in the population of Melling will adversely impact the schools and
doctors surgery within Aintree Village and schools in neighbouring Melling, Maghull and Lydiate. Community Resources - It should
be noted that Sefton Council no longer directly runs any community services within Aintree Village or Melling, the Council having
withdrawn from the Aintree Youth Centre and Aintree Library.

In summary, should the Local Plan receive approval from the Inspector, then the loss of the green-belt and agriculatural sites
earmarked for development would prove to be to the detriment of those who live in Sefton and in particular those within the
Sefton East parishes who, it would appear, are once again bearing the brunt. | do not consider that the Council has engaged in
meaningful consultation over the last 2-3 years reference the Local Plan, the various consultation exercises have resulted in the
same questions being raised by residents which have gone largely unanswered. There appears to be a general disregard for the
views and wishes of residents. | therefore strongly urge the Inspector to rule that Sefton's Local Plan is 'not' sound and for the
Council to revisit its Local Plan to reflect the views of the people who live and work within the Borough.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 423 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Moya Middlehurst
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I am very concerned about the loss of green belt land in and around the Aintree and Melling area. This will mean a loss of
excellent agricultural land - once this is lost we will never be able to reclaim it as agricultural land again. Why isn't Sefton council
concentrating on using brownfield sites for development. Surely there are enough brownfield sites available on which to build.

What about the increase in traffic in Aintree. We already suffer with traffic jams especially at the Old Roan junction. An increase
in the number of houses in Melling will impact greatly on the traffic in Aintree. | live on Bull Bridge Lane and have over the last
few years have noticed a big increase in traffic. Another 300 homes in Melling will further impact on this. The only way out of
Melling (apart from going through Kirkby) is via Aintree. The roads in Aintree are already congested. The main road into Melling
for emergency service vehicles is past my house. The increase in houses and traffic could well have a detrimental affect on those
vehicles being able to get to Melling.

With an increase in traffic we will then suffer with an increase in pollution and carbon emissions - not to mention noise! | find that
most worrying.

It seems to me that no infrastructure is in place. We already lack certain facilities. Sefton council closed our library. We only have
one doctor's surgery in Aintree and there is only one part time surgery in Melling. We have no dentists in the area.

The nearest supermarket is Asda. The way to Asda for the people in Melling is via Aintree past my house on to Altway or Aintree
Lane to the Old Roan junction. This junction is just so congested already, | cannot imagine what it would be like with an increase
in traffic.

The 3 local primary schools (Holy Rosary, Davenhill and Melling) do not have sufficient spaces to cope with an influx of pupils.
Where do you propose these children go to school? Build a new school? Where? And who would pay? As far as | know Sefton
council don't have any money.

The drainage in this area leaves a lot to be desired. My garden already floods when it rains. How will the drains cope. |
understand in Formby new houses were built on a higher level thereby leaving the existing houses in a position that they have
suffered from flooding. This could make houses un-insurable.

If green belt land is built on then we risk the loss of wildlife and their habitats.

Please reconsider this local plan.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 453 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Alan Middlehurst
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

The proposed building areas around Aintree and Melling are on greenbelt land, this land is prime agricultural land and once built
on will be gone forever. Why isn't Sefton council concentrating on using brownfield sites for development. Surely there are
enough brownfield sites available on which to build.

What about the increase in traffic in Aintree. | believe a traffic census was carried out on Bull Bridge Lane, however this was done
during the school holidays so clearly would not reflect the correct volume of traffic using this route. We already suffer with traffic
jams especially at the Old Roan junction. An increase in the number of houses in Melling will impact greatly on the traffic in
Aintree. |live on Bull Bridge Lane and over the last few years have noticed a big increase in traffic. Another 300 homes in Melling
will further impact on this. The only way out of Melling (apart from going through Kirkby) is via Aintree. The roads in Aintree are
already congested. The main road into Melling for emergency service vehicles is past my house. The increase in houses and traffic
could well have a detrimental affect on those vehicles being able to get to Melling.

With an increase in traffic we will then suffer with an increase in pollution and carbon emissions potentially leading to health
issues, not to mention noise and vibrations.

It seems to me that no infrastructure is in place. We already lack certain facilities. Sefton council closed our library. We only have
one doctor's surgery in Aintree and there is only one part time surgery in Melling. We have no dentists in the area.

The way to the Ormskirk Road retail park and Asda for the people in Melling is via Aintree past my house on to Altway or Aintree
Lane to the Old Roan junction. This junction is just so congested already, | cannot imagine what it would be like with an increase
in the volume of traffic from 300 more houses in Melling.

The 3 local primary schools (Holy Rosary, Davenhill and Melling) do not have sufficient spaces to cope with an influx of pupils.
Where do you propose these children go to school? Build a new school? Where? And who would pay? As far as | know Sefton
council don't have any money!

The drainage in this area leaves a lot to be desired. My garden already floods when it rains. How will the drains cope. |
understand in Formby new houses were built on a higher level thereby leaving the existing houses in a position that they have
suffered from flooding. This could make houses in-insurable!

If green belt land is built on then we risk the loss of wildlife and their habitats.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 456 Response Ref 1 Representor Name T R Blake

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Loss of green belt. Loss of agricultural land. Loss of farming communities. Loss of countryside. Loss of wildlife and habitats. Lack of
infrastructure. Increased volume of traffic, as Old Roan congested already. Brownfield sites priority for building houses.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 483 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Ken Dennis
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I live along the A5036 corridor and have done so since as far back as when it was not the main route to the docks. Since that time
it has undergone many changes and continues to do so even still. It is and must be, one of the busiest "A" roads in the country and
with the soon to be completed new docking facility, can only get worse. No matter what the planners may forecast (and they seem
to suggest just a couple of percent increase in vehicle usage) it is this road that will take the strain. If the new dock proves to be a
success and we must wish it well, then gridlock will ensue for certain. Switch Island is now a critical hub for all traffic in this part of
Merseyside as it brings together Two Motorways and Two major A roads, plus another bypass road.

We the locals not only have to brave all this traffic on a daily basis, but more importantly have to endure all the pollution that it
creates. This is not acceptable. Having just lost another large tract of top grade agricultural land to the bypass road, any further
encroachment on what remains would be adding insult to injury. Therefore | would argue that the sort after development of more
top grade agricultural land adjacent to the M57 at Switch Island should not be even considered. The port should not be inflicting
more loss of well-being on us. This development would only increase the congestion and pollution in the area even more.

Just going back to greenbelt land and farmland in particular, it is a precious commodity. With an increasing population, we have
the need to grow as much food as we can in this country, we need food security and sustainability. The land around here is top
quality, | know, as my garden is part of it. So no more of it should be sacrificed to further development. The thoughtful use of
previously already used land should be the way to go.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 488 Response Ref 24 Representor Name lan Brodie Browne

Organisation Name Sefton Council Lib Dem Opposition Group
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

These two huge sites to the west and east of Lydiate/Maghull fall within a similar category to AS17 in that they are both high grade
agricultural land that is presently being farmed. To turn them over to housing is unthinkable in environmental sustainability terms.
AS14 is right next to SR4.48 (MN2.28) which Sefton Council has already designated as a ‘reserve’ site for development in its own
draft Local Plan. Bearing in mind that a further and much larger ‘reserve’ site (SR4.47) is the other side of SR4.48 this would have
the effect of vastly increasing the size of Lydiate’s population. Just developing the two reserve sites will increase Lydiate’s size by
35%! What’s more AS14 will develop Lydiate right up to the West Lancashire (Aughton) boundary and we are aware that West
Lancs Council already have concerns about the two ‘reserve’ sites for this very reason. Taking the 3 sites together Lydiate would be
subject to an urban extension of considerable proportions.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 488 Response Ref 27 Representor Name lan Brodie Browne
Organisation Name Sefton Council Lib Dem Opposition Group

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

These two huge sites to the west and east of Lydiate/Maghull fall within a similar category to AS17 in that they are both high grade
agricultural land that is presently being farmed. To turn them over to housing is unthinkable in environmental sustainability terms.
AS14 is right next to SR4.48 (Tyson’s Triangle) which Sefton Council has already designated as a ‘reserve’ site for development in
its own draft Local Plan. Bearing in mind that a further and much larger ‘reserve’ site (SR4.47) is the other side of SR4.48 this
would have the effect of vastly increasing the size of Lydiate’s population. Just developing the two reserve sites will increase
Lydiate’s size by 35%! What’s more AS14 will develop Lydiate right up to the West Lancashire (Aughton) boundary and we are
aware that West Lancs Council already have concerns about the two ‘reserve’ sites for this very reason. Taking the 3 sites together
Lydiate would be subject to an urban extension of considerable proportions.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 565 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Paula Maguire

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

These proposed sites, along with AS17, would make Aintree Village an 'urban sprawl' and would increase the size of the parish by
almost 50%; we already have 'urban sprawl' with Liverpool. The local infrastructure of roads, schools, doctors' surgeries etc. would
not cope with the number of additional people which the development would bring.

The proposed accesses to these sites are simply insufficient, and the building work would cause severe inconvenience, noise,
distress etc. to existing residents. Again, residents would face additional water problems due to the already high water table and
the flood plain of the River Alt and the area would face the loss of green belt and prime agricultural land. The loss of amenity and
wildlife habitat of the existing field would have a detrimental impact on wildlife.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 566 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Craig Maguire

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

These proposed sites, along with AS17, would make Aintree Village an 'urban sprawl' and would increase the size of the parish by
almost 50%; we already have 'urban sprawl' with Liverpool. The local infrastructure of roads, schools, doctors' surgeries etc. would
not cope with the number of additional people which the development would bring.

The proposed accesses to these sites are simply insufficient, and the building work would cause severe inconvenience, noise,
distress etc. to existing residents. Again, residents would face additional water problems due to the already high water table and
the flood plain of the River Alt and the area would face the loss of green belt and prime agricultural land. The loss of amenity and
wildlife habitat of the existing field would have a detrimental impact on wildlife.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 569 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Nuala Kranas
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to object to Sefton's Local Plan: Housing figures do not give “special circumstances’ for building on greenbelt Sefton is
already in danger of becoming an urban sprawl and risks losing what little distinct areas it has left. The loss of good grade
agricultural land and farming communities; loss of future food production Loss of wildlife and habitats; Loss of valuble flood plain;
Increased flooding to existing properties; Lack of infrastructure for additional housing; Added pressure on health and educational
services; Dr's surgeries already full, lack of school places; Increased volume of traffic on already congested roads: any incedent on
or near switch island already gridlocks Aintree; additional housing in Melling , Maghull or Lydiate has a direct effect on Aintree as
people use the back roads coming out into Aintree to avoid switch island; pollution levels from the increased traffic will have
detrimental effects on the local community, air, noise and light and the well being of the community is not being considered.
Brownfield sites should always be used first The local plan is a living document and can be revisited anytime in the future

Summary of Suggested Changes

Build on brownfield sites first Take into consideration the destruction of valuable agricultural land Look at the empty/abandond
houses already existing in Sefton Do not build on or near flood plains Listen to your residents Look at the local plan and does it
really serve Sefton

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 577 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Paul Maguire

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

These proposed sites, along with AS17, would make Aintree Village an 'urban sprawl' and would increase the size of the parish by
almost 50%; we already have 'urban sprawl' with Liverpool. The local infrastructure of roads, schools, doctors' surgeries etc. would
not cope with the number of additional people which the development would bring.

The proposed accesses to these sites are simply insufficient, and the building work would cause severe inconvenience, noise,
distress etc. to existing residents. Again, residents would face additional water problems due to the already high water table and
the flood plain of the River Alt and the area would face the loss of green belt and prime agricultural land. The loss of amenity and
wildlife habitat of the existing field would have a detrimental impact on wildlife.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 607 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Glenys Burkey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to object to the current plan to build more houses on green belt land in and around Aintree Village, Melling and Maghull.
We already have had quite a large development in Melling in the past number of years which has put a big strain on the local
roads in Aintree Village.

More houses mean more cars! More cars mean more parking required. There is already a great problem at school time over
parking and through traffic not being able to pass parked cars without going on the pavement.

More houses mean more strain on the infrastructure - flooding still occurs in some parts after heavy rain.

More houses mean more people needing schools, Doctors, Dentists etc. We in Aintree Village have just lost our one amenity the
library!

Regarding Sefton needing new houses we have been led to believe the population in Sefton is actually falling so why the need for
more houses?
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 617 Response Ref 1 Representor Name James Quinn

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| believe that Sefton are pursuing inappropriate areas of development in the Melling district Faults with the locations selected in
Waddicar village include the problems of access, the area is at present mostly served by lanes which are alreadydangerous to use
due to the weight of traffic both local and through. Facilities in the area are virtually non existent with no apparent plans for
future expansion. The area has known drainage problems which took many years to solve (if they are?) in the last building
development undertaken and both of the 2 areas selected by the authority have severe accumulation of surface water whenever it
rains - and for quite a while after! Public transport is very limited, goes almost nowhere and only runs for very limited times! The 2
areas are also both home to a considerable amount of wildlife including - frogs and toads, amphibians which are somewhat
endangered and the areas are regularly visited by bats. Whether the bats are local or just visiting appears to be unknown and
could turn out to be an unexpected problem.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 646 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Peter Gill
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I live in Aintree Village and object for the following reasons :-

You are building on the greenbelt when it is not necessary, there are sufficient brown sites available for building. The greenbelt
being talked about for building is grade one agricultural land, 10 years ago the population was 50 million, it is now over 60
million, how are we to feed everybody? You are allowing building on floodplain, this will cause problems down the line.
Infrastructure will be overwhelmed, the roads are close to limits now, the schools are almost full so would not be able to take
many children in, our children have to travel by public transport to their secondary schools.

The increase in traffic would cause an increase in pollution and carbon emissions.

The local doctors are very close to closing their patient lists, this isn’t helped by the doctors in Melling going part time, therefore
putting a lot of pressure on Aintree Park Group Practice.

The building of houses in Melling will have a direct effect on Aintree Village as the main access/egress will be through Aintree,
Aintree Lane/Altway. Loss of greenbelt, increased flooding, increased pressure on infrastructure, boundaries overlapping, please
think again.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 704 Response Ref 3 Representor Name A Donnelly

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Small extension to site MN2.32

Our client wishes to put forward a larger area than allocated as site MN2.32 which could accommodate some 29 dwellings. More
detail is provided in the representation to policy MN7. The site does not function as Green Belt, and the only impact would be that
Melling comes slightly closer to Aintree. We agree that the reduction is not material. The recognition that the site is previously
developed land and can deliver affordable hoiusng is a clear benefit.

Our client controls the site and would develop it either themselves or with a developer within 12 - 18 months of the adoption of
the Local Plan.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 859 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Oli Caffrey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to strongly object about the "Local Plan" which is attempted to be imposed on the people of Aintree and Melling against
their wishes. There are a number of specific objections:

The plan does not take wildlife and habitat into consideration. It will have a disastrous effect on our community. | am a younger
member of the community and the local plan does not bring me any closer to obtaining affordable housing in my area. There is
provision for smaller housing but is very clear that there is no compulsion to make developers build a set amount of affordable

homes. All that will happen is that 4 or 5 bedroom houses will be built on greenbelt land.

This building will increase the real chances of flooding in this area. | would happily show you areas that regularly flood and
building will make things worse. | have researched this issue and | fully expect it is not the new houses that will flood but existing
ones.

I am a regular bus user (When there is one available). The Old Roan lights /Altway area is often overflowing with traffic going
towards the Aintree retail park. There is the issue of where new cars will exit Melling. They will go through Aintree and make
things worse.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 860 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Mark Caffrey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I wish to make a strong objection to the proposed local plan in Sefton. | have taken a keen interest in the process and have been
shocked by the unsuitability of the plan the inability of our elected representatives to provide a suitable plan for our future. There
are a number of in points | wish to make: Congestion — Anyone who lives in the Aintree Village area is already landlocked at the
weekends. Queues for Asda and the local retail park regularly go halfway down Altway. Our council managed a traffic study (Taken
on a wet Wednesday during school holidays) that actually said some roads were underused (The filter lane in Ormskirk Road). This
is because of the congestion waiting to get in the lane at the Old roan traffic lights. An independent traffic survey carried out for
the Aintree Village Residents Action Group concluded that over 600 cars use Hancock's Bridge (Close to a new proposed
development) on a quiet Monday afternoon.

Any development in the Melling and Aintree areas will inevitably place an unbearable burden on to our, already full roads.

Infrastructure - Aintree and Melling do not currently have capacity to be developed. The practice manager for Aintree Group
Practice has already reported that there is no capacity for new patients. Residents already have a wait to see the GP and this
situation has been exacerbated by a reduction in the surgery at Melling, the very area that has a proposed development.

There is also a major issue with the local schools. Aintree and Melling do not have a secondary school and this leads to a great deal
of congestion between Melling, Maghull and Aintree. There is no current capacity in both of Aintree's primary schools and no
opportunity to increase the capacity. In my road we have brothers and sisters who attend different primary schools due to a lack
of capacity. This situation will become intolerable if further development takes place.

| attended the recent Sefton Council debate and vote on the Local Plan. | was shocked to see this issue was largely glossed over.
Councillors were only willing to discuss Sefton as a whole. Their willingness to impose an unsuitable plan meant that children will
be expected to be bussed to various points in and out of the borough to "solve" this issue.

Potential for Flooding — The proposed plan includes land set aside off Wango Lane for housing. A visit to this area would illustrate
the total unsuitability of this land for this purpose. The residents group received a report from a quantity surveyor which
highlighted a number of specific points.

If this could happen | am wondering why the council officials could not do this.

Are they so blinded by the actions of developers? There are a number of specific issues including:

e Until recently this land was designated as flood plain but re-assigned to help developers.

¢ The land lies approximately 20 feet below the attached stretch of the Leeds- Liverpool Canal

e There is a major sewer running underneath this land

» Access is almost impossible. Valley Close is only 8foot 6inches wide and has a grade 2 listed building on the corner

¢ Any access through Wango Lane would have an unacceptable effect on Hancock's Bridge (One of the 3 main ways into Aintree
Village — 2 of them single lane) already mentioned earlier

¢ The only alternative access would be to demolish houses in Taunton Drive and build a road around. Taunton drive is already
overcrowded, tight and with residents unable to get out to Aintree Lane due to high traffic levels.

o If this course of action were followed it would pave the way for further inappropriate development along the new road causing
the potential for further problems for flooding and congestion and changing the nature of the whole area.

¢ Any building on this land would need work to prevent flooding. If this took place there is no way of knowing the detrimental
effect this would have on Taunton Drive properties. The surrounding area does flood. The owner of Mill Farm House (Who now
seems keen to sell to developers) had to be recovered from their property by the fire service in the recent past due to flooding. |
have photographic evidence of this supplied by a resident in Canterbury Close. That is before any further development has taken
place.

The proposals that have been put forward see a future where the Aintree Village area becomes an urban sprawl. Our council (With
an inbuilt majority from Bootle) appears to be happy to sell the crown jewels of the green belt and allow £250 - £350,000 houses
to be built on there with little interest of the consequences. At the same time, these proposals do not address any of the issues of
urban regeneration. Sefton council has several thousand empty homes. It has a "Plan" to start dealing with this but no action has
taken place other than the initial report.

Brownfield First? - Another area not tackled in the Local Plan is the opportunity to redevelop neglected urban areas within Sefton.

Our local MP has highlighted the need for brownfield first but our councillors and officials seem intent on putting all their efforts
into making the sell off of the green belt possible.
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Once sold, the green belt cannot be reclaimed. The council's vigour in this area is highlighted by the fact they are keen to make the
plan a 15 year one. This is far longer than any statuary requirement. Once passed the Local Plan will be a living document and
developers will have opportunity to bring further, unsuitable, proposals unfettered. | have witnessed this process with the
proposed additional site plan which was rejected last year. Any process which allows developers twice as long to present their case
as local residents appears lopsided to the outside observer and must be questioned.

At public meetings our councillors have asked the residents to think about a number of issues such as smaller family homes and
the need to house the elderly. Neither one of these issues will be advanced by the plan. If allowed the vast majority of houses built
will be 3 or 4 bedroom houses on current green belt land. Once passed, the council has little or no recourse to change this for the
better and include sectors where there may be need.

In its current state the Local Plan is a developer's charter. The issues outlined above illustrate its total unsuitability. If
implemented, the plan will diminish the quality of life in the borough. This will be done without tackling the issues that may occur
in future such as the building of affordable housing. The people of Sefton hope the Government Inspector can see what our
council cannot (Or are unwilling) to see.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 861 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Frances Byrne

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| welcome the opprtunity to voice my feelings and objections to the Local Plan. | live in the Aintree/Old Roan area and have
witnessed the build up of through traffic over the years. Amy more housing/building locally will only aggrevate an at times
intolerable amount of traffic.

Our local services of doctors, schools will also be greatly affected since we have already had a large number of houses bult in
Melling which already use our schools and doctors. We have observed the roads around out hose developing problems due to
underground springs eroding the sub soil. | am concerned that any building near to the River Alt will disupt the natural flow of
water and create problems for the existing houses. Finally we are recently retired after working for 40 years. We really enjoy
walking only a short distance to find open countryside and help lead a local walking group. This will not be available to us if the
plan goes ahead.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 867 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lynn Caffrey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to make an objection to the Sefton Local plan. This plan, it implemented, will greatly change the area in which we live for
the worse.

There are so many reasons why this ill thought out "plan" should not be allowed. It proposes building in the Melling and Aintree
area that will have a dreadful effect on already congested roads. Due to traffic at the Aintree Retail Park we are already cant move
at weekends. Two of the three major routes out of Aintree rely on single lane bridges. There are no plans to change this so any
increase in traffic will only add to a worsening problem. Neither Melling nor Aintree has the appropriate infrastructure to take
further building. We have no social amenities to speak of. Our bus services are limited to daytimes and are non-existent at
weekends.

These issues are also reflected in our school. Aintree schools are oversubscribed with siblings having to attend different schools.
There are no plans to improve this situation and building more houses will make this situation worse.

I work in the local GP surgery. We are always very busy and patients often wait a good deal of time to get the care they require.
Any further developments in our area will make our plight worse. This comes on top of recent restrictions to the GP surgery in
Melling. None of these issues have been addressed by the local plan. Indeed, the quality of life will be diminished.

I am also greatly concerned about the risk of flooding on the areas surrounding where houses have been built. Aintree has a
number of areas that already flood and | would be happy to show you. Although residents have brought this to the council and
officials this has not been addressed. | do not doubt that a good deal of work needs to take place to make land fit to build on, I am
very concerned of the effects that this will have on existing properties. This is particularly true in my specific area if land adjacent
to Wango Lane is built on.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 934 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Jean Cole

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

The proposed development will change Aintree Village forever. So many residents have said they will move if the development
happens because if the development happens because of all the negative impact. We are a settled community and this would be
destroyed by these proposals. None of our infrastructure can cope and too many people are now wanting to move away- is this
what officials want? To make people feel they need to move form their homes?

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 935 Response Ref 1 Representor Name David Cowley
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

My objection is the increased volume of traffic that this will cause to a already busy Ormskirk Road, Bradfield Ave, Altway and
Molyneux Way.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 945 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P Anthony

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Obijection

Summary of Main Issues

| object most strongly about using green belt land for any development. In North Liverpool we do not have a decent sized park.
The open spaces are vital to the health and well being of the exisitng community. A concrete jungle would increase stress levels. In
Aintree village traffic is already a serious problem and any extra housing would make life unbearable. The roads are narrow and
totally unsuitable for the heavy vehicles required for a building project. We have the worst bus service on Merseyside and no
amenities whatsover after the closure of the Library.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites
Respondent No 948 Response Ref 1 Representor Name D Bradley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

| strongly object to proposed building on green belt land in Aintree village. The council has a very large plot of Brownfield sites for
sale at the moment on bridle way, Netherton. This land is near to existing houses and would provide all development required
without using our green belt land.

The council have just approved our sixth Gym wihtin a couple of miles. This land (JD Sports site) could have provided housing, its
next to sheltered accomodation. Far more suitable for houses than green belt and to Gyms will not be able to all make money.
Aintree is too busy already.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 1000 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Elizabeth Wilson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the whole of this Local plan and all the proposed sites of building on Green belt land within the plan. | am aware a
Local Plan is needed but this is the wrong Local Plan for Aintree.

There is an increased risk of flooding (not surface water) of existing properties and the plan to build on flood plains is insane. This
area floods constantly. Drive along Aintree Lane past Wango Lane bridge in times of heavy rain and the road is flooded and often
has to be closed. This is after work was done to rectify the problem.

Our road infrastructure will not cope with further homes and the heavy wagons required thundering through our already
congested roads will cause untold damage to roads which have sewer pipes running through them such as Sedburgh Ave. | am
aware the Oriel Drive site is not included at present but it will be again in the future as this plan is a living document.

The plan takes no account of the loss of green belt in Sefton and good agricultural land. Surely in times of food poverty this land
should be used to produce crops to feed starving people. We want a Brownfield first policy in the Local Plan.

There are according to Sefton Councils own figures 5,500 empty houses in Sefton. Why do we need then to build more? These
vacant properties should be renovated to a living standard and made available- Sefton do not want this as it will not help their
relationship with the prospective developers!

We have 2 schools full to capacity and 1 GP practice in Aintree. We are having to wait up to a week for a GP appointment now and
the practice admits it could not cope with thousands more patients. Holy Rosary school in Oriel Drive has erected ballards outside
the school before a child was killed, to stop parents parking and blocking the roads. So parents now park right up Oriel

Drive as far as Winchester Ave blocking the roads again.

The whole area of Aintree is congested. More houses will mean more pollution and carbon emissions affecting the health of the
population of Aintree. We have a pedestrian crossing at the top of Altway nearby the local shops- this was erected after 2 local
residents were knocked down by a driver driving too fast turning into the slip road at Old Roan shops. The crossing is useless as
most cars do not stop for pedestrians and \fyci'a take your life in your hands stepping on to the crossing! Building the retail park
has caused traffic to increase a hundred fold. Sefton Council produced a traffic survey and stated the junction at Old Roan and
Ormskirk Rd was "under used". This survey was carried out in school holidays! Traffic even on a Sunday down Aintree Lane to the
Old Roan lights is horrendous. | and many others have sat in traffic for 20 minutes- we know — we live here! It can take my
family 20 minutes to get from Switch Island past Asda superstore to my home as the traffic is so heavy.

The plan to build so many more houses is ludicrous. We have no library as Sefton Council chose to close it, we have no
local banks- they were both closed and we have no facilities in this area- we cannot even get our roads cleaned. God help
us if we have to contend with thousands of trucks full of aggregate to throw over flood plain land destroying our roads
and environment with little concern for residents or all the wild life in the area.

Sefton Council cannot provide residents with a good standard of services now so how it will cope with extra responsibilities

for more wetlands, ditches and verges beggars belief. All our services are being cut to the bone, we cannot cope

with any more. Come to the area and see for yourself. Imagine what it will be like to live here in the future. Its bad enough already.
A civil engineer at a recent meeting said he thought it was a joke when he read the Local Plan. That says it all!

Summary of Suggested Changes

Using brown field sites first policy to be added to the plan- not green belt land first because it would be in interest of develoeprs to
build on green belt.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN2 Ain/Mell MN2 Aintree/Melling sites

Respondent No 1047 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Linda Rushton
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to the local plan on the following grounds:

Aintree village has not got the infrastructure in place to accommodate more house building. There will be added pressure on our
services the Doctors, Dentists, Schools and Hospitals.

The volume of traffic on our two main roads out of the village is already highly congested and will cause an increase in pollution
and carbon emissions.

I am also very concerned about the increased risk of flooding to the existing properties, by building up this land to above river level
it will cause a lack of drainage and cause flooding to the existing properties which are at a lower level than the proposed new
properties.

The affordable houses being built will not be affordable as they are being built on green belt which will put a premium on them
making them unaffordable.

Finally the loss of the green belt, once the houses have been built on this land it will be lost for ever.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1069 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Wilson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

Site A MN8.2 (tick)
Site B MN2.30 - No way
Site C MN2.31- No

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1071 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Ann Woods

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Site A MN8.2- Good Infrastructure,proposed railway station, closer to Maghull amenities, take traffic away from Waddicar Lane,
bigger site,

Site B MN2.30- Poor infrastructure, school and GP are full, minimal services, drainage probs, heavy traffic+ congestion waddicar
lane not suitable

Site C MIN2.31- As above
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1073 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Gerry Woods
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2- Good Infrastructure, proposed railway stn closer to Maghull amenities, take traffic from waddicar lane, bigger site.

SITE B MN2.30- Poor infrastructure, school full, GP full, Minimal services,drainage, heavy traffic/ conges, waddicar lane not up to
use as ingress route

SITE C-MN2.31-As above
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1080 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lyn Tunstall

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2-Positives:infrastructure: roads, rail, motorway,acess to shops,school choice, all already in place.
SITE B MN2.30 - Positives:None Anybody buying a property would have none of the benefits of Maghull site.

Negatives: Village appeal would be lost forever, acess on waddicar lane increases traffic where in places houses are close to road,
noisy and dangerous

SITE C MN2.31- Positives: As above none
Negatives: Drainage in Melling is poor and added pressure would make worse. Melling has no amenities for young families or the
space to provide them.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1081 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Halsall

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN 8.2- Positives: Further away from village area

SITE B MN2.30- Positves:None
Negatives: Potential impact on Rainbow park. There are already limited childrens faiclities in Melling area. Congestion on side
roads.

SITE C MN2.31- Positives: None
Negatives: Potential impact on waddicar farm nursery.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1082 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Andrew Horrocks
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2 Positives: Bigger area, more shops, doctors and schools, new station to help with traffic. New houses in keeping with
area of new builds.
Negatives: N/A

SITE B MN2.30 Positives: N/A
Negatives: Melling Village is already overcrowded. Traffic is worse than ever before and parking is a nightmare, more houses will
add to problems.

SITE C MN2.31 Positives: N/A
Negatives: Waddicar Lane is still a fast road for cars despite road signs and bumps. Speeding cars are still an issue, more traffic will
cause accidents. No public transport that could cope with extra people.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1083 Response Ref 1 Representor Name David Bamber

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: New train station, will match new builds in Maghull, closer amenities
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Congestion, drainage, not very much transport.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Poor infrastructure, Not very much transport.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1084 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Alan Bolton
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Plenty open space also a very good road structure. Plus a new rail station?
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Roads cannot cope with increased traffic .

SITEC MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: It would be madness to build a new estate, at this location, drains could not cope also.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1085 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New railway station + good infrastructure
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads are not safe for potential 400 more cars.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Drainage needs updating now

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1086 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Miller
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to more amenities can fit more houses
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: To many houses built already in Melling

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: This is no longer a village it’s a small town with no amenities what so ever.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1087 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Jonathan Lock

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Excellent links to M57+ M58, minmal disruption to residence of Maghull, Maghull has the capacity for more Housing

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Only 1 road in and out of Melling so disruption expected, Local facilities would struggle to cope, Melling PS wont have

spaces for pupils, houses not required.
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As above
Negatives: As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1088 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A F Jones
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Not wanted

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Do not want it Melling can not take any more traffic. All over greenery is slowly going do you not care.

Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Not wanted

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1089 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Edna Lawley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Against All

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Against All

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Against All

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1090 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Cleary

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: No comment
Negatives: Cannot see anyone wanting to live there

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Waddicar lane cannot carry any more traffic drains problems!

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Spoiling a nuturally attractive area- village becomes a sprawl.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1091 Response Ref 1 Representor Name L Green

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Easy acess to motorways also close to Maghull town cnetre ie shops, banks etc.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: More houses equal less greenery for Melling

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Over crowded local school + less like a village if more houses are built here.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015

Page 964 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1092 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Nearer to motorway network would take the strain from the country roads.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Our roads around Melling are not withstanding present traffic flow an increase in massive transport capacity is not
acceptable

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Traffic flow through Melling greatly increased on an already dangerous roads. Melling is a village + does not wish to be
a joined up town.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives: Along with traffic plans we do not have infrastructure we have a school full to capacity, one part time doctor. More
building is not acceptable.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1093 Response Ref 1 Representor Name lan Gregory

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Lack of area facilities, developers will not improve them, very poor drainage in eg archers field again developers wont
address.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Much as above, builders only motivated by profit.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1094 Response Ref 1 Representor Name BE Karran
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: As below

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Development on Green Belt Melling has been overdeveloped for the last decade or more.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Ditto

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1095 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Susan Mooney

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Motorway acess,new station infrastrucutre drainage,
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Green Belt good farm land. Loss of farm worker jobs. Urban sprawl, Increased traffic- country lanes. Grade 1 root crop
land

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Sewage issues, overhead electric cables. Strong village community.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1096 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen/Lynn Collins
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to Maghull Amenities
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Waddicar lane heavily congested, over expansion not wide enough waddicar lane.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: potential extra cars, school + doctors already full drainage updating.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1097 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Wilson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: As a hospital/ prison already proposed the infrastrucutre will be more readily in place for roads acess to the motorway

and the new proposed railway station.

Negatives: The proposed of numbers of building is too high for the amenties which presently exist residential properties so close

to a prison.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:

Negatives: lack of schooling, lack of doctors surgery/dentists in Melling. Drainage/ flooding is as the pipes are not adequate for the
housing which aalready exists, The areas around melling rock- sandy/ school lane after have problems with sewage + flooding due

to inadequate pipes more properties would impact on this.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1098 Response Ref 1 Representor Name William Driscoll
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Ideal for development close to M58 and A59
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Green Belt land should retain so melling village already over developed.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Green Belt land should remain so Melling village already over developed.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1099 Response Ref 1 Representor Name David McGarvey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Easy Road acess
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: Too many cars people, no services poor drains, in this area. To accommodate more homes.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Too many cars/people not enough for the people who live here now! Poor Drains.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1100 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Erica Skelton
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Yes
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1101 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Pam Quigley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Please use useless land up here, instead of agricultural land.
Negatives: No

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: See above
Negatives: Yes

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: (Tick)
Negatives: Yes

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1102 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Tony Thomas
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Undeveloped area, great traffic rroutes, good all round facilities, schools, shops, parks etc
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Doctors no appointments available now, more people will damage this further . Dangerous road traffic levels.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Green Site, traffic in village upto max . Drainage and sewers still not correct in Melling, no infrastructure.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1103 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Hallahan

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: N/A
Negatives: N/A

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Not enough drainage systems or road acess.
Negatives: Overcrowding

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Same as above
Negatives:Same as Above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1105 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sue Cutts
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Larger community. Links to Motorway bus services. Schools, shops.
Negatives: Green Belt land.

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Green Blet land. Village already big enough. Part time Drs not enough schools,no shops. No bus or train services (except
1 bus)

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: As above Green Belt. Part tiem Drs surgery, no shops, not enough schools, country lanes. Only one bus service.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1106 Response Ref 1 Representor Name lan Doyle

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Excellent motorway links, good schools, nearby, less traffic congestion, less drainage problems for village
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Close to railway
Negatives: More congestion in Melling village, more drainage problems, Already lots of problems.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: To much congestion, acess problems village already too populated, more vehicles, drainage problems.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1107 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Hart
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Good
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No
Negatives:Flood Risk

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1108 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B Thomas

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Already to be built on.
Negatives: Too much traffic.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: No amenities

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Green Belt

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1109 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Steven Glanister
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Good motorway links, less traffic in urban areas ie Melling + Aintree, rail network, shopping amenities

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Closer to railway than MN 2.31
Negatives: More vehicles, more population

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Poor roads, poor drains, more populated ie children, more vehicles.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1110 Response Ref 1 Representor Name S Noon

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New station + motorway access infrastructure for the new houses in Maghull.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: More traffic on already busy roads, loss of green belt.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1111 Response Ref 1 Representor Name PJ Noon
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: The roads are already over used.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1112 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Owens

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure, close to Maghull stop near 58, reduce traffic through Melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads too narrow as is overdeveloped already drains, school/doctors etc.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1113  Response Ref 1

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:

Negatives: Over development in Melling

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Drainage problems

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:

Negatives: Losing to the Green Belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1114 Response Ref 1

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: No houses at all costs
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No houses at all costs
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No houses at all costs
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015

Other Documents

Representor Name JV Copeland

Other Documents

Representor Name
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1115 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B McCarthy
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Will have an impact on increase in traffic.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Cant cope with existing traffic and amenities over stretched.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1116 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Debbie Ritchie

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Direct links onto roads designed for heavy traffic flow, shop etc, already in existence.
Negatives: Yet more houses!

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increased traffic via waddicar Lnae, pressure on existing services.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Increased traffic via waddicar lane, pressure on existing services.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015

Page 976 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1117 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Ann Powell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More space near ashworth hosp for houses.
Negatives: Once again traffic problems.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No positives
Negatives: Traffic heavy know we do not need more houses here.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No positives
Negatives:Will spoil the landscape for people living around farm site, also traffic problems.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1118 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Harland

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure and amenities already in place to facilitate a development.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:

Negatives: Lack of amenties, Melling does not have the curretn infrastructure to cope with any further housing developments.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:

Negatives:Lack of amenities. Melling also does not curently have the infrastructure to cope with any further housing

developments.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1119 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Higgins
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Motorway Maghull town shops/banks, infrastrucutre, rail station.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Expansion village infrastrucutre, negative traffic impact over expansion village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1120 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Mona P Fletcher

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Much preferred to Melling
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: No more building in Melling, far too much traffic now.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Melling roads will not take any more traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1121 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Paul Lamb
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better schools and services, more buses + direct rail links more shops+ services.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Melling has a lack of facilities, Doctors, schools, bus services no shops/church very busy poor drainage/sewers

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Melling has a lack of services, Doctors, schools, bus services, poor drains/sewers, no shops/church very busy.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1122 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Collinge

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2

Positives: Roads will take extra traffic, better acess, bettwe rail links better school acess, better acess for construction traffic safer
alround.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: 178x2 Car journeys + 356 P/D 356x7 =2192 P/W, Roads wont take extra traffic. Extra schooling needed is none extra
bus needed aound, nos rail links.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives: Wont take main services Waddicar floods now, present drains wont cope with water + sewerage roads wont take extra
cars, buses, lorries etc.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1123 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Tim Ritchie
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Dwelling onto roads designed for heavy traffic now. Shops already in existence.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increased traffic via waddicar lane. Pressure on existing services.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Increased traffic via waddicar lane. Pressure on existing services.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1125 Response Ref 1 Representor Name K Milward

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: No overdevelopment, not grenbelt, Infrastructure in place.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Using up Green Belt, drainage problems, overdevelopment, no facilities,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Using up Green Belt, drainage problems, overdevelopment, no facilities,

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015

Page 980 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1126 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Maggie Hannigan
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good Infrastructure at new site
Negatives: Poor infrastructure

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Will match new builds in Maghull.
Negatives: School full, Doctors full

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Proposed new railway station
Negatives: drainage needs updating

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1127 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Elaine Butchard

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Proposed new railway station, closer to amenities, good road link, safe exits etc, bigger site- will fulfill Sefotn's
requirements.

Negatives: No negatives from my perspective

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Do not believe this is a positive development
Negatives: Poor infrastructure, poor drainage, minimal services, school, doctors have no capacity.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Do not believe this is a positive development,
Negatives:Blind bends will create a significant safety issue, poor infrastructure, Extra Cars will create congestion.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1128 Response Ref 1 Representor Name L and T Shaffrey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to shops, Doctors bigger site for more houses, no traffic more on waddicar lane will match Maghull New builds.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Waddicar Lane cant cope with the amount of traffic already, my children play on woodland road.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Will lose the feel of the village, we have trouble with thye drains as it is, schools already full.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1129 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Cheryl and Wayne Kevan

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Next to a major road network(M58) close to amenities Maghull
Negatives: None which will directly affect my household.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Village to small to sustain more dwellings

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: No public transport network, sewage/ drainage overloaded.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1130 Response Ref 1 Representor Name M Egerton-Jones
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New motorway acess, Infrastructure already in place, new train station.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Flloding is already extensive hos issue on Waddicar lane cannot take increased volume of traffic.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Insufficient facilities, transport inadequate.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1131 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Barbara and Roy Nickson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: 1. Less disruption as new roads have already been built for the prison.2. not as many residents to upset. 3. Station to be
built, more public transport, to support the housing.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: 1. Extra traffic, including lorries etc when building the houses, Waddicar cant cope. 2. More traffic fumes, especially by
a nursery. 3.More dog fouling, this has been noticed since the last lot of building so it will get worse. 4.Dogs will be taken to the
parks where cjildren play. 5. No public transport to support more housing. 6. The school is not big enough to take extra children.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Waddicar Lane cannot possibly take more traffic from 313 houses. It would appear Sefotn Council will not take notice until there is
a bad accident on that road. When cars park outside the shops, the road becomes narrow. Cars cant pass. As for the Zebra
crossing you take you life in your hands trying to cross there. Cars simply do not stop for you. There have been many accidents at
the junction with Giddygate lane+ tithebarn lane, if 2 acess roads were to be put on Waddicar Lane, where the sites are proposed,
it would be too dangerous.
A MN8.2 Sitw ould be the better option. New road structures have already been built to accommodate HMP Kennet, these would
serve a housing development. This would be much safer. There are not as many residents to upset by using this site. A new train
station is to be built to serve HMP Kennet , this would also serve the new development. Melling doesetn even have public
transport after 6:30 pm or at all on Sundays, how would this be sustainable?

If tthese housing development go ahead, | will be contacting Sefon Counicl to ask for a reduction in my Council Tax, as this village
will no longer be a village and as it was when the Council Tax rates were asessed, plus all the inconveniance we will suffer, Melling
will be ruined.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents

Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1132  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Graham and Amanda Murphy
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: This land is in need of redevelopment. Near to new train station M58 Motorway, larger roads to take traffic.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: Move to Meling because small village, this would not make small village, roads unable to take traffic,

house decreasing in value.

SITEC MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives: ASB-Melling more ASB if another 300 Homes built, increase in ABA, roads/Drains, farm land, wildlife.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1133 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Lomax

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Closer to Maghull shoppping centre, Main road can take the extra traffic, will match Maghull housing.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Waddicar Lane too narrow to takeaway more traffic, drains need updating, blind bends.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Worried for my Grandchildren playing, poor infrastrucutre, over expansion.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1134 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Gill Jones
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to Maghull which has better infrastructure, more schools, more Drs, Dentist better, bus routes,
shops, pubs

train stations,

Negatives: Roads would be busy. Choice of high for melling Children would be restricted to maybe 1/2 schools instead of 3.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: No infrastucutre in Melling to have more homes. Only 1 primary school, poor bus service, no Doctor appointment, no

dentist, lack of shops.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:All as above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1135 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Joseph Earley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Easy acess to motorways and shops. Infrastructure already in place. Bigger site. Less impact on homes.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads are too narrow, To close to the village, traffic flow, no public transport,no longer a village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Drainage. Acess to the site. Building work too close to houses. Traffic flow.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1136 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Terry Magee
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: M58 Junction, Infrastucture in place will allow less traffic into our village.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor road network, no/ poor facilities, too many cars, vans, buses at present, so more cars will cause chaos.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:We have had lots of new houses recently the village cant take any more development.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1137 Response Ref 1 Representor Name T Maloney

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close acess to motorway, no disruption to local residents due to easy acess to new site.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Will cause too much traffic through small roads. Congestion during rush hour, disruption to local residents during
completion.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Traffic congestion, spoiling landscape of area, disruption to local residents whilst completion of development.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1138 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B&J Mullholland
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Good infrastructure at new site, proposed new railway station, closer to Maghull amenities traffic shouldn’t use
waddicar lane as much bigger site to accommodate all mellings quota

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Waddicar lane heavily congested, school full Drs full minimal services, over expansion of the village feel waddicar lane
heavily congested.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:All traffic enters/ exits village alone waddicar lane acess to this site is dangerous it exists on a blind bend, poor
infrastucutre, drainage needs updating.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1139 Response Ref 1 Representor Name James Barrett

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Location, softer impct, good acess, possible new rail link.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Loss of village feel and community. Noise parking problems in the village, more traffic congestion, loss of scenic views,
impact on House Prices.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1140 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Audrey Veller
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Good infrastructure at new site will match new buildings in Maghull. Bigger site, sloe to Maghull, shop doc, restaurant
etc

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Drainage needs updates over expansion of village. Waddicar lane heavily congested. Extra cars, road already too much
morning + evening.

SITEC MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Poor infrastructure school full + doc full, minimal services, road not wide enough blind bends.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1141 Response Ref 1 Representor Name M Marsh

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: The site is closer to all amenities in Maghull, it will keep much of the traffic away from Waddicar Lane which is already a
problem, also creates a problem for Aintree Old Roan

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: The traffic on waddicar lane is going to be worse than ever if building goes ahead. Trying to get out of the driveway is a
nightmare at times.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:The drains already need attention, puddles everywhere, any extra traffic will also have effect on the roads.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1142 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Elise McDonald
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Detrimental effect to the environment

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Total waste of Green Belt land.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1143 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Henry McDonald

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: A small town needing more amenities such as new railway station
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Negative effect on the environment. le noise and air pollution, roads and local services, ie police health are
overstretched.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:We cannot afford as a nation to lose more productive land. We cannot feed ourselves. There is an abundance of brown
land.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1144 Response Ref 1 Representor Name V Davies
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better for traffic, plenty of open spaces
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads already too busy with cars cutting through.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Traffic already busy in this area, will be worse if building here.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1145 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Louise Horrocks

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Lots of transport in area, new station proposal. Various acess roads such as M58. Bigger site for ability to add more
housing, less traffic.

Negatives: N/A

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: N/A

Negatives: More traffic when traffic is already a problem on Waddicar Lane. Not enough public transport in area. Waddicar lane is
not big enough to take exta traffic.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: N/A

Negatives: Poor drainage, over expansion, not enough schools, shops, doctors or chemists, parking problems at ammenities
already, cannot park near shops or doctors now.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1146 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Carol Mosey
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Closer to Maghull which already has many amenities eg Doctors, dentists, shops, etc. Regular bus services + better
routes. Bigger site, so more accomodation less disruption. Roads already established, Senior schools + primary.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Only one road through village which is already busy enough! Road is narrow and cant be widened, due to houses on
both sides. This will lead to even heavier congestion if more houses are built off waddicar.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives: Only one primary school which is full. Drains would need updating to meet needs. Our village will not be classed as a
village if this goes ahead.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1147 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Gillian Woods

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure already there, near M58
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Too much traffic already, flooding,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Too much traffic already, flooding,

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 992 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1148 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Pam Kinnear
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Too may houses already. Problems with drainage, gangs and traffic.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: As above

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Fewer residential properties.
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1149 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Kenneth Robinson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Should build here as no impact on people
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Disruption to the Neighbourhood, devaluation to properties, safety issue

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: N/A
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1150 Response Ref 1 Representor Name lan Moorcroft
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Plenty of vacant land+ old moss side Hosp + M58
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads not adequate to support volume of traffic

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1151 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Al Ramadhan

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Maghull has more services and would beable to withstand more housing.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: No infrastructure to cope with more housing

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1152 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Janet Flannery
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More suitable place as this is not over looked, but
Negatives: Theres loads of empty houses all over Sefton, why not fill all these first.

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Road congestion, overcrowded, no amenities turn into town instead of village when we moved into a rural area+ paid
higher for housing. Brownfield first + empty housing, wildlife exists.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives: same as above, Beautiful land + views turn into a town. Walkers, ramblers, dogwalkers all use this area, road
congestion, noise pollution.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1153 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: great location near motorway, lots of room.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Great location but make bigger to accommodate all homes.
Negatives: Access to Melling will cause congestion. Access should be via prescot road.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: NIL Terrible location
Negatives:Massive flood risk. Rock View floods all the time, it’s the lowest point in Melling flooded 20 times+

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1154 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Hugh Porter
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: To near to hospital

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: To much traffic

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Village over loaded with housing.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1155 Response Ref 1 Representor Name T Robb

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Large new site, near to new rail station, roads not congested.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Too much traffic through village, congested now drains, need to cope, not much in way of commuting to Town etc

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Same as above- with the addition of ruining the village image. No shops etc.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1156 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to vital amenities to support this site, good infrastructure for this site, new station,
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Minimal services to support such a site. Infrastructure could not cope! Schools full, Doctors full!

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Insufficient drainage to cope. There would be massive nuisance through increased traffic, waddicar could not cope!

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1157 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Buchan

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Big traffic problem if you like on waddicar lane. Cars on -pavements, big problem now.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Doctors + schools cant cope. Poor Bus service facilities not good hasn't changed since | lived here from 1960, much
worse.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1158 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Cuddy
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better community facilities
Negatives: Other than for immediate Neighbours none

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: | cannot think of any positions

Negatives: waddicar lane too narrow for large amounts of traffic, poor drainage village status lost.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As above
Negatives:As above, poor transport + shopping facilities, no local amenities.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1159 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Julie Elliot

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Ideally located for motorway, local bus route passes through, close to local shops + amenities nearby

Negatives: Too close to high security prison

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: No public transport after 6:30, no train acess. Too much traffci congestion through the small village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives: Acess to this site would cause manic congestion re traffic dangerous to children who use nearby facilities (scout hut)

plus as above.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1160 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Claus

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure, closer to Maghull amenities, traffic should not use Melling as much, will match new buils in Maghull.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Schools full, doctors full, drainage needs updating, road heavily congested as it is, would mean about 300 more cars on
road, over expansion of village

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:School full, doctors full, drainage needs updating, waddicar lane heavily congested, would mean about 300 more cars
on road, over expansion of village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1161 Response Ref 1 Representor Name K&A Joy

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Already good infrastructure, traffic would not use waddicar lane as much, proposed new railway station, will match
Maghulls new build

Negatives: Cannot think of any

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: We do not know of any

Negatives: Will spoil Melling as a small village, no infrastructure to cope. Already too much traffic, on waddicar lane + spencers
lane, and too many accidents.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: Can think of no advantages

Negatives:As above for site B waddicar+ spencers lane not built to carry out heavy movement of traffic, + these two lanes are main
exit from Melling to L,pool.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1162 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Helen Carr
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Will join onto existing housing development, train and road links in place
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Transport infrastructure cannot cope with additional traffic, worried about child safety with increase in traffic, cont

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:School already over subscribed.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1163 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Derrick Martin

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Does not affect other houses, ideal for motorway, network and northway, better school facilities + health centre
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Adding more conjestion to Waddicar lane, very limited school facilitiesm very limited doctors surgery, etc sewage
system will not cope with demand causing the 21 houses to flood again

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1164 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Alex Pruden
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better acess to motorway acess
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Community feel to development
Negatives: Traffic congestion caused in Melling

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Nice clear views to be seen from development area.
Negatives: More countryside being built upon.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1165 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P&D Hendrick

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close to motorway + amenities, with adequate infrastructure
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Additional traffic on already over-stretched road network, insufficient utilities

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives:le sewage, drainage, lack of medical/ gp service, increase in traffic through village, increased hazards. Destruction of

Greenbelt.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1166 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Hillier
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure will be close to Maghull facilities, less traffic through Melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads not wide enough, too much traffic at present, no infrastructure drain etc

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above we have had enough development already in a small village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1167 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Philip Ledwidge

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure will be in close to Maghull facilities, less traffic through Melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads not wide enough, too much traffic at present, no infrastructure drains etc,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above we have had enough development already in a small village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1168 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Graham Pugh
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Obijection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Excellent links to M58 and M57, limited impact on existing properties, larger site providing scope for more dwellings
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Increased footfall for local businesses

Negatives: Increased traffic through main road, already busy, impact on adjacent properties of noise and view, large QTY of houses
will change the village/community feel.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: Increased footfall for local businesses.

Negatives:Increased traffic through main road- already busy, impact on adjacent properties of noise and view, large city of houses
will change the village/community feel.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1169 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Pauline Oakley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Traffic problems on already busy road

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: none
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1170 Response Ref 1 Representor Name K Heron
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: 4 Major roads+ motorway
Negatives: None comes to mind

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Increase in traffic, one way in and one way out.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: As above Melling is a village not a town.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1171 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Joanne Witterick

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: We feel that building houses will have an adverse effect on the environment.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1172 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Elizabeth Mitchell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Acess to motorway, local shops and amenities, slose to high schools
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Increase of traffic on an already busy lane, not enough shops and schools, sewage + main water drains not able to cope,
this was a problem with the village estate for many years.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Same negatives as B above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1173 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Jacqui Neill

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Bigger site than Melling, proposed new station, easy motorway access.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None at all for positive suggestions
Negatives: No capacity in school/docs or amenities. Will cause heavy congestion.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None at all for positive suggestions
Negatives:In the village wich wont feel like a village at all! Waddicar Lane not wide enough as it is.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1174 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Armstrong
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Near main traffic routes, more local schools, revenue for local shops, area already set up for housing, drains/water etc.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None, our local area would not benefit from any additional houses.

Negatives: Over populated area, infrastucture would not cope with increased traffic, small roads cannot cope with any further
increase in traffic. Our drainage system cannot cope already!

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None, would take away the beauty of Melling village!
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1175 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Alan Unsworth

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: 1. less disruption to the lovely village of Melling. 2. Good motorway links. 3. Less disruption. 4. A more accessible
location.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: 1. It would cause excessive traffic problem thru the village. 2. destroy green space. 3. have a negative impact.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:1. Excessive traffic problems 2. destroy Melling village heritage and green space 3. Have a detrimental effect on the
community.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1176 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Clarke
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New Railway station, bigger site to accommodate the extra traffic + people
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Drainage, school and doctors full, congestion, road not made for that amount of traffic, accidents (blind bends) Village
not big enough to accommodate this.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1177 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Phil King

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: All the above + can't garauntee sales

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:All the above + can't garauntee sales

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1178 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Terence Clarke
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More amenities, better infrastructure, closer to main schools, trains and buses, No flooding more modern sewage,
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Doctors surgery full, infrastructure under pressure, sewage system over capacity with regular over flooding

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:This field constantly floods, infrastructure for this area is already under pressure, sewage system out dated, drains have
to be emptied regularly, doctors surgery over subscribed.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1179 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B Carr

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: No potential disruption to nearby housing estates, on a main route to Maghull not disrupting a village.
Negatives: N/A

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: N/A
Negatives: spoiling beautiful green belt, country walks/views, increased traffic on country lane/narrow + potentially dangerous.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: N/A
Negatives:Traffic congestion, over population of a small village, no more walks with country views.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1180 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Clare Hobson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close to Motorway, close to rail links, close to shops, not an already congested area
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Traffic would be a major issue, cars speed down waddicar, road floods regularly due to inadequate drainage for amount
of houses.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Congestion, speeding cars, inadequate drains, already over-subscribed schools in the area.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1181 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Frank Armstrong

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close to M58 and Maghull infrastructure
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: 0
Negatives: Further impact the overstetched drainage system that has already caused issues since the village was built.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: 0
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1182 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen Bird
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Area is more open to build on, new railway station is planned, road system is less congested
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives:Already congested- roads/transport, sewers/drains, school facilities, doctor facilities, litter around area is not cleaned
satisfactory now.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Already congested- roads, sewers/drains, school facilities, doctor facilities, litter in area is not cleared satisfactory now.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1183 Response Ref 1 Representor Name R Soo

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: A good road system in this area for more houses to benefit from.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Waddicar lane is to narrow for more traffic to take another 300 houses , the drains wouldn’t cope with more houses,
they just about cope now.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1184 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Infrastucture of Melling not able to cope with additional traffic, loss of green space.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Roads not able to cope with addiitonal traffic, house prices affected.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1185 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P Hulme

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure at site, closer to Maghull amenities, traffic stays out of our village
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:

Negatives: No infrastucture, Doctors/schools cant take more, poor drainage, roads too small, traffic issues

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1186 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Caroline Connell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better road acess more surrounding space.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Better road access, more surrounding space
Negatives: Impact on already failing drainage. Already strained roads/schools+ doctor acess.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:No simple road acess, strain on already failing drainage, not enough school space, roads already over-crowded, already
resource stretched for doctors.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1187 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P Corrigan

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure, close to Maghull area, bigger site for quota, less traffic in wadd, new railway st
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: School full, doctors full, drainage a problem, waddicar heavily congested.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Over expansion, minimal services, traffic will be horrendous.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1188 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Joanne Harris
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Have lots of schools, have more public transport, lots of health facilities, lots of local amenities. A lot more space to cope
with more traffic.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Congestion, not adequate public transport, not enough school places already. Doctors not open enough to cope with
current patients. Don’t have enough varied local amenities. Melling is a village not a town.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1189 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Harnick

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure at new site, less traffic through our village
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor infrastructure, land flooding, narrow roads.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: As above.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1190 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Site is best for new houses base infrastructure amenities more bountiful than sites B MN2.30 and C MN2.31, less traffic
than Waddicar lane sites would generate.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: There is no positive outcome from this proposed new housing estate for current residents. Current green belt land
would be lost. Only profit seekers and Sefton Council would benefit.

Negatives: This would generate even more road traffic to an already large volume, onto a narrow, bendy, country lane. A
reduction in the quality of life, an increase in danger to the public. No gain whatsoever to residents, only a decrease in life quality.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: As above

Negatives:This would have a similar dreadful effect as above but if the traffic is routed down Rainbow Drive then this raises danger
levels in Rainbow Drive, which also feeds onto wheeler Drive where the junior school is sited. A very bad arrangement.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1191 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

Local Plan- Site B -1. limited, dangerous traffic acess for cars etc, rainbow drive already a racetrack. 2. Distance to public transport
route insufficient. 3. Suitability of ground-ie present collection of surface water + drainage ditches. 4. Public footpath,

Site C- 1. loss of local facilities which could damage the area: ie Nursey, kennels+ cattery etc.

2. Loss of jobs for local people. 3. Public footpath. 4. Dangerous traffic routes-chapel lane. 5. Safety interruption to local church. 6.
Suitability of grounds-ie collection of surface water and crossing ditches. 7. Lack of public transport and insufficiency.

B+C- Both sites are poorly located for integration into local and national travel, infrastructure compared to site A. No easy acess to
shops or businesses inc schools.

Site A- Much better position for travel to local and national travel. Wider + safer roads rather than lanes. This area has more local
business and employment than B+C.

* Sites B+C - Disturbance of wildlife-frog,toads, definite- hedgehogs, probably- bats?
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1192 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Joyce Tanner
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

To Melling Parish Council.

| found all the maps of the proposed area to be too small to get an accurate picture of the intended acess in relation to sites B+C, |
do not have a computer so could not acess the wbsite. | feel that Melling will become an overpopulated residential area, with
insufficient infrastructure to take the heavy load of extra traffic- commercial as well as private- trying to get out of the area or pas
through it, having major roads and two motorways as boundaries. | can't therefore make any preferance and can only hope that
neither sites are passed.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1193 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Wilson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to new development of proposed Maghull north station, best site of three
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:None
Negatives: Impacts on services- schools + sewage. Eats into greenbelt, strain health provision

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: As site B

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1194 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Over development in Melling

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Drainage wont take any more work

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: Closing Green Belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1195 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Joyce Tanner

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: This area is already designated for scott clinic

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1196 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Nelson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: None
Negatives: Concerns regarding security

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increased traffic on waddicar lane, only part time G.P can school take more pupils, poor public transport.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Same as above also possible drains problems.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1197 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Would not cause congestion, good public transport links, rail stations within walking.
Negatives: No negatives, easy acess good motor way acess.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Will block village waddicar lane already to busy, poor drains (never been updated)

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1198 Response Ref 1 Representor Name E Martin
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More open space
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1199 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sarah Aldwinckle

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure at new site proposed new railway station
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Por infrastructure, dangerous traffic levels/speed/bends already a problem.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives: No parking on roadside, poor drainag minimal amenities, school + dr full. No public transport.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1200 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Louise Sneddon
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More space, less impact to acess roads
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: strain on drains, schools, doctors, shops, roads

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives: Not enough doctos/schools/road-space. Only 1 major road in Melling which is already failing due to lack of space along
with increased road usage.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1201 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Steven Gerard

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Space avialable, road infrastucture, amenities nearby
Negatives: Behind prison, proximity to high security mental hospital.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Would release locked in housing market lack of supply.
Negatives: Road infra, not big enough, not enough schools, local amenities too small, destroy greenbelt, environment issue

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Road infr not big enough, not enough schools, local amenities too small, destroy greenbelt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1202 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Bigger site to accommodate all Mellings quota, less traffic on waddicar lane.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Waddicar Lane heavily congested, poor infrastructure, over expansion of village feel, waddicar lane not wide enough
for traffic.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Poor infrastructure, over expansion of village feel, waddicar lane not wide enough for traffic+ heavily congested

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1203 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Eddie Bucknall

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better location for acess to major town like Maghull + Kirkby
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Green space park close by
Negatives: Local facilities ie school/doctors/shops already strained.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Not enough space, complicated road acess, not enough green outdoor space, close to current residents, additional
strains on drainage/roads.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1204 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Pauline Mac
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close links to M58, better infrastructure.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Traffic going to + from new estate could miss Waddicar lane if they turned right out of estate.
Negatives: Impact on infrastructure + drains

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: Housing already established which would make acess difficult + more cars on small road (chape lane) could be
dangerous, these fields flood.

Negatives:These fields, houses at Rock view+ house at the village which enclose the field are all at different levels so how will this
be solved.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1205 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Kevin Hermanson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Closer to many amenities, has capacity to accommodate increase in population.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Local Amenities will have insufficient capacity to cope with increase in population

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Local amenities will have insufficient capacity to cope with any increase in population.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 1021 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1206 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Gary Reid
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good infrastructure, new railway station, less likely to use Waddicar lane, closer to Maghull amenities.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: No proposed new roads, No amenities, more traffic will use Waddicar Lane, no new schools prop

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:No new roads proposed, ie acess to M57 OR M58. Drainage system cannot cope as it is now.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1207 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2

Positives: Site is best for new houses, base infrastrucutre amenities more bountiful than sites B MN2.30 and C MN2.31 less traffic
than Waddicar lane sites would generate.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: There is no positive outcome from this proposed new housing estate for current residents. Current green belt land
would be lost. Only profit seekers and Sefton Council would benefit.

Negatives: This would generate even more road traffic to an already large volume, onto a narrow, bendy, country lane. A
reduction is the quality of lide, an increase in danger to the public. No gain whatsoever to residents, only a decrease in life quality.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: As above site B

Negatives: This would have a similar dreadul effect as above but if the traffic is routed down Rainbow Drive then this raises danger
levels In Rainbow Drive, which also feeds onto Wheeler Drive where the junior School is sited. A very bad arrangement.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1208 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Nicola Murphy
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close to proposed new railway station, close to shops etc, better road network,
Negatives: Close to ashworth

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads too narrow, drainage poor needs renewing, schools + doctors already full

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Road is too narrow already, to many accidents, loss of village feel.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1209 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Robert Aldwinckle

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Acess to motorway, more land, ease the congestion to waddicar lane.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: waddicar lane is a lane not a motorway, already over loaded.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:The landscape will be lost forever, poor drainage + congestion!

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Respondent No 1210 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Ann Gilpin
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More amenities,more schools, better roads,
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Schools too small in Melling, heavy congestion in Village, busy enough

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Waddicar Lane could not take traffic, poor amenities in Melling, poor drainage.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1211 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Mark Gilpin

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Better amenities, schools, Drs, shops etc, better roads
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: traffic to villlage would be dangerous, high levels as it is, very poor amenities, schools too small

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Poor drainage, poor as it is! Poor services ruin village feel.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Respondent No 1212  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Marilyn Connell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Obijection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Good infrastructure, new railway station and close motorway. Close to amenities, less traffic on narrow roads of Melling.
Can accommodate Mellings Quota.

Negatives: Do we need these new houses or is this politics. Plenty of unused houses elsewhere.

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Poor infrastructure, Inadequate Drainage, congested waddicar Lane already dangerously busy, loss of precious
agricultural land.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1213 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Paul Milliken

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:Waddicar Lane heavily congested

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Drainage needs updating

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1214  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Gillian Doherty
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Close to motorway, closer to new railway station, Maghull has better public transport, Maghull has better amenities.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Village cant cope with extra traffic, not enough public transport, schools full, doctors full.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Waddicar Lane cant cope with more traffic, constant problems with drains.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1215 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Herbert J Dowell

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: The proposed railway station would eliminate a lot of traffic, the amenities are already in place (schools etc.) This is a
much bigger site than C.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No Positives
Negatives: Same as site C

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: No positives

Negatives:Services such as Drains, schools, Doctor, are already, stretched to the limit. Waddicar lane is already congested at peak
times. Acess to site will be on a blind bend.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1216 Response Ref 1 Representor N\ame Samantha Owens
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Proposed new railway station, closer to Maghull amenities, restaurants, shops etc
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Traffic (blind bends) school doctors are full.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Over expansion, heavy congestion.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1217 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Mr&Mrs Scully

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: This site would be ideal for building all of the 313 houses, the other 2 Green Belt sites are earmarked for.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No positives
Negatives: Its Green Belt, good farmland, has crops growing in it every year for the past 41 years.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No positives
Negatives: Green Belt with limited acess

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1218 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Beryl Ireland
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Large enough for 313 houses- not green belt!
Negatives: None- brown field site.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: No positives
Negatives: Green Belt- farmed every year for food for the past 40 years!

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: No positives
Negatives: Greenbelt farming land

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1219 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lawrence Reeves

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Of the three, | would suggest that this area is better placed to support increased traffic.
Negatives: Why is this site protected but the others not, is Melling viewed as an easier target?

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None, The area would become more congested than it already is.

Negatives: The road network in this area would not support the additional dwllings and there is virtually no public transport.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As above
Negatives: As above, in addition, it would spoil the local area to lose open green spaces.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1220 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: The infrastructure at this location lends itself to the placing of housing in this location.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Will encroach on an already heavily populated area with limited facilities for the population density.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Will encroach on an already heavily populated area with limited facilities for the population density. No suitable acess
from an already busy road.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1221  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Les Mooney

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New station, gas available, power available, Motorway acess
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Lack of doctors, few shops, traffic issues, loss of green belt , no leisure facilities

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:No Gas, sewage issues, poor drainage, overhead electricity, traffic+ bottleneck issues, loss of green belt, grade 1
agricultural land, root crop

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1222  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lynne Hughes
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better public transport, easier to acess to schools/doctors/shops
Negatives: Fragments Melling

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Decent place to live
Negatives: Loss of green belt, increase in traffic, poor GP surgeries, no community infrastructure.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As above
Negatives: As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1223 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Louise Hughes

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good transport network+ good public transport provision
Negatives: Loss of green belt land

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None | can think of

Negatives: Lack of public transport, no local community, infrastructure, shops etc, poor GP services, school places limited, loss of
greenbelt land, spoil community feel of tithebarn lane, volume + speed of traffic.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: As above

Negatives: Lack of public transport, no local community, infrastructure, shops etc, poor GP services, school places limited, loss of
greenbelt land, spoil community feel of tithebarn lane, volume + speed of traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1224 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Marion Simmons
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Looks like a larger site than both of the others 2. (no mention of number of potential dwellings) little impact on existing
residents/

Negatives: Any potential security issues for new residents?

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Increased housing provision.

Negatives: 178 dwellings - how many residents anticipated? Adults+ children in excess of 500! We have v poor exisitng medical
facilities, when will respond to the need of a growing population.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Development here has the greatest potential to disrupt the lives of mere residents than either A or B. Property prices
will fall as a result of new build.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1225 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Hargreaves-Brady

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Further away from Melling
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Adding to already over populated area, too close to Melling village, Not enough schools/amenities, too much traffic.
Loss of green space.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:same

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1226 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sid, Lil and Lucy Blakeman
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: No impact on the surroundings. Close to Bus + Rail connections, closer to shops, schools + motorway.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increase in traffic within + through the village. Increased pressure on water utilities+ the environment.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:Overwhelming impact on the village with increased traffic. Over loading the waste water+ sewerage system, which is
currently very problematic, floods etc.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1227 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Phil Quinn

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: No impact on infrastructure, area isolated
Negatives: None apparent

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: More revenue
Negatives: Traffic congestion, loss of green belt

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Traffic congestion loss of landscape.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1228 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Mason
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Less traffic through village, close to Maghull shops etc
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Roads cannot cope, far too busy, no infrastructure

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1229 Response Ref 1 Representor Name V Jarvis

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Far enough away to not effect Melling
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:Not suitable for, drains, roads, school,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Not suitable for drains, roads,

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1230 Response Ref 1 Representor Name S&D Lamb
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Bigger site to accommodate the buildings, less traffic at Waddicar Lane, good infrastructure in place.
Negatives: The people living in area wont like it.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Traffic will be a nightmare, infrastructure is poor, not enough services for expansion, loss of our village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Traffic + speeding too much, doctors wont be able to cope, minimal services available.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1231 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Perry

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Better acess to Road/rail transport, buses, close to schools, shops, pre-school nursery.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor traffic acess. Waddicar Lane already has to much traffic using it. Poor facilities for young people.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Waddicar Lane and its traffic problems. Acess to the site, poor/no facilities for young people. Developing greenspaces.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1232 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Diane Oconnell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Nearer Maghull facilities, M58 making bigger, less traffic for Melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor drainage, no facilities, poor traffic control.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1233 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sarah Stott

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2

Positives: Better transport links, better local facilities, closer schools with higher intakes, not too close to Waddicar lane as this is
already busy enough.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Not enough places for children(increase in anti social behavious will occur) school can t cope, road is busy enough,
nursery schools are not able to facilitate this for 3 year olds.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives: Too close to nursery which is already quite full for 3 year olds.acess is too close to houses. Doctors surgery is already
full.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1234 Response Ref 1 Representor Name David Knowles
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good links to motorway + services
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: narrow roads + increased throughout undesirabel

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: narrow roads + increased throughout undesirabe

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1235 Response Ref 1 Representor Name J Mcnab

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Roads much better + less likeley to affect the village. Only one site + less heavy machines travelling through village,
proposed new rail station.

Negatives: None that we can see.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None!
Negatives: Traffic is already over the top, adding more will be awful. Already hard to get doctors app, all this is ruining the village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None!
Negatives:All of the above.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1236 Response Ref 1 Representor Name R Kurs

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Dependent on size of site, this area maybe able to cope with additional traffic congestion.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Road infrastructure, not fit for the additional traffic congestion this site would bring to the area.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As above plus the invasion of privacy to current dwellings. Also, huge impact on wildlife in area.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1237 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Graeme Teague

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good acess, decent road structures already in place.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: Would cause major congestion on waddicar lane. Small school could not cope with influx of families.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:None
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Respondent No 1238 Response Ref 1 Representor Name B Mullholland
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Near new proposed railway station, better acess to surrounding areas, good acess to Maghull shops and amenities.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: More traffic, more emmisions+ pollution on Waddicar Lane, loss of green belt land farming community added pressure
on local services- doctor+ school. Due to shape of Waddicar restricted access could be dangerous.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1239 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Robert Warrilow

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Site would be a better link to the motorway.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: | think development in these areas would have a negative impact on the school, and it would be to many houses for an
already overcrowded village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:These areas are already overcrowded, it would impact on the traffic and environment.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1240 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: There are never any positives however we do need housing if this is what we have to give up then we need to plan for a
community centre or similar this applies for all these sites.This is a good place for houses if you have too.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: These 2 in the village could be worse it will only effect 16 houses.
Negatives: Traffic: but please no more widening roads.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: These 2 in the village could be worse it will only effect 16 houses. Suit local business.
Negatives:Traffic the roads ill cope

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1241 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increase in traffic congestion, negative environmental changes.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Overloading on ahead stretched sewerage system. Negative impact on village too much traffic + change.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 1039 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1242 Response Ref 1 Representor Name R Hudson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Not on main road, new entrance to site exists as was to be prison. Better amenities close to Maghull.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Poor acess straight onto waddicar lane, no amenities, poor public transport, excess traffic on Waddicar lane, problems
for existing residents.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Poor access, no amenities, poor public transport, excess traffic on Waddicar Lane, problems for existing residents.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1243  Response Ref 1 Representor Name Alistair Neely

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good Access, no nearby residential properties, minimal disruption
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increases traffic through already busy Melling, Building work noise general disruption.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
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Respondent No 1244 Response Ref 1 Representor Name G Lee

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Will not affect the already infrastucture problems of Waddicar Lane.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: More traffic on Waddicar Lane, bad infrastructure already poor public transport, part time doctors, over subscribed
school.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1245 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: More facilities for peopl in Maghull.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Melling is now already over populated yet has no services or facilities whatsoever.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:We need a better bus service not more houses. Leisure centre, doctors, shops etc.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1246 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen Baines
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better transport links
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Overlooked/loss of privacy, highway safety, traffic generation, noise + disturbance, loss of greenbelt land, nature
conservation landscaping

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Road acess, loss of trees, smells, solar panels, layout + density of buildings.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1247 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Steve Shaw

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Seems to be less built up. Close to motorway.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Not enough facilities ie schools shopping, increased traffic, drainage system wont cope.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Same as site B

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1248 Response Ref 1 Representor Name T Carter
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Near to new train station, near to M58 reducing traffic on Prescot Rd assuming opening M58 up in switch island
direction.

Negatives: Already plans to go ahead with large site, added traffic to prescot Rd.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Smaller sites, easy access to Kirby train station, ease congestion on Prescot Rd.
Negatives: Green Belt already heavily built up area, road links not as good, M58 will not be opened.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As above
Negatives:Green- But as above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1249 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P Chadwick

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Greater transport links, nearer amenities, away from Green Belt, new train station for easy commuting.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: spoil look and feel of village, ruins Greenbelt

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As above

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1250 Response Ref 1 Representor Name R&J Molloy
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Will not impact too much on Melling
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Increase in traffic on Waddicar Lane, we have no shops to speak of , no bus service.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: No facilities, no schools , no buses, traffic a nightmare, no shops.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1251 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lynda Robinson

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Good access or easier opportunity to develop,bad networks/motorways.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: More houses to increase surface run off+ higher risk of flooding. Already overhoused area. Roads/ Infrastructure not in

place.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None

Negatives: More houses to increase surface run off + higher risk of flooding in area already poor. Already overhoused area, roads/

infrastructure not in place.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Respondent No 1252  Response Ref 1 Representor Name H Carberry
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure already there, facilities in place, lots of schools, to choose from, acess to motorway.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Flood risk road, no shops, not adequate school to small, no facilities, noise building works,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: No shops, school to small to accommodate, no facilities, road inadequate for increased, noise, traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1253 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Kevin Carberry

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Great Road network, roads generally quiet, close to major facilities in Maghull.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Waddicar Lane inadequate for increased traffic, school inadequate in size. No leisure facilities, limited shopping, too
many houses already, loss of open space, congestion on main road already, inconveniance to day to day life of residents.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 1254 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Graham Cutts
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better infrastructure, better amenities, better bus service,
Negatives: Green Belt land.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: No amenities, no infrastructure, no bus service, to much traffic, Green belt land,

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:No amenities, no infrastructure, no bus service, to much traffic, Green belt land,

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1255 Response Ref 1 Representor Name M Raworth

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Its nearer m-ways + big roads that exist. Melling village is tiny + the amenities + roads which cant cope.

Negatives: None really but | still think Melling needs to stay as it is a little village!

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Whilst there are less houses here it is less built up (prescot + glovers brow) I still want Melling to be a village but this is

more outskirts.

Negatives: At rush hour waddicar lane + glovers brow is so over congested, it becomes unsafe and inconvenient.

SITEC MN2.31
Positives:

Negatives:This village cant take more cars + people. It doesent have enough shops etc. Waddicar Lane cant handle it and 1 like

having a small village.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1256 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Colin Sharrock
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Infrastructure already in place- closer to: local amenities, public transport+ local medical facilities.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:

Negatives: Current infrastructure unable to support proposed plans. Lakc of quite a number of local facilities.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Current infrastructure unable to support proposed plans. Lakc of quite a number of local facilities.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1257 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sandra Lackey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MNS8.2
Positives: Local shops, transport, easier acess,
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Too much traffic thru Melling, Insufficient doctors, shops, amenities, not enough schools.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Drainage/flooding, too much traffic, insufficient amenities, loss of green belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1258 Response Ref 1 Representor Name D Beaumont
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: It will be close to new train station and business park. Good motorway links, close to good facilities in Maghull.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Destroying green space that is valued by the community, adding to an already congested village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Limited amenities already, roads already not able to cope with current traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1259 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Eileen Pennington

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: An obvious infil that doesn't impact too much on other residents
Negatives: Proximity of Ashworth+ proposed scott clinic may put buyers off.

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: Looks like an obvious place to build to link present dwelling in Kirkby+ Melling.

Negatives: Has acess been taken into consideration? Can drainage cope? What about school + doctor's surgery being able to take
extra numbers.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Appears to link older dwellings with the newer village estate.
Negatives:Low lying, may add to current drainage problems, can schools, doctors etc cope? Proposed acess not in a good place.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1260 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Rachel Tomlinson
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Ideal because of motorway and planned train station.
Negatives: No negatives

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: This village is already full- and adding more houses would badly impact waddicar lane which is already too busy!

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Same as above- we do not have the facility or infrastructure for this- we are a village not a town.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1261 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Mike Rawling

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: My preference, land which is available and viable.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Will impact upon quality of life in Village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Will impact upon quality of life in Village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1262 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Vicky Magill
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Bigger site
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Lack of school, lack of surgery

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives: Lack of school, lack of surgery

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1263 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Carmen Nickless

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better able to cope with increase in population, larger roads, more amenities.
Negatives: ?People would have to live so close to ashworth.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None

Negatives: Increase in population would put strain on Melling ie- increase in traffic, medical services, schools etc.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:As site B MN2.30

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1264 Response Ref 1 Representor Name S Lawless
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Better acess, more roads, nearer to shops, more local facilities and bus services.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor acess for more traffic, already stretched local doctors etc, limted bus service, destruction of wildlife habitat.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Only one main road going through the village. Destruction of wildlife habitat, not enough local services ie doctors,
dentists etc.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1265 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Julia Boynton

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Motorway acess for good transport links. Better shopping area. Nearer to the schools, especially to secondary schools.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Poor transport links. Few shops, less schools, fewer doctors surgeries.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Poor transport links, small country roads, less schools, fewer doctors surgeries, fewer shops.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1266 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P&L Clarke
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Excellent road infrastucture already in place that could handle increased traffic that a new housing development would

generate.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Increased housing would add to an already overcrowded village road system.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: See above reason.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1267 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stacey Barrington

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Less houses in and around surrounding area. Less impact on current residents + resources.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: The village isnt equipped for any increase in houses shops, public services etc.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:as Site B.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1268 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lindsay Rea
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Near motorway, good transport links + public transport, less congestion.

Negatives: For all of them, loss of land, over population, lose village feel, more congestion, less avilable school
places/doctors/shops, safety, extra trafic congestion. Less available school places, support structure eg doctors/ shops + traffic.

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: N/A

Negatives: For all of them, loss of land, over population, lose village feel, more congestion, less avilable school
places/doctors/shops, safety, extra trafic congestion. Less available school places, support structure eg doctors/ shops + traffic.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: N/A

Negatives:For all of them, loss of land, over population, lose village feel, more congestion, less avilable school
places/doctors/shops, safety, extra trafic congestion. Less available school places, support structure eg doctors/ shops + traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1269 Response Ref 1 Representor Name P Anderson

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Direct route to the motorway. Reduced impact on existing residential areas. Road infrastructure supports increased
traffic volume.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives:Increased traffic in existing residential area.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Increased traffic in existing residential area.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1270 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lyn Joyce
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Less houses in this area, therefore less impact on the community, area could accomdate sjhops and a new bigger school.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: More road congestion, would need more shops to accommodate more hyouses- school already to the max. Where
would all these new children of the area go to school?

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:More road congestion, would need more shops, school would not be big enough, where would new school be?
Pollution in the area, taking away green belt land (fields)

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1271 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Anthony Beyga

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Loads of land and space, plenty of schools in Maghull, money could be spent on improving present amenities in Melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: More traffic, little enough countryside without taking more, no school available.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Melling school is only small, we want to stay as Melling village not town.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1272 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Peter McDermott
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: New homes, plenty of jobs, new railway station, closer to shops in Maghull.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Should use brown sites, Make better use of it, prime green belt land.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: None
Negatives:Flooding drainage, too many cars on road in + out of Melling.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1273 Response Ref 1 Representor Name C Bartley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
SITE A MN8.2

Positives: A lot less built up area. Proposed new railway, bigger site can accommodate all proposed housing.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:

Negatives: poor drainage already in this area, waddicar lane already has heavy traffic, over expansion of village.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:

Negatives:Doctor and schools cant accommodate. Adding more new build sot an area that has already had lots.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1274 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Sarah Powell
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Less trafficthrough melling.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: Road too small, no infrastructure.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: same as above.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1275 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Dawn McDermott

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Good infrastucture, proposed new railway, close to Maghull amenities, ie shops, Drs etc.Bigger site to match Mellings
quota.

Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30

Positives: None

Negatives: Drainage/flooding, congestion, waddicar lane not wide enough/blind bends for extra traffic, one main road, In/out
village cant set agricultural land.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives:Flooding + drainage issues. Infrastucture inadequate eg drs, schools, loss of green belt, agricultural, increased traffic on
already congested roads. Main road not wide enough, was built for a small village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy  MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1276 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives: Proposed new railway station, closer to Maghull amenities, shops, doctors, etc) alleviate traffic congestion on waddicar
lane, bigger site to accommodate all Melling quota.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30

Positives:

Negatives: Minimal services, bad drainage, not enogh schools + doctors, waddicar lane would become heavily congested+ exits on
dangerous bends.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives:

Negatives:Village made into town with minimal amenities, bad drainage, waddicar lane heavily congested, road dngerous as it is,
not nearly enough services.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1277 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: Established infrastucture, close to motorway links, no loss of green belt land.
Negatives: None

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: None
Negatives: Will bring extra traffic and loading on an already stretched area. Loss of farm/pasture land.

SITE C MN2.31

Positives: None

Negatives: As above, the area is laready overloaded, no bus services or facilities for young family. In an over stretched area. Loss of
green belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1278 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Philip Marsh
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2

Positives:Closer to Maghull amenities, new railway station, traffic shoudn't use waddicar lane as much.

Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: School full, doctors full, poor infrastructure, minimal services, drianage needs updating.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives: School full, doctors full, poor infrastucture, minimal services, drainage needs updating.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1279 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:Closer to Maghull amenities, will match new builds in Maghull,
Negatives: Poor infrastructure.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Traffic shouldn’t use waddicar lane as much.
Negatives: Over expansion of village feel, waddicar lane heavily congested.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Bigger site to accommodate all Melling quota.
Negatives:Drainage needs updating, road not wide enough.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents

Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1280 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Len and Jo Maguire and Broughton
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives: Prescott road is not able to take additional traffic. No infrastructure damage to houses due to inceased traffic . Noise.

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Extension of existing housing with shops, public transport links.
Negatives: Village no longer classed as village, Incoming strangers. Increased traffic strain on existing facilities.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: As site B MN2.30
Negatives:As Site B MN2.30

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet
Respondent No 1281 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Jennifer Leavitt

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives: A) acess to Motorway,B) Easier acess to site, C) Not a built up area.
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives: Site not suitable
Negatives: A) Built up area. B) Limited shop amenities. C) Limited bus route. D) Limited child area

SITE C MN2.31
Positives: Site not suitable
Negatives: A) Built up area. B) Limited shop amenities. C) Limited bus route. D) Limited child play area

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order MN2 Aintree/Melling Sites Other Documents
Policy = MN Melling Melling Response Sheet

Respondent No 1282 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Wendy Edward
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

SITE A MN8.2
Positives:
Negatives:

SITE B MN2.30
Positives:
Negatives: More children, less school places, congestion.

SITE C MN2.31
Positives:
Negatives:Not enough room in surgery, bus/transport.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 14 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Anita Pruden

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

1) Pollution by more cars using the road that was never built for this heavy traffic.

2) Schools would be over subscribed with more families moving into area

3) Dr's Surgery for Melling only opened for three days so the impact of more patients would make people wait longer for a
doctor's appointment.

4) Land gets water logged so where would the water go if concreted over?

5) Public transport only exists of one main bus to Liverpool when it comes.

6) This land is agriculture so needs to be preserved.

7) More cars mean more problems with speeding on the narrow road that runs through Melling.

8) We already have to put up with the noise and pollution from the M57 and M58 this would make it worse.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 56 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Marjorie Harvey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Traffic from the Melling sites will proceed down Waddicar Lane, Spencers Lane and Bull Bridge Lane. Have you ever tried to cross
Bull Bridge Lane? It is very difficult especially at peak times. You can wait 5-10 mins. | feel sorry for existing residents of Melling.
They have a part time doctor and are expected to travel to Kirkby. No thought is given to schools, doctors and increased traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents

Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 64 Response Ref 2 Representor Name KJ Trainer

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

This will lead to more cars in a place with small lanes. No local shops of buses. Most people in Melling use their cars.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 82 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Steve Graves

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| wish to raise my concerns why the full Melling parish has not been considered, just because it falls the wrong side of the
motorway cannot be made as an excuse. Having previously visited your workshop at the scouts hut in Melling in September last
year | voiced concerns re traffic management. Waddicar over the last ten years has had far more new build homes built than any
other area of Sefton. Flooding is an issue. It's alright building properties and then leaving the problems for residents to find
solutions after everybody has departed. The area cannot cope with any more vehicles as vehicles from Kirkby already use
Waddicar as a cut through and putting slip road at M58 would not solve the problem. I'm totally against any new build housing in
the area apart from any brown belt sites that could be redeveloped.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 235 Response Ref 1 Representor Name lan Whiley

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

I am in favour of development at site $144 (off Waddicar Lane) as this provides adequate access and egress to the location and it is
possible to have multiple access and egress to assist with the flow of traffic. This development location will slightly extend the
village of Melling but | feel that this will become acceptable as it will be less damaging to the environment and has potential to
extend, rather than have numerous sites, why not just extend this to take the volume of houses required for Melling and the local
development plan? It is near to local schools and provides access to local amenities.

However | am extremely concerned that the current sewerage system and infrastructure will not be able to cope with the
additional demand/traffic. However having this as the site and the only development within Melling will result in some of the
volumes of traffic being diverted away from the village towards Kirkby and the M58 via Prescott Road for their daily commutes.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 381 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Benedict Cleary
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

In general | object to the overlooking of brownfield sites and redevelopment of existing traditional residential areas in favour of
an over proportionate use of greenfield sites. In particular, as a resident of Melling | object to sites MN2.30 and MN2.31. There are
many reasons why these sites are not appropriate, however | am basing this objection around three main points:

1) Road Access/Safety Melling effectively has one main through road (Waddicar Lane/Spencers Lane) with access to all of the
housing branching off it. This was adequate for the size of development pre 1980, but with the extensive building that has gone in
the area in the last 20 years this main through route has already become extremely busy for such a small road with blind bends in
several places. The best example of this is at the Spencers Lane end. The result is that there is no longer a safe cycle route in and
out of Melling. To add another 300+ households (likely to equate to another 500+ cars/vans) would be wholly inappropriate.
Furthermore, the location of these sites would mean that the entrances to them would involve junctions at areas where the
visibility along the road is quite restricted due to the curves in the road therefore increasing the prospect of accidents especially
involving children.

2) Environment & Infrastructure The increased housing in the area in the last 20 years has resulted in major drainage issues in
Melling. Concreting over significant areas and then increasing the load on the drainage system will undoubtedly lead to further
issues therefore requiring significant investment in the infrastructure in the area and given that the area is low lying between the
Melling Rock area to the West and the highpoint of Prescott Road to the East, will probably require pumping facilities to cope with
the volumes.

3) Amenities Melling has only a handful of shops and one single form entry primary school which is already fully subscribed.
Speaking as a governor of the primary school | am extremely concerned about the impact all of the additional households would
have upon the school which only has a relatively small amount of grounds severely limiting the possibility to extend the premises.
Being a community school, the school would naturally want to accommodate any members of the community wanting to attend
but simply would not be able to do so. Extending the school into it's own grounds would have a severe negative effect on the
school's environment and it's ability to make educational use of it's open space and nature trail. Even if a satisfactory way to
extend the accommodation could be found, this would have to be completed before the housing otherwise families would be
moving in to the area either with no school places available for their children or with their children having to attend an
overcrowded

school which would not be beneficial to any of the pupils. | sincerely hope that you will reconsider your adoption of this Local
Plan and objectively reconsider the available use of existing brownfield sites.

Summary of Suggested Changes

The option of focusing primarily on brownfield sites would make the plan Justified.

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 1062 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy ¥ MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 382 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Elisabeth Cleary
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to using valuable agricultural land for building, while overlooking brownfield sites. It does not make sense to increase
the population of an area while taking away its food production capacity. In particular, as a resident of Melling | object to sites
MN2.30 and MN2.31. Melling is a rural area and must stay so. It is a farming area with fertile fields which must not be destroyed
for

building houses — particularly while there are large areas of brownfield available and while there are plenty of existing
residential areas in desperate need of redevelopment within Sefton. Destroying good agricultural land, while existing residential
areas fall into disrepair (and become derelict) is a sign of irresponsible management of housing needs. It is a short sighted
approach which appears to be driven by narrow-minded profiteering. | would have expected Sefton Council not to join into that
sort of politics. | expect a good council to make good use of their resources: -

Preserve existing residential areas which have an existing infrastructure and bring them up-to-date with the 21st century -
Protect prime agricultural land from being permanently destroyed (in particular site MN2.30) - Preserve the character of its rural
areas so people have recreational spaces to enjoy in their spare time (footpaths, views, etc. ) - particularly site MN 2.31 is a very
picturesque, irreplaceable part of Melling and must be protected!

Summary of Suggested Changes

Preserve existing residential areas which have an existing infrastructure and bring them up-to-date with the 21st Protect prime
agricultural land from being permanently destroyed (in particular site MN2.30) Preserve the character of its rural areas so people
have recreational spaces to enjoy in their spare time (footpaths, views, etc. ) - particularly site MN 2.31 is a very picturesque
irreplaceable part of Melling and must be protected! Concentrate work on brownfield sites, improve existing residential areas and
please leave the Greenbelt alone!

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 1063 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 387 Response Ref 1 Representor Name JR & B Mulholland
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

It is nearly 2 years since we first received information of Sefton’s Local Plan. The points | made then were in response to an article
in the Local Paper and are relevant today. | have based my comments after reading “a Local Plan for Sefton” in the Champion
newspaper. | have read each section and thought about how in my opinion it affects Melling.

Environment — the protection of our heritage
Melling is an ancient village mentioned in the Domesday Book. The church is a landmark which at the moment can be seen across
the fields from all areas and is a beautiful sight.

The footpath from Waddicar Lane to the church, pub and beyond is known as the PADS. There is always a feeling of tranquillity
and a real feel-good factor walking up the pads. When | was teaching, | used these same fields and paths to introduce my inner
city 4-6 year old pupils to rural life- showing them the various crops grown throughout the farming year. In my opinion this whole
area should be a Conservation Area.

The Green Belt here is so important to all of us. Once concreted over it is lost forever. Waddicar has the largest concentration of
houses in Melling. This area has a post office, a small grocers shop, chemist, chip shop, barber/hairdresser and beauty parlour. The
doctors surgery now operates 2% days per week but is full and the local school is fully subscribed. There is one bus every % hour to
Liverpool and one Maghull circular to serve a population in the area of roughly estimated over 2,000.

It stands to reason that most people will have to use cars elsewhere for practically everything. A reasonable estimate of extra cars
on the local roads would be at least 200.

The fact that Waddicar Lane has already become a major route for traffic of all sizes and speeds. IThe build-up begins between
4:30 and 5am Monday — Friday and is relentless until 9am. Evening peak begins around 4pm till 6:30. During the day there is a
steady stream — we cannot just drive out of our path anymore.

More houses means many more cars on this already busy road increasing pollution and carbon emissions.

Another problem would be the exit onto Waddicar Lane from the new sites MN2.30 and M2.31. We find it unbelievable that
anyone could even think about this but then again they have. Chapel Lane might seem an obvious choice but this is a dangerous
bend for both cars and pedestrians. Woodland Road is another awkward road to exit.

Drainage — in the past rainwater had always drained off the fields and down the road drains but for several years now Waddicar
becomes virtually impassable at times during the ever increasing rain storms. We have been in contact with the Council drainage
dept. many times with worries over flooding from cars driving far too fast on the lane causing our garage and front drive to flood.
We are always given the same reason “the drains can’t cope”. What will happen with more cars/houses serving them?

Infrastructure: The information sheet states “Council policies will require that new developments must not make existing
conditions worse”.

How? An impossibility on Waddicar Lane | think.

Health and Safety: The information states it will restrict uses that have a negative impact upon health e.g. those that cause
pollution and result in high traffic levels in sensitive areas such as residential areas and schools. We have both on or near
Waddicar Lane.

New Jobs: Our concerns would be that not only would there be much more traffic from new houses but people travelling from all
areas for whatever reason to a new business park in Maghull would create an even bigger problem on Waddicar Lane.

Since making these comments on our objection to Sefton Council in Sept 2013 we now find that Melling, historic village is under
threat from industrial sprawl! Peel holdings is already marketing over 100 hectares of grade 1 agricultural land in and around our
village for grand scale industrial sheds with a link road to the motorway across Melling land. If Sefton Council agrees their planning
application (not submitted yet) the traffic problems would be enormous as Waddicar Lane is the entrance and exit to Melling and
beyond.

Traffic: The amount of cars and lorries using this lane everyday makes it a dangerous place to be at times. The lane was never
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designed for today’s world. It is narrow in places and bendy in others, some parts of the pavement allow single file walking only. It
can be unnerving walking along at times. Speeding is an everyday occurrence — the 30 mph sign has little or no effect and
observing the zebra crossing cannot be taken for granted. | am worried that extra traffic coming off the motorway (which they
already do) will be unsustainable in this rural area.

These worries are based on the experiences of living on Waddicar Lane for 37 years. Observations on Melling: Change to society
and lifestyles have had a huge impact on Melling. Facilities are few and between with the closure of many shops and Melling c/e
school over the years.

Public transport is much worse than it was in the ‘60s though many young people who used it then are the pensioners who need it
today. Building more estates to exit on to Waddicar Lane will turn Melling into a commuter’s corridor instead of a rural village.

With the worry about Peel Holdings plans too, | feel we are being attacked on all sides.
To sum up, our main objections are:-

*The loss of Green Belt land.
*The amount of traffic on Waddicar Lane. Every builder in the past said there would not be a problem but there have been.

But, being pragmatic, if it was an either/or situation we would say, the site identified by Melling parish Council MN8.2 is the lesser
of all evils because it would preserve the history of Melling and hopefully some of the traffic along Waddicar Lane.

In Sept 2014 Sefton’s planning committee rejected a proposal to build 100 houses on Green Belt land between Aintree and
Melling. Bill Esterson MP who submitted his own formal rejection added “firstly the site for this proposed developed is green belt
land. Sefton Council has a policy that states green belt land should not be built upon unless there are ‘exceptional circumstances’.
There were no such circumstances in this case.

| don’t believe the roads here would be able to cope with such a large increase in traffic that 100 new homes would generate. That
goes for sewage and flood management.

The impact on existing schools places and other local facilities would have been hugely detrimental to these communities”.
Maghull and Aintree Champion 24 Sept 2014. — | think this says it all.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove Sites MN2.30 and MN2.31 as allocations in the plan.

But, being pragmatic, if it was an either/or situation we would say, site MN8.2 is the lesser of all evils because it would preserve
the history of Melling and hopefully some of the traffic along Waddicar Lane.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 492 Response Ref 14 Representor Name

Organisation Name Craig Seddon SIPP

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Land east of Waddicar Lane (Site MN2.30) is a 6ha site identified for 178 dwellings. The site is allocated in the UDP as falling within
the Green Belt. The Site Assessment Form (reference SR4.28) identifies that there is existing congestion and speed issues on
Waddicar Lane and that it would be necessary for any developer to address this. The Assessment Form states that the Council
consider a single access off Waddicar Lane would be appropriate but continues that a Transport Assessment will be necessary,
which will also need to assess the cumulative impacts of the scheme, given the proposed allocation at Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane
(MN2.31).

Without having already undertaken this assessment it is questioned whether a single access point to serve private vehicles
associated with 178 new dwellings is appropriate and whether the surrounding road network has the capacity to accommodate
both the Land east of Waddicar Lane site and the Wadacre Farm site. Given the Assessment Form has already identified existing
road safety issues and the potential for the scheme to impact upon the wider highway capacity in terms of its cumulative impacts,
until an assessment has been undertaken which proves otherwise, this must be considered a Tier 1 constraint.

In assessing sustainable transport, the Assessment Form contradicts itself. Under Accessibility Improvements it states that
significant improvements to provide better connections to schools and local amenities would be required. But in the Conclusion it
states, the site is accessible to public transport and services. 75% of the site comprises grade 3a ‘best and most versatile
agricultural land’. Were the site developed this would result in the loss of 4.5ha of grade 3a agricultural land.

Our client agrees with the Council’s assessment that the proposed northern Green Belt boundary would be weak, given the clear,
open views to the north. Given the potential for significant or severe access and network capacity constraints, it is questioned
whether the site can be delivered as a Housing Allocation in the Local Plan.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 563 Response Ref 1 Representor Name A Watson

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| 'm writing in objection to the removal of greenbelt land, as set out in the local plan. With regard to site SR 4.28 [MN.2.30] ,in the

draft local plan it was announced that sites would be developed in accordance with their net densities.

Less than 0.4 hectares = 100%
0.4 hectares -2 hectares = 90%
2 hectares-5 hectares =75%
Over 5 hectares = 50%

As site is 5.37 hectares then this site can only be developed up to 50% instead of the 75% as being shown. This site has poor
access onto Waddicar Lane and Melling doesn’t have the infrastructure to satisfy nearly three hundred houses being built in the
village, especially on top quality agricultural land.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 595 Response Ref 6 Representor Name Jonathan Clarke
Organisation Name Knowsley Council

Obj/Sup/Com Comment

Summary of Main Issues

There are three proposed allocations in the Melling / Waddicar area. We would welcome the opportunity to work with Sefton
Council when considering the impact that these developments cumulatively would have on the highway network in and around
Kirkby.

We anticipate that Knowsley Council and residents adjacent to the proposed allocations in the Kirkby Park area will be
appropriately consulted on any future planning applications adjacent to Knowsley’s boundary in line with statutory requirements.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 643 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Chad Thompson
Organisation Name Melling Parish Council

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Melling Parish Council objects with the proposed site MN2.30 for the following reasons:

1.Housing targets are too high which are not justified, deliverable or environmentally acceptable which is evidenced by the
completed surveys submitted with this form

2.The loss of Green belt around Melling and creating urban sprawl which has already occurred in the Borough. The Green belt
around Melling prevents coalescence to Maghull and Kirkby which further development would go against the purpose of the
Green belt.

3.There would be a loss of best and most versatile agricultural land, farming communities and food production for the future
4.The sites are incompatible with advice in National Planning Policy Framework on promoting sustainable transport and
supporting the move to a low carbon future. There is a new train station site (MN3, IN2) proposed which is within 500 metres
away from the NMS8.2 site. Developing on sites MN2.30 and MN2.31 would encourage driving to the station and other amenities
to Maghull and Aintree. If development was built on MN8.2 there would be less traffic as there would be access to the train
station.

5.The MN2.30 site would spread out unacceptably towards the adjacent to the Green Belt area which is Knowsley and would
contribute towards coalescence.

6.The sites re in a natural flood plain. Any development on this land and the lack of drainage will cause flooding to existing
properties. (See evidence letter from United Utilities Sewer Flooding Mitigation Team submitted with this form). Sites are
unsuitable for development / housing as existing housing already suffers from flooding. Site MN2.31 is adjacent to Rock Lane
which already has current issues which cannot be mitigated against.

7.Added pressure on services such as Doctors surgery and primary school which both are full to capacity and over stretched
based on public participation and engagement with the School Head Teacher.

8.Further housing development would have a greater impact on current infrastructure issues and challenges such as: High levels
of traffic flow especially on Waddicar Lane which is far from suited to frequent heavy vehicles, poor public transport with no
service on a Sunday, inadequate retail or leisure facilities and incidences of overflowing drains - both rainfall and foul. The
evidence was based on surveys admitted with this form and at Melling Parish Council meetings under public participation agenda
item.

9.A previous petition of approximately 673 signatures was presented to Sefton MBC objecting to further development in Melling
during the Local Plan consultation in September 2013 (evidence submitted with this form).

10.Concerns about robustness of the figures being used in the draft local plan for Seftons population in future years. Mellin'gs
development has seen considerable growth over the past decade.

11.Loss of wildlife which has been raised at Melling Parish Council meetings under public participation agenda item and
Neighbourhood planning consultation events.

The safeguarded site NM8.2 has a potential capacity of 350 and we would like to request that this site to be used as a preferred
site and that sites MN2.30 and MN2.31 be taken out of the Local plan as preferred sites and not allocated for future development.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy nMN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 661 Response Ref 7 Representor Name

Organisation Name PSA Developments

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

This 5.37 hectare site (Site MN2.30) is located to the north of Waddicar and is is being considered for release to accommodate 141
dwellings.

Para 8.137 of the Local Plan [Preferred Option] describes Waddicar (Melling) as "a Residential village". That is clearly the case. It
has practically no support infrastructure, and none is planned. The village has come to resemble something of a dormitory
settlement, whose original village character has been severely eroded. It is the classic '‘commuter village'. Is this therefore ideal
settlement in which to promote two sizeable housing allocations when better sites are available elsewhere in more sustainable
locations - such as PSA Developments Ltd's site off Bulls Bridge Lane, Aintree?

The site has been selected on the basis that any development would have a "minimal impact" on the openness of the green belt as
it would be "rounding off" between the existing development on Waddicar Lane and Tower Hill.

PSA Developments Ltd maintain that it is more logical to release sites on the edge of the main built up area of sefton and liverpool
(such as their site at Bulls Bridge Lane (ref AS19)), where infrastructure is in place to absorb the impact of an increased population.
How can it possibly be suggested that housing development on this entirely open, flat, prominent agricultural site would have
"minimal impact" on openness?

How would development of this site constitute "rounding off"? The site protrudes prominently to the north of the settlement. This
is not rounding off working to obvious boundaries. Instead, it is clear and blatant protrusion into the open green belt with
reference to little more than - we can only speculate - the land ownership boundary. The proposed allocation does not even
appear to coincide with a clear field boundary.

We also note that to the immediate south of this site is a local play facility. It is difficult to undertand how any development of this
sitewould relate to the built up area to the south and assist in building and integrating with the established community. For all of
the above reasons, this is not a good or sustainable site to release from the green belt or to develop for housing. We object
accordingly and instead request the release / allocation of PSA Developments Ltd's site off Bulls Bridge Lane as an unconstrained
and obvious and ideal housing site.

PSA Developments Ltd object to the inclusion of this site. It is not within easy walking distance of the nearest town, district or local
centre, the local primary school is at or near capacity, and that the area suffers from a lack of shops and public transport.
Additionally, it is suggested that "significant infrastructure" would be required.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Delete site MN2.30 from the housing allocations in policy MN2.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 703 Response Ref 23 Representor Name Jackie Copley
Organisation Name CPRE Lancashire

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

We are opposed to the redesignation of this Green Belt site for residential development on the grounds that it would mean
encroachment into the countryside. The site would narrow the gap between this part of Lydiate and Aughton Village by around
40% at its narrowest point. It is particularly impacting as it would diminish the space around the village of Melling, the landscape
quality of which is complementary to Melling’s ancient character (Melling is mentioned in the Domesday Book) and which is in
stark contrast to the large township of Kirkby.

CPRE attributes considerable weight to the fact that a large proportion of the site is best and most versatile agricultural land.
There are issues about the sustainability of the site and development would be conditional on a Transport Statement or Transport
Assessment, as specified by NPPF paragraph 32.

The site is constrained by surface water flooding.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 716 Response Ref 34 Representor Name Robert Swift

Organisation Name Robert Swift and family
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

The development of the Site MN2.30 (Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling) will result in the loss of Greenfield land and Grade 2A
and 3B agricultural land. There are also a number of constraints associated with the site which include ecology/habitat concerns,
accessibility and impact on the road network however the development of the site would round off the settlement edge. A density
of 30 dph has been applied.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Reduce the indicative capacity of Site MN2.30 from 178 to 135

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling

Respondent No 732 Response Ref 6 Representor Name

Organisation Name Bellway Homes Ltd

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

Bellway support the allocation of site MN2.30 which lies to the east of Waddicar Lane, Melling and covers a gross area of
approximately 6 hectares. It has an indicative net developable area of 4.90 hectares and can accommodate approximately 178
dwellings. The site is well located in relation to local services within the Waddicar area. Local facilities nearby include a doctor’s
surgery, pharmacy, ATM, post office, local convenience store, Melling County Primary School, open space/park, pub, take-away
and youth group/scout group. Access can also be gained easily to further amenities, including train services, in Kirkby. As such, the
proposed allocated site is within a sustainable location.

Directly informed by a comprehensive set of supporting technical studies, which submitted in support of this report, Bellway has
prepared an indicative layout for new homes on the site in order to demonstrates that the development is deliverable. This layout
proposes a sustainable mix of 1, 2, 3, and 4 bed properties, consistent with the objectives of Local Plan Policy HC2 — Housing Type,
Mix and Choice in determining a suitable residential mix and choice of new homes. This layout is also inclusive of circa 0.6 hectares
of public open space. The site also has the capacity to provide 30% affordable housing, complying with emerging Policy HC1. The
illustrative layout has also been designed to exceed the proportion of new homes complying with Lifetime Home Standards.

It is an outward facing scheme, which ensures that the existing open space, countryside and movement routes/corridors are well
over looked, and provides opportunities for future connections. It also provides the opportunity to make a visual and physical
connection between the new housing development and Rainbow Park to reconnect the site with the existing community.
Vehicular access to the site is proposed via a new priority junction to the east of site, off Waddicar Lane, south of the existing
Presbytery. A suitable junction arrangement can be provided within the available site frontage.

The layout has been designed to integrate with the existing Public Right of Way (PRoW) running eastwest along the southern
boundary of the site and allow for multiple pedestrian access ways to Waddicar Lane and Marc Avenue. Subject to agreement, a
connection across the public footpath to the area of public open space (Rainbow Park) south of the site is also feasible.

Existing bus stops are present on Waddicar Lane. To access the most frequent service provision residents would have to walk to
the stops located 400m to the south of the site.

A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal has been carried out for the site. Non-breeding bird surveys are ongoing. There are limited
roosting opportunities for bats within trees at the site. The site does however, provide foraging opportunities for bats, and trees
on site may develop roosting habitat in the future. It is recommended that trees proposed to be lost be surveyed for bat roost
potential prior to submission of the planning application. Enhancement features for bats can also be provided at this stage.

A series of mitigation measures are proposed to ensure that the retained trees are protected and that compensation is provided
for the removal of the existing hedge. The planting of new trees, shrubs and linear hedges across the development will be
delivered as part of a comprehensive landscape package.

A Flood Risk Assessment confirms that the site falls within Flood Zone 1. The assessment has also considered surface water runoff
arising from the development proposals. Any increase in surface water runoff will be stored on site to limit the outflow rate to
13.2 litres per second, in accordance with DEFRA guidance (SC030219), thus reducing downstream flood risk. The Land
Investigation Report confirms there is nothing relating to the land which would compromise its development for residential
purposes.

A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment has been prepared. It confirms that the release of the site from the Green Belt for
residential use is acceptable in landscape planning terms. The extension to the built form would integrate wellwith the existing
settlement pattern and would consolidate residential development to the north of Melling. The addition of further residential
development in this location is not out of keeping with the character of this area. The flat topography of the site greatly reduces
the visual impact of the development.

The agricultural land classification report concludes that the site comprises moderate to good quality agricultural land (Grade 3a
and 3b), with a high proportion of the site falling into Grade 3b moderate quality. There are only three small pockets of Grade 3a
land. The suite of technical site assessments that have been undertaken on Bellway's behalf clearly demonstrate that the site is
not subject to any technical or environmental constraints that would prevent a high quality and sustainable housing development
being brought forward immediately, demonstrating that the site is available now.

Summary of Suggested Changes

None required.
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Evidence Submitted

General Highways Arrangement (Appendix 1); Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (Aeserta Consulting Limited); Arboricultural Impact
Assessment (Aeserta Consulting Limited); Flood Risk Assessment (Michael Lambert Associates); Land Investigation Report
(GroundSure Environmental Insight); Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (Enzymgo Limited); Agricultural Land Study (Soil
Environmental Services Ltd).

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 740 Response Ref 35 Representor Name

Organisation Name Formby Residents Action Group

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

We wish to rely on the representation of Mr John Williams [Rep No. 1026] for flood risk issue on this site.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.30 Other Documents
Policy MN2.30 Land east of Waddicar Lane, Melling
Respondent No 1026 Response Ref 17 Representor Name John Williams

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

This site has several problems relating to development:-

1) The ground itself is frequently saturated to a very high level due to its very close proximity to the existing watercourses

2) There are already flooding problems on Waddicar Lane caused by the existing watercourses having difficulty in taking the
current flow

3) There have previously been occurrences where this greenfield site has had so much water flowing off it that it was causing
flooding to the public highway and entering properties. Even Sefton Council’s own Highways Enforcement Officers had to speak to
the farmer to get the site ploughed in order to allow the soil to absorb more water rather than for it to simply run off the surface
(as happens on developed sites) in an attempt to reduce the flooding

4) There have already been attempts to restrict flow from new estates in this vicinity so as not to overload the watercourse near
the southern boundary of this proposed site. Unfortunately the methodology included installing a throttle (or flow restrictor) on
the surface water system in Archers Fold, as this was not correctly designed by the developer, this led to the surface water system
overflowing and causing flooding. This should be noted as such methodology is normally proposed as ways of preventing further
flooding.

5) In view of the existing problems that local residents already have, it would be advised not to develop this site until the cause of
the existing flooding is successfully removed

6) The site is within 250m of a potential source of flooding, and a current real world flooding problems, so may have difficulty
getting flood insurance.

7) It would therefore be deemed as logical that this site should be discounted on grounds of NPPF Ch10 Para.100

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 14 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Anita Pruden
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

1) Pollution by more cars using the road that was never built for this heavy traffic.

2) Schools would be over subscribed with more families moving into area

3) Dr's Surgery for Melling only opened for three days so the impact of more patients would make people wait longer for a
doctor's appointment.

4) Land gets water logged so where would the water go if concreted over?

5) Public transport only exists of one main bus to Liverpool when it comes.

6) This land is agriculture so needs to be preserved.

7) More cars mean more problems with speeding on the narrow road that runs through Melling.

8) We already have to put up with the noise and pollution from the M57 and M58 this would make it worse.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 56 Response Ref 3 Representor Name Marjorie Harvey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

Traffic from the Melling sites will proceed down Waddicar Lane, Spencers Lane and Bull Bridge Lane. Have you ever tried to cross
Bull Bridge Lane? It is very difficult especially at peak times. You can wait 5-10 mins. | feel sorry for existing residents of Melling.
They have a part time doctor and are expected to travel to Kirkby. No thought is given to schools, doctors and increased traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 64 Response Ref 3 Representor Name KJ Trainer

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
This will lead to more cars in a place with small lanes. No local shops of buses. Most people in Melling use their cars.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 82 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Steve Graves
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I wish to raise my concerns why the full Melling parish has not been considered, just because it falls the wrong side of the
motorway cannot be made as an excuse. Having previously visited your workshop at the scouts hut in Melling in September last
year | voiced concerns re traffic management. Waddicar over the last ten years has had far more new build homes built than any
other area of Sefton. Flooding is an issue. It's alright building properties and then leaving the problems for residents to find
solutions after everybody has departed. The area cannot cope with any more vehicles as vehicles from Kirkby already use
Waddicar as a cut through and putting slip road at M58 would not solve the problem. I'm totally against any new build housing in
the area apart from any brown belt sites that could be redeveloped.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 87 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Brian Beardwood
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

There are a number of statements made in the Site Assessment Form that | wish to query.

Key Services - you state:

a.100% Frequent Bus Stops - the bus services stop at 6.00 pm.

b.100% Primary School — there is only one primary school

¢.100% District Local Centres — where are these located?

d.100% Neighbourhood Park — are you referring to the playground area behind the local public house?

e.100% GPs/Health Centres - there is one part time GP in Melling, no Health Centre, no dentists or other health professional
services.

2.Wider Benefits Comments - in all but one question you have responded with ‘No’. Can you explain to what benefit will these
houses bring to Melling village and how have you identified the high need for houses in the Melling area? The area designated will
see the demolition of the one and only nursery in Melling which you appear to have overlooked in your assessment form.

3.Constraints to Development —

a.Flooding : You have stated that the area is entirely in Flood Zone 1. Whilst this may be true in relation to river and sea flooding,
there are problems with the local drainage which you mentioned in your conclusion. However in point 13 Utility Infrastructure
you state that there are no known issues. | explained in my previous letter, my wife and | have experienced problems with
flooding since we purchased our home in December 1989 and still experience problems to this day. It has been explained to me
that it was due to the demand on the main drains, which are over 100 years old, the increase in new house building and the drains
are hydraulicing causing them to backup and raw sewage overflows onto my property and my neighbours. All occasions of
flooding are reported to United Utilities. The area earmarked for development overlooks the rear of our property and we can
clearly see that flooding is a problem. As the problem is still yet to be resolved, if the current plan to build more homes (total 285)
goes ahead, these flooding problems will be exacerbated even further

b.Site Access: You have recognised that there will be a greater volume of vehicular traffic and restricted visibility problems on
Waddicar Lane and there will need to be a transport assessment, with a possible realignment of Waddicar Lane. How is this
possible with the existing properties along Waddicar Lane and Chapel Lane?

c.Network Capacity: the current public transport operations are totally inadequate. The main bus service 345 terminates at
Station Road and turns around via a primary school and Rainbow Drive back onto Waddicar Lane, a built up area subject to 20
mph. Waddicar Lane itself is a very narrow road with speed humps. As the bus service is limited, the use of private cars is the only
way of travelling and if more properties are built, the traffic levels will undoubtedly increase. There is a general store on the
corner of Rock View and there are existing problems with vehicles double parking making it impossible for access to service
vehicles and to gain access to and from Rock View. With the additional use of cars in the area, these problems are going to be
increased.

D. BMV Agricultural Lane: the area comprises grade 3a agricultural land. Once housing has been built on this land, it ceases to be
green belt. When we purchased our home we were told that the fields at the rear of the property were green belt and therefore
cannot be built on. It appears now that being classed green belt does not carry any significance. Why has the Council not
considered using Brown Field sites or land that has remained fallow for many years which have direct access to Waddicar Lane
around the area? Can you confirm that house builders potential developing a green field site have less restrictions than
developing a brown field site?

e.Green Belt Purposes — you have stated that the impact is ‘moderate’ on three out of the four points. How can you justify
moderate when the Green Belt site will disappear? You state that you are unable to assess impact on urban regeneration — why is
this not possible?

Since 1990 there have been a large number (703) of new homes built in the village and it has now reached saturation point where
further development will have a considerable environmental impact.

| am disappointed that you have not responded to my previous letter nor have you appeared to have taken into account any of

the points that | have raised. Part of this consultation process is to take into consideration, the genuine points that the local
homeowners have made in good faith. | feel that this process has been a tick box exercise to demonstrate that the Council have
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followed national government guidelines.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 122 Response Ref 1 Representor Name John Hart

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Since moving to Rock View | have experienced problems with the drains. The problems have got worse since 2 new housing estates
were built in 2008 - The Village and Burchtree Drive Estate. When it rains we get sewage pumped back up through the rear of
houses onto the garden. It has been checked by United Utilities [letters enclosed as proof].

About 8 years ago the Leeds and Liverpool Canal overflowed and Waddicar Lane and the Horse and Jockey pub was flooded.

The housing estate that has been proposed to be built at the rear of Rock View is being built on an inclined area and during the
winter/summer when it rains the fields get flooded. They have to remove all the animals from the field. All it needs is for the canal
to overflow and the housing estate would be flooded.

As the years have gone by the traffic through Melling has increased. Waddicar Lane seems to be a shortcut. As the proposed road
to the new housing estate is to be Chapel Lane; which ever way you apporach Chapel Lane there are bends, pulling in or out of
Chapel Lane can be a danger and accidents are likley to occur. As you come out of Chapel Lane onto Waddicar Lane cars are
parked adj to Chapel Lane as residents park them as there are no garages and this causes hold ups on the road.

| therefore oppose the proposed housing estate at Waddicar Farm, Melling. Melling is fast becoming a less rural viallge and more
like a town. My family normally go for walks along the canal and are shocked to hear that houses may be built on open spaces
which give people a lot of pleasure. Also to be considered is the wildlife of Melling which accumulates in the fields.

The drainage issue is ongoing from 2008 to the present day. The proposed housing estate would affect other houses in this area. |
find it concerning to think a housing estate would be built in such a problem area.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Correspondence to Mr Hart from United Utilities [2008 -2014]
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 235 Response Ref 3 Representor Name lan Whiley
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Site MN2.31 is not suitable due to the clear flood risk and to develop this site would be negligent by the local authority and
dangersous to local residents. | am apposed to this development as are many residents in the village. | have lived in Rock View for
6 years and have flooded on numerous occasions, | am able to provide photographic evidence of this and documentary evidence. |
have contacted Sefton council on numerous occasions because of flooding and requested assistance from Sefton Council
environmental health on numerous occasions due to my garden being contaminated with not only sewerage but used sanitary
towels and used condoms when it rains. If you visit Melling in winter or when it rains, you only have to look at the numbers of
houses that have sandbags piled up in front of their houses to prevent internal flooding. With global warning future flooding will
only get worse and you elude to this in your consultation paper and state you will not develop where there is risk of flooding.

United Utilities have provided me with compensation on 14 occasions as a result of my neighbours and | being flooded. When |
first moved into Rock View | was trapped in my house for a number of days and could not use the rear garden the flooding was
that bad, this came from the sewerage system which for Melling is completely inadequate and runs to the lowest point (Rock
View) it then forces the manhole covers off and subsequently floods our gardens and roads. This is combined with the rain water
that runs from the fields and hills behind and the result is catastrophic. If this site is developed the only location that the water can
currently escape will be removed thus resulting in more severe frequent flooding in Melling village.

| understand that the farmer at the rear of Rock View for this site is keen to sell and obtain planning permission however she is not
being truthful, for the fast majority of the winter she is not able to put live stock out as the fields are flooded and the animals
would be in danger. The planning officer | spoke to stated the measures would be put in place to prevent flooding however Mr
Rigby (risk manager for United Utilities) has stated that nothing can be done to prevent this. Although non return valves and
hydraulic pumping stations were discussed they state that this is not possible as it will move the problem on else where in the
village.

| have previously sought advice from my local MP due to the flooding and United Utilities and they have stated (after conducting
surveys in 2010) that there is no way to stop the flooding unless millions are spent improving the drains.

To build here by Sefton council will be utter negligent and | believe will be contrary to the European convention of human rights,
we as residents have the right to enjoy our possessions and the right to life. If development is agreed for this location other
residents and | will seek a judicial review against Sefton council and any subsequent developers.

The only access is via Rock View which is too narrow and would mean a property being removed. Woodland walk likewise or
Chapel Lane, which is already extremely busy with the local church and nursery. To develop this site would add to congestion and
ultimately be dangerous.

The fields are overlooked by the footpath which runs to the Bootle Arms public house and the local country side, it is visited by
ramblers and people participating in leisure activities. They will be prevented or put off by a flooded, sprawling development. Not
to mention the vast numbers of birds such as herrings, buzzards and ducks that visit the fields.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 315 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Jeanette Griffiths
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

My client wholeheartedly supports the removal of the above site from the Green Belt and its allocation for housing in the
publication draft of the Sefton Local Plan. My client also supports the analysis by the Council of the need to release appropriate
sites from the Green Belt in order to meet proven needs.

The submitted studies confirm that there are no planning objections to the developments of the sites for residential purposes.

The master plan indicates 162 dwellings ie 30pha. Land at the rear of the church which is only leased to my client would reduce
this number to around 150 if negotiations with the church prove unsuccessful.

Studies have shown the amount of land available for housing within Sefton is inadequate to meet its future housing needs, such
needs having been vigorously researched. The plan has been positively prepared over many years of consideration of a number of
options. The plan achieves the correct balance between housing needs and the loss of the Green Belt.

Green Belt sites to be released have been identified following a rigorous assessment of their planning characteristics, ie flood risk,
quality of agricultural land, highway safety and sustainability.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

eAgricultural Land Classification Assessment
eProposed Masterplan

eAccessibility Review

eFlood Risk and Drainage Study

25 August 2015 Page 1078 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 381 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Benedict Cleary
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

In general | object to the overlooking of brownfield sites and redevelopment of existing traditional residential areas in favour of
an over proportionate use of greenfield sites. In particular, as a resident of Melling | object to sites MN2.30 and MN2.31. There are
many reasons why these sites are not appropriate, however | am basing this objection around three main points:

1) Road Access/Safety Melling effectively has one main through road (Waddicar Lane/Spencers Lane) with access to all of the
housing branching off it. This was adequate for the size of development pre 1980, but with the extensive building that has gone in
the area in the last 20 years this main through route has already become extremely busy for such a small road with blind bends in
several places. The best example of this is at the Spencers Lane end. The result is that there is no longer a safe cycle route in and
out of Melling. To add another 300+ households (likely to equate to another 500+ cars/vans) would be wholly inappropriate.
Furthermore, the location of these sites would mean that the entrances to them would involve junctions at areas where the
visibility along the road is quite restricted due to the curves in the road therefore increasing the prospect of accidents especially
involving children.

2) Environment & Infrastructure The increased housing in the area in the last 20 years has resulted in major drainage issues in
Melling. Concreting over significant areas and then increasing the load on the drainage system will undoubtedly lead to further
issues therefore requiring significant investment in the infrastructure in the area and given that the area is low lying between the
Melling Rock area to the West and the highpoint of Prescott Road to the East, will probably require pumping facilities to cope with
the volumes.

3) Amenities Melling has only a handful of shops and one single form entry primary school which is already fully subscribed.
Speaking as a governor of the primary school | am extremely concerned about the impact all of the additional households would
have upon the school which only has a relatively small amount of grounds severely limiting the possibility to extend the premises.
Being a community school, the school would naturally want to accommodate any members of the community wanting to attend
but simply would not be able to do so. Extending the school into it's own grounds would have a severe negative effect on the
school's environment and it's ability to make educational use of it's open space and nature trail. Even if a satisfactory way to
extend the accommodation could be found, this would have to be completed before the housing otherwise families would be
moving in to the area either with no school places available for their children or with their children having to attend an
overcrowded

school which would not be beneficial to any of the pupils. | sincerely hope that you will reconsider your adoption of this Local
Plan and objectively reconsider the available use of existing brownfield sites.

Summary of Suggested Changes

The option of focusing primarily on brownfield sites would make the plan Justified.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 382 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Elisabeth Cleary
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to using valuable agricultural land for building, while overlooking brownfield sites. It does not make sense to increase
the population of an area while taking away its food production capacity. In particular, as a resident of Melling | object to sites
MN2.30 and MN2.31. Melling is a rural area and must stay so. It is a farming area with fertile fields which must not be destroyed
for building houses — particularly while there are large areas of brownfield available and while there are plenty of existing
residential areas in desperate need of redevelopment within Sefton. Destroying good agricultural land, while existing residential
areas fall into disrepair (and become derelict) is a sign of irresponsible management of housing needs. It is a short sighted
approach which appears to be driven by narrow-minded profiteering. | would have expected Sefton Council not to join into that
sort of politics. | expect a good council to make good use of their resources: -

Preserve existing residential areas which have an existing infrastructure and bring them up-to-date with the 21st century -
Protect prime agricultural land from being permanently destroyed (in particular site MN2.30) - Preserve the character of its rural
areas so people have recreational spaces to enjoy in their spare time (footpaths, views, etc. ) - particularly site MN 2.31 is a very
picturesque, irreplaceable part of Melling and must be protected! Please set out the changes you consider necessary to the Sefton
Local Plan to address the comments made in the previous sections.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Preserve existing residential areas which have an existing infrastructure and bring them up-to-date with the 21st Protect prime
agricultural land from being permanently destroyed (in particular site MN2.30) Preserve the character of its rural areas so people
have recreational spaces to enjoy in their spare time (footpaths, views, etc. ) - particularly site MN 2.31 is a very picturesque
irreplaceable part of Melling and must be protected! Concentrate work on brownfield sites, improve existing residential areas and
please leave the Greenbelt alone!

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 387 Response Ref 2 Representor Name JR & B Mulholland
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

It is nearly 2 years since we first received information of Sefton’s Local Plan. The points | made then were in response to an article
in the Local Paper and are relevant today. | have based my comments after reading “a Local Plan for Sefton” in the Champion
newspaper. | have read each section and thought about how in my opinion it affects Melling.

Environment — the protection of our heritage
Melling is an ancient village mentioned in the Domesday Book. The church is a landmark which at the moment can be seen across
the fields from all areas and is a beautiful sight.

The footpath from Waddicar Lane to the church, pub and beyond is known as the PADS. There is always a feeling of tranquillity
and a real feel-good factor walking up the pads. When | was teaching, | used these same fields and paths to introduce my inner
city 4-6 year old pupils to rural life- showing them the various crops grown throughout the farming year. In my opinion this whole
area should be a Conservation Area.

The Green Belt here is so important to all of us. Once concreted over it is lost forever. Waddicar has the largest concentration of
houses in Melling. This area has a post office, a small grocers shop, chemist, chip shop, barber/hairdresser and beauty parlour. The
doctors surgery now operates 2% days per week but is full and the local school is fully subscribed. There is one bus every % hour to
Liverpool and one Maghull circular to serve a population in the area of roughly estimated over 2,000.

It stands to reason that most people will have to use cars elsewhere for practically everything. A reasonable estimate of extra cars
on the local roads would be at least 200.

The fact that Waddicar Lane has already become a major route for traffic of all sizes and speeds. IThe build-up begins between
4:30 and 5am Monday — Friday and is relentless until 9am. Evening peak begins around 4pm till 6:30. During the day there is a
steady stream — we cannot just drive out of our path anymore.

More houses means many more cars on this already busy road increasing pollution and carbon emissions.

Another problem would be the exit onto Waddicar Lane from the new sites MN2.30 and M2.31. We find it unbelievable that
anyone could even think about this but then again they have. Chapel Lane might seem an obvious choice but this is a dangerous
bend for both cars and pedestrians. Woodland Road is another awkward road to exit.

Drainage — in the past rainwater had always drained off the fields and down the road drains but for several years now Waddicar
becomes virtually impassable at times during the ever increasing rain storms. We have been in contact with the Council drainage
dept. many times with worries over flooding from cars driving far too fast on the lane causing our garage and front drive to flood.
We are always given the same reason “the drains can’t cope”. What will happen with more cars/houses serving them?

Infrastructure: The information sheet states “Council policies will require that new developments must not make existing
conditions worse”.

How? An impossibility on Waddicar Lane | think.

Health and Safety: The information states it will restrict uses that have a negative impact upon health e.g. those that cause
pollution and result in high traffic levels in sensitive areas such as residential areas and schools. We have both on or near
Waddicar Lane.

New Jobs: Our concerns would be that not only would there be much more traffic from new houses but people travelling from all
areas for whatever reason to a new business park in Maghull would create an even bigger problem on Waddicar Lane.

Since making these comments on our objection to Sefton Council in Sept 2013 we now find that Melling, historic village is under
threat from industrial sprawl! Peel holdings is already marketing over 100 hectares of grade 1 agricultural land in and around our
village for grand scale industrial sheds with a link road to the motorway across Melling land. If Sefton Council agrees their planning
application (not submitted yet) the traffic problems would be enormous as Waddicar Lane is the entrance and exit to Melling and
beyond.

Traffic: The amount of cars and lorries using this lane everyday makes it a dangerous place to be at times. The lane was never
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designed for today’s world. It is narrow in places and bendy in others, some parts of the pavement allow single file walking only. It
can be unnerving walking along at times. Speeding is an everyday occurrence — the 30 mph sign has little or no effect and
observing the zebra crossing cannot be taken for granted. | am worried that extra traffic coming off the motorway (which they
already do) will be unsustainable in this rural area.

These worries are based on the experiences of living on Waddicar Lane for 37 years. Observations on Melling: Change to society
and lifestyles have had a huge impact on Melling. Facilities are few and between with the closure of many shops and Melling c/e
school over the years.

Public transport is much worse than it was in the ‘60s though many young people who used it then are the pensioners who need it
today. Building more estates to exit on to Waddicar Lane will turn Melling into a commuter’s corridor instead of a rural village.

With the worry about Peel Holdings plans too, | feel we are being attacked on all sides.
To sum up, our main objections are:-

*The loss of Green Belt land.
*The amount of traffic on Waddicar Lane. Every builder in the past said there would not be a problem but there have been.

But, being pragmatic, if it was an either/or situation we would say, the site identified by Melling parish Council MN8.2 is the lesser
of all evils because it would preserve the history of Melling and hopefully some of the traffic along Waddicar Lane.

In Sept 2014 Sefton’s planning committee rejected a proposal to build 100 houses on Green Belt land between Aintree and
Melling. Bill Esterson MP who submitted his own formal rejection added “firstly the site for this proposed developed is green belt
land. Sefton Council has a policy that states green belt land should not be built upon unless there are ‘exceptional circumstances’.
There were no such circumstances in this case.

| don’t believe the roads here would be able to cope with such a large increase in traffic that 100 new homes would generate. That
goes for sewage and flood management.

The impact on existing schools places and other local facilities would have been hugely detrimental to these communities”.
Maghull and Aintree Champion 24 Sept 2014. — | think this says it all.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove the Aintree MN2.30 and MN2.31 as allocations in the plan.

But, being pragmatic, if it was an either/or situation we would say, the site identified by Melling parish Council MN8.2 is the lesser
of all evils because it would preserve the history of Melling and hopefully some of the traffic along Waddicar Lane.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 492 Response Ref 15 Representor Name

Organisation Name Craig Seddon SIPP

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane is a 5.5ha site identified as having provision for 135 dwellings. The site is allocated in the UDP as
falling within the Green Belt.

The site is located within close proximity to Land east of Waddicar Lane (MN2.30) and therefore has the same highway capacity
constraints upon it. The Site Assessment Form (reference SR4.29) identifies that there is existing congestion along Waddicar Lane
and that there are known speeding issues. The Assessment Form goes on to identify that there are existing visibility issues off
Chapel Lane and that a Transport Assessment would need to assess the cumulative impact of the site upon the highway network,
when considered alongside the proposed housing allocation MN2.30. Given a lack of information regarding access and highways
congestion, these have the potential to be Tier 1 constraints. It has not been demonstrated that safe access into the site can be
achieved or that there is capacity on the surrounding highway network to accommodate the proposal.

The Council again provide contradictory statements regarding sustainable travel, stating at ‘Accessibility Improvements’ that
significant improvements to provide better connections to schools and local amenities will be required, but conclude that the site
is accessible to public transport and services. This generic response for both this site and Waddicar Lane (MN2.30) causes some
concern.

60% of the site is identified as grade 3a ‘best and most versatile agricultural land’. Were the site developed this would result in the
loss of 3.3 ha of grade 3a agricultural land.

Our client agrees that the proposed site Green Belt boundary is weak. Whilst the site backs onto residential development along its
southern and eastern boundaries, it is bounded by Green Belt land to the west and south. The site would not form a natural
extension to the existing settlement. Our client does not agree with the Council’s assessment that the site would be relatively
contained because it clearly wouldn’t be, given the clear, open views to the west and north.

Given the lack of information regarding safe access and the impact of the proposal on the wider highway network, these
constraints must be considered to be significant or severe. The site is not seen to be a natural extension to the existing settlement
and would form a weak boundary, by the Council’s own definition, along its western and northern boundaries.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 595 Response Ref 7 Representor Name Jonathan Clarke

Organisation Name Knowsley Council

Obj/Sup/Com Comment

Summary of Main Issues

There are three proposed allocations in the Melling / Waddicar area. We would welcome the opportunity to work with Sefton
Council when considering the impact that these developments cumulatively would have on the highway network in and around
Kirkby.

We anticipate that Knowsley Council and residents adjacent to the proposed allocations in the Kirkby Park area will be
appropriately consulted on any future planning applications adjacent to Knowsley’s boundary in line with statutory requirements.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 643 Response Ref 3 Representor Name Chad Thompson
Organisation Name Melling Parish Council

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Melling Parish Council objects with the proposed site MN2.31 for the following reasons:

1.Housing targets are too high which are not justified, deliverable or environmentally acceptable which is evidenced by the
completed surveys submitted with this form

2.The loss of Green belt around Melling and creating urban sprawl which has already occurred in the Borough. The Green belt
around Melling prevents coalescence to Maghull and Kirkby which further development would go against the purpose of the
Green belt.

3.There would be a loss of best and most versatile agricultural land, farming communities and food production for the future
4.The sites are incompatible with advice in National Planning Policy Framework on promoting sustainable transport and
supporting the move to a low carbon future. There is a new train station site (MN3, IN2) proposed which is within 500 metres
away from the NMS8.2 site. Developing on sites MN2.30 and MN2.31 would encourage driving to the station and other amenities
to Maghull and Aintree. If development was built on MN8.2 there would be less traffic as there would be access to the train
station.

5.The MN2.30 site would spread out unacceptably towards the adjacent to the Green Belt area which is Knowsley and would
contribute towards coalescence.

6.The sites are a natural flood plain. Any development on this land and the lack of drainage will cause flooding to existing
properties. (See evidence letter from United Utilities Sewer Flooding Mitigation Team submitted with this form). Sites are
unsuitable for development / housing as existing housing already suffers from flooding. Site MN2.31 is adjacent to Rock Lane
which already has current issues which cannot be mitigated against.

7.Added pressure on services such as Doctors surgery and primary school which both are full to capacity and over stretched
based on public participation and engagement with the School Head Teacher.

8.Further housing development would have a greater impact on current infrastructure issues and challenges such as: High levels
of traffic flow especially on Waddicar Lane which is far from suited to frequent heavy vehicles, poor public transport with no
service on a Sunday, Inadequate retail or leisure facilities and incidences of overflowing drains - both rainfall and foul. The
evidence was based on surveys admitted with this form and at Melling Parish Council meetings under public participation agenda
item.

9.A previous petition of approximately 673 signatures was presented to Sefton MBC objecting to further development in Melling
during the Local Plan consultation in September 2013 (evidence submitted with this form).

10.Concerns about robustness of the figures being used in the draft local plan for Seftons population in future years. Mellin'gs
development has seen considerable growth over the past decade.

11.Loss of wildlife which has been raised at Melling Parish Council meetings under public participation agenda item and
Neighbourhood planning consultation events.

The safeguarded site NM8.2 has a potential capacity of 350 and would like to request that this site to be used as a preferred site
and that sites MN2.30 and MN2.31 be taken out of the Local plan as preferred sites and not allocated for future development.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 661 Response Ref 8 Representor Name

Organisation Name PSA Developments

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

This site (MN2.31) comprises 5.48 hectares to the north of Waddicar, and is being promoted by the LPA for release to
accommodate 144 dwellings. The site has been selected primarily on the basis that it would help create a "round off' the existing
village of Melling, and would therefore have "minimal impact on the openness of the green belt".

PSA Developments Ltd object to the inclusion of this site. It is not within easy walking distance of the nearest town, district or local
centre, the local primary school is at or near capacity, and that the area suffers from a lack of shops and public transport.
Additionally, it is suggested that "significant infrastructure" would be required.

This site cannot be considered to be the natural / logical rounding off of the settlement. It protrudes rudely from the edge of the
settlement like a proverbial 'sore thumb'. The site does not extend to a strong, impervious boundary, and would represent obvious
encroachment into the open green belt. That could (and will) in turn pave the way for pressure for future encroachment in years
to come.

For all of the above reasons, this is not a good or sustainable site to release from the green belt or to develop for housing. We
object accordingly and instead request the release / allocation of our client's site off Bulls Bridge Lane (AS19) as an unconstrained
and (in many respects) obvious and ideal housing site.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Delete site MN2.31 from the housing allocations in policy MN2.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 703 Response Ref 24 Representor Name Jackie Copley

Organisation Name CPRE Lancashire
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

We are opposed to the redesignation of this Green Belt site for residential development for all the same reasons which cause us to
oppose the redesignation of MN2.30, viz, encroachment on the countryside to the detriment of the setting of the village of
Melling, a weak boundary (to the west) and the loss of a substantial area of best and most versatile agricultural land.

Development would be conditional on a Transport Statement or Transport Assessment, as specified by par. 32 of the NPPF.

The existence of ground water flooding would make control of surface water flooding by SUDS problematic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling

Respondent No 716 Response Ref 35 Representor Name Robert Swift
Organisation Name Robert Swift and family

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

The development of Site MN2.31 (Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling) will result in the loss of Greenfield land and Grade 2A and
3B agricultural land. There are also a number of ecology and flooding issues associated with the site, due to surface water
flooding, and only between 40 — 75% of the site is available for development. In addition, the Site is not contained, and therefore
the development potential of the site has been limited to 50% at a density of 30 dph has been applied. The site also appears in
part to be currently in use as a children’s day nursery where access would be taken from.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Reduce the indicative capacity of Site MN2.31 from 135 dwellings to 83 dwellings.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 740 Response Ref 36 Representor Name

Organisation Name Formby Residents Action Group
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
We wish to rely on the representation of Mr John Williams [Rep No. 1026] for flood risk issue on this site.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.31 Other Documents
Policy MN2.31 Wadacre Farm, Chapel Lane, Melling
Respondent No 1026 Response Ref 18 Representor Name John Williams

Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

This site has several problems relating to development:-

1) The ground itself is frequently saturated to a very high level due to its very close proximity to the existing watercourses

2) There are already flooding problems on Waddicar Lane caused by the existing watercourses having difficulty in taking the
current flow

3) There have been numerous flooding incidents in this area over many years, several of which have been linked to watercourses
that run around and near this site.

4) In view of the existing problems that local residents already have, it would be advised not to develop this site until the cause of
the existing flooding is successfully removed or corrected

5) The site is within 250m of a potential source of flooding, and a current real world flooding problems, so may have difficulty
getting flood insurance.

6) It would therefore be deemed as logical that this site should be discounted on grounds of NPPF Ch10 Para.100

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling

Respondent No 14 Response Ref 3 Representor Name Anita Pruden
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

1) Pollution by more cars using the road that was never built for this heavy traffic.

2) Schools would be over subscribed with more families moving into area

3) Dr's Surgery for Melling only opened for three days so the impact of more patients would make people wait longer for a
doctor's appointment.

4) Land gets water logged so where would the water go if concreted over?

5) Public transport only exists of one main bus to Liverpool when it comes.

6) This land is agriculture so needs to be preserved.

7) More cars mean more problems with speeding on the narrow road that runs through Melling.

8) We already have to put up with the noise and pollution from the M57 and M58 this would make it worse.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling
Respondent No 56 Response Ref 4 Representor Name Marjorie Harvey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

Traffic from the Melling sites will proceed down Waddicar Lane, Spencers Lane and Bull Bridge Lane. Have you ever tried to cross
Bull Bridge Lane? It is very difficult especially at peak times. You can wait 5-10 mins. | feel sorry for existing residents of Melling.
They have a part time doctor and are expected to travel to Kirkby. No thought is given to schools, doctors and increased traffic.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling
Respondent No 64 Response Ref 4 Representor Name KJ Trainer

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues
This will lead to more cars in a place with small lanes. No local shops of buses. Most people in Melling use their cars.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling

Respondent No 595 Response Ref 8 Representor Name Jonathan Clarke
Organisation Name Knowsley Council

Obj/Sup/Com Comment

Summary of Main Issues

There are three proposed allocations in the Melling / Waddicar area. We would welcome the opportunity to work with Sefton
Council when considering the impact that these developments cumulatively would have on the highway network in and around
Kirkby.

We anticipate that Knowsley Council and residents adjacent to the proposed allocations in the Kirkby Park area will be
appropriately consulted on any future planning applications adjacent to Knowsley’s boundary in line with statutory requirements.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling

Respondent No 704 Response Ref 2 Representor Name A Donnelly
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

The site is located on the south western part of Melling. The majority of the site is located within the urban area with the most
westerly part designated as Green Belt in the adopted UDP.

However due to the housing requirement identified in the emerging Local Plan there is a need for significant Green Belt releases
within Sefton. Our client’s site is identified (MN2.32) for 18 dwellings on 0.6 hectares of land. It is recognised in the Local Plan Site
Selection Document that the site would contribute to the “high affordable housing need in Sefton East Parishes”.

We support the removal of the site from the Green Belt and the extension of the settlement boundary as proposed. This reflects
our submissions to the previous draft which sought the allocation of the site.

We support the indicative figure of 18 dwellings on the site although that will of course be determined through the application
process.

Since we made our submissions in September 2013, our client wishes to put forward an additional area of land which is shown on
the plan enclosed as Appendix 1. We deal with this specifically under Policy MN7 and we consider it is a logical extension to the
proposed allocation. With that development there is potential for a development of some 29 dwellings (Appendix 2).

The Local Plan Site Selection Document sets out the assessment of the various planning considerations. For this site it concludes:

“Land partially in the Green Belt, although around 60% of the site is in the existing urban area. The site is well contained but is
located in a narrow gap between Aintree and Melling. However by virtue of its size it would only have a marginal impact upon this
gap. In isolation, the urban part of the site would be highly unlikely to accommodate more than 15 dwellings and therefore would
provide no affordable housing. The release of the wider site from Green Belt would ensure that the site would deliver affordable
housing to meet high local need. The site is appropriate for allocation in the Local Plan.”

This conclusion follows a detailed assessment of constraints to development and an assessment against the 5 purposes of the
Green Belt. The assessment against the 5 tests is clear that this site does not function as a Green Belt site and the only impact
would be that Melling comes slightly closer to Aintree. We agree that the reduction is not material and the recognition that the
site is previously developed and can deliver affordable homes is a clear benefit.

We agree with this conclusion in that there are strong planning reasons to allocate this site for development.

The proposed allocation is controlled by our client. Our client does intend to develop the site either themselves or with a
developer. We would have submitted an application on site by now but clearly we need to await due to part of the site being
Green Belt. Assuming an adopted plan on the 1st April 2016 we would expect an application to be submitted in May 2016. Due to
the scale of the site this would be complete within 12 to 18 months.

Therefore the council and the Inspector who will examine the Plan can be assured that this is an allocation that will be delivered.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.32 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling

Respondent No 716 Response Ref 56 Representor Name Robert Swift
Organisation Name Robert Swift and family

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling (Site MN2.31) has an indicative capacity of fewer than 50 dwellings. We agree with the
Council's indicative capacity on this site.

Summary of Suggested Changes
None requested.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree
Respondent No 56 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Marjorie Harvey

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I live in Aintree village and can't think of a more ridiculous site to build houses on. The site is bounded by houses, the canal and
the River Alt. As far as | can see the only access is on Wango Lane just where Hancock's Bridge crosses the canal.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy MNZ2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree
Respondent No 68 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Stephen Leonard

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection
Summary of Main Issues

As a local resident in Aintree village | think that the acceptance of these proposed plans would put an unacceptable strain on the
local infrastructure with increase volumes of traffic on roads around these proposed sites. The mini roundabouts in the area of
School Lane and Altway and Wango Lane are already an accident waiting to happen. With an increase in the population comes
and increase in vehicles and this will only add to an already strained road network.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 78 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Michelle Bates
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to all planning in the area of Aintree. | live on Wango Lane and feel there is already too much traffic coming
over the bridge. It's like living on a motorway the noise keeps me awake most nights. | moved to the area to help my children who
are both asthma sufferers aged 6 and 5, their symptoms have improved and | feel this would change due to higher pollution in the
area. | also feel that any developments in the area would have a drastic effect on the local canal and all the species of
animals/insects etc. We do not have need industry in the area as the area is mostly agricultural land which therefore would not
benefit from such planning.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling
Respondent No 155 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Clive Dunn

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the proposed local plan. In particular the proposed additional sites, not yet included, and the application to build on
land adjacent to Wango Lane/Leeds Liverpool Canal. The building of houses at Wango Lane is not a viable proposition. The land is a
sump for the Canal, regularly floods and is within the old river bed of the river Alt before it was straightened. The site is Green Belt
and will lead to the loss of Agricultural land. There is no infrastructure in place to accommodate extra housing. There is no ready
access to the proposed site. The pollution and vehicular traffic will be increased to unacceptable levels. There will be a loss

of habitat for the European Shrew (protected species) which now populates the area. In November 1987 Sefton Council refused an
application from the residents of Taunton Drive to convert additional site 22, which abuts the proposed development, into
gardens citing the reasons as protecting the Green Belt. Circumstances have not changed, yet the Council now wishes to build on
the Green Belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter General Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.32 Land south of Spencers Lane, Melling
Respondent No 156 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Gwynneth Jean Dunn

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the proposed local plan. In particular the proposed additional sites, not yet included, and the application to build on
land adjacent to Wango Lane/Leeds Liverpool Canal. The building of houses at Wango Lane is not a viable proposition. The land is
a sump for the Canal, regularly floods and is within the old river bed of the river Alt before it was straightened. The site is Green
Belt and will lead to the loss of Agricultural land. There is no infrastructure in place to accommodate extra housing. There is no
ready access to the proposed site. The pollution and vehicular traffic will be increased to unacceptable levels. There will be a loss
of habitat for the European Shrew (protected species) which now populates the area. In November 1987 Sefton Council refused an
application from the residents of Taunton Drive to convert additional site 22, which abuts the proposed development, into
gardens citing the reasons as protecting the Green Belt. Circumstances have not changed, yet the Council now wishes to build on
the Green Belt.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove the additional sites appended to the plan and refuse the application at Wango Lane

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 285 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Stephen Gent
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree'
I am no engineer but as | see it any houses built on this site would require significant raising due to the ground level, this land is
after all at risk of flooding especially given its proximity to the Leeds/Liverpool canal.

Houses developed on this site would be at risk of flooding from the following three perspectives:
esurface water flood risk;

esusceptibility to ground water flooding; and

eresidual risk of canal failure.

It certainly begs the question how people will be able to insure their new properties, is this something which has been properly
thought through | wonder?

According to one of the Council's own reports (Local Plan Site Assessment Form) | note that there is deemed to be a 'Significant
Constraint' from a heritage perspective reference the above referenced site which is located within my home Village, the site being:

"adjacent to a Grade Il listed building (Valley House). The site provides a contextual setting to the listed building. Part of the site
may originally been within the curtilage of the listed farmhouse."

I'm therefore pleased to note that Appendix One (Site Specific Requirements) notes in respect of 'MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane,
Aintree' that the development of this site must:

"be sited so that the connection between Grade Il listed Valley House and its wider green / agricultural setting is maintained; and
retain a buffer around the listed building".

I also object to the inclusion of 'MIN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree' on the grounds of site access given its immediate proximity
to Handcocks Bridge. | am also concerned that traffic will be an issue here. Sefton's report notes:

"The location of the access will need to be carefully assessed due to the proximity to traffic signal controlled shuttle working over
the swing bridge, which leads to some queuing across the potential point of vehicular access. There are some concerns relating to
sight lines."

Surely, the above is sufficient evidence that this site is inappropriate and should be removed from the scope of the Local Plan.
Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 286 Response Ref 2 Representor Name Stephen Gent
Organisation Name Aintree Ratepayers Association

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

'MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree'

Houses developed on this site would be at risk of flooding from the following three perspectives:
esurface water flood risk;

esusceptibility to ground water flooding; and

eresidual risk of canal failure.

The above certainly begs the question how people will be able to insure their new properties, is this something which has been
properly thought through | wonder?

According to one of the Council's own reports (Local Plan Site Assessment Form) we note that there is a 'Significant Constraint'
from a heritage perspective reference the above referenced site which is located within my home Village, the site being:

"adjacent to a Grade Il listed building (Valley House). The site provides a contextual setting to the listed building. Part of the site
may originally been within the curtilage of the listed farmhouse."

We also object to the inclusion of 'MIN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree' on the grounds of site access given its immediate
proximity to Handcocks Bridge. We are very concerned about the impact this will development will have on traffic and the flow of
vehicles over the one-way bridge. Sefton's report notes:

"The location of the access will need to be carefully assessed due to the proximity to traffic signal controlled shuttle working over
the swing bridge, which leads to some queuing across the potential point of vehicular access. There are some concerns relating to
sight lines."

Surely, the above is sufficient evidence that this site is inappropriate and should be removed from the scope of the Local Plan?

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree
Respondent No 291 Response Ref 1 Representor Name

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

In regard to the Sefton Local Plan, | would like to draw your attention to some very salient points before your decision. As a local
resident of 35 years, | have seen this Parish, particularly Aintree Village, demean in local facilities, ie. Two local banks gone, local
library gone. An increase in traffic in the area as a result of many retail parks. This is particularly worse over the weekend.

To the point, if further housing were to be built in Aintree Green Belt in particular it would exacerbate an already dire situation.
Also in conjunction with extra housing would come the occurrence of thousands more cars in the locality. The extra child places
that are not available in nearby schools. Also doctors surgeries which are full to capacity. There are currently in excess of 5,000
new homes lying empty in Aintree. To build for buildings sake. To employ builders for profit on Green Belt rather than brownfield
sites, mostly on Dunnings Bridge Road and seems to defolly for Aintree and pure greed on developers for extra profit. This is in my
opinion a folly of the highest degree to satisfy the needs for housing in England with no respect to the local and its environmental
impact.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove site MN2.33 from the plan.

Evidence Submitted

25 August 2015 Page 1093 of 1409



Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 309 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Leonard Stephen
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to the local plan proposed by Sefton Council to build houses on sites within Aintree village on map location
MN2.33 as per your planning map. The effect on the loss of Green Belt land speaks for itself. Our open land is being lost to
developers. The infrastructure with regard to the local schools, and the only doctors surgery is at breaking point at the minute, so
to increase the number of houses within the village will only add to already over subscribed facility.

I live in Downside Drive which borders the Leeds to Liverpool canal and my fear is that if houses are allowed to be built especially
on locations MN2.33, AS23 and A522 there is a real danger of flooding to houses in the local area should there be a breach to the
canal. These locations are flood areas which are supposed to protect the existing houses in the area. My house insurance
premiums will be

affected or | may not be able to insure my house at all.

Another objection is to the amount of increased traffic along with the pollution impact which would be a consequence of
increasing the amount of housing in an already busy area. It is clear that the existing infrastructure already struggles to cope with
the existing population and casual passing through traffic within the Aintree village area so to add to it would only bring more
pressure on an

already existing problem. Only five ways for cars, vans and lorries to enter and exit the village causing danger to children and
adults alike. Trying to get into or get out of the village at normal times using Wango Lane, Aintree Lane, Altway, Bullsbridge Lane
and Melling Road is bad enough but around peak times is an absolute disaster.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove MN2.33 from the plan.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree
Respondent No 310 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Margaret Stephen

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

I would like to object to the local plan proposed by Sefton Council to build houses on sites within Aintree village on map location
MN2.33 as per your planning map. The effect on the loss of Green Belt land speaks for itself. Our open land is being lost to
developers. The infrastructure with regard to the local schools, and the only doctors surgery is at breaking point at the minute, so
to increase the number of houses within the village will only add to already over subscribed facility.

I live in Downside Drive which borders the Leeds to Liverpool canal and my fear is that if houses are allowed to be built especially
on locations MN2.33, AS23 and A522 there is a real danger of flooding to houses in the local area should there be a breach to the
canal. These locations are flood areas which are supposed to protect the existing houses in the area. My house insurance
premiums will be

affected or | may not be able to insure my house at all.

Another objection is to the amount of increased traffic along with the pollution impact which would be a consequence of
increasing the amount of housing in an already busy area. It is clear that the existing infrastructure already struggles to cope with
the existing population and casual passing through traffic within the Aintree village area so to add to it would only bring more
pressure on an

already existing problem. Only five ways for cars, vans and lorries to enter and exit the village causing danger to children and
adults alike. Trying to get into or get out of the village at normal times using Wango Lane, Aintree Lane, Altway, Bullsbridge Lane
and Melling Road is bad enough but around peak times is an absolute disaster.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove MN2.33 from the plan.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 355 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Brian Mann
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Very strong objection to the Sefton local plan and development of Aintree for the following reasons;

1. Destroying of wildlife and protected species.

2. Road network in the area has reached saturation and will have detrimental health and safety hazards for both pedestrian and
vehicle user.

3. Building on land which has been designated by the environmental agency as flood plain, and now has been down graded by
them. Where is the proof and reason for this down grade.

4. Building on green belt land.

5. Increase of vehicle traffic will have pollution effect on asthma sufferers, historical and factual evidence.

6. Aintree Parish has reached its limit on schooling intake and also reached capacity in local health care practice.

7. Modern development would be out of character with local housing stock. Along with listed building right next to site
development.

8. The over population of a parish area will have a negative and detrimental effect on the community and cause unwanted anxiety.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Remove MN2.33 as an allocation from the plan.

Evidence Submitted

Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree
Respondent No 356 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Patricia Mann

Organisation Name
Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

1. Destroying of wildlife and protected species.

2. Road network in the area has reached saturation and will have detrimental health and safety hazards for both pedestrian and
vehicle user.

3. Building on land which has been designated by the environmental agency as flood plain, and now has been down graded by
them. Where is the proof and reason for this down grade.

4. Building on green belt land.

5. Increase of vehicle traffic will have pollution effect on asthma sufferers, historical and factual evidence.

6. Aintree Parish has reached its limit on schooling intake and also reached capacity in local health care practice.

7. Modern development would be out of character with local housing stock. Along with listed building right next to site
development.

8. The over population of a parish area will have a negative and detrimental effect on the community and cause unwanted anxiety.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Remove MNZ2.33 as an allocation from the plan.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 364 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Michael & Joan McDonough
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

| object to the proposed development of 25 new houses at site MN2.33 After considering your proposal to develop the land
adjacent to Valley Close Aintree, | hereby registered my objections regarding ANY development of this land based on the following:

1. A Unitary Plan meeting was held in 2011 at Aintree Library organised by Sefton MBC. Members of Sefton and Aintree Parish
Councillors were present, together with Officers and Members of your Planning Department also in attendance. It was made
abundantly clear from plans displayed that the whole of the land between Wango Lane and Bullbridge Lane is subject to flooding
and would not be used for development. | attended a meeting in Melling last year and spoke at length [to a planning officer] and
found she had no knowledge of any flooding issues relating to this piece of land or to our adjacent Close which | found alarming.
As | note that the area proposed (SR4.30) is a segment of the same field! We have had experienced flooding within our Close, (See
enclosed picture). Which wasn't taken at the height of the flood, the water reached the bottom of car door siles and was at the
point of entering the cars, this is sufficient enough reason to reject this land for any development.

2. The proposed development would be significantly lower than the Leeds and Liverpool Canal and would pose a serious and very
real potential problem which cannot be overlooked. [The planning officer] claimed she has been advised this wouldn't be the case.

3. The Aintree Lane side of the Canal already floods on a regular basis, especially during periods of heavy rain and is frequently
closed to through traffic, with diversions in place which includes our Bus Services (159, 236 and the school buses to the High
Schools in Maghull). Many attempts have been made over the 16 years | have lived in Valley Close to address this issue, but the
flooding continues to present a major problem.

4. United Utilities regularly need to access sewerage drains within Valley Close. It involves lifting manhole covers in the centre of
the road as well as one located on the drive of house number 11. Surely any further development would exacerbate this problem
and further increase the number of visits they have to make. When | mentioned this to [the planning officer] she advised that she
is in contact with United Utilities and wasn't aware of this issue.

5. The proposed entry/exit road to this site was identified as being in Wango Lane. This needs serious consideration due to the
incline and sharp bend, with speed bumps close by the entry to Valley Close. | have already been involved in a car crash whilst
attempting to leave Valley Close. We experience daily delays whilst just trying to enter/exit our Close, and with the increased
volume of barges on the canal the bridge is being closed on a regular basis which is adding to the traffic being backed up down
Wango Lane. Only a couple of weeks ago we tried to leave our Close and found ourselves involved with irate drivers who wouldn't
allow us to exit. | think cars will miss the entrance to this new development, especially if they are accessing the estate from
Fazakerley as they will no

sooner be coming down the bridge on the left hand side when the entrance will appear sharply on the right, if they miss this turn
the next entrance is Valley Close to make a turn around.

As our Close is already used as a turnaround point for vehicles who think they can access Taunton Drive through Valley Close this
additional development will create further chaos in vehicles thinking they can access this via our Close. Currently when traffic is
backed up on Wango Lane they often pull in and turn around whilst the swing bridge is in use, disregarding the sign that Valley
Close is not a through road. | worry for the safety of the children who are playing out in our close, and feel an accident is waiting
to happen. | do not doubt vehicles will try and enter this development via our Close again adding to the turnaround situation we
see on a daily basis. | arranged with the council a number of years ago to have the sign at the end of our close changed to display
this was a 'dead end' due to the number of vehicles that keep turning around in our close, but as people do not pay attention to
this sign they continue to turnaround sometimes at great speed in Valley Close. The traffic problem has increased further with the
building of a new Aldi Store in Fazakerley which has significantly increased the daily flow of vehicles' along Wango Lane. At times
we are grid locked when trying to leave Valley Close, weekend traffic is coming ridiculous, as we try to not venture out at
weekends due to the queue of traffic on Wango Lane.

6. [The planning officer] advised that due to a shortage of houses within Aintree further development is required,| would like to
point out that a number of affordable houses have been on the market in excess of 18 - 24 months and are not being sold;
therefore | do not understand this point in question. We find ourselves in' lock down' due to the congestion of traffic entering and
leaving Aintree as a result of the heavily used Aintree Retail Park, shortcut traffic from Kirkby, a couple of small housing estates
over the bridge in Fazakerley. One estate in question has less than 57 houses and on 15th September | counted 117 cars present
on this estate. Also motorists are taking short cuts off the motorway through Aintree to reach the Retail Park by avoiding Switch
Island.
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7. The proposed development would aggravate further issues with schools and GP surgeries. As we currently struggle in obtaining
GP appointments it is not unusual to wait 5 days for a doctor's appointment. | know of parents who are trying to obtain a place in
the local schools with difficulty, [the planning officer] advised that as far as she was aware no issues around places with the local
schools/GP Surgeries currently exist.

8. Whilst the land is quite a small area the wildlife is quite varied, owls, sparrow hawks, wood peckers, voles and kingfishers are
present and any development would adversely affect this balance of nature and destroy this little bit of natural beauty that is left
in Aintree.

9. We are also concerned as to the type of property that would be considered for this development, as [the planning officer]
mentioned 'One Vision Housing Trust' we are concerned this will affect the value of our property but more importantly the tenants
who could be placed in these 8 properties. Speaking from personal experience we purchased an ex council house in the Old Roan
33 years ago when we first married and found to our detriment that some of the tenants who were gradually being placed in the
remaining council held properties changed the whole feel of the estate and after 18 years we basically gave the house away just to
leave the estate. | can't believe that this 'unique piece of land' would be destroyed for the sake of 8 affordable houses.

10. Permanent increase in light & noise pollution with this development would be unbearable. The new development will spoil the
peace and quiet of this 'close' and the lives of the residents forever, which greatly needs to be considered before you consider the
benefits of a new development surely you must consider the impact this would have on our lives and consider our needs and
rights as current residents of Aintree.

Please see enclosed picture how 'Valley Close' currently looks, as you can see it would dramatically change with the proposed
development of 25 houses being built on this picturesque piece of land, all this for 8 affordable houses is not worth the loss to
Aintree Village. How out of place will Valley House look which was built in 1625 surrounded a mini housing estate, this piece of
history needs to stand out and be left in a tranquil and natural setting.

The current owner of Valley House also owns the land that has been offered for development, they have been open and honest in
saying they plan to sell up and move on within the next 12 to 18 months to a more rural setting. In my view, good local knowledge
is far preferential to anyone deciding the fate of this development from afar without being keenly aware of everything which is
involved. | strongly appeal to all those responsible for making a decision do so only after conferring with Aintree Village Parish
Councillors and local residents, alongside a site visit in order to ascertain, indeed confirm, that this particular piece of land is
totally unsuitable for the proposed development.

Summary of Suggested Changes
Remove MN2.33 as an allocation in the plan.

Evidence Submitted
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Chapter 6 Plan Order Site MN2.33 Other Documents
Policy  MN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree

Respondent No 380 Response Ref Representor Name lan Gent
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

The houses built on this site would would require raising to the ground level, as this land is at risk of flooding especially given its
proximity to the Leeds/Liverpool canal. Houses developed on this site would be at risk of flooding from the following three
perspectives:

¢ surface water flood risk;

e susceptibility to ground water flooding; and

e residual risk of canal failure.

How would people living in this situation be able to insure their new properties? Has this problem been thought through?
According to one of the Council's own reports (Local Plan Site Assessment Form). There is deemed to be a 'Significant Constraint
from a heritage perspective reference the above referenced site which is located within my home Village, the site being:
"adjacent to a Grade Il listed building (Valley House). The site provides a contextual setting to the listed building. Part of the site
may originally been within the curtilage of the listed farmhouse."

I'm therefore pleased to note that Appendix One (Site Specific Requirements) notes in respect of 'MN2.33 Land at Wang® Lane,
Aintree' that the development of this site must: "be sited so that the connection between Grade Il listed Valley House and its
wider green /

agricultural setting is maintained; and retain a buffer around the listed building".

| also object to the inclusion of 'MIN2.33 Land at Wango Lane, Aintree' on the grounds of site access given its immediate proximity
to Handcocks Bridge. | am also concerned that traffic will be an issue here.

Sefton's report notes: "The location of the access will need to be carefully assessed due to the proximity to traffic signal controlled
shuttle working over the swing bridge, which leads to some queuing across the potential point of vehicular access. There are some
concerns relating to sight lines." Surely, the above is sufficient evidence that this site is inappropriate and should be removed from
the scope of the Local Plan.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 427 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Thomas Hancock
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Support

Summary of Main Issues

The site is well served by existing infrastructure is unconstrained and would be readily available for development. The release of
this site would consolidate the built up area providing a logical extension to the settlement following the existing hard edge along
Taunton Drive to the north. A nice housing development would enhance the area. This site over the last 30 years has been subject
to fly tipping, stolen cars, fires and general disturbances. The rubbish from it gets removed and within a couple of weeks it has
built up again. Any open space on this site will cause the same problem, as people will continue to put rubble and rubbish on to it.
This is something that should be taken into consideration when considering the density of housing on the site.

This site is free from all encumbrances and is available for development. The infrastructure for the site is modest and we have
entered into a contract with Robinson New Homes of Blackburn (see representation 705). The builder is keen to start building as
soon as the plan has been adopted and planning permission has been given. We have had an initial assessment of traffic
implications and of visibility for site access which have both been positive. A comprehensive heritage report has been completed
for the site regarding the protection of the listed building in Valley Close and its setting. The traffic assessment and water vole
habitat assessment would be implemented at planning application.

It is appropriate to consider the site in its local context and proximity to the urban area. Homes are needed in locations which
would afford easy and convenient access to the primary commercial and employment areas such as Liverpool Bootle and Kirkby.
The site is also close to the M57 and the M58. Releasing the site would contribute to reducing the need to travel in accordance
with central government guidance. It is close to local transport and amenities.

In conclusion, this site would have a minimum impact on green belt and would finish off the hard edge of Aintree Village.
According to the Council's Agricultural Land Study the site would prove too difficult to maintain because of its isolated position.
Development of this site would have a minimum impact on the local area and would indeed enhance the surroundings.

Summary of Suggested Changes
None.

Evidence Submitted

Heritage Assessment (CgMs), June 2014
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Respondent No 492 Response Ref 16 Representor Name

Organisation Name Craig Seddon SIPP

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

Land at Wango Lane is 1.8ha site identified for 25 dwellings. The site is allocated in the UDP as Green Belt land and a Landscape
Renewal Area. In justifying the site’s inclusion, the Council state that the site will contribute to meeting a high affordable housing
need. Proposed Local Plan Policy HC1 (Affordable And Special Needs Housing) advises that on new developments of 15 dwellings
or more, 30% of the total scheme will be provided as affordable housing. Given the site’s allocation is only for 25 dwellings, this
would equate to eight affordable units. This is a weak argument for suggesting the site will contribute towards affordable housing
need.

Given the size of the site and the small number of units it would bring forward, it is questioned why it has been identified as a
strategic housing allocation.

The Site Assessment Form (SR4.30) identifies that there is the potential for water voles on part of the site linked to the River Alt.
Given the number of existing mature trees and foliage on site, it is suggested that there is the potential for other protected
habitats, species and trees to be present on site. Given there does not appear to be any further evidence of an ecological survey
having been undertaken, it would suggest that this constitutes a Tier 1 constraint.

The site is adjacent to Valley House, which is a grade Il listed building. The Assessment Form describes the site as providing a
‘contextual setting’ to the building, which may have originally been within its curtilage. The Council assess the impact of the site on
this grade Il listed building as being a significant constraint but justify this by stating only 50% of the site should come forward. The
Assessment Form concludes that the site is not subject to any other significant constraints and is appropriate to allocate

for housing. Without having undertaken a Heritage Impact Assessment it is questionable how the Council have come to this
conclusion. Given the proximity of the site to the listed building, even if only 50% came forward it has the potential to significantly
impact upon it. It is not considered that heritage has been adequately assessed.

The Assessment Form identifies that there are concerns regarding the limited capacity of the swing bridge to the east and identify
this as a significant constraint. Given this fact it is questioned why the site has been allowed to progress to the Draft Publication
stage, without this having been assessed. Concerns have also been raised regarding the location of the access point into the site
and whether the necessary sight lines can be achieved. Given the site is located on a bend on Wango Lane it is questioned whether
appropriate access can be achieved at all. Given the above, no evidence has been provided to demonstrate that safe access into
the site can be achieved. This must therefore be regarded as a Tier 1 constraint.

Our client does not agree with the Council’s concluding assessment that there are no significant constraints on the site. In fact, the
Council specifically identify the network capacity as being a significant constraint. Without having undertaken a Transport
Assessment it is difficult to understand how the Council have determined the site’s small size will mitigate the significant network
capacity constraints. There are significant ecological and highways constraints which need to be addressed to demonstrate that
this site is suitable for residential development. Without these assessments, these issues must be regarded as Tier 1 constraints.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 515 Response Ref 1 Representor Name Lynn Woodward
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main Issues

My objections to the site at Wango Lane are as follows:

1. Access/Egress. I've been advised the access to the site would be from Wango Lane. This poposal could not have been thought
through as it's almost impossible to enter the site between Hancocks Bridge and Valley Close. It's on an incline, a bend with traffic
lights on the bridge. This cannot be safe. The bridge closes twice a day for barges to pass, causing traffic to back up past Valley
Close in the so call quite time. The number of vehicles using Wango Lane as a rat run for the Retail Park, Netherton, Maghull and
Melling, all trying to avoid traffic jams at Switch Island.

2. Flooding. The site has been designated as Flood Zone 1 and is considerably lower than land adjacent to it on one side that has
already been develeoped for housing and even more so than the canal. To build on the site it would be necessary to raise the land
level to a point where it is higher than all other properties in the area My garden is almost contanty flooded. Having asked the
Council for advice I've been told they cannot do anything about it. What redress would residents have if the flooding situation
worsened and the flooding of the area is excacerbated if the new development went ahead.

3. The site is designated Green Belt land and should not be developed in this way regardless of the flooding potential. It should
remain protced. This type of development will add to urban sprawl and reduces the space between Aintree, Melling and Kirkby.

4. Local Facilities. Ainteree is not an 'ageing' population. Both schools are oversubscribed. More houses will over burden the local
facilities, along with the Local GP, who have taken on the Melling residents sinve their GP closed. The appontment system is now
at breaking point with a long wait to see a doctor.

Therefore the site, although relatively small, the impact would be inordinate not only on the immediate existing properties, on the
road network, on Green Belt land, potential increase in flooding, local amenities, schools, doctors. It would be catstrophic to the
equilibrium of Aintree Village.

Summary of Suggested Changes

Evidence Submitted
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Respondent No 533 Response Ref 1 Representor Name G H Sands
Organisation Name

Obj/Sup/Com Objection

Summary of Main I