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1. Introduction

The Barnsley Local Plan was adopted by Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council (BMBC) in
January 2019. This was the culmination of five years’ work including several public consultations
and a two-year public examination. When the Local Plan was being examined it was agreed that
for some of the larger, strategic sites it was necessary to prepare Masterplan Frameworks to make
sure that sites could be developed in a comprehensive manner, taking into account all of the
infrastructure requirements.

This report focuses on one specific Masterplan Framework, the Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework. The framework covers a 73ha employment site. Alongside employment opportunities,
the draft Masterplan Framework also includes open green space with wildlife corridors,
watercourses and key pedestrian and cycle paths.

As a result of the Covid-19 circumstances and following best practice, a series of virtual drop-in
sessions were held. The purpose of the online drop-in sessions was to mimic the dialogue
between members of the public and the project team that happens at physical consultation events.
Additionally, it enabled the design team to inform and demonstrate the current design and gather
feedback on the draft Masterplan Framework.

1.1 Purpose of the report

The purpose of this document is to outline the approach to public engagement and report on the
feedback received from the engagement events. The report is set out as follows:
* Section 2: approach to Engagement and Communication Methods;

* Section 3: presents the analysis of feedback received and comments received on questions and
response to key themes raised regarding the design of the Masterplan;

* Section 4: provides a short conclusion to this report; and
* Appendices A and B: includes publicity and consultation materials.

2.1 Approach

This section sets out the approach to consulting with the community in the local area about the
proposed Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework. The engagement was developed with BMBC, in line
with the engagement strategy for this project and the standard approach for consulting on
Masterplan Frameworks.

2.1.1 Objectives

The aim of the consultation was to raise awareness of the proposals among the local community
and to gather feedback from the public and stakeholders about the proposed Masterplan
Framework. This enabled the team to identify any comments or design suggestions about the
Masterplan Framework principles, which could be addressed during design development.

In light of the current pandemic, it is important to continue with project delivery and associated
consultations to support economic recovery, but also equally important to ensure consultations are
accessible to everyone.

Due to restrictions imposed by COVID-19 on holding public gatherings, we adopted a new
approach, which involved:

» A combination of traditional and digital methods to ensure everybody has access to
information. This ensured that information was available in different formats. Materials created
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were available online and as hard copies on request and a telephone number was available for
those who could not access digital materials.

» Establishing and communicating new ways to interact with stakeholders and the community
due to COVID-19. While face to face engagement was not an option during this consultation,
online engagement sessions offered the opportunity to allow engagement with the public through
live Q&A sessions. Site notices available in the community and letter notifications raised
awareness about the new ways to get involved.

* Implementing a six-week consultation period for the Masterplan Framework. The
consultation period for this Masterplan ran for a period of six weeks to ensure consistency with
previous Masterplan Frameworks, to allow more time for people to access the information, to
receive any requested hard copy materials and review these materials.

2.2 Publicity
Table 1 provides information about awareness-raising activities undertaken prior to the
consultation.

Table 1: Awareness-raising activities

Communication channel Who Summary
Social media posts e.g. General public A number of social media posts
Facebook and Twitter published on BMBC’s Twitter and

Facebook channels promoted
the consultation and encouraged
people to provide feedback.

Press release on BMBC website General public A press release introducing the
proposals and advertising the
consultation was disseminated
by BMBC’s Press Office.

Dedicated webpage General public A dedicated webpage on BMBC’s
website was established:
https://www.barnsley.gov.uk/gol
dthorpe.

This provided details of the
scheme, advertised the online
Q&A sessions, included a copy of
the consultation document and
the questionnaire. This webpage
was updated throughout the
consultation period to provide
transcripts of some of the Q&A
sessions and FAQs. A copy of the
consultation material can be
found in Appendix B.

Newspaper notice in Barnsley General public Advert placed in the Barnsley
Chronicle Chronicle raising awareness
about the upcoming
consultation.

Email notification to BMBC Stakeholders Email notification sent from
existing contact list BMBC masterplanning inbox to
notify key stakeholders about
the consultation.

Notification letters Residents and businesses within Prior to the consultation starting,
250m of the site approximately 346 letters of
invite were sent by email and
post to residents and businesses
within 250m of the site. A copy
of the letter of invite can be
found in Appendix A.
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Site notices General public 23 Site notices were posted
around the Goldthorpe
Masterplan Framework

boundary.
2.2.1Statistics for online publicity
Table 2: Web page views during consultation period.
Page Page Views Unique Page Views
Consultation webpage 720 526
Press release 180 146

In addition to the dedicated webpage, social media posts were also used to notify in advance of
and throughout the consultation period.

Five posts on Facebook

e 33,637 reach
e 450 clicks
e 369 reactions/comments/shares

Five posts on Twitter

e 12,821 reach
¢ 119 engagements

2.3 Consultation activities
2.3.1 Ward member update

An online session was held with ward members on 6 January 2021 to provide an update of the
proposals and to provide ward members the opportunity to speak with members of the project
team ahead of the consultation.

2.3.2 Online drop-in sessions

Online drop-in sessions were held for the public via Microsoft Teams during the evenings on a
range of days. The dates, timings and attendance of these events are set out in Table 3. These
sessions provided an interactive alternative to usual face-to-face public drop-in sessions, while
continuing to offer an opportunity to find out more about the scheme and ask the project team any
questions the public may have had. Members of BMBC and Doncaster Council were available on
the drop-in sessions to inform the public of the Masterplan Framework proposals and answer any
questions.
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Table 3: Session
details Event

Date

Time

Number of Bookings

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework — Live Q&A
session

A brief summary of
discussion points was
made available online.

Tuesday 9t February
2021

18.00-19.15

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussion — Highways
and Transport

Wednesday 10t
February 2021

18:00 - 19:00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussions —Ecology

Wednesday 10t
February 2021

19:00-20:00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussions General
session

Thursday 11t February

17:00-18:00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussions General
session

Thursday 11t February

18:00-19:00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussions General
session

Monday 22" February
2021

17.00-18.00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework — Live Q&A
session

A brief summary of
discussion points was
made available online.

Monday 22" February
2021

18.00-19.15

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussion — Highways
and Transport

Wednesday 24
February 2021

18.00-19.00

Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Topical
Discussions —Ecology

Thursday 25 February
2021

18:00 - 19:00

2.3.3 Consultation Materials
Consultation materials sought to provide the public with insight into the proposals to enable
them to provide their feedback and to facilitate discussions between the public and the

project team. The following materials were provided online and made available in hard copy

as requested:
* PDF;

* Feedback form; and

* FAQ’s available on the website.

The PDF provided information about the proposed Masterplan Framework, including
placemaking principles, constraints & opportunities, proposed design, urban design &
character, movement framework, landscape & biodiversity and phasing & delivery.
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The FAQs provided answers to frequently asked questions and were available on the
scheme webpage. Transcripts of the Q&A sessions were placed online to allow those who
did not join the call to view questions and responses to gain more knowledge of the
proposals.

3 Feedback Analysis

We received 25 questionnaire responses during the consultation period. The following
section provides analysis of questionnaire responses, feedback received via email and a
response to key consultation themes.

3.1 Types of Feedback

Feedback was received through the following channels:

* Questionnaire — Via a submission of the consultation form found on the BMBC website,
which could be submitted online or by post.

* Masterplanning Inbox — Via emailing feedback to the designated inbox.

Upon reviewing and analysing feedback, it was clear there was some opposition to the
principle of development of this site. This was not within the scope of this consultation, which
was consulting on the principles of the Masterplan Framework.

3.2 Questionnaire analysis

Q1. Do you agree with the Masterplan Framework's vision, which seeks to create a
sustainable and inclusive employment development with high-quality design and
landscaping?

Of the 25 responses to this questions, 16 agree with the vision, 7 do not agree and 3 don't
know.

Don't know - 3

Q2. What do you think are the most important features of the existing site? Please tick all
that apply.
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Mining legacy I 1

Public rights of way _ 17
Short and long-distance views _ 19
Electricity pylons 0
Existing trees and vegetation _ 17

10 15 20 25

o
]

The comments raised as ‘Other’ can be found in the Table below:

Outside of Goldthorpe the A635 goes through open farmland and current Goldthorpe Industrial
Estate is screened from view. This rural aspect is very important.

The non polluted stream that runs along the site including the fish and ducks etc, that live in the
stream.

Darkness at night

It currently doesna€™t contribute to NO2 levels or traffic numbers, light pollution or noise
pollution. Residents looking out onto it see green and nature and therefore in doing so, lower
their blood pressures and improve their overall mental and physical health.

its currently the point that floods during high rain, where will this go to?

Q3. What do you consider to be the most important for guiding the design of the new
development? Please tick all that apply.

Providing adequate parking | NI ©

Clear routes for pedestrians, cyclists and
motorists

I 14

Water management included within the site |  EIINNIIE >
High-quality outdoor space with a clear
distinction between public and private space

Sustainable design and construction
incorporating low carbon and renewable...

Considering local buildings as examples of
design

Maintaining and creating views of important
buildings and landmarks

Additional comments were received around this Question:
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Noise and Sound pollution that will be caused to neighbouring properties

Addressing anti social issues, such as off road vehicles and fly tipping

Sustainability and zero carbon emissions

To attract in high quality businesses the space needs to be high quality with sustainable designs
and easy access to countryside for the workers.

Maintaining the current habitats for wildlife and trees. Maintain local eco systems and reduce
pollution and increase air quality.

low pollution levels in the area, noise from the increase in traffic along the routes leading to the
site. via Highgate lane or along Barnsley road. congestion round the round at Aldi is very high now
. water table pollution and stream pollution. Health and wellbeing of Highgate residents from
increase in noise, air pollution and safety crossing road - elderly people and school.

The route of access to the site should not add to the problems of traffic congestion, and high
pollution at Hickleton and Marr. [ta€™s clearly not good enough to use the proposed bypass ( that
could take many years, if it happens at all) as a mitigating factor for this. Neither is the public
transport links as we know that the vast majority of workers will use their own vehicles.

High level of screening of the site to hide buildings, activities and car parks. Careful attention to
lighting of site at night - current Aldi distribution centre lights up the whole area at night and is
much more visible than during the day.

Keeping it green, so buildings and lighting cannot be seen, and for it not to increase traffic
numbers coming into the local area...especially silly lorries. It should remain as arable or be
planted up as woodland. No other use will be acceptable.

controlling noise and light particularly at night and screening as much as possible. Also will the
plans have to includ rainwater harvesting to control flooding and high volume run off to carr dyke

Fresh air, quiet area, low key noise

Q4. The draft Masterplan Framework proposes a variety of employment uses for the site.
What employment uses do you think that the development should provide? Please tick all
that apply.

Storage/distribution _ 5
Manufacturing and general industrial uses _ 13

Office space

o
N
IS
(o)}
0o
=
o
=
N
=
S

None as it is not required as local business can not recruit at present and will only lead to more
commuting,congestion and more carbon
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We have more than sufficient storage and distribution sites in this area. The site needs to attract
high tech and manufacturing businesses likely to generate employment. Ideally with a large
anchor tenant that would attract other businesses in.

None. Should be maintained as green space which is important for the local habitat and the health
and well being of local residents

none - should look at old and unused sites first in area and Goldthorpe industrial site, brown sites
and also look at getting present area housing upgraded not build new, revamp the getto and run
down aspect of Highgate

A mixed site that includes provision for new businesses and not just storage and distribution
which take up a lot of space, involve a lot of vehicles and not necessarily the volume of job
opportuniites

also small light industrial use. Smaller units will attract more local businesses and likely employ
more local people. Storage and distribution should be avoided as this brings large national
companies which operate 24/7 with massive HGV's. Large national companies also means you
have allyour eggs in very few baskets.

None. It should remain as arable or woodland. Office space is a HUGE mistake. Flexible working
with most staff working all or some of week from home is here to stay post Covid.

Q5. The Masterplan Framework has identified development platforms across the site. The
consultation has identified three potential layouts, containing different sized buildings that
would attract various users. Which option would you prefer to see proposed in the final
Masterplan Framework?

No comment [ IIINNGE 3

Option 3 — Small scale units |, 11

Option 2 — Combination of larger units and
medium size units

Option 1 — Large units suitable for
warehouse and distribution use

Question 6

Further to Question 5, please to let us know why you have chosen your preferred option or
how it could be improved.

Option 1 — Large units suitable for warehouse and distribution use
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Option 2 — Combination of larger units and medium size units

Option 3 — Small scale units

Once the arable land is built on it will never be available again to grow crops again and as the
former High gate and Hickleton collieries site have numerous unused units on them I fail to see
any need for more speculative building

There would be less noise and light pollution with the smaller scale units. We already hear noise
from the existing Aldi unit which is a large unit and as one of the closest neighbours to the
proposed new development i would not want to be kept up all night as a result of heavy goods
vehicles entering the larger units at all hours of the night

Because you have not considered Option 4 - none of the above!

It is difficult to assess the overall impact, without having insight into the incentives for relocating
to the area, there are already large warehousing units throughout the Dearne. Offices and call
centre space was particularly successful in the early part of the Century, but that could also
impact on any regeneration within the town centres of Rotherham, Barnsley and Doncaster

Large units suitable for warehouse use will lead to more lorries using the area with consequent
increase in pollution and greenhouse gases being emitted which our planet's climate cannot
afford to see increased.

The development of manufacturing units which might be manufacturing of any size would be a
benefit for the local economy.

Any units that are considered should be investigated to test the impact they would have on the
climate and on increased car use. Part of the plans should include development of public transport
to keep the use of private cars to a minimum.

More job prospects in a combination of units

| am against large scale units for warehousing and distribution use as | live in the village of
Hickleton and know first hand the difficulties and dangers of the A635 which are currently in
existence prior to any new additional development work which, whilst creating new employment
opportunities, will inevitably produce a significant rise in traffic along the already congested road
which dissects Hickleton Village.

We are already having great difficulty accessing our property which is situated on Home Farm
Court and are concerned not only with the numbers of large lorries and industrial vans using the
A635 but with the speed of all traffic through the village. In order to cross the road we have to use
a traffic island which invariably results in being stranded in the middle of the 2 carriageways with
traffic passing closely by on both sides.

The air quality in Hickleton is already amongst the worst in the country and the addition of more
vehicles will only add to this issue.

Hicketon is an accident black-spot with high numbers of minor and, sadly,major accidents
resulting in fatalities being recorded and residents regularly having to cope with stone boundary
walls being destroyed and significant listed structures in the village being damaged. The pinch
point in the centre of the village makes it dangerous for pedestrians to walk on the pavement as
the mirrors from lorries often encroach on the pavement space at head height.

With no current secure plan or commitment for a by pass in position | cannot understand how
any plans for developments of any type that would entail a rise in traffic could even be
considered.

Expanding on Q 5 it needs to be seen as a different type of business space than for warehousing.
Market research should be done to identify prospective customers prepared to consider
relocation to the site and to design office accommodation/units accordingly.

The development should be as small as possible limiting the environmental damage to local
habitats. Also to reduce the impact on local residents in terms of loss of open space, air pollution
and quality of life.

10
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Less heavy lorry impact on area, less noise when traffic is rerouted through village when A635 is
block due to weather - incidents and general levels of traffic going to work and back.

Option 2

There seems to be an increasing need for distribution centres and new start businesses.
Expanding business may need more space or satellite sites.

?ls there still such a need for office space given more people can work remotely
?Leisure facility especially tennis courts as no local ones (especially indoor)

Large units will be occupied on long leases by national/multi national operators with good
covenant strength. The units will be constructed to a high specification (in line with tenant
requirements) and will be maintained to a high standard (the Aldi distribution centre is an
example of this). Noise and disturbance created by this type of development is likely to be less
and there will be reduced impact on the landscape and the built environment as a result.
Attracting tenants of this nature in large scale units will send a positive message to the market,
which will encourage further investment within the Borough.

In contrast small scale units will not be constructed to the same specification and, by their nature,
will attract a high turnover of tenants occupying shorter leases. Small scale estates are difficult to
manage and fall quickly into disrepair having a greater impact on the landscape and the built
environment.

In summary | would prefer and would fully support a development identified by Option 1.

The more diverse the buildings are the greater chance of a range of businesses will be attracted
giving a greater variety of job opportunities and skills

The type of job opportunities being offered should be diverse, not only warehousing,but a chance
for local people to develop skills which can be transferred to other sites and industries. A
selection of differently sized businesses would probably offer this diversity and encourage a
degree of entrepreneurship.

As explained before, small scale units will encourage more local businesses and likely employ
more local people. Many large distribution centres bus employees in from far and wide. It will also
avoid more 24/7 large HGV operations, with which the area is already plagued.

So the vast majority of the area can be planted up as woodland! DO NOT turn
Barnsley/Goldthorpe into the South-East of England.

| believe large units will increase employment opportunities

To attract a variety of business

Fewer HGVs — option 3

small scale units provide a chance for small business to bring different opportunities different
work skills wider scale of jobs for younger adults different choices

small units are less likely to operate 24 hrs, less likely to produce significantly higher HGV traffic at
all times, less likely to produce excessive noise and easier to integrate green space to minimise the
visual impact. Furthermore, it is more likely to create a wider range of employment roles, rather
than just low paid, zero hours contract roles.

In order to encourage start up or smaller business’s to come here as this will give a better spread
of job opportunities/skills as opposed to distribution /warehousing of which there many in this
area

Question 7

How can the impact of development be minimised when viewed from the wider landscape?
Please tick all that apply.

11
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Identify opportunities for green roofs _ 13
(partially or wholly covered with vegetation)
Identify opportunities for solar roofs or solar
farms within the site
Consider the heights of proposed _ 14
employment units

Create strong green landscape buffers to

development

Make sure that the new employment units

are an appropriate colour to reduce their _ 11

prominence

10 15 20

o
€]

planting trees on the existing waste land between the neighbouring properties and the proposed
site as this would also shield neighbours from noise and light pollution as well as protecting from
the view of the industrial units which are generally an eyesore

By not building them in the first place

Look at carbon neutral and other eco friendly designs/materials/energy neutral

As many trees and green spaces as possible. Should be complete off set from current agricultural
use.

non impact on the stream and wild life and birds, highgate village

Thoughtful design using quality materials with attractive fenestration to entrance features and
building corners etc. Landscaping will also be key with planning conditions in place to ensure it is
suitably maintained.

DON&€™T BUILD ON THE SITE!

ensure no roofs are reflective as from Billingley which is on a hill, this would be intrusive.

Question 8.

How can the impact of development be minimised on existing biodiversity features? (Please
tick three options.)

12
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Include information boards and signage to
educate residents/ employees
Leave areas of grass to grow and create
wildflower verges and meadows
Identify opportunities for green roofs
(partially or wholly covered with vegetation)
Make sure that new ponds are attractive to
wildlife
Develop landscaping schemes that
encourage roosting, nesting, feeding and...
Incorporate design features such as bat and
bird boxes, and new lighting so that it does...

Deliver off-site biodiversity improvements [N 2

Introduce new areas for wildlife within the
site (wet and dry areas)

Don't build it in the first place

Any measures would probably fail as the local owl population disappeared when the barns at
Billingley were converted even though measures were put in place to protect them.The new
payment to farmers being proposed by the Government would improve the habitat on the site
while still producing food

Create a bypass to the A1 and M1/M18

keep seven fields right of way paths clear and free - not chain gates to stop rambles and walkers
which as been done.

Ensure no extra traffic either HGVs or cars use the A635 as access through the villages of Hickleton
and Marr.

All of these options are relevant

Dona€™t build on it is THE ONLY WAY TO MINIMISE THE EFFECT ON THE BIODIVERSITY OF THE
SITE. Preferably turn it from monoculture arable into woodland with no development!

Question 9

What areas do you consider to be important in achieving sustainable development and
reducing future impacts on climate change? (Please tick three options.)

13
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Include electric vehicle charging points  IIIIIIEENENENGGGNGNGNGNGNNGNNGGE 10

Reduce energy use by incorporating energy 8
efficiency measures in the new...

Investment in green open spaces that can

: . . [ —— 13
deliver a wide range of environmental...

Promoting the delivery of renewable and

. |
low-carbon energy (solar panels, wind... 12

Include landscaped areas that hold water

during wet periods and encourage the...
Sustainable design and construction

techniques (use local materials,...

I 8
I 10

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Don't build it. Obviously.

Discourage commuting by severely limiting parking as is done in the Netherlands

reuse brown sites first and regreen sites

To have an alternative route to the site other than the A635 through Hickleton and Marr as these
villages are already suffering from high levels of pollution traffic noise, accident black spots,
speeding and high levels of traffic on a roads thata€™s not fit for the amount of traffic and HGVs.

| have identified the two that are the most important but all options are relevant

No more office, industrial, warehousing or class E development on land that is or recently was
green belt!

all these above we are doing them aren't we

Question 10

Local Plan policy ES10 requires creating a habitat corridor of at least 8m in width along Carr
Dike and a sustainable drainage scheme to ensure that rainwater falling on the site can to
drain into the Dike which aims to improve water quality. Do you consider there are any
circumstances where this requirement could be relaxed?

14
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olank [ 2
don't know _ 4
yes - 2

Question 11

If yes, please state the circumstance:

Should not even be considered

Carr Dyke is currently insufficient to manage rainwater run off from the land during periods of
high rainfall. The last two seasons have seen considerable flooding over the area due to be
developed - we farm that land currently so are very familiar with it. To simply expect the dyke to
cope with rainwater drainage which will probably be quicker to run than when draining through
land drains, is disappointing. It also suggests that you will look to push the flooded area to
another part of the dyke. If an area was designated as wetland to specifically cope with these
times of the year, that would not only minimise the impact on the dyke and the potential for
flooding, but would also maintain wildlife habitat.

An alternative would be rainwater harvesting which could be Incorporated into all planning. We
are no experts in this, but we know this land probably better than anyone else out there and we
have seen the impact of changing weather patterns. It almost unfarmable now on the flood area.

Question 12

If the requirement was to be relaxed, what off-site enhancements would you expect
to see instead? (Please rank in order of preference).

1%t 2nd 3rd 4th 5th
Additional 6 6 4 7 2
wetland
Additional 9 8 6 1 0
woodland
Additional 3 6 8 6 2
hedgerows

15
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Measures 3 5 5 8 2
to enhance
and better
manage
existing
nature
reserves
and local
wildlife sites

Other 3 0 1 2 16

Additional trees and plants to be planted on the the existing waste land between the existing
neighbouring properties and the proposed site

The greatest challenge is community engagement for any development. The degradation to the
land around the dearne from litter, fly-tipping and off road vehicles, indicates the need for
enhanced community engagement and education

This page is faulty as it auto selects other as 5 when pressed please have your IT department
rectify

path ways to walk and relax through the site and no locks

To have an alternative route to site other than through the villages of Hickleton and Marr in the
a635

Notwithstanding the above | fully support the 8m wide corridor.

8metres is a pathetically small width for wildlife. No more development on our green spaces
please.

Question 13

A bypass for the villages of Hickleton and Marr remains an aspiration for Doncaster Borough
Council. Do you consider that traffic in these villages are at such a volume that the
development of this site should be:

Allowed to come forward in full but with
other improvements/mitigations on the [ 3
existing road and affected junctions

Restricted so that only part of the site can
come forward until delivery of the bypassis [l 2

Restricted so thatCSHWiBart of the site can
come forward until such time that a bypass [l 2
is built

Prevented entirely unless a bypass is built [ NN R NRNEENEBE 1/

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

16
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Question 14

If you answered b) or c), at what percentage of total floorspace should the restriction apply:

o I 1

25% .1

Question 15

If you answered d), please state what solutions should be considered:

The basic problem with this plan is you can have exponential economic growth on a planet with
finite resources so no matter how many villages you bypass you will always require another
bypass

Improvements in public transport in the immediate area but also for people who at present travel
through this area for work. This needs to see improvement in the connections between different
services so that travel can be comfortable and without long waits.

Transport consultants will be advising but if the traffic can't be diverted it must slow down. A
significant amount of the noise and disturbance (not to mention health and safety issues) is
caused by the speed which vehicles travel. Whilst not in the vicinity of Hickleton and Marr |
support the proposed roundabout on the A635. Not only will this serve the new development but
it will help to reduce the speed of traffic. Otherwise speed cameras should be installed along the
length of the A635 and its speed should be restricted to a reasonable level.

I've given my best to your questionnaire. Question 14 what’s b or c. | feel that this draft for larger
units would bring a big impact on the surrounding areas of Goldthorpe, Bolton, Hickleton and
MarAldi has brought 100s HGV to how roads plus Next and other which is overpowering togo
ahead with option 1 would be added to the roads Please note HGVs are taking short route from
Manvers through Bolton I've asked before to have a sign at Manvers roundabout no access for
HGV up Dearne Road if we need more signs, many HGVs coming down by two schools and day
nursery lost causing hazards with parents children with the schools across from me will the
masterplan think of noise and oders from units which will be close to play area can you give me
more advice because children are more than any masterplan to pen them in it would have been
better to put masterplan near to Cathill roundabout away from housing 2 primary school. 1
children centre and nursery why so near to small children. Planning committee haven’t put their
heart in to children health.At Birdwell large units are been built which best idea HGV off
motorway not intruding on housing estates all these units creating jobs is nonsence because we
all travel to work. | understand if jobs was given to local people first so you wouldn’t have loads of

17
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traffic. Hopefully after COVID19 break we would prefer for the residents to have a meeting to
discuss the masterplan.

The PC feel that whilst supporting the creation of jobs in the area it is vital that other services are
developed to keep pace with the impact of any development, in this case traffic flow along the
A635. Both Barnsley and Doncaster councils accept that there is a need for a bypass for
Hickleton/Marr and if this development is fully implemented , along with the units already built in
Thurnscoe and the Hermes development at Birdwell plus a possible expansion of Symphony the
traffic and pollution through Hickleton would be unacceptable given the pollution issues in
Hickleton already. Currently a bypass at best in not likely in the next 10/15 years and there are no
alternative solutions to solve the pollution issue as this is caused by traffic and the A635 through
Hickleton does not lend itself to any possible improvements.

Will this development be included in the economic case currently being built for the bypass or in
assessing the traffic/pollution impact on Hickleton/Marr

Question 16

Please write other comments you may have about the draft Masterplan Framework below:

| would be concerned that lorries and construction workers would be accessing the proposed site
from Carr Head lane. As there is a school directly next to the site this would pose a danger to the
children entering and leaving the school.

Lorry drivers at the existing Aldi distributions site often crash into lamp posts and bollards and i
am concerned for the safety of adults and children who would be walking in the area of the
proposed site.

| am very concerned over the noise and light pollution that would be caused by the proposed site.
The existing Aldi distribution site already causes a lot of light and noise pollution and any
measures that were put in place to minimise this have already been taken away. For example
trees that were planted have now been removed and there are no noticeable barriers in place to
stop noise and light pollution at this site so why should this new proposed site be any different.

Regarding the transport implications;

(1) You cannot even consider this a viable plan without the Hickleton bypass being built

(2) the plan states "The Masterplan Framework will seek to safeguard

the setting of the Billingley Conservation area while supporting the development of the site."
What does that actually mean? The plan only mentions mitigation of destroyed views through
tree line extensions. The real issue here is the massive increase in traffic that will arise on the
A635 but also the use of Billingley main road as a 'rat run' for ANY traffic coming from the north.
The last few years has seen the village blighted by increased noise, pollution due to (a)
Middlecliffe traffic calming measures and (b) additional traffic caused by the Aldi supermarket
(Goldthorpe). The only way this plan can be considered as viable is to include the provision to
block of the top end of West Kirk Lane in order to return the village to the Conservation Area it
should be and prevent it being used as a 'cut through'.

There is already community unrest with traffic levels in the area. The latest improvements around
Cathill are welcome but there will continue to be objections to developments if adequate
consideration to increasing traffic levels is dismissed

As | have said in previous answers | dona€™1 think the development is require for employment, it
will lead to more CO2 emissions.There is no estimate of the excess Carbon which will be released
over the lifetime of the site all green plans are maybea€™s so they will die in the building process.
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It will lead to more wildlife deaths as more car journeys are made. It will add to less food security
as hundreds of acres of farm land will be destroyed. The junction on the main road will lead to
traffic build up and pollution as cars and wagons slow and speed up again. In conclusion the
development is a white elephant before it is built which will only benefit the land owners and
construction companies. The councila€™s time and effort would be better spent on high speed
broadband and improvements to local schools. Rather than this misguide 20th century plan for for
the 21st century.

The A635 cannot physically take any more traffic through the village of Hickleton, already the road
is in a shocking state with potholes, sunken drain covers, HGV are constantly bouncing on these
loose/sunken drains causing noise disturbance 24/7, nox pollution is already way in excess of
guidlines, with noise pollution almost intolerable. Almost weekly accidents at the crossroads
mean standing traffic, adding to already high levels of nox/noise pollution as well as the threat to
life. Crossing the road to post mail or attend village amenities can take 10 minutes waiting for a
gap in traffic.

The volume of traffic on A635 is significant and regularly peaks at over 23,000 vehicles/day
through Marr and Hickleton of which 15% are HGVs. The impact of existing traffic is such that
Hickleton is among the most heavily polluted places in England. It is simply not acceptable for yet
another business park to be built along the A635 and talking of developing it in an
environmentally friendly way without addressing the traffic pollution and the
social/environmental impact and restrictions that additional traffic associated with the
development will cause to the locality.

The development should not go ahead. It is an environmental disaster for both wildlife and
humans.

The loss of green space and agricultural land is unacceptable in the current climate and
environment emergency.

The impact of wildlife will be devastating and | do not believe you can off set this.

There has already been a huge loss of insects and bees which put at risk food production through
loss of pollination.

The impact on local resident is unacceptable. There will be an increase in traffic increasing air
pollution. The loss of trees and green space will also increase air pollution.

There will be an increased risk of flooding. The fields already suffer from some flooding in adverse
weather. This will becomes worse with increase concrete/tarmac.

The mental well being of local residents will be affected due to the loss of open space to under
take outdoor activity. Never needed more than at the current time.

The proposed development goes right up to a residential property on Doncaster Road. The impact
on this family cannot be under estimated.

There will be an impact on the bird sanctuary close by which is unacceptable. This area will have
already suffered due to the recent development in the dearne valley road system.

The road development has already resulted in the loss of habitats and a significant number of
trees being removed.

There will be increased traffic through hickleton which already as some of the worse air quality in
the country. The proposed bypass will improve the air quality for hickleton but will within itself
result in widespread destruction of further green land.

There has been mass development at Hoyland destroying huge green spaces and trees. There is
too much development concentrated in one area.

How this development can even be considered in the current environmental crisis is beyond
belief.

Highgate as been run down for a many years to put more housing and industrial facilities with out
tackling the environment, pollution, safety, transport issues and dwelling conditions in the village
is scandalous and its no wonder labour are losing seats. To bring in facilities and housing which
the local employment and villages would not have the opportunity or money to take advantage of
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is not right and to build new on sites which are green and have been rediscovered by a lot of local
people instead of using brown sites is mistake and those that have pushed for this and have
approved it should be the first to move in to Highgate and live with what they have done.

Although we understand that your Masterplan may help towards making the business case for a
bypass, we strongly feel the importance that said bypass must be built before this development
goes ahead.

| would ask you to take 10 minutes out of any day and stand on the A635 in Hickleton - quite apart
from the diesel fumes which will make you very reluctant to do this, lorries thundering past will
also have you scared to just stand there. In trying to cross the A635, many juggernauts will go past
on both sides of the road.

This quite apart from the many accidents, including the 2 recent fatalities at the crossroads.

We do understand what you are trying to achieve but please can we work together to promote
what is best for the area as a whole.

Whilst my property is in close proximity to the development site | acknowledge the need for
employment and investment within the area. | am pleased to see from the Masterplan that
measures will be put in place to protect my amenity through the design process with separation
distances and appropriate boundary treatments. The roundabout in the location shown will also
act as a sensible traffic calming measure along the A635 as referred to in section 15.

In summary | support the Masterplan Framework as drafted.

Given the failure to bypass Hickleton and Marr over the years that the Dearne Valley as been
developed the A635 is at capacity and the level of pollution in Hickleton is illegal so while fully
supporting plans to create jobs and housing in Barnsley/Doncaster/Rotherham it is important that
supporting projects such as road networks:schools health services etc are carried out at the same
time. This development if fully implemented will increase traffic and pollution levels even higher
in Hickleton and although a bypass is mentioned there is no cast iron guarantee that it will
progress and by all accounts isna€™t likely if it goes ahead it wona€™t be for some considerable
time ie 10/15 years this is not acceptable, it is also worth pointing out that this is not the only
development that will impact on the A635 ie Hermes at Birdwell

Doncaster Council welcomes the section regarding the 'Impact on the Road Network' and the
explanation and commitment concerning the bypasses for Hickleton and Marr and improvements
to A635. This is in line with comments made during the Barnsley Local Plan process/duty to
cooperate, and on-going collaborative work with Sheffield City Region.

Regarding air quality, it is acknowledged that the local plan policy refers to a detailed air quality
assessment being necessary to quantify the impact of any development and that any decision will
be subject to consultation with Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Council. The Goldthorpe
Masterplan is very brief on this issue, and it may benefit from mentioning this issue and its
potential impact on Doncaster borough.

The current congestion along the A635 between Hickleton, Marr and the A1m and the excessive
pollution already resulting in both Hickleton and Marr being Air Quality Management Areas
should preclude any development, as outlined in the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework until a
bypass has been built.

Also, the new development should be made much more accessible for cyclists and pedestrians.
The A635 is currently not suitable for either.

The Parish of Hampole and Skelbrooke fully supports the comments submitted by the Joint Rural
Parishes (west Doncaster).

It is quite frankly frightening how Barnsley Council seem hell bent on destroying nearly all green
space around the less affluent, built up parts of Barnsley local authority area. Why do these
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a€ceMaster Plansa€ never involve destroying the views, or tranquility around the more
expensive areas such as Cawthorne?

Our planet is dying. We are all killing it and ourselves through pollution, land overuse, destruction
of wildlife habitats and rapid extinction of key species. A little girl in London died as a result of
pollution. The Coroner ruled last year that air pollution was the sole reason for her death.

Do not turn Barnsley into the South East. If HS2 Goldthorpe/thurnscoe station is built, plus large
car park and dual carriageway of the A635 the area will be hugely polluted and crime will increase.
It will be a depressing place to live. | fully expect the station will be built on Phoenix Park.

Central Government has cut Local Authority budgets to the bone so that supportive services for
families in need are non-existent. More warehouses and offices are not the answer to solve the
deprivation of the area. Investment in family and youth services and keeping previous green
spaces are the only way the likes of Goldthorpe will become a nice place to live.

Why should the Council meet Government development targets when it has compete disregard
for the council or residents? It will also push the Council to break any CO2 or NO2 targets set.
Planting sapling trees does not reduce CO2 levels for at least 20 years.

Please tear up the framework or at least put it on long term hold and blame Covid.

Building on an area the size of over a HUNDRED football pitches is disgraceful.

Vital and development takes into account the impact on the roads around the major Doncaster
Road link especially within villages of Middlecliffe and Billingley.

There should be zero tolerance for any plans that negatively impact traffic, congestion or air
pollution along the A635.

No developments that contributes to a breach of a legal air pollution limit should be considered.

A bypass is therefore essential for the health and safety of residents around the A635 network as
well as the regeneration of the local area.

we farm the land in question and our home looks over the area due for development. We are
arguably amongst the top most affected people in relation to this development. That said, we are
no actually against it. Our main concerns are as foillows:

1. The management of high rainfall

2. The noise - i dont understand sound movement, but we can hear everything up the hill, its like a
vortex

3. The impact on the view. Because we are high above the site, screening will not really improve
the view for us, so the importance of ensuring the units are well designed is important to us.

4. The increase in traffic, particularly heading Doncaster way. The roads cannot cope, there are
regularly accidents in Hickleton which create hold ups, the Al itself is jammed most days as it
needs widening at Doncaster. We already cant turn out of the Billingley junction onto the A635
easily due to volumes. Development such as distribution centres which require high volumes of
vehicles in and out all day would make this considerably worse

It is good that work, Jobs are being brought to the area BUT

| live in the village of Marr, my garden is next to the A638 and with the present traffic | don't use
it because of noise

and pollution. when we first moved in about 15 years ago the traffic was acceptable but as more
warehouses along the Goldthorpe bypass were built the traffic increased especially lorry's which
produce a lot more exhaust fumes.

Now it is getting so bad that you cannot cross the road safely, there is a continuous stream of
lorries and cars throughout the day and night, and more noise pollution. The amount of traffic
must have trebled since | first moved in so what will the traffic be like when all this is built not to
mention the air quality and noise.***** 10 times as much******

Surely the A638 cannot carry on being subjected to even more traffic as the only road to
Goldthorpe, Barnsley from this point of the Al.
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| cannot express enough about all this, how any one can build all the warehouses, shopping malls,
new estates and only accessible by the same road from the Al that was built years and years ago
without thinking about the impact it would have on Marr, Hickleton .

How is there a bypass for Goldthorpe to support all the Masterplan but not for Marr or Hickleton

Is it ok for people in Marr and Hickleton to inhale the fumes and put up with the noise and air
pollution. A bypass directing traffic around our villages is vital for our health. As | write this there
is yet another collision on the main road outside our house. We appreciate the new speed
camera's which have recently been erected but unfortunately they are not enough. Again it is not
just the speed but the air pollution which will increase how far does it go until it is to late

Feedback received to masterplanning email inbox

Feedback received via the masterplanning inbox was reviewed for high-level themes and

this is presented in the table below.

Organisation/name

Topics mentioned

Natural England

Consideration of designation of SSSI in the
Dearne Valley.

Weolcome the recognigtion of the hydrological
connectivity between the masterplan area and
RSPB Old Moor via Carr Dike and the proposal
to buffer the watercourse with semi natural
habitat. Note the suggestion of SuDS and
emphasise that this is likely to be important for
protecting RSPB Old Moor.

The Coal Authority

Mine entries for the northern part of the site.
Key consultee at planning application stage
which would need to be supported by a Coal
Mining Risk Assessment.

Highways England

Advise that the A1(M) AND M1 should be
included within the study area.

Support the active travel recommendations and
need to planning applications to be supported
by a Transport Assessment or Statement and
Travel Plan.

Doncaster MBC Highways

Update regarding long term aspiration for the
delivery of a Dearne Valley Regeneration route
project.

The development at ES10 will clearly increase
trip generation on to the A635 exacerbating the
issues the communities of Marr and Hickleton
have in relation to congestion, air quality and
road safety. It is therefore key that any
development proposal is managed in relation to
timing so that the impacts can be mitigated.
We thank you for the inclusion of this
consideration in the masterplan questionnaire,
but wish to remain a key stakeholder in the
decision of any future development such is
ES10 that impact on the A635.
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Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

Encouraged by commitment to retention of
Carr Beck and to improve ecological value of
the site by 10%.

Current biodiversity information does not take
into consideration the sites proximity to Old
Moor RSPB wetland reserve.

Suggest that Building with Nature Standards
could be used on the site.

Green Lane, Scawsby and Pickburn
Neighbourhood Watch

Raised concerns regarding increased traffic
levels and air quality issues.

Clir. Sprotbrough Ward, Doncaster

Masterplan Framework must include mitigation
to reduced congestion and air quality measures
along the A635 which affect Hickleton and Marr
before large development are to take place in
Goldthorpe.

Individual

Objection to masterplan.

Proximity to Hermes development and
implications for Hickleton & Marr and air
quality

Individual

Generally in favour of proposals although
concerns regarding noise and light pollution.

Individual

Lack of Transport Assessment, Traffic Plan or
Trip generation to view as part of consultation
Impacts on air quality

Development should be reviewed to consider
impacts of Hermes development and proposed
housing in proximity

Individual

Concerns regarding air quality and volume of
traffic

Individual

Concerns regarding air quality and volume of
traffic

Individual

Wish to see a high tech science/technology hub
to attract high value industry

Individual

Concern about impact of proposal on Hickleton
Lack of awareness that Hermes development
had already received planning permission

Individual

Raised flooding issues
Regeneration is required within Goldthorpe
rather than this site

Individual

Concerns regarding impat on Hickleton & Marr
Council need to work together with road
investors and government to push for bypass

Individual

Concerns over works to existing roundabouts
and the impact of these within Billingley and
speeding drivers

Detailed Responses from Parish Councils
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5 March 2021

Lucie McCarthy

Spatial Planning Project Manager
Planning and Control,

Flace Directorate

Barnsley MBC

PO Box 604

Barnsley

570 8FE

Dear Lucie McCarthy,
Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework Consultation

| wish to comment upon the masterplan framework for Goldthorpe and the impact that this will
hawve on the neighbouring borough in which | live.

Clearty, previous employment development sites along the Dearne Valley Parkway, have had a huge
impact an the AG35 because of the exponential growth in traffic, which has resulted in increased
congestion, increased accidents and poorer air quality in the villages of Higkleton and Marr. The
knock-on effect of the congestion, together with delays caused by accidents has also resulted in the
minor roads around the villages of Brodsworth and Pickburn_becoming ‘diversion’ routes for HGWs
along roads ill-equipped for heavy traffic.

Any Masterplan Framework must take account of the air quality along the strategic road network.
This is & crucial consideration for employment development in Geldthorpe. The air quality in
Higkletgn and Marr is already an Air Quality Management Zone, one of the worst in Yorkshire,
before any further development takes place. The European court of justice has just ruled ‘the UK has
“systematically and persistently” broken legal limits on toxic air pollution for a decade, (Guardian
5.3.21). This cannot be allowed to continue. Therefore, before any further employment
development takes place that has an impact on the AB35, mitigation measures must be part of the
framework masterplan for Goldthorpe.

To summarise, a Masterplan Framework must include mitigation measures to reduce congesticn and
towic air quality along the A635 before any further development takes place in Goldthorpe.

Yours sinceraly

Pamela Moorhousa (Clir)
Brodswaorth Parish Council
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Spatial Planning Project Manager Date: 7" March 2021
Planning and Control,

Place Directorate

Bamsley MBC

PO Box 604

Bamsley

S70 9FE

Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework Employment and Adjacent Housing Development
Consultation

Dear Mrs McCarthy,

Warr Parish Meeting would like to fully participate in the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework
Consultation being carried out by Bamsley Council and we thank them for the invitation to
respond. This was very much appreciated and this proactive approach has encouraged a
belief that our resident's views were important and that they would be carefully considered.

Following our most recent Parish discussions and from residents’ feedback on the two small
summary documents made available to us to consultant upon. We unfortunately find there is
a lack of evidence-based documents to which the Parish or its residents can respond and
have, therefore, refied on DMBC's traditional data capture, SCR, historical and our own
empirical evidence, as well as, more up-to-date information. It is on this basis the Marr
residents have requested that |, on their behalf, use this opportunity to formally register their
contribution on the propesals.

Marr Parish Meeting agreed that its response could be better conveyed through a written
submission

The Joint Rural Parishes are to submit a more detailed feedback on the Goldthorpe
Masterplan Framework on our behalf and on behalf of rural communities, all of which Marr
Parish Meeting fully supports and endorses

On behalf of Marr Parish and its residents please find below our response to the above
1 process. This reflects the views of Mar residents

Having carefully considered the above planning proposal our unanimous response is as
follows

We do not support the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework Employment and its
adjacent Housing development plans and we strongly object to any decision to
progress or deliver any or part of these proposals until the road infrastructure in
Doncaster can support further regeneration or development plans from the Dearne
Valley.

It is crucial that the best and permanent solution of a by-pass is needed to mitigate
current impacts of high air pollution levels generated by road vehicles and congestion
on the lives of our residents. A new by-pass is vital along this section of the A635 to
Junction 37 to the A1m and needs to delivered ahead of any further development.

ir Quality

Poor Air Quality in and around the A635 and A1m is already known to both Bamsley and
Doncaster Leaders and their Authorities. Documents and reports published by Doncaster
Council, highlight this very real issue, including their own AQ Action Plan which states ..."
Whilst measures stated will help o contribuie fowards compliance, we anticipate that
further additional measures not yet prescribed will be required in subseguent years 1o
achieve compliance and enable the revocation of AQMAT

Most recently as July 2020, this is further acknowledged and recognised in an ‘Open Letter’
from the SCR Leaders to residents of Marr and Hicklston communities.

DMBC’s own submission to Bamsley Council on their propesed Local Plan, further
recognises the highly polluted Air Quality along the A635 and acknowledges this to be the
highest recorded polluted site within the Doncaster borough

It has the worst Air Quality in the whole of Yorks| and Humberside and is one of the Toj
10 most polluted places in England.

Slow maving, idiing and HGV diesel fumes generated from increased vehicular traffic to and
from the new Bamnsley developments, travelling through these Doncaster Conservation
villages to access the A1m and roundabout, will only contribute to increasing air poliution
levels. This will be compounded by additional traffic from nearby developments which have
already gained planning approval 2.0.. Colossus Hermes, whose impact is yet to be
assessed.

Given that air pollution levels have shown a worsening frend since 2012 and that to date, no
itigati baen in , any increase in fraffic flow on the A635 and
the A1(M) will have dramatic potential impacts
Due to the close proxamity of the site to the Doncaster/Bamsley boundary, development of
any kind will generate more fraffic and of great concem is the negative effect this will have
on the health and well-being of residents adjacent to the AG35. Especially our babies and
young children who attend school and want to play outside, our elderly residents, commuters
& residents along Barnsley Road in Scawsby. This does not align itself well with societal
provisions for the rights of the child.

National and Local Government are well informed of the dangers these pollutants & toxic
fumes can cause and the harmful impact it inflicts on health and mental capacity of those
living near to polluted transport links.

As recently as this week, articles in the media in relation to levels of nitrogen dioxide, mosthy
from vehicles, the European Court of Justice stated ‘The UK has failed to tackie the
probiem in the shortest possible time, as required by law and while authorities dither
and delay, people’s lives are being ruined by toxic air.

This is not in keeping with National mandates, the SCR’'s or DMBC’s own Cleaner Air or
Green Policies, instead the proposed development will actually contribute to polluting the air
even further. We do not consider this acceptable.

Further, we stress, to date - Air Quality annual assessments do not include all other
poliutants. The very harmful Particulate Matter 2.5 have not been monitored. As such,
additional issues may be present that require further mitigation measures which are yet to be
identified in Marr and Hickleton. Measurement of these particulates is vital to establish what
the current levels are and from an increase in fraffic volumes, what additional impact will be

Qutlined below are the key issues and concerns of Marr Parish residents

period once traffic volumes return to normal levels after lockdown

We maintain, it is a fundamental right of every citizen to have an expectation to
breathe clean air.

We further claim, the construction of a majer development in this location, conflicts directly
with DMBC's own “Green Policies”, where the council is actively working to reduce its carbon
footprint. This proposal is not carbon emission friendly rendered by its high reliance on motor
vehicles as a mode of fransport to the site and this generation of additional traffic, noise and
air pollution that will impact on the people of Doncaster.

We maintain this planning proposal is not in keeping with DMBC's own green policies
nor does it meet its cleaner air criteria.

We maintain, DMBC and our SY Leaders would be negligent in their obligations to the
health and well-being of its citizens if they are unable to facilitate mitigation
measures. It would be in direct conflict with the EU Directive on Air Quality as well as
the Mandate of the Sheffield City Region to reduce NOx levels and Eliminate AQMA's
across the Region. _

Traffic

Marr Parish Meeting understands how vital transport links are & how they can contribute to
the prosperity of the Town, combined with the need to have an Infrastructure that supports
arowth and this is considered in our views and concerns.

As Doncaster and Barnsley grows, there will be an increasing imperative to address the
congested trunk roads in the West of the Borough. We firmly believe the much-needed AG35
by-pass must be a priority for delivery. It is critical to improving accessibility and connectivity
to neighbouring towns and boroughs in the Sheffield City Regional Council, as well as
Wakefield, which are all only accessible via the west. We still maintain that improved
transport links to these boroughs and towns will lead to greater development opportunities

Marr Parish would like to see the upgrading of these trunk roads as soon as possible to
reduce fraffic congestion, pgliufion and round-the-clock noise pollution in Higklaton, Marr and
Hampole, and to improve access to Barnsley and Wakefield respectively.

We congratulate and fully appreciate the efforts and support given by all Authorities in their
investigations on potential solutions to alleviate these issues, but also, in their forward
thinking to future proof the road network for any future growth which may come from
surrounding developments in the Deamne Valley. As part of this work, you confirmad there
was a strong case to improve the AG35 between the Dearne Valley and the A1m, with the
study confirming a By-pass as the best solution but this might take 5 years or more for
construction to commence. We congratulate the combined Authorities for financing and for
the work already invested on the Strategic Qutfine Business Case for a By-pass, and we
wish them speedy success in their endeavours to deliver the opfimum By-pass solution

DMBC and Regional Leaders are fully aware of the curent traffic volumes and related
issues associated with the A635 and the desperate need for this to be bypassed.

Current traffic volume levels on the AB35 exceed DMBC's own road safety capacity criterion
for traffic presently fraveling through the villages of Marm and Hickleton and at the
roundabout at junction 37 of the Alm.

expected. This needs to be conducted as soon as possible and over a reasonable time

DMBC's recognition of existing volume and capaciy issues are referenced in its proposed
Local Plan and was stressed further in ifs response to Bamsley Council on its emerging
Local Development Plan.

However, Doncasler's ambitious growth plans, together with Bamsley's development
proposals and a congested A1, will only serve to exacerbate this situation. Doncaster along
with its SCR leaders must now prioritise and invest in upgrading roadiransport infrastructure
before they propose fo deliver further development, jf they are to meet expected housing
growth and new employment creation needs. As a result, the A635 by-pass is now a “need to
have".

Of grave concem is the impact major , including employment and housing will
have, by way of attracting additional road users and thus increasing this level of traffic
further, generating further congestion along this constrained section of AB35

The velume of commuters travelling to and from Doncaster fo Bamsley, means that
congestion directly impacis other transport routes which link into the A635, roads which are
il-equipped to copa with this volume 2q. & Harlington, High Melton,
Bickbum and Brodsworth. This cannot be allowed to continue.

Any increase in traffic volume will not just directly impact or be felt by the residents in our
villages, but will impact surrounding roads in rural areas, including Bamsley Road and the
Strategic A1m Road Network.

Major development at these locations, will directly and negatively impede traffic flow and
contribute to an already congested roundabout along with access to and frem the Morth and
South bound carmiageways. Currently and most especially at peak times the sheer volume of
vehicular traffic grinds to a standstill on the slip roads, this in tum, contributes to increasing
the volume of standing traffic along this stretch of the Alm.

Marr Parish maintain, that before the Goldthorpe Masterplan and neighhouing housing
developments can even be brought forward for development, a comprehensive and robust
cumulative impact assessment of recent and planned development sites and their impacis
on the A635 and at Junction 37 of the A1m, needs to be carried out

As stated in the ‘Open Letter’, construction is unlikely fo commence before 2025 and your
collective recognition that residents, understandably, need tangible solutions in the interim
and that options need to include remedial measures to mitigate impacts to address
immediate concerns.

Unfortunately, Marr Parish does not believe there is an appetite for Leaders to introduce
|nterim remedial measures to mitigate current impacts but Leaders would instead rather
prefer to wait until the best solution of a By-pass can be delivered.

If this is truly the case, then when sgme vears ago, the Sheffield City Region cited the AG35
as one of the 'fop 20 highways forecast to experience delays and could limif economic
growth’. Marr Parish now helieves that the current levels of impacts mean that the AG35
infrastructure has now reached saturation point and should now restrict economic growth.

As such, it is now imperative that no further developments that impact on the A635 are
approved and that all efforts should now be focused on introducing a rapid solution to
address these issues with the delivery of a By-pass.
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‘We advocate that a further increase in vehicle traffic generated from a Major development
Project such as this, will be severe and will further increase congestion on the A1(M) and
AB35 and negatively affect Air Quality along the AG35. More especially. as nothing has been
actioned in the intervening period to alleviate road traffic congestion or to reduce the air
poliution attributed to fransport vehicles which was clearly acknowledged 5 years ago.

Congestion along this siretch of the A1m is deemed a priority by DMBC and this foo, is
reflected in the proposed Local Plan for Doncaster. The Council together with Highways
England are in the midst_of scoping afternative solutions to expand this part of the A1m into
3 lanes to address this issue.

We note, there is no response from Highways England available fo the public on these
proposals

‘We reiterate, this proposal will not only increase the number of vehicles to this already overly
congested area but together with polentially more bus services being provided to
accompany the development, pulling in and out at new bus stops is likely to impede traffic
flow and contribute further to the congestion.

‘We consider it unsafe practice and illogical o propose developments at this location until
resolution of current A1m, AB35 and Bamsley road capacity, congestion and air quality
issues have been adopted and implemented, as referenced by DMBC, BMBC and the SCR
in the Open Letter.

‘VWe maintain, this proposal is ill-considered and there is litile logic to support developments
at these locations al_ihis fime. Current traffic volumes and congestion alone, should preclude
these developments from being progressed, this is in alignment with DMBC's own evidenced
conclusions, as referenced in DMBC's response to Barnsley Council

Noise

In the absence of knowing who may apply for planning consent on the site, it is sfill an
unknown who the ‘end users’ might be. As such, Noise pollution may be generated 24hr per
day, seven days per week from this site and would only serve to have a further negative
impact on Marr, Hickleton and Scawshy residents, especially those residents adjacent to the
AB35.

Residents are already plagued by constant noise from the volume of traffic thundering
through the villages, made significantly worse when said vehicles constantly hit potholes,
Ipose grates and manhole covers.

Noise pollution is very noticeable and extremely intrusive, disrupting the peace & tranquillity
and sleep patterns of residents. This is unacceptable and cannot be allowed to continue.

Mo assessment has yet been carried out to measure the level of Noise Pollution or the
impact this is having on our communities. We insist that this is a priority and needs o be
implemented post haste. Not only is there is an urgent requirement to do so I_prder 1o
assess the current level of impact but also fo establish what the cumulative level of impact
willincrease to, from newer developments

Residences considered rural will have no let up or respite from continual noise blight
associated with trading, majotaining and replenishing attributed to traffic, buses, frucks &
tankers as a result

a g =

Summary

The residenis of Marr Parish have grave concemns regarding construction of another major
employment development and adjacent housing development sites, just over the Borough
border, in Bamsley in the Deame Valley.

Along with the confinements of its Conservational village boundary and environmental
impacts that accompany this proposal

Our very real and valid concerns and the reasons for these concemns are contained and
reflected within the body of our response.

These centre around increases in air, noise pollution and congestion generated from
increased traffic volumes, on an already heavily congested and consfricted A835 and A1m
junction and the impact, additional pollution will have on the health and well-being of
residents

We believe these proposed developments offer no positive contribution to Marr or indeed
Doncaster residents. Concerns raised, align with the SCR and BMBC’s Green Policies and
DMBC's own criterion on its Vision, Aims and Objectives and aspirational goals contained
within its emerging Local Plan

As such, we strongly object to these developments and ask BMBC to consider our response
based on the same guiding principles the Council are themselves advocating and endorsin
Measured against these principles, BMBC must uphold our objection and suspend this
development until this route is upgraded and a by-pass is delivered.

For the reasons we have given, we maintain, these developments are not sustainable at the
present time. However, we believe, once a permanent soluion fo upgrade the road
infrastructure network is delivered, BMBC would be able to bring forward the proposed
developments within their 15-year Local Plan period.

We are confident that such negafive risks can be effectively and positively mitigated, if not in
the short term but the long term, and managed if we work together to deliver a masterplan
that is developed and delivered with the full support and engagement of not only the
residents of Bamsley but also those of Doncaster.

Despite our differing opinions regarding the Goldthorpe Masterplan, you have our fotal
support for a transformational programme of integrated development which can eventually
be both sustainable, deliverable and have a positive and measurable impact for the
residents, environment and communities in which it is located

Marr Parish would like to be kept informed, participate in any gnd all future consultations and
would welcome the opportunity to attend any planning meetings, with specific reference to
this application

Please accept and include this submission as our response fo the consultation on the
Goldtharpe Masterplan Framework Employment and adjacent Housing developments

Yours Sincerely
Rhonda Job
Chair Marr Parish

DMBC's own response to the proposed HS2 M18/Eastern route proposal objected to similar
noise invasions which would be imposed upen other Doncaster residents: communities who
would experience noise blight as.a result of high-speed trains running close or near to
communities

DMBC must equally apply the same considerations and objections for residenis and
communities who will primarily be negatively impacted by increased and continued noise
blight and loss of franquillity from these proposed developments.

We ask, that the council's same guiding principles for objecting to noise blight created by
HS2, be democratically implemented across the Borough and for it to extend equally to Mam
and Hickleton residents. In doing so, we ask for their support and for them fo obiject to this
development.

Employment and Road Infrastructure

We acknowledge this developmeni could bring some much-needed employment to the
borough. However, we maintain employment opportunities have not been guantified for any
of the “Opfions’ proposed and there is no break-down of the proposed employment
opportunities, whether they are part or full-time and whether they are likely to be skilled or
unskilled or indeed, what the operating hours and potential shift patterns may be.

‘We maintain that there are no practical, susiainable and suitable road infrastructure routes
wihich could be considered to Support this major type of development. This is not only a
major development but the location has the disadvantage of increasing vehicle volume to
and from two major arterial road franspert routes.

It would not be illogical to assume, that a site very close to the A1m location will delive
increased revenue, Bamsley Council will benefit from a stronger commercial proposition and
are likely to see increased financial returns from potential developers.

However, in comparison and as a direct result, Doncaster residents who live just over the
borough line, will have all the impacis of the development — "All the Pain with No Gain’

BMEC have already invested heavily in upgrading their road infrastruciure ahead of
development, so we do not consider it unreasonable fo ask for this o be reciprocated.

‘We maintain, the development should be suspended until the road infrastructure is delivered
first as this will be needed io support the development. In its cumrent form, we advocate the
developments are not sustainable.

For these reasons we strongly object to this development being brought forward until a by-
pass can be delivered first
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Background.

The loint Rural Parishes {IRP), which represents the rural communities to the west of
Doncaster, (Barnhurgh, Harlington, High Melton, Adwick on Dearne, Cadeby, Hicklston, Marr,
Brodsworth, Pigkburn, Green Lane, Hooton Pagnell, Clayton, Fricklsy, Moorhouse, Hamagle.

and Sprothrough) held a number of discussions & worked together to formulate 2
joint response to the consultation regarding the draft proposal of development “Options” of
the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework which are being considered by BMBC as part of the
adopted Local Plan for Barnsley. This submission should be considered a general overview
which reflects the majority opinion and key concems of these communities. In addition,
Parishes may also submit responses on Issues that are more specific to their individual
community.

Detailed consideration has been given to the draft "Options” proposed, information received
fram participation and attendance at a recent ‘Highways and Transport Topic’ meeting on the
24" February 2020, the ‘Planning Strategy’ and the ‘Masterplan Concept.
Reference is made only on the detail of the two very limited documents made available, on
which the consultation is based.

The IRP agreed that its response could be better cenveyed threugh a written submissicn as
notall in the rural community had the facility to reply electranically. It was also felt that the
online Consultation Response Form format was unsuitable to accommodate our full
contribution. We note that the terminology within the Form itself gives the impression that
the Masterplan consultation is only to consider Optians on how the site might be developed

rather than ‘should the site be developed’, this i If. is @ grievous cause for concern.

Further, along with a very shart consultation period and lack of detailed evidence, the Council

communities due to the lack of evidence provision; as no expected quantifiable employment
numbers are attributed to each Option and indeed, as a result, there is no measure of
expected impact frem either Option.

The Consultation does not clarify who the ‘End Users’ might be, nor does it provide any
context, purpose or evidence in support of the benefits which can be derived from the three
preferred  Options put forward for selection and ultimately for deliverance.
We have been informed that the adopted process, means that this is the last Public
Consultation and the only opportunity for residents and cammunities ta engage and provide
feedback, prior to determination of any planning applications on land within the site.
This would clearly not deliver a development Masterplan that would be suitable or
sustainable, nor would it effectively represent the needs and demands of the residents and
communities of Doncaster.

Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework
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As this consultation is the only opportunity open to us to present our views, we include valid,
time-lined evidence in our detailed response, and we apologise in advance for the length of
our submission

The JRP alsc has further concerns that consultees are being reguired to comment on the
Goldthorpe Masterplan document without access to @ robust evidence base, without
quantifiable targets and without clarity in certain key areas e.g.:

there is no Traffic Plan available

there is no assessment available of lacal transport capacity and utilisation

- there is no Traffic assessment and impact on local road infrastructure

there is no Trip Generation assessment
- there is no wider Strategic Road network impact assessment avallable

- there isno assessment of Air Quality impact

there is no assessment of Noise and Vibration impact
- there s no available Road Safety assessment

- there is no assessment availzble by Highways England of impacts on the Strategic Road
Network

- thereis no Health assessment available

there is ilabl of impact on C

willages in Doncaster

We concede, it is not evident but that some of this data may be available and it may be that
these analyses have been fully assessed. However, they have not been made available to the
public.

Traffic Volume, Congestion, Road Network and Capacity.

It has been well-publicised in the media that the SCR provided a grant of £7.32m, approved
for road improvements along the M1 J36 Economic Growth Corridor in Goldtharpe, to deliver
Z3hectares of new employment land and that works have been carried out to improve three
existing roundabouts, at Gatfjll, Breomhill and Wath Rd, with a new roundabout being created
off the AB35.

We congratulate BMBC on securing significant funding to improve its road infrastructure to
suppert its sconamic growth plans and_alse, for delivering these upgrades in advance of
proposed development.
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However, the outcome of BMBC's aspirations and delivery of this Economic Corridor generates
traffic volume and associated impact for its cross-boundary Doncaster communities.
Communities who have not received match funding to mitigate impacts associated with
current traffic volume along the A635 or indeed, in advance of impacts from newly proposed
development

The Vision — ‘To create a deli i high-quality I site which will
provide for the town and the wider Dearne Valley'

The JRP strongly object to any progression of or toany further development along the Barnsley
A635 until 3 permanent solution of a By-Pass can be delivered or quantifiable interim remedial
measures can be agreed and implemented ahead of development, to mitigate impacts.
Without these, we do not consider the development can deliver its “Vision', as it will not be
deliverable o sustainable development

The F k- ES10 and housing HS51 and HS44
development sites will obviously create even greater traffic congestion and air quality
issues on the A635 through the Doncaster Conservation villages of Higkleton and Marr and
negatively impact on Doncaster’s Highway Network.

Although not yet quantified, new job creation and customers attracted to the site, as well as,
nearly 500 new homes will inevitably increase traffic volumes to and from these locations.

We are in no position to do traffic assessments and computer modelling that could be done
by consultants, but we know from our own observations that this stretch of the A635 and
the AL{M]/AG35 roundabout is very congested especially at peak times.

Detailed analytical reports, traffic counters, assessments and empirical evidence all support
this view and DMBC's own Traffic Modelling and Junction Assessment of Zone Trip
Generation and impact of development on Doncaster’s Highways Network Feb 2020,
highlight further the traffic volume, capacity issues, queueing on the A635, Alm and
A1m/A635 roundabout.

The data states that “Tempo constraints were applied to all Iocal authorities within the SCR,
apart from Doncaster” and the Zone Trips Report, shows a 651 Trip increase corresponding
to 29 linked developments. The analysis suggests that nearly 60% of additional Trips are to
be generated from developments outside of the Doncaster Berough, but this only
demonstrates Trips d from the listed devel and not thase yet unknown
£.2.; those from the Colossus Hermes development or thase from the Goldtharpe
Wiasterplan or its pelghhouring twe allocated housing developments.

Altheugh fairly comprehensive, but clearly not definitive in encompassing impacts from all
planned itd , that, even without development the A1m/A635
roundabout Junction 37— applying the Ratio to Flow Capacity (RFC) measurement - that 4
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out of the 6 arms/lanes are either nearing or over capacity: and with the listed level of
development, this only increases the impact and raises the RFC values higher. The report
states ‘that the proposed mitigation measures are forecast to result in additional queueing
on the A635 West approach’ and further states, that both the East and the West arms will
be over capacity with 107% and 105% of entry degree of saturation (DoS%), with Mean
Maximum Queue lengths of 62 and 72 respectively.

Traffic Modelling indicates that without development, there are serious concerns for
congestion at this roundabout, with some development included in the modelling and even
when this includes mitigation measures, the traffic levels on A635 lanes will well-exceed
capacity, increasing congestion and creating very long traffic queues.

Without properly addressing the cumulative impact from these significant developments
along the AB35 corridor, the impact on the A635 and Marr roundabout is likely to be severs
and will increase the read traffic and congestion even further, petentially causing gridlocks in
Marr and standing treffic on the AL{M) slip reads and on the AL(M) itself.

The JRP maintsin that before the Goldtharpe Masterplan and peighbauring housing
developments can even be brought forward for development, a comprehensive and robust
cumulative impact assessment of recent and planned development sites and their impacts
on the A635/A1m needs to be carried out.

This development proposes to attract more traffic to an already congested roundabout
which will result in even longer queues along the A635 and Alm slip roads to the
roundabout and further impacting the static and standing congestion along the Alm
Strategic Road Network, creating 3 less safe enviranment for road users.

We question, how a major development as proposed, can hope to gain approval without
further consultation and withaut the consent of Highways England? We would also
advocate that any future proposed changes to the road layout would require further wider
lacal consultation.

Increased congestion and increased traffic volume impacts, directly resulting from news
development, cannot come as a surprise to Local Authorities or the SCR when Doncaster
Coundil first submitted and highlighted their concerns on the AL(M) and A635 congestion
and Air Quality along the A635 in its submission to Barnsley Council’s Local Plan
Consultation, as far back as the 15th Aug 2016,

along the AG35 in 2014, which showed a worsening congested road, rapidly approaching
capacity.

These concerns were in regard to BMBC's proposed Empl and Housing

strategy to develop the 5 miles from Darfield to Goldthorpe along the A635 which ild
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result in additional vehicles travelling along, from and to the A1{M) and the A835 to access
these sites. DMBC further states; "...To ensure is involved in the of
future impacts on these sites and mitigations required” and it further states; _’ Improve
the highway network to mitigate the impact of additional traffic generated by the

devele on ing roads and in parti effects on the A635 and other
strategic road links to motorways...currently strategic highway links to the motorways
experience high traffic levels_’

BMBC acknowledge in their own Local Plan in their Duty to Cooperate Statement —
Submission Dec 2016 — page 16 when It stated: ‘The air quality and traffic level issues at
Hiskletan and Mar in Doncoster arise from existing traffic’ and Impact: ‘Potential for
increased cross boundary traffic ftransport air quality impli in
Doncaster’. And further state: ‘Doncaster are progressing options to mitigate the issues
including by-passes’.

In addition, in May 2017 the Sheffield City Region also highlighted and listed the A635 as
one of the most congested roads within 5 which is likely to impede Economic Growth in
their Sheffield City region. In their Transport Prospectus they include the A635 as a ‘Key

highway corridor forecast to experience delays'

Issues of congestion on the Alm, raised by Highways England during Consultation on 13t
Sept to 26% Oct 2048 to Doncaster’s emerging Local Plan . stated: ‘HE hove advised that

dae o current congestion and meblde valume along this stretch of the A1{M) they advise
that no development along this corridor be proposed.”

| draw attention to paragraph 9 of the Department for Transpert's policy document — “THE
STRATEGIC ROAD NETWORK AND THE DELIVERY OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT" which is
applicable to the whole strategic road network in England: “__. Development proposals
are likely to be acceptable if they can be accommodated within the existing copacity of a
section (link or junction) of the strategic road network, or they do not increase demand for
the use of a section that is already operating at over-capacity levels, taking account of any
travel plan, traffic management and/or capacity enhancement measures that may be
agreed. However, should only be or refused on transport grounds
where residual ive impacts of severe....”

‘We advocate that a further increase in vehicle traffic generated from a Major development
Project such as this, will be severe and will further increase congestion on the A1{M) and A635
and negatively affect Air Quality along the AB35. Mere especially, as nothing has been
actioned in the intervening period to alleviate road traffic congestion or to reduce the air
pollution attributed to transport vehicles which was clearly acknowledged 5 years ago

Given that Barnsley Council has now adopted its Local Plan and Doncaster’s Local Plan is
nearing adoption, identified sites are no longer just a consideration but more concrete and
at these stages in the Local Plan process, it should be possible to acquire accurate data with
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Friends of the Earth show the middle of the village (Higkleton) has the worst Air Quality in
the whale of Yorkshire and Humberside "

‘We stress, any concerned Leader, Local or Regional Authority would be extremely shocked
and embarrassed to have this ‘accolade’ associated with its leadership, especially as the
situation is worsening on an annual basis

European Court of Justice has this month made public and, in its ruling, stated that the UK

and its Local Authorities are blatantly flaunting EU Guidelines on air pollution levels, stating
‘The UK has systematically and persistently broken legal limits on toxic air pollution for a

decade’.

It is very well documented the negative and dramatic impact Air Pollution has on Health.
Recent annual EU figures for the UK, measured 40,000 early deaths directly correlated to Air
Pollution and particularly to the mere dangerous health implications from 2.5 particulates.

On 15% Aug 2016, DMBC was so concerned about air quality in
that the Planning Department responded to Barnsley Council’s emerging Local Plan, insisting
that Barnsley Council must mitigate against further pollution associated with future
developments along the A635

As previously stated, the dangers to health from air pollutants are well documented. In 2017
DMBC’s own Senior Pollution Officer stated that ©___ it is estimated thut{br Doncaster this

another cause of early death, the annual average for Doncaster 2011/2015 is 12°.

Although each road fatality is without doubt, extremely tragic with some potentially
avoidable, road safety and accident fatalities attribute 7.5% of related deaths compared to
the much greater death rate from poisonous fumes. Yet it would appear, that intervention
and investment to improve Road Safety are still prigritised over preventable deaths from air
pollution. Breathing fresh air is not a choice, it is fundamental to life and this is unavoidable,
but, increasing air pallution, is avoidable,

Barnsley Council’s Development corridor includes the Goldthorpe Masterplan and furthar
proposals for housing and employment along a five mile stretch up to Doncaster’s boundary
at Hickleton. Development of this magnitude will increase traffic volume and congestion,
along with an increase in associated air pollution along the A635 and in the villages of Marr

and Higklslan.

The EU Air Quality Directive, refers to the same pollutants across a regional base. Until
recently the Directive was a matter for Central Government, but is being progressively
devolved to Local Authorities. DMBC stated to the PCICC “ The Government Draft Air Quality

Styles
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regards to the potential impact of development aspirations. As such, we maintain, if these
development plans are likely to be delivered, then any increase in volume of traffic vehicles
generated by these proposals are not only critical, but material to the traffic volume
increases expected along the A635 and the Alm.

‘We note, this is a planning policy material consideration.

Given, that to date, no mitigation measures have been implemented, any increase in traffic
flow on the AB35 and the A1(M) will have dramatic potential impacts.

We believe there is clear evidence that Doncaster and Barnsley Councils, as well as the
Sheffield City Region, are transparently aware of the current and increasing traffic
congestion and poor Air Quality impacts on the AG35 and the strategic road network. And
based on this evidence, it is contrary to, and conflicts with, the proposed Goldthorpe and

nsighbaurine developments.

Furthermore, the existing road infrastructure to support the development corridor is totally
inadequate - the Al itself and all roads to the west of the Al such as the A638 and the AG35
are already severely congested.

The JRP therefore does not support the proposed development cerridor or any of the
Optiens proposed.

We consider the proposed development is whelly unacceptable as it will increase demand for
the use of A635/A1lm at junction 37. Historic and current evidence denotes that both are
already operating at near, at or over-capacity levels and residual cumulative impacts will be
severe.

Air Quality

The air quality, along the A635 between and the Conservation villages of Marr and
Higkletan, as measured by DMBC, show that the villages east of the Ggldtharips Masterplan
developments, is the worst in the Doncaster Metropolitan Borough.

Marr, Hickleton and the A635 are designated Air Quality Management Areas and data from
DMBC's own 2019 Air Quality Factsheet, determined the nitrogen dioxide levels to be nearly
three times the legal statutory limit

These figures show a worsening trend since 2012.

Friends of the Earth analysis state that this is now one of the Top 10 most polluted places in
England.

They follow this up with in a fnedia article on 8% Nov 2018, which states " Data supplied by
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Plan for tackling nitrogen dioxide .... lists 75 towns and cities where DEFRA's model
indicates a breach of the EU Air Quality Directive for NO2 ., Doncaster is on that list"

In relation to levels of nitrogen dioxide, mostly from wehicles, The European Court of Justice
this month stated ‘The UK has foiled to tackle the problem in the shortest possible time, as
required by law and while autherities dither and delay, people’s lives are being ruined by
toxic air’

The Court of Appeal uphelds housing planning refusal on air quality grounds Sept 2019: In
refusing permission, the inspector said that air quality snd human health would suffer if the
development were to go ahead

Once again, in March 2021, a spckeswoman for the Department of Environment, Food and
Rural Affairs szid “The Government’s 2017 NO2 plan and its 2018 supplement went further
than before in requiring local authorities to assess how to bring down air pollution levels
in the shortest possible time’.

From the evidence, the JRP strongly believe that the EU levels and Guidelines are clear and
further, the DfT transparently holds local authorities accountable for reducing air pollution
and that they are responsible for achieving this, in the shortest possible time._

We consider, over the last 5 years, both Barnsley and Doncaster Councils have done their
citizens and pgighboyring citizens an enormous disservice and both have been negligent in
their obligations to address on-going issues which negatively impact the health and well-
being of its citizens

Since 2012, air pollution levels have risen, showing a worsening trend, and has not been
reduced in the shortest possible time. No remedial measures have been introduced to these
areas-in order.t reduce air pollution.

In addition, for both Authaorities to then advocate and openly propose to allow the delivery
of the Goldthorpe Masterplan development, or indeed, to permit any development along
this corridor, under these known circumstances, is a breach of our Human Rights. Itis
unlawful as it's in direct conflict with the EU Directive on Air Quality, is contrary to its own
Green Policies, as well as the Mandate of Sheffield City Region (SCC) - te reduce Mgy levels
and Eliminate AQMA across the Region.

The development proposal also conflicts with DMBC’s policy [C518, paragraph A2)
concerning air quality and that of the National Planning Policy Framework (Section 11,
paragraphs 109) concerning the severity of residual cumulative impacts on the road
network.

Nearly four years ago, the SCR strategically assessed all road transport routes across the four
Autherities, identifying those forecast to experience delays which could limit economic
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growth. Owing to the high volume of traffic and resulting congestion along the AG35, this
road has been cited as one of the ©..top 20 highways forecast to experience defays’

We concur with the SCR’s assessment of the A635 and now believe the time has arrived
where economic growth must me restricted owing to the high valumes of traffic, resulting
congestion and extremely high levels of air pollution.

Itis therefore difficult to believe why the Authorities themselves have not yet come to the
same conclusion. Most especially, as the Autherities publicly recognised the current severity
of the traffic problem in both villages and in particular the congestion and continuing air
pollution problems in their Open Letter to communities on the 24t July 2020,

‘We congratulate and fully appreciate the efforts and support given by all Autharities in their
investigations on potential solutions to alleviate these issues, but also, in their forward
thinking to future proof the road network for any future growth which may come from
surrounding developments in the Dearne Valley. As part of this work, you confirmed there
was a strong case to improve the AB35 between the Dearne Valley and the Alm, with the
study confirming a By-pass as the best solution but this might take 5 years or more for
construction to commence. We congratulate the combined Authorities for financing and for
the work already invested on the Strategic Outline Business Case for a By-pass, and we wish
them speedy success in their endeavours to deliver the optimum By-Pass solution.

Although your letter fails to acknowledge the public health concerns regarding continuous
exposure to high levels of air pollution or pedestrian road safety concerns for both children
and elderly, we were heartened by your commitment to introduce interim remedial
measures to mitigate these impacts. As you state, until the best solution can be adopted,
you appreciate and understand that residents expect tangible solutions sooner rather than
|later and that DMBC |ocal highways will look at intraducing interim remedial measures
which would seek to mitigate current congestion and air pallution levels.

Following a Joint Response on behalf of Marr and Higklefgn residents in Oct 2020 to the
Open Letter, suggesting interim remedial measures for consideration, there appears to be
little to no appetite from DMBC to action or implement any measures to even address the
current congestion and air pollution levels, let alone the increased levels that can be
expected from development from recently approved planning applications.

Since there is no definitive timetable for the bypass, interim measures are essential in order
to address the health and safety concerns that residents face daily, so we ask you once again
to review our suggestions and for you to recommend which measures should be
implemented based on which are most likely to deliver the greatest benefits in reducing
congestion and air pollution.

Despite monitoring high cancentrations of NOx levels nothing specific has been proposed or
implemented to tackle the problem which is directly linked to the volume of traffic on A635.
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There are many houses with elderly/vulnerable people and young families that live close to

the road; the bus stops where residents are exposed to the highest levels of harmful
particulates (PM 10 and PM 2.5) CO/CO2 and NOx, and incessant road noise/vibrations from

He i r

Due to the health risks associated with Air Pollution from road vehicles, the JRP believe
DMBC must give urgent priority to develop and implement a coherent Air Pollution strategy
for both villages. It has a duty of care regarding public health of all its citizens irrespective of
economic payback.

Although NOx levels have been monitored for many years, measuring the levels of the more
toxic and harmful particulates have not yet been assessed. It is vital to establish what the
current levels are and what impact current traffic volumes are having on the health and lives
of residents.

The JRP believe it is imperative that measurement of these mere harmful particulates be
conducted as soon as possible. A reasonable time periad (min 6months) will need to be
determined to establish current particulate levels experienced by residents. For true and
accurate assessment of impacts, obviously, this cannot begin and be conducted until COVID-
19 travel restrictions and the final lockdown pericd is over, otherwise the data would not
reflect the real impacts associated with traditional traffic volume levels.

In the absence of interim remedial measures to mitigate against current levels of congestion
and air pollution, it is entirely unreasonable for all three Authorities to recognise and
publicly acknowledge that these issues exist but then to cansciously continue to make
planning decisions which they know will only exacerbate an already serious situation.

Itis on this basis, and for the reasons documented, along with, the overwhelming evidence
alluded to in this submission, the JRP on balance, overwhelming object to any of the
Goldthorpe Masterplan Developments being delivered until a permanent solution can be
delivered to overcome the issues of congestion and air pollution.

We maintain, there are no circumstances to justify one community being poisoned and, in
this case, further poisoned, so another community can benefit. And as such, we do not
consider any further development along this corridor to be sustainable until these issues can
be fully addressed.

Authorities who consciously progress a development scheme, in full knowledge that the
impacts of such a scheme will exacerbate an already intolerable situation, can be nathing
short of recklessness and a breach of statutory duty, an act where those in authority should
be held accountable.

and Infrastructure
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The JRP understand how vital transport links are and how they can contribute to the
prosperity of the Borough and in keeping with Northern Powerhouse proposals which suggest
that by being readily interconnected to our regional partners would be an advantage for all.

Currently all the trunk roads on the west side of the Borough are congested and are in use
24/7 by HGVs gg the AG635 and the AG3B. The JRP would like to see the upgrading of these
trunk roads to reduce traffic congestion, pollution and round-the-clock noise in Hickleton,
Marr and Hamgole and to improve access to Barnsley and Wakefield respectively. A view
widely held by 73% of residents who agreed in their response to DMBC's Local Plan

consultation - “Greater emphasis should be given to managing traffic movements to reduce
accidents and improve air quality”.

Barnsley’s ambitious employment growth plans, when combined with the thousands of new
homes projected to be built within the vicinity of the AG35, the resultant increase in vehicles
along this route will have a further detrimental and devastating impact not only on the
environment but on the lives and physical and mental health of residents living in these two
communities.

The Doncaster section of the A635 is not of the same grade or road specification compared to
the Barnsley side, in that it is not fit for purpose; current HGV weights and traffic volumes
have damaged the fabric of the road and its underlying structure causing the rcad to be
uneven and multiple deep cracks to appear, creating large and numerous potholes, loosening
grates, bursting Main Water pipes along with pavements and kerbs sinking in several places.

The current traffic volume alone generates high noise levels but this is further exacerbated
when wagons and vehicles are constantly hitting pothole, loose grates and manhole covers,
creating massive vibrations which have shaken tiles off of people’s homes who live adjacent
to the road. Most recently three separate instances have been related to us, where
businessmen in vans travelling at 30mph through Higkleton have hit large surface potholes
and their integral vehicle safety features have ‘switched off their engines’ believing that the
impact was so great, that they were all in vehicle collisions.

The wear and tear upon the highway is forever increasing, the constant volume and weight of
vehicles, not only destroys the surface but the constant eroding damage is making it unstable
and as a consequence, it is alsa increasing and inflicting damage that is being done to the
fabric and life of both villages

Due to the constant noise levels and vibrations, the JRP believe it is imperative that a Noise

to be determined to establish current noise and vibrations levels experienced by residents.
For true and accurate assessment of impacts, obviously, this cannot begin and be conducted
until COVID-19 travel restrictions and the final lockdown period is over, otherwise the data
would not reflect the real impacts associated with traditional traffic volume levels.

We advocate, the current road infrastructure does not meet the required standard or
specification to support current traffic valumes, vehicles genarated by new development will
only contribute in making a dire situation, even worse. For this reason, the JRP maintain the
Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework and associated housing developments cannot be
considered Sustainable.

In our very strong opinion, every citizen has a ‘Duty of Care’, businesses and employers are
held to greater levels of ‘Duty of Care” and understandably, Local Councils are held to an
even higher standard of ‘Duty of Care’ and have a positive duty to act.

We respectfully ask, when applying your ‘Duty of Care’ ta the residents of Hickleton and
Marr, you conclude, that in carrying out that Duty, you find that the Goldthorpe Masterplan
Framework Development breaches their inaugural Human Rights to breath clean air and a
right to sleep.

Transport

In the DfT circular 02/2013, entitled The Strategic Road Network and the Delivery of
Sustainable Development, it states that the Highways Agency will work with local autharities
and developers to identify apportunities to intraduce travel plan measures that will suppart
sustainable transport cheice. The circular states that Plans should be robust in preparation
and implementation in promoting sustainable modes of transport.

As the consultation provides no information on planning applications or wheo the ‘end users”
might be, there is also an absence of Transport and Travel Plans to review, with only some
provision of possible and limited information on transport within the Masterplan Framework
documents.

From this limited provision, the Masterplan appears to seek to encourage sustainable travel
and encourages employees to use public transport to the site.

The JRP would support such an initiative and advocate for the promation of alternative
modes of transport to the site but, it has concerns regarding the lack of detail on which to
comment on.eg Are additional bus services being proposed to the site?

‘We have some grave concerns regarding the promation of the Goldthorpe train station as an
alternative mode of transport and if this can justifiably be considered sustainable. In that: -

e the station is some distance away from the site, with a suggested walking time of
20/25mins. We ask, is it reasonable to expect a larg; employees to
actually do this twice daily, perhaps in the dark or in all weathers?

e Is the current one train service per hour sufficient and will it be in keeping with
potential shift patterns'?\
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will the journey times increase and will train connectivity decrease and will
additional train changes be needed to reach the Goldthorpe station as a destination?
Wie ask, since the SCR and NP rail schemes propose to introduce tram/train services
on this rail route.

will accessibility to train services from the site decrease and will the distance to walk
to the station increase? We ask, as SCR and NPR propose to open a new Parkway
train Station at TaYnscos, with a suggestion that both the existing Goldthorpe and
Thurnsees train stations will close. When this happens, will the new train station be
within walking distance from the site?

For these reasons, the JRP believe, no promotion of train services should form part of the
Masterplans Transport Plan as presently, it cannot be considered sustainable

Cycling along the A 635, the only means of access to the site, which has no dedicated cycle
paths, it s a single-lane road in both directions along which more than 20,000 vehicles travel
per day, is extremely hazardous. It is unrealistic to assume that employees will isk their
health and well-being by travelling by bicycle without additional safeguards.

A similar case can be made for walking. There are no footpaths along the AG3S from the
Doncaster side to the site, and it is highly unlikely that pedestrians would walk along the
AB35 from east of the site, as this would require navigating across the two slip roads of the
A1M and the Marr roundabout.

Agein, the JRP have grave concerns that only a very few employees are likely to cycle or walk
to the site and promoting these on sustainability grounds and for inclusion in its Travel Plan,
could only be very limited ot best

In our very strong view, it is therefore not inconceivable that the unknown but anticipated

public transport because of the limited service which cannot match employment hours, nor
does it cover a potential 24hr operating period.

Our very major concerns are that, with very little ta/no offer in alternative modes of
transport to the site, every single person will be heavily reliant on motor vehicles as a mede
of transport, 2 need that will require them to utilise the AB35 and local road network

In conclusion, on this basis, any Transport Flan, while suggesting sustainable modes of
transport, does little to meet those objectives, and is therefore, unsustainable.

Summary

The JRP thank you for the opportunity to respond to the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework
and for the Authorities support in assisting with the delivery of a By-Pass, the optimum
solution to fully mitigate the current issues of traffic congestion and the impacts on health

Response to consultation themes

.
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from air pollution, neise pollution and vibrations from the AG35 through Marr and Higklston.

We have robustly documented why we strongly believe that the structure of the AG3S is
fundamentally unsuitable and why the current road infrastructure cannot support any

In addition, we have detailed how current traffic levels impact on the health and lives of our
residents, and that with development, this brings with it impacts that will further worsen an
area with already poor air quality due to higher velumes of traffic and greater traffic
congestion in the area.

You have stated that you have conducted your own assessment and in doing this, you
acknowledge that this needs ta be resolved and go further, by openly announcing this
publicly.

We stress how imperative it is that interim remedial measures are implemented to mitigate
and reduce current worsening levels of impact

We highlight which areas we believe the Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework conflicts with
Mational Planning and other Polices and breaches EU Regulations

We challenge the viability and the delivery of effective Travel Plans that may be proposed for
the Masterplan.

And on balance, we overwhelmingly object to any of the development being delivered, as it
is not sustainable.

We are in full agreement, that development should be suspended until 2 permanent
solution of a By-Pass has been delivered

As such, once the By-Pass is delivered, we can see no reason why Barnsley Council would not
be able to still bring forward the development and for this to be delivered within its 15-year
Lecal Plan

In conclusion, to do otherwise would be to actin bad faith. Not wishing to be adversarial
butif, as a Public body you knowingly and willingly act in a manner with the rgaslisation that
your actions are likely to cause loss or harm to others and although that act may be legal, it
is perfermed in @ way that harms others, may be considered Misfeasance.

Signed: Mrs Rhonda Job Date: 7 March 2021
Chairpersen - Joint Rural Parishes

Church Lane, Marr, Doncaster, DNS

Feedback themes

BMBC response

Opposed to the development and building out
of the site

Opposition to the development and building out of
the site is noted.

The principle for development was established
through the Local Plan site allocation process. When
the Local Plan was being examined, it was agreed
that for some of the larger, strategic sites it was
necessary to prepare Masterplan Frameworks to
make sure that sites could be developed in a
comprehensive manner, taking into account all of
the infrastructure requirements.

The Masterplan Framework is a strategic document
that sits beneath the Local Plan and will inform
future planning applications. It is not a planning
application. Planning applications will be prepared
and consulted upon before any further development
comes forward on the site. The Masterplan
Framework should be read in conjunction with the
adopted Local Plan and the Supplementary Planning
Documents.

Impact on existing green landscape

The Masterplan Framework requires that as much of
the existing green infrastructure as possible is
retained, including the species rich trees and
hedgerows present on the site. Additionally, the
Masterplan Framework requires the enhancement
of existing features surrounding Carr Dike to ensure
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that a green habitat corridor runs through the site to
allow wildlife to move through the site.

Impact on wildlife in the proposed site and
surroundings

The Masterplan includes an accessible landscape
and ecology buffer between Carr Dike and proposed
development and between development and the
Green Belt which aims to minimise the impact.
Planting will also be required to the edges of the site
close to residential areas and educational facilities.
Any planting will include native seed mixes.
Developers will be required to achieve a 10%
increase in Biodiversity Net Gain, which ensures that
there will be in an increase in the quality of habitats.

Impact on local road network and traffic

The principle for development was established
through the Local Plan, and as part of the Local Plan
process, traffic modelling was completed to confirm
the potential traffic impact. In developing the
Masterplan Framework, further traffic modelling has
not been undertaken but as part of any planning
application that comes forward, there will be a
requirement to look at traffic in much more detail
through a Transport Assessment.

The development will result in an impact on traffic,
but the Masterplan provides options to encourage
journeys, local trips in particular, by sustainable
modes such as walking and cycling. The Masterplan
provides high quality pedestrian and cycle routes,
aiming to reduce the number of journeys by car.
When future planning applications are submitted for
the site, BMBC will require the submission of a
Transport Assessment which will assess the
implications of the development on the highway
network. Junctions that see 30 or more additional
two-way trips as a result of the proposed
development in either the am or pm peak hour will
require a full operational assessment to be carried
out. Any necessary highways improvements will be
secured where necessary as part of the approvals
process. Additionally, work will be done with SYPTE
and bus operators to improve bus services to the
site and wider Dearne area.

Work is ongoing with Doncaster Council to ensure
that a joined up approach is undertaken to highways
improvements and progression with a business case
for a bypass for Hickleton and Marr.

Impact on air quality

The principle for development was established
through the Local Plan process. In developing the
Masterplan Framework, air quality modelling has
not been undertaken. Ongoing dialogue has been
undertaken with Doncaster Council throughout this
process. Air quality assessment and mitigation will
be required with forthcoming planning applications
and the scope of these documents will need to be
agreed with both Barnsley and Doncaster Councils.
It is envisaged that highways improvements within
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both the Barnsley and Doncaster networks will be
required to alleviate some of the air quality issues.

Impact on existing residential areas and school
buildings

Careful consideration will be given to the
relationship between

proposed employment units and existing residential
and school buildings. Future

planning applications should include relevant
assessments to demonstrate an

acceptable level of residential amenity and consider
appropriate mitigation

measures, including landscape buffers.

4 Conclusion

In total, 25 questionnaires were received with additional feedback received via the

masterplanning inbox. The approach taken to the consultation process has aimed to be
transparent, inclusive and comprehensive. Residents were notified of the consultation in
advance of it going live and further site notices were placed around Bolton upon Dearne and
Goldthorpe to raise awareness. Online Q&A sessions were publicised throughout the six

week consultation period.

The findings from these questionnaires have been fed into the next stage of Masterplan
Framework development to reflect the views given. Following this consultation, it is

recommended to continue with development of the Masterplan Framework, working towards
Council approval and final publication of the Masterplan Framework.
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Appendix A

Letter Invite

i £ | BARNSLEY

M=ol imn Boreasgh Councll

Flanning & Building Control Service
Developmant Management
Wesigate Plaza

PO Box 634, Barnsley, 570 9GG
Head of Service: Joe Jenkinson

hy Rt Gahape MF Consaiaton
our Haf:

Date: 15 Janisary 2021

Enquries o Euoe MoCanhy

Direct Dk 01226 773555

Emal masderpRneRbasiey gy Uk

@cddihorps Masisrplam Fr k Pullio tad

Diear nesdent,

i @ writing ia nolify you of a consuliation reganding a Masiepan Framewnrk
covering an area of land knoen as Goktihope ES10 to e soutn of Dearne Vafey
Farloway.

¢ e g st e e

VMR L Sl

PO Box 634, Banslay, South Yorkahlre 370 366
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Thie s hars been alocated for devwEopmaent wihin tha Loca! Flan and can
accommodabe 729 hectames of employment land shich sl ceats now o The
Local Plan requines a Mashermian Framewns. io make sure €15 propety planned and
tha @l impacts of e deveopmen are consdened

G nal the land b alincased dor empfoyment use in ihe Local Fan, S
consulaton is nol abou whelher or not e slie shoukd be deveiooed - i is about
wihat sar of framework should bein plaoe, against which planning applicadons woidd
fhan B GEes sl

Wiareoogniss that peapke wil ba conoernad with fre cormant Caoronawinus (S OVIDL15)
crigss, buf the: Gowarnmenl has bean clear that it oxpects S Fanning poosss (o
confinue io assst with eoonomic ooy, Therefone, we are proceading with a
puitilo consudtation io gies Iocal residents and Dusinesses e chance 1o influenoe the
conlend of the: Masiemdan Framework and commaent of 174 varnaus oolions

The concultzton will coen for shy weeic froem Monday 26 January af 10am. The
rar Ii] Iz Moncay & Maroh =t epm.

Thare & an oniine quastionnaire thal wikk allow you o shane your views. As par of fha
consuliation, we will be hoiding vinual dop-nsessions where you Wik have the
chance o guesiion the peccde iInvawed In prodacing the daf frammeoo

Wi can fnd the consuhation doosmaents a0d Wnual drop-n sessions ai
bameiey qoy ukigoidihome.

# youw haniz dificudties accessing the information, please emal

maslernanningThamsiay Jov Ak fo el us kne. F you have no sccess (o emal or
Bz inbernal, pioase comiact 01226 TTIE0S

Yours sinnanely
e WeFaiy

Spalial Fiamnng Projeot Manager

]
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Site notice

ﬁnnnusaev
Mpiropoiitan Borough Councll

Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework
Public Consultation

Following the adoption of the Local Plan on 3 January 2019, Bamnsley Council have prepared
a draft Masterplan Framework for site ES10.

& Crmmes Comyright med Dunsbs fogary (Bih. 1iETNY

Details of the draft Masterplan Framework will be available to view online at
bamsley.gov.ukigeldthorpe from Monday 25 January from 10am.

How to engage:

Please complete the online questionnaire at bamsley gov.uk/goldthorpe
Please follow Barnsley Council on Facebook and Twitter for information about upcoming
Q&A sessions

If you require assistance filling in the questionnaire, require 3 hard copy, or have language
andfor disabilify access needs, please confact Barnsley Council on 01226 773555 or
email maste nningé@barn L00V.uk.

The information you provide will only be used for the purposes of this consultation. Your
views are welcomed and will be considered in preparing the final draft of the Masterplan
Framework for adoption by Full Council. The data submitted will be held securely in
accordance with General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR).

The deadline for receiving comments is Monday 8 March, 5pm.

34




Goldthorpe SCI

Special Notice in Barnsley Chronicle
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BARNSLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

SPECIAL NOTICE
GOLDTHORPE MASTERPLAN FRAMEWORK CONSULTATION

Following the adopfion of the Local Plan on 3 January 2018, Bamsley Council have
prepared = draft Masterplan Framework for site ES10. land south of Dearns Valley
Parioway. This incledes sround 72 9 hectares of employment land and supporting
infrastructura.

#» Detsils of the draft Masterplan Framework will be avsilable to view online at
barnsley. gov ukiggldihorpe from Monday 25 January, 10am.

How to engage:

» Please complete the online questionnaire at barnsley. gov.ukignldthorns
#» Please follow Barnsley Council on Facebook and Twitter for information sbout
upcoming Q&4 sessions

If you require assistance filling in the guestionnaire, reguire a hard copy. have language for
disability access needs, please contact Bamsley Council on 01228 773558 or email
masterplanning@bamsley. gov uk.

The information you provide will only be used for the purposes of this consulistion. Your
wiews are welcomed and will be considered in preparing the final draft of the Masterplan
Framework for adoption by Full Council. The deta submitted will be held securaly in
sccordance with General Data Protection Regulation (GDFR).

The consultation will open for six weeks from Monday 25 January at 10am. The
deadline for receiving comments is Monday 8 March at Spm.

Joe Jenkinzon
Head of Planning & Building Control
PO Box 634

Barn:ley
570 9GG
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Appendix B Copy of consultation material

@BARNSLEV

WErODONTaN Barceiah Coumcil

Visi
To create a deliverable, sustainable,
high-quality employment site which

will provide for the town and the wider
Dearne Valley.

The employment site, lbcal plan site reference ES10,
is located off the AG35 west of Goldthorpe. The
Goldthorpe industrial estate is situated to the east and
the RSPB Old Moor Wetlands Reserve to thesouth. RSPBDearne Valley
Otd Moor
An attractive and high-quality employment-led
dewelopment will be delivered on the 73 hectare site,
comprising of offices, research and development and
industrial uses in ClassE.

e X . Contents
The redevelopment of this site provides an opportunity
to deliver a high-quality employment site, whilst What is a Masterplan Framework 3 Design considerations: 12
responding positively to the surrounding environment. and why is it required? Movement and transport

By respecting the site and its surroundings. the site
will be set within green infrastructure and will aim to
embrace lowcarbon and energy usage. Site constraints 10 Nextsteps 18

Technical considerations The concept masterplan 14

Site opportunities n

Gl P e Mast eep L Fraeronm ork 2
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Who is involved? The site is located west of the AXM) and east of the Site all
e i wodbisdinkor “ Mimotorway. Site reference Site area | Proposed use
y Counc workedinc ation wit £s10 720ha |E nt: Busi
Edward Architecture and Savills, landowners and Thesite itself arable farmland, witha o m"’”l"fm.m )
land agents. of hedgerows and ditches running through it. Areas of Storage and Distribution
plantation woodland are present along the northern Neighbouring site allocations

Consultation is ongoing with all the landowners and boundary with Bamsley Road, while more msture HS61(accessto | 14.8ha 279 dwelings

land agents who have land interests that fall within broadleaved woodland is present on long stretches of site from ES10)

the Masterplan Framework site boundary, and joint Carr Dike, which flows through the centre of the site. HS44 9.0ha 194 dwellings

working and consultation is ongoing with Doncaster

Metropolitan Borough Council given theclose The site also neighbours two allocsted housing sites

proximity of the local authority boundary. HS651to thesouth, and HS44 tothe east.

Masterplan Framework area Y fnd informat A
) about site ES10 on Barnsley’s

The Goldthorpe Masterplan Framework site covers Ll Porhes

local plan site reference ES10 and is located off the :

AB35 west of the settlement of Goldthorpe.

The site is bordered tothe east by both Goldthorpe

Industrial Estate and residential properties within

Goldthorpe and Bolton Upon Deame. The site’s north

boundary borders the AG35 with arable land and the

village of Billingley to the north. The RSPB Old Moor

Wetlands Reserveis to the south. To the west of

the site, arable land extends to the AG195 south of

Cathill roundabout.

Gk e o Mt aep L Feaervom ok 4

What is a Masterplan Framework
and why is it required?

SN SN SN

[ National \ | Council's Local Plan | .,' Goldthorpo ‘.
| Planning Policy % \ and Supplementary ?% Mast ,
| andGuidance | \ Planning / '.

\\\.m B / \Docuncnu /

Each council is required by government to produce

a plan. TheB v Local Plan The Masterplan F i allows
was adopted by the council in January 2019, id and to be involved and
The Masterplan Framework is a strategic document provide feedback on site specific draft plans and
thatsits benesth the Local Plan and will inform leyissues thet haven't been resdived through

7N

Planning

anowork ‘-. Applications .'I

N / \ / |

This feedback will be reviewed and considered
vhen drawing up the final M plan Fi &

The Masterplan Framework will need to be approved
by Cabinet before the determination of any planning

chanan

future planning applications. the Local Plan processes. pplications within the plan area. Technical
) work is currently ongoing that will help to shape the
Itis a requirement that a number of larger allocated ot ple.th could Masterplan F k and its requ

sites need to be supported by a Masterplan + Landscape character

37

Framework approved by the council. Looking at
large allocations in this way. rather than on a site-
by-site basis, makes sure we can make the best
useof sites and secure sustainable and inclusive
growth, refiecting each of our corporate priorities.

Gkt e po Mast oo Lan Fraemiw ok

« Biodiversity
« Heritage and archaeology
« Conservation area

« Land ati

and ground stability
+ Foodriskand drainage
« Sustsinable transport and active travel
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Land ownership

There are a number of different landowners within
the masterplan site. Negotiations have been ongoing
with landowners during the development of the
Masterplan Framework.

Proposed Staged Land Assembly Plan:

A land assembly strategy is being developed to
assist in bringing the site forwards. The map below
shows how the Masterplan Framework site could
be brought forward in a phased manner.

Gkt Nor pe Mast e n Framew ok

Public transport

Bus

The AB35 (Bamsley Road) is a key bus route
connecting the newemployment land with Barnsley,
Rotherham and Doncaster town centres, as well
smallercentres such as Grimethorpe and Goldthorpe.

Bus Stop Distance |Servicing
from site
Billingley, Billingley 0.15km X19, 208,
Green Lane 218,218a
Highgate, Dudley Drive 0O.5km X19, 208,
218,218a
Darfield. Balkley Lane 1.53km X19, 208,
218,218a

Train

Goldthorpe Rail Station is located approximately 2km
east of the site. Operating on the Wakefield Line,

it provides hourly rail services between Leeds and
Sheffield from Monday to Saturday. with a reduced
service on Sunday. This allows peopleto travel to and
from the site via rail as part of acombined journey.

Gkt po Mast o Lan Sraermeow ook
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Active Travel

Bamsley Council have an approved Active Travel
Strategy to encourage more people to walk and
cycle in Bamsley. improving the quality of life of
Bamsley's residents.

Growth corridor, links, paths, roads:

Neighbouring properties and uses

There will be design considerations to reduce
theimpact that the development will have on the
surmounding landscape which includes residential
properties to north west of site, Hesther Garth
Primary Academy, Lacewood Primary School and
the residential development on Billingley View.

In order to integrate employment development
among residential properties, the planning will
consider adequate separation dist. with
appropriate boundary treatments to prevent loss
of privacy and clearly define the boundaries
between character areas.

Local facilities

There area range of local facilities and amenities
within a 5 and 10 minute wak of the site (400m
and 800m respectively). The centre of Goldthorpe
is approximately 1.7km away to the east of the site
which is appraximately a 26 minute walk The site
iswell served by public transport and Goldthorpe
train station is approximately a 20-minute walk
from thesite.

Within the 10 minute walking catchment area,
future employees would have access to Aldi
supermarket and other facilities within Goldthorpe.

A key priority isthe building of asafeand fully
segregated off-road active travel link connecting
Bamsley town centre and Goldthorpe. This will run
albngthe AG35 Bamsley Road) and pass the ES10 site
directly at the northem boundary. In addition, ways to
improve walking and cycling from the already existing
Public Rights of Way will be considered and enhanced.
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Technical considerations

Landscape character

Thecharacter of the existing landscape has been
altered over the years as a result of mining activity.
Thesite landscape comp farmland. The p
development will result in a loss of openfarmland and
achange in character. The loss of existing landscape
features will be mitigated through significant new native
planting. Proposed wide planting belts will help to visually
screen development at the north west and southemn
boundaries. The site falls within the Deame Valley Green
Heart Nature Imp Area which includes parts of
Barrsley, D Rotherhamb

g
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Biodiversity

The site is crossed by Carr Dike which enters the
site close to the centre of the north boundary and
exits mid-way down the site’s western boundary.
B ing Carr Dike is broadl d semi-natural
dland L dland and ions of

species poorgrassland.

A network of hedges within the site area include a

mix of species rich and species poor. Some hedgerows
are intact whilst others are defunct, however, this
network provides a f ecological cor ivity
through the site away from Carr Dike.

By retaining Carr Dike, this will minimi ial

As partof the Local Plan process, a numberof
ecological surveys were undertaken which indicated
thatthe site was attractive to golden plover. Overthe
winter months of 2019/2020, golden plover surveys
and assessments were undertaken. The survey work
was afollow up to original surveys completed in 2014.

The results conclude that the habitats on site are not
critical to the local wintering golden plover populations
within the Dearne Valley. A Preliminary Ecological
Assessment Report (June 2020) has been completed
on the site by Middl Bell Ecology and the ining
surveys are progressing to completion before afull

Dueto theintended development of the site. some
vegetation will need to be removed. However, any

g lost will be replaced and enh d by
incorporating blocks of native tree planting and new
hedg As partofthe M. plan F k.
theschemewill:

+ Retain the existing woodland and hedgerows
on the site’s boundary:

+ Retain the section of hedgerow remaining
in the north-west comer of the site

We will continue to work with key stakeholders
i g the RSPB, Natural England: Deame

logical impact reporti P
The Masterplan Framework will look to retain as many

impacts downstream for other Deame Valley nature
sites. It is recommended that a 10m buffer to comprise
semi-natural habitat is established between Carr
Dike and the new development.

Further considerations may include:

« 8 sustainable drainage system

« green roofs

+ an ecologically itive lighting sch

+ new hedgerow planting and infilling
of boundary hedgerows

« integrated bird nesting and bat roosting
opportunities in new buildings

Gl Poe p Mast emp L Frarrow ok

f significant ecological value as p

At the pl g appli stage. a of
protected species surveys will becarried outto
protect species.

The Masterplan Framework aims to improve the
current ecological value of the site by 10%. This may
be achieved through the creation of new habitats
and features. He some off-site may
also be an option to improve local wildlife sites
around Goldthorpe.

Valley Green Heart Partnerships and the Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust.

Heritage and archaeology

An archaeological assessment of the site highlighted
that archaeological remains are likely to be present
within the southern part of the site.

Itis recommended by both Barnsley Council and the
South Yorkshire Archaeology Service SYAS) that further
archaeological reports should be commissioned at the
earliest opportunity to help clarify the nature of the
expected archaeological remains and their sensitivities.

This work will help inform the layout and design of the
development within the site.
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Conservation area

Approximately 80% of the south is shown to lie on
natural bedrock of either shales, mudstonesorthe

Billingley Conservation Area lies appr ty Tkm to
the north west of the masterplan site. The villagesitson
the crest of a hill that lies between Darfield to the west
and Thurnscoe to the east. Billingley wasdeveloped as a
small farming village with two main farms located within
a small community of workers, cottages and farmhouses,
most likely existing from the medieval period onwards.
The village isone of afew in the areathat was not
subject to major expansion and development during

the growth of the mining industry in the late 9thand
20th Duetothe position of the village, views
are available in almost every direction out of thevillage.
The M: plan F will seek to safe d

the setting of the Billingley Conservation area while
supporting the development of the site.

Land contamination
and ground stability

South Yorkshire Mining Advisory Service have advised
that the northemn 20% of the site is largely made of fill
material associated with the backfilling of the former
opencast coal operations in this area. Small sections in
the extreme north and north east (which have not been
opencast) will pose some risk for shallow historic mining
void mig Future devel itin these areas will
equi itable site i igation works to ensure sound
stability for development in those specific areas.

Gokt e po Madt sep L Fraerow ok

Site constraints

« Sloping valley site
« Affected by flood zones 2 and 3

« Ecology and trees around Carr Dike and
ributaries (8 meter mini quired)

+ Road side trees to AG35
« Overhead cables
« Former mining activity

+ Views from Billingley Conservation
Areal mile to the north

» Views from existing and proposed
housing developments
+ Long distant views north west and south
+ RSPB Deame Valley, Old Moor to south-west
« Don't asffect the openness of the adjacent
greenbelt, to north, west and south of site
« Don't ively affect the residential

amenity of adjacent future housing sites
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gh Rock Sandstone of the middle coal
measures. Very few issues are anticipated over this
section of the land as little former land uses other
than agriculture is known.

The Coal Authority are a key consultee forany future
proposed development for the masterplan site.

Flood risk assessment

Carr Dike and a ing d

run through the site. The north west of the site falls
within Flood Zones 2 and 3, therefore development
will be carefully designed to ensure that building
footprints do not enter into this area. However,
servicing areas and car parking would be suitable
uses. A flood risk assessment will be required as part
of any planning appli along with a detailed
drainage strategy for the site.

Improvements to the drainage of the site include the
creation of a habitat corridor along Carr Dike as well
assustainable drainage solutions. This will ensure
that rainwater falling on the siteis still abletodrain

into the Dike which would also improve water quality.

'/I 5 % ,/' I
T

A drainage strategy is currently being developed
as part of the Masterplan Framework. This will also
consider flood risk both within the site and within
theimmediate locality.

Air quality

The construction and operational phase air
quality impacts of the proposed development
will be fully assessed.

§
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Site opportunities

s

]

« Natural site split around Carr Dike
ecology corridors

« Large level development plateaus
achievable with ‘cut and fill' and bunding

« New roundabout access from AG35
serving north, west and southem sections

+ Access from Dudley Drive serving
north-east section

« Opportunity to extend and improve AG35
roadside tree belt either side of access

» Levels, bunding and treescapes mitigate views
from Billingley Conservation Area to north

+ Enhance ecology areas and wetland drainage

« Opportunities to enhance agricultural
conditions on retained fields attractive to
golden plover

« Provision for access to adjacent site HS51

« Cument highways improvements facilitate
168 ,000sq.m employment floor space
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Design considerations: Movement and transport

Access Proposed access:

Access into the site will be taken froma proposed
new roundabout on the AG35 which would bethe
main entry point to the development. A secondary
access could be taken from Dudley Drive to allow
acocess into the plots to the north east. The site is
also required to provide access into the residential
allocation HS51. Itis expected that this would be
provided within the south east comerof the site

taken from Billingley View.
Accessibility
In addition to the bus services on the AG35, the site SITE

has the ability to be accessible by public transport
with existing stops on Billingley View in the southeast
corner. Therefore, it will be importanttoensure that
high-quality pedestrian routes are provided to link in
with this existing bus route, which provides an hourly
serviceb Bamsley and Rotherh

AB35 BARNSLEY ROAD ES10 ACCESS
‘GENERAL ARRANGEMENT

ﬂ EARELEY
Mutrogoltan Bomegh Counal

In addition, Goldthorpe Railway Station is around
1.2km from the site and could be accessed from
Dudley Drive on the eastern boundary. It will
therefore beimportant to allow pedestrian access
along thisfrontage.
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The residential areas within Bolton upon Deamne and
Goldthorpe are both within a 2km walking distance
of the site. It will beimportant to ensure accessalong
the eastern boundary of the site to maximise the
opportunity for sustainable travel to and from the site.

A series of highway works are being completed off
site to allowthe impact of the development to be

dated within the existing road network:
P sk/mi-junction-36
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Public transport provision

Barnsley Bus Partnership will be consulted throughout
the development of the Masterplan Framework to
establish the preferred means of the site being served
by public transport.

Itisenvisaged that direct. safe and attractive walking
routes to bus stops will be provided to encourage the
useof public transport for residents, employees and
visitors. At the planning applications stage, developers
will be required tosubmit Travel Plans which set out
how sustainable travel measures will be implemented,
monitored and reviewed over an agreed period.

Impact on the road network

Although every effort will be made to minimise private
carusage by providing necessary activetravel and
public transport infrastructure and promoting measures
to encourage staff not to usetheircars. itis recognised
thatan employment site of this scale will inevitably
increase traffic on the road network. Partly in recognition
of this, the capacity of roundabouts to the east of the
site (Cathill, Broomhill and Wath Road roundabouts)
iscurrently being enhanced. This represerts the
latestin a series of infrastructure investments over
recent decades that have helped imp: ibility

Future planning applications relating to the masterplan
site will need to be supported by a Transport A t
or Transport Statement and Travel Plan in orderto

Transition to Zero Carbon

As part of the Masterplan Framework, an energy

determine the transport imp ions of the development
proposal by all modes of transport. This process enables
the highways and port imp ofthedevelop

to be fully d., and a pack of

developed that mitigate the impact of the development
providing target levels for walking, cycling and public
transport usage. The measures and mode share travel
targets agreed during the planning process will be
secured by the council through planning condition and/
or legal ag it b the appli and council.
This will provide for the monitoring of the travel plan
towards achieving the set targets together with remedial
measures that will need to be taken if travel plan targets
are not achieved during a set period of time.

Bypasses for the villages of Hickleton and Marr, within
the borough of Doncaster, also remain an aspiration
with work ongoing to develop a business case aimed

at secure funding, which would then enable a planning
application to be prepared. Given that traffic generated
from this site would likely increase traffic volumeson
the A635. the Council is working closely with Doncaster
Metropolitan Borough Council and Sheffield City
Region tosupport theirwork on the business case.

We are also striving togain a consensus on how

to and from the Deame Valley to encourage job
creation and new homes within and around the former
mining settlements.
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delivery of this site could be phased. particularly as it
isallocated for employment use and that job creation
is paramount given the impact of the pandemic.

We are therefore interested in your views as to how we

gy will be developed. All built d
will be designed to aid the transition to a Zero
Carbon borough by 2045, in line with Bamsley's
Zerod5 ambition. The design of the development
will be future proofed by:

+ Optimising the form and orientation of
buildings to maximise opportunities for
natural daylight and solar technologi

gt

Prioritising fabric energy efficiency and air
tightness to reduce energy demand

Where possible, moving away from fossil fuels
and install heat pumps (ground or sir source)

Installing active Electric Vehicle charging points
in rd with the requi ofthe
council's Sustainable Travel Supplementary
Planning D orasa q ofan
agreed electric vehicle charge point strategy

Assess the feasibility for solar panels and
green roofs

» Monitoring energy consumption in line with
Barnsley Council's Sustainable Energy Action Plan

Assess the feasibility of battery storage or provide
the appropriate connections and space for future
connections, to reduce peak demand

+ Reduce embodied carbon, by using less material,
ycled aggregates and steel, and design for

might control the phasing of develop
Masterplan Framework

withinthe

The concept
masterplan

Designs help to create a sense of place and
distinctive built environment and are critical
to the success of the Masterplan Framework.

Future detailed design will consider the
arrangement of buildings and positioning
of landscaping.

As shown on the emerging masterplan, the employment

elements of the Masterplan Framework will be split down into

Option1:
Option 2:
Mix of plot sizes

Option 3:
Business park style

plots of varying sizes. The belowillustrations provide examples
of howthe site could be developed with different employment
opportunities. The three plans show a range of differert size

units, which would attract a variety of end users.
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flexibility, adaptability and disassembly

Warehousing and distribution use
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Option 1:
Warehousing and distribution use
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Option 2:
Mix of plot sizes
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Option 3:
Busin

Petnon Upee
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The adopted Barnsley Local Plan sets out that Six week Public Consultation period: The Masterplan Framework will continue to evolve
Masterplan Frameworks should be adopted prior to 25 January to 8 March 2021 incorporating technical work as it becomes available.
the determination of any planning applications on

land within thesite. The Masterplan Framework will Adoption of Masterplan Framework:
be a material consideration in the determination of Summer 2021

This public consultation is an opportunity for the
local community and key stakeholders to provide
important feedback on the Masterplan Framework
subsequent planning applications. themes and to help shape the final document.

Forall the latest on the Goldthorpe West
Masterplan Framework, including details of how
you can submit your comments, please visit:
barnsleygov.uk/Goldthorpe

BARNSLEY edward
Pt ]

g Covngil
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