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To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

| Boundary Rel GB(Major)11___| Previous Boundary rel (il applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre
Proposal Il is proposed to take land lrom the Green Bell to include it wilhin the Urban
Boundary.

Map Key
Existing Urban ~
Area and ;s
Boundary o ,
Proposed New . ( \ cmmrre
Urban Area and w4 \
Boundary \
Existing Green \
Belt Area and \ \
Boundary \ \
Proposed New ! \
Green Belt Area \
and Bounda
Countryside White
areas

With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 1s said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Pomni 6
Your document menfions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensifive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Keuid BORTKAM

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Rel GB(Major)11 [ Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) | A
Address ) Land at Wintields, Acre
Proposal Itis propesed 1o take land from the Green Belt to include it within (he Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
cotridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



foint 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.
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To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park [ reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Ref GB(Major)11 [ Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) ] N/A
Address Land al Winfields, Acre
Proposal Il is proposed to fake land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident | feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traftic is reduced at night, Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
LV 2 .
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt',
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Q(.""-\.)\ T — S \.r\s. %‘:;\t,‘(“-‘ {—

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action shouid be taken to aliocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB{Major]11___| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre

Proposal Il Is proposed (o take land lrom the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

[ would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the AS56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

\ {7 =L a =L
SHEICA WARD RoTrdot

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden { Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park | reside in/near): therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to belicve that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Rei GB{Major}11 | Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ WA
Address Land at Winlields, Acre
Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Belt lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor 1s documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night’, from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB[Majorj11 [ Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) | N‘A

Add Land al Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed lo lake land lrom the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Boint 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11 | Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ N/A
Address Land al Winfields, Acre

Proposal I is proposed to lake land from the Green Belt to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees 1n Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night, from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belf'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

[/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park [ reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major}11 [ Previous B dary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre

Proposal ILis proposed to take land from the Green Belt to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re —~ NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslineden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB{Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ N/A
Address Land al Winfields, Acre

Proposal Itis proposed lo lake land from the Green Bell lo include it wilhin the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Pomnt 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt',
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre),

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2, My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park’'s address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11___ | Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my patt. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl,



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

[/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale. |

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

B Jary Ref GB(Major} 11 | Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed Lo take land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban

Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence o the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

mdustrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park T reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Pomt 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB{Major)11__| Previous Boundary rel (il applicable) | N/A

Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal Ilis proposed lo lake land lrom the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stablés on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

“Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



ot 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable. and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt’.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensifive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/'We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ),
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre, Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11 | Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ M/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major} 11 | Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre

Proposal Il is proposed to take land from the Green Belt to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night’, from the
building corﬁplex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

mmprovements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to haising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre,



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

[ have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

| Boundary Ref GB{Major}11___| Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) | N/A
Address i Land al Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed lo lake land from the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NEZ, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

1 would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do
all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

nmprovements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

 Boundary Rel GB{Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A

Add Land at Winfields, Acre
Proposal It is proposed Lo lake land from the Green Belt 1o include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/We look forward to laising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

/

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11__| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A

Address Land at Wintields, Acre

Proposal It Is proposed Lo lake fand from the Green Bell o include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

Just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.

(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do
all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at ‘night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Lavk A Co oK
Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Rel GB(Major)11 [ Previ Boundary ref (i applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre
Proposal It is proposed to take land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.

(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensatton'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/wban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

i B Y
Address of Resident. DK, \ J /—Z“ 0 / L




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2, My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park T reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

| Boundary Ref GB(Major)11__| Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ N/A

Add Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Bell to include il wilhin the Urban
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park),

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night’, from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

—_— /! { o/ ':"'; l}
CHpsTINE AV VAR

Address of Resident. _




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt co.mpensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Patk, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Rel GB(Majorj11 [ Previous Boundary rel (if applicable) | N'A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre
Proposal ILis proposed to lake land from the Green Belt lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the tence to the west, separating the land
from the A 56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to malke
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question I - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensifive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick coftages and a stable

compiex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingdén/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal Il is proposed lo lake land from the Green Bell lo include il within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

[ would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor i3 documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Y our document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre

and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winlields, Acre

Proposal Il is proposed to take land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NEZ2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A 56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.
TEpw CCHALIKLIon

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Ref GB(Majorj11 [ Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) | N/A
| Address Land at Winfields, Acre
Proposal Itis propased to take land from the Green Belt to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line,

! s e - %]
Cestghumion LArE M o Pl ey S Rl Moo S T re gt 1 e Orpes Bat Dl (Pare oD
CEIBULE Of 13 00 P LETDIPG R ARGt T Raryg Ioge roarAr SISO e X
O Opdt PICIE 3 ATORG Fivres P Lhe Wi ) prdwmy ) i AES T Thew g e
3 SEFR :‘:ﬁ."( ke e=dsmart ilys res 0 e AtL

Mg inol o &

i

(1 also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NEZ2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter,

Resident of Hall Park.
KE w Cenpw Sow




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

1 am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11 [ Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [
Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed lo lake land from the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(IMajor) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and T presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the AS56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

mprovements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident,




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021
Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as
part of this process.

Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residenis
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Ref GB(Major)11 [ Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A
Address _Land al Winiields, Acre

Proposal It is propased to take land from the Green Bell lo include it wilhin the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line,
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



#oimt 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.
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To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The paréel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the AS6 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

1 have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11__| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

T would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

% BuTle KO ){’-7’#




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslineden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
congists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address

Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Ref GB{Major)11__| Previous Boundary ref {if applicabie) | N/A
Address Land at Wintields, Acre
Proposal It is proposed to lake land from the Green Belt to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

[ would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 1s stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Y our document mentions that

'"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Parlk.

&4—1" < VAT SOW

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

I am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11__| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | WA

Address Land al Winlields, Acre

Proposal It is proposed to take land from the Green Belt lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its Jocation.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an
address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
‘separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Majorji1 | Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre .

Proposal Il is proposed lo lake land from the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and | presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 1s stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A 56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

1/¥e look forward to laising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

.'\j CoANre RC)SC_C} i

Address of Resident.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town
of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary Rel GB(Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref {il applicable) [ N/A
Address | Land al Winfields, Acre
Proposal I is proposed to take land fram the Green Bell to include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

[ would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Pomnt 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

[/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

[ am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

I have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11___| Previous Boundary ref (if applicable) | N/A
Address Land at Winhelds, Acre

Proposal Il is proposed to take land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(I also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night', from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating the land
from the A 56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Point 6
Your document mentions that

'There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt',
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Address of Resident,




To Rossendale Borough Council — Forward Planning Department. 26 7 2021

Re — NE2 - Green Belt Compensation measures the land north of Haslingden (Acre).

1 am writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of land
directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. My home is
situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable

complex.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as being part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have a postal address
Carterplace stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we are situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. We presume that there must be a boundary between Acre
and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land NE2, which
skirts the southern border of Hall Park?

As my postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please could you
indicate where the Haslingden/Acre boundary as this should have some land
separation. Evidence of where this boundary is situated should be supplied to me as

part of this process.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park I reside in/near); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between Haslingden and Acre. Therefore, myself and other Park residents
feel that a portion of the land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town

of Haslingden and the village of Acre.



Point 3

If an element of land separation was implemented, as the above two points mention
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. The land separation would be visible from
Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area, differentiating

between town and village.
Point 4

[ have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around the Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, my
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES

Boundary Rel GB(Major)11 [ Previous Boundary ref (il applicable) [ N/A
Address Land at Winfields, Acre
Proposal Il is proposed to take land from the Green Bell lo include it within the Urban
Boundary.
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With this in mind, as a Hall Park resident I feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved and
reinstated on the boundary between Acre and Haslingden. As referred to above all the
residents and I presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of
land NE2, it could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is

just a guess on my part. as to its location.

I would suggest that half of the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor that

incorporates land separation from Haslingden. This would be from the southern



boundary of our Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and indicated

with a white line.
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(T also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as do

all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre and in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of

Haslingden, even though as stated before the stables on the land NE2, have an

address of Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.
Pomnt 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, myself and other
Park residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land at 'night’, from the
building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to the west.
The deer make their way through areas of the fence io the west, separating the land
from the AS6, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night. Thus,
this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation, limiting the

appearance of urban sprawl.



Foint 6
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation’. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

mprovements to the remaining green belt'.
Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?

Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface? As
some of our homes back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

I/'We look forward to liaising with you in the future on this matter.

Resident of Hall Park.

Address of Resident.




Hall Park Residents Association

C/o 1 Hall Park
Acre

Rossendale

BB4 5BQ

To Forward Planning Department

Rossendale Borough Couneil

The Business Centre

Futures Park

Bacup

Lancashire

OL13 0BB 27 July 2021

Dear Forward Planning Department

Re — Your Ref NE2 - Green Belt Compensation Measures

the land nerth of Haslingden (Acre).

We are writing regarding green belt compensation measures relating to the parcel of
land directly behind our residential park home site; your reference NE2. Our homes
are situated in Hall Park, Acre and shown on your maps pertaining to NE2. The Park
consists of approximately 54 homes with 84 residents, brick cottages and a stable
complex. [ have enclosed signatures from residents in agreement with the points

below who reside in the above properties.
Point 1

The land parcel NE2 appears to have been misrepresented as part of Hud Hey,
Haslingden, even though the stables situated on the land NE2 have the postal address
Carterplace Stables, Acre, Rossendale.

Hall Park's address states that we arc situated in Acre, Rossendale, BB4 5BQ,
therefore, not Haslingden. Consequently, we presume that there must be a boundary
between Acre and Haslingden and/or Hud Hey; somewhere on the ex-green belt land
NE2, which skirts the southern border of Hall Park?






As our postal address is Acre, Rossendale and not Haslingden, please indicate where

the Haslingden/Acre boundary is, as this should have some land separation.
Point 2

The parcel of green belt land, NE2, had, for a minimum of 60 years, acted as the land
separation between the town of Haslingden and the village of Acre (which includes
the residential Park for our homes); therefore, some action should be taken to allocate
a portion of this ex-green belt land to working as/remain as a minimum land
separation between the two. Therefore, the Park residents feel that a portion of the
land NE2 should be treated as a separation between the town of Haslingden and the

village of Acre.
Point 3

If an element of land separation were implemented, as the above two points mention,
this would counteract the harmful situation of urban sprawl along the eastern side of
the A56 between Haslingden and Acre. In addition, the land separation would be
visible from Hud Hey Road, the A56 and many vantage points within the local area,

differentiating between town and village.
Point 4

We have been led to believe that the parcel of land GB(Major) 11 around Winfield's
store, north Acre has wildlife corridors that will be scrapped. Therefore, our
understanding of the law regarding wildlife corridors is that they can be moved and

should/can be found alternative local positions when possible.

ACRE

MAJOR GREEN BELT BOUNDARY CHANGES
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With this in mind, the Hall Park residents feel that one of the removed wildlife
corridors from the northern Winfield's site GB(Major) 11 could be moved onto the
boundary between Acre and Haslingden. Although, as referred to above, the residents
presume the Acre and Haslingden border must be within the parcel of land NE2, it
could be the fence line at our residential Park's southern edge, but that is just a guess

to its location.

We would suggest that half the site NE2 be designated a wildlife corridor
incorporating land separation from Haslingden. This separation would be from the
southern boundary of Hall Park and stables, as shown in the diagram below and

indicated with a white line.

(We also presume that the tree in the middle of NE2 has a preservation order on it, as

do all the trees in Hall Park).

(N.B. The parcel of land GB(Major) 11 is stated as being in Acre, but in the Rising
Bridge section of the document, whilst NE2 is said to be Hud Hey, north of
Haslingden, even though, as stated before, both Hall Park and the stables on the land
NE2, have a postal address of Acre, Rossendale.

Point 5

Even though no wildlife corridor is documented as existing on NE2, all the Park

residents facing this land observe roe deer crossing this land after the loss of daylight,






from the building complex of the stables in the east, across the green belt land NE2, to
the west. The deer make their way through areas of the fence to the west, separating
the land from the A56, then cross the A56. Fortunately, the traffic is reduced at night.
Thus, this wildlife corridor acts as both a wildlife corridor and land separation,

limiting the appearance of urban sprawl.
Point 6

“This government has been very clear that when planning for new
buildings, protecting our precious green belf must be paramount. Local
people don't want fo lose their countryside fo urban sprawl or see the vital
green lungs around their towns [villages] and cilies lost to unnecessary
development.”

Department for Communities and Local Government
4 October 2014

We appreciate that the industrial estate will be built. Still, we would also like to think
that the opinions and concerns of the closest dwellings to the proposed estate would
have more significant consideration paid to their suggestions in establishing a
compromise between capitalism, the environment, and the welfare of local

communities.

Once again, we feel that corporate and personal wealth accumulation is put before the
community and environmental concerns. The carbon footprint of grazing land is

minuscule compared to building another sizeable industrial estate.

If a significant enough wildlife corridor/land separation is not provided for in the
plans for NE2, it shows once again that government, councils and quango hierarchies
say one thing to get voted in, (and when they are being observed) then turn 180
degrees and do the opposite of what they promised. If a mutually agreeable solution is
not found about NE2, it makes the above statement by the Department for
Communities and Local Government, on 4 October 2014, no more than gaslighting

the poor saps who fell for their political doublespeak.






Point 7

The minimum age for residency of Hall Park is 50 (our average age is closer to 70),
and the registered Park Rules state that no children are allowed to reside in Hall Park.
As of 2018, the registered Park Rules became legally part of the site licence issued by
yourselves, Rossendale Borough Council. This means that the possible provision of
children's play areas is no compensation for the closest residents to the proposed

industrial estate, the residents of Hall Park.

As for a Rossendale Forest, somewhere in Rossendale, most residents have reduced
mobility, so they have little energy or health to visit and walk around a forest when

they have problems walking around Hall Park

As we have said earlier, the only countryside our elderly residents see is through their

windows or walking around Hall Park.

Cycling is hardly on the majority of our resident's calendar of daily pursuits if they are
struggling to walk. So which of your proposed compensation measures will benefit

any of the people most affected - the elderly and infirm residents of Hall Park?
Point 8
Your document mentions that

"There are specific measures that will be necessary in order to make
developments acceptable, and these will not be considered for green belt
compensation'. For example, play areas for children will be required on-site for the
benefit of the new residents. Similarly, suitable landscaping and protection of key
views will be required, particularly in such sensitive areas on the edge of the
rural/urban interface. These green belt compensatory measures relate to making

improvements to the remaining green belt'.

Question 1 - What does this mean for the residents?






Question 2 - Are we now a sensitive area on the edge of the rural/urban interface?

Some of our home back walls are only 3.5 metres away from the edge of the proposed

industrial site.

Hall Park Residents Association look forward to liaising with you in the future on this

matter.

Martin Gillbanks
Chairperson
llall Park Residents' Association

Secretary

Hall Park Residents' Association

Glenice Jarosz
Treasurer

Illli Ii .‘ f“ = .







	42
	43
	44
	45
	46
	47
	48
	49
	50
	51
	52
	53
	54
	55
	56
	57
	58
	59
	60
	61
	62
	63
	64
	65
	66
	67
	68
	69
	70
	71
	72
	73
	74
	11.002 - Cover 3.pdf
	Cover Page
	1. Jarair Malik
	2. Michelle Ringland - H60
	3. Julie White - NE4
	3. Julie White - NE4.pdf
	3. Julie White - NE4
	3. Julie White - NE4 2

	Julie White

	4. The Coal Authority - No comment
	5. Nicholas Cousins - H39
	6. Paul Nolan - H73
	7. Natural England - No comment
	8. Roman Summers - H5
	9. Home Builders Federation
	10. Historic England - No comment
	11. John Atherton & Lynne Lomax
	Comments re-Employment Update May 2021.pdf
	Comments re-Housing Update2 May 20211

	12. Pegasus (Taylor Wimpey)
	13. Margaret Murray (GRAss)
	Submission to Inspector
	GRAss - Response to Local Plan

	14. Marie Charlton - H74
	15. Turley (Peel)
	16. Hourigan Connolly (B&E Boys) - H52
	17. Hourigan Connolly (Developments South West Ltd)
	17. Hourigan Connolly (Developments South West Ltd).pdf
	2021-05-06 Location Plan

	18. Gillian Fielding - NE4
	19. CPRE
	2021 03 19 CPRE response to Housing and Employment Land Updates consultation
	Brownfield_comes_first

	20. Save Townsend Fold Petition - NE4
	21. Homes England
	22. ECNF - Housing Update
	21. ECNF - Housing Update
	21. ECNF - Housing Update (Appendix)
	Binder2.pdf
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 24
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 25
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 26
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 27
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 28
	21. ECNF - Housing Update 29


	23. ECNF - Employment Update




