HLVNF SLP consultation
meeting and AGM

22"d November 2025
High Lane Village Hall
2-4.30pm




Agenda 10 SLP consultation

1 Stockport Local Plan Regulation 18 consultation review

Welcome by HLVNF Chair Richard Jones
1A Forum, Stockport Local plan Reg.18 Draft dbackground & Key facts 6C

1B Green belt v Grey belt arguments Chair

1C High Lane site allocation dHOM2.16 Chair

1D Sandown Road site allocation HOM 2.18 HGGAG

1F Traffic & Infrastructure Chair

1G Consultation Responses, Plan of action & Questionnaire Chair
BREAK

2 High Lane Village Neighbourhood Forum AGM 2025




Agenda 2

High Lane Village neighbourhood Forum AGM 2025
2A Apologies & Approval of the minutes of AGM 2024  Secretary

2C Financial Report (copies on request) Treasurer
2D Chairmands report on theCharast Vyeas
2E Report on Planning Outcomes from Planning Lead lan Carpenter
2F Carr Brow Children's Home update, Chair

2G Election of Officers to NF Committee Secretary
(Please join us! New members welcome!)
2H Any Other Business
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High Lane Village Neighbourhood Forum:
Our Role

u Forum Designated Area approved by SMBQ4 September 2017

u  Forum is a Statutory consultee for all developments in that area

u  Forum developed a Neighbourhood Plan with community consultation

u  Approved by Independent Planning Examiner (Reg.17)- 19 March 2021
u  Referendum & Plan was made - 16 September 2021

u Forum re-designated (after 5 years) - 14 September 2022

u  We represent everyone who lives or works in our areal!

Your Forum, Your Plan, Your Say!




u

HLVNF Designated Area

Aligned to Marple South & High Lane council
voting area

Represented by 3 councillors:
Y Colin McCallister (LibDem)
Y Shan Alexander (LibDem)

Y Aron Thornley (Labour)

Y Forum consulted Hazel Grove councillors
in 2017 on boundary, and it was agre ed.

Y Note: Hazel Grove does not have a Forum,
so it has no designated area of
Neighbourhood Plan

https://www.stockport.gov.uk/development -
plan/adopted -neighbourhood -plans
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Stockport Local Plan o Background &
key facts

u SMBC have had a Draft Local Pl an for

u 202X nservative government announced
Policy FrogaohEwBFr&nning rul es)

u No changes were made but it halted al
u 2024 bour government | mplement change
u SMBC Local Pl an f&mlnissuld & A t@ilornj2udieag! .

v Halted by UK & | ocal el ections

u 2024 an NfDadsr een Belonlay | BcawthB inefl dt &r get

uThe Hi gh LanéO®roemeens Beltti on was
u The new NPPF was re2@asded in December

u Green Belt & Grey Belt @QuWi2bbance not unt i
u SMBC del ayed Local Plan uohtiglal Ganey i cel




Stockport Local Plan o0 Background &
key facts cont.

16 September 2025 dMinster of state for Housing & Planning letter
MATTHEW PENNYCOOK MP to SMBC

u Set an Intervention timescale:

u  Regulation 18 consultation should be completed 24 December 2025;

u Regulation 19 consultation should be completed 1 September 2026;
u  Submission of the plan for examination should be 30 November 2026.

Stockport Councill set consultation between:
u 6 November to Sunday 21 December 2025

Have your say!




SMBC response to Ministers Letter
24-Sep-25 - Mark Roberts - Excerpts

ot he new housi ng taanos)dubbng of h@numberefhbuses n
your government now insist be built in Stockport
, rathe

We wanted to ensure that our brownfield sites could be developed first

than giving large developers a charter to concrete over swathes of our Green
Belt regardless of the views of local residents or their democratically elected
representatives.

You are making it clear to our residents that your government do not respect
this (Brownfield First) or the views  of local councillors and local people.

Consultants (LUC), paid for by the grant from your department,.. carry out the
review of Green Belt your government has demanded, using your criteria to

identify the (Grey Belt) land you do not value highly enough to be protected
from devel opment any | ongero



Stockport local plan 0 Key documents

u  Stockport Local Plan dAppendix 1
u  Explains the plan
u  Section 4.4 page 101-105 HOM1 Housing requirements & HOM 2 sites

u Policies Map dAppendix 2

u  Shows all the sites

u Addressing our development needs JdAppendix 3

u  Explains how the decisions on allocation made on numbers & sites using NPPF

u  Green Belt Assessment by consultants LUC, Landuse:
u  Manchester, 4th Floor, 57 Hilton Street, Manchester M1 2EJ
u 0161 802 2800 manchester@landuse.co.uk

ud7% of Stockportodos | and that
u 30% of this is Grey Belt din their opinion!
u A 15% reduction! (That is 879 hectares = 1,230 football pitches!)



mailto:manchester@landuse.co.uk

Stockport local plan dKey Numbers

i EqYHt GYI| qWx YHAC O WAG C OUtlerx &¥ Hc¢ 0 Wc Ye

Source No. of homes
o ~¢ttREBEWIGCH JWYnWagel NG ME ¥1 WE qY # | Permissions 4,047
01 Y201 06100 q 0RO Ims ¥ 631V MW W SHLAA sites 3,748
TC allowance 6,889
o N6 Rt W ha & ydTORlymtY IG 1| MIT WD ¢ | SHOY 2 U1 W | Small sites allowance 1,022
o Ex A7 ¢t 100 R ONEUA NG WEnuG v+ 31 wr o | DC allowance 700
71 YsU3WO0Tl WaYHe qRY U TOTAL 16,406
o N6RY WGIE 210t IN® BIQ&NGIdld MdIimb WY 'n LW
V YUt etqcUqt W 32 RIIs I YR OENRI DILHSIINGE :
o 9YUt 2ldaqc UQq J Js 1J A ORI L IO YT U Baseline Euppl'y’
o] Y2131 Ud 10 Na@EELE O B WURIN MG & | TOTAL 25,371

i ~¢ Ul W+ GUIl aqt WANGR2 IWg | LHN 31,790
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Green Belt Assessmento steps

f
2)Assaedsthey meet Grey belt cri

1)Def lameas (Parcels) of | and

3)Rattehe parcels Very soétrong to
safeguarding countryside

4)ReviFovwot 7cotiet eri a for restricti
s)Eval wateg al | | mpact A,B, C.D and
6)Overl ay byotSevBtCi al devel opment

7)Al'l ocateerevitesonally define par
as sites for devel opment

s8)SLP Hi gh 1Ran& $HOMd own Ro.aldd H

SLP Green Belt Assessment: Chapter 3 Green Belt Assessment Methodology (LUC



Green Beltv Grey Belt 0
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

u NPPF 142: States that

u 0the fundament al ail m ogreve@trudanispral®le bytkeepimglland
permanently open ;

u the essential characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and the

NPPF 143: States that the Green Belt serves five purposes:

B A- to check the unrestricted sprawl of large built -up areas;

m B - to prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;
B C- to assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment;

m D - to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and

W E - to assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urb
land.

A, B & D used to assess Grey Belt



Green Belt v Grey Belt ogrey belt NPPF

Grey belto 1's defined 1 n Annex 2

The most recent version of the NPPF also created a sub-section of land in the Green
Belt called O6grey beltd. That i1 s define

u oLand i n the Green Belt comprising pre

u any other land that, in either case, does not strongly contribute to any of
purposes (a), (b), or (d) in paragraph 143.



Green Belt v Grey Belt ogrey belt NPPF

Grey belt is defined in Footnote 7 of the NPPF as

w &Grey beltd excludes | and where the ap
assets infootnote 7 (other than Green Belt) would provide a strong reason for
refusing or restricting development. o

u  habitats; sites (and those sites listed in paragraph 194) and/or

u as Sites of Special Scientific Interest;

u land designated as Green Belt, Local Green Space,

v a National Landscape, a National Park (or within the Broads Authority)

u or defined as Heritage Coast; irreplaceable habitats; designated heritage
assets (and other heritage

u assets of archaeological interest referred to in footnote 75);

u and areas at risk of flooding or coastal change.

u  The PPG states in such locations, it may be necessarytoonl y oprovi si o
such | and as grey belt I n advance of mo

u  https://lwww.gov.uk/government/collections/planning -practice -guidance
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Gr een

Golden Rules:

u

Where major development involving the provision
of housing is proposed within or on land released
from the Green Belt the following contributions
should be made:

Affordable housing din line with specifications set
out in more detail in the NPPF and PPG.

Necessary improvements to local or national
infrastructure; and

The provision of new, or improvements to
existing, green spaces that are accessible to the
public.

Sites must have infrastructure &
Improved accessible green spaces

e ety Bel t




SLP Appendix 3 dAssessing our development needs

u 0The NPPF (paragraphs 145

changes to Green Belt boundaries would require
there to be exceptional circumstances , which
includes an inability to meet housing need

u  Consequently, the council has been required to
consider development of land in the Green Belt

u  The sequential approach in NPPF 148expects that,
in considering Green Belt,

u we first look at sites which have been previously
developed (grey belt),

u then those grey belt sites which are not previously
developed

u andthenother Gr een Bel t si tes

(1

3 S t

[ High Lane parcel
[ Neighbouring parcel
[ Stockport
Nejghbouring authority

Grégen Bethnd outside of
Stockport

Al P «Z
) S /"\m A3
PR 4l

(X2 Area of no openness

Green Belt land potentially not
suitable for definition as grey
belt land in the borough

. Potentially suitable for definition
as grey belt land in the borough

Potential grey belt land
overlapping with footnote 7
designations in the borough

Footnote 7 desinnations outside




Green Beltv Grey Belt

Grey belt PPG for Purpose C
Purpose C dto protect the countryside from encroachment

u  3.74 Purpose C is not relevant to the identification of grey belt

u and is not referenced in the PPG,

u but it is still one of the five purposes of Green Belt set out in the NPPF.
u Ratings of contribution to Purpose C could still help inform judgements regarding

u  Which grey belt areas are more suitable for release than others in Green Belt terms

u Green Belt Assessment Methodology
u  The publication of the updated Planning Practice Guidance (PPG)

u  February 2025 on Green Belt assessment

u  Developed by LUC dthe Consultants




Green Beltv Grey Belt 0

Table 4.1: Green Belt contribution vec)

\

u Grey belt rating used for allocation
u BasedComt ri bution to NPP#& purposesa,galﬂ
v Parcels of | and rating Moderate ofr LO\ar

u Pur podteo Cporotect the countrysio

Settlement / Area Parcel Purpose A Purpose B Purpose C Purpose D Potentially
reference suitable for
definition as

Grey Belt
East of Reddish ER6 Very Strong Very Strong Strong Weak/No No
East of Reddish ER7 Weak/No Weak/No Weak/No Yes

High Lane HL1 Weak/No Weak/No Strong Weak/No Yes
High Lane HL2 Weak/No Weak/No Strong Weak/No Yes
High Lane HL3 Weak/No Weak/No Strong Weak/No Yes
High Lane HL4 Weak/No Weak/No Weak/No Yes
High Lane HLS Weak/No Weak/No Strong Yes
High L apne Strona Neak/Nc Strona Ng

High Lane Yes

OV 216 site

Weak/No -
Weak/No

High Lane Yes

I
Al e 5 WEdh INU

OLIUI'I'L '



Green Belt v Grey Belt Rating: High Lane

Grey belt rating used for Overall Grey belt rating 0Green Be
allocation of sites % = —— -
-

' BN Very Strong
- [ strong
Moderate
.. [0 weakiNo

Based on oCont
NPPF purposes A, B, C & D

Parcels of land

Moderate - Orange | Wl
or Low & Yellow ~
HL 1,2,3,5,6 & 9 = Strong : ;
HL4, 7 & 8 = Moderate

Parkgat
Fmy



Greenbelt v Grey Belt 0High Lane

Hi gh Lane 2siltee HOM
u Designated Grey Bel
v Rated Modé&gkd&8t e HL
u Al l ocated for devel
v Even though other W ' |
u But Developer schemp & ’H;g@“k,?gegg&%&&
L KCS & Q Devel opment W |
ul, OB0 me s |

[ South and E

u SMBC appears devel op €de

st of Hazel rovp) nghest Contnbutnon to NPPF
T purposes A, B, Cand D

[ Neighbouring parcel B Very Strong
[ Stockport [ strong
[ Neighbouring authority [ Moderate

Green Belt [ Weak




Greenbelt v Grey Belt 0 Sandown Road

“SECTMMMVaOMMATS: -

Sandown Road site HOM 2.18 I IS

u Designated Grey Belt by LUC ?‘ & :'  s oo
u Rated Moderate SEHG 12

u Allocated for development

u  Even though other Weak sites

1 Again 8 Developer proposal in place! e Ot
u Story Homes 8300 homes : |

e _\ o : vt VAR s S
Highest Contribution to NPPF

od FESY
[ South and East of Hazel Grove

parcel purposes A, B, Cand D
(] Neighbouring parcel B Very Strong
[ Stockport I strong
[ Neighbouring authority [ Moderate

Green Belt [ Weak




Green Belt v Grey Belt 0 SMBC Proposal \

T NS Z
=\

Plan site HOM 2.16
Made up of 2 Grey Bely areas:
High Lane HL 7 & HL 8
HOM 2.18

Sandown Road NO Green Be|t
"~ development in our |
designated area -le—mmmmmmemems




What people say:

u

u

House of Lor dsNovd24:

remain concerned that the Government has not fully considered the
implications of implementing so many intrinsically linked planning policies
simultaneously or in quick succession.

Campaign for Rural Engl and Oct 0625

A lack of definition on Grey Belt in NPPF puts working farms and greenbelt at
risk. 41,000 people signed CPRE petition for change. Government rejected it.

UK Government petition Sep0625

We think the grey belt glossary definition [which] could result in the loss of our
countryside foreve r - vital for health and wellbeing, combatting climate change
and supporting wildlife

The chancell or Novd25:

otearing up burdensome regul ations,
with Al, we want to go further still by backing the buil de

uThey daoamdten and donot




U 1,000 more Homes

U High Lane has 2,200 now! =40% increase

U Disproportionate to a rural village!

U NPPF 83 To promote sustainable
development in rural areas , housing should
be located where it will enhance or maintain
the vitality of rural communities

0 NPPF 110

U Significant development should be focused
on locations which are or can be made
sustainable, through limiting the need to
travel and offering a genuine choice of
transport modes.

U This can help to reduce congestion and
emissions, and improve air quality and
public health

HOM 2.16 High Lane




High Lane site HOM 2.16

u Developers 0Q Development

u promoting 17 -acre site for 200 homes

u South of A6
u Builders 0 KCS Developments Ltd.
u 800 Homes

u North of A6

u  Lobbying SMBC planning for 8 years!
u  SMBC Planner take the easy option!

KCS- 3rd Floor, Goodbard House, 15 Infirmary
Street, Leeds, England, LS1 2JP
01132439037

«  Middlewood Way
(disused railway line)
' phy edge to develop
@ Existing residential
= urban edge

> WALLER
PARTNERS

4705/09 - PJV - 26th September 2017
HIGH LANE, STOCKPORT - KCS DEVELOPMENT LTD




HOM 2.16 High Lane site risks- Flooding!

Greater Manchdély béStdrLetveedi ¢ Fl ood2®R2B8k As's
u For the proposed all ocat2i0d® at Hi gh La

u Judging by the | evel of fluvi al and 9 &r b
site Is witHwheFkeooesrZrdeati al devel opment

u Il ncl 8metsre buffer that the EA request f
u The |l and here iIs included Iin riparian tr ee

u EA reconnmpemdsnpgarutps of the High, LankeyBreohi o
section underneath the site access route
objectives.

v Enhancement of High Lane Brook should al so

u OAf ull drainage stratetgy ensgur &

nNo ncrease I n surface wataser af  ea
devel opment




i

Other High Lane site risks - Mining

Coal Authority
response to High Lane
Neighbourhood Plan
20207

OoOur records
that within the plan

area identified coal
mining activity has

taken place and left a
legacy at surface and
shallow depth

including;

68 mine entries,

Reported surface
hazards and coal
workings

)Torldngton

Htat:orﬂ
=

tine woﬁ

Park Pit Plantation

Torkington Rd

a
%

M

|
:11 Mine Entry

(/
%
l, \
' ~
I' __ jehurst Rd
% ¢
I, Abandoned
. %‘!,, | | Mines Catalogue
. c ) Development
Development High Risk High Risk Area
Surface Coal
Resource Area

Mine Entry
Potential Zone of
Influence

i
Ju Fissures and
Breaklines

Surface Mining
(Past and Current)

Past Shallow Coal
Mine Workings
Disl
4 Probable Shallow
[ Coal Mine
Workings

&M

Minins Ramadliatinn Aithn
Contains|OS data € Crawn Copyriaht and database rights




HAZEL
GROVE

GREENBELT
ACTION GROUP

STOP THE URBAN SPRAWL

HLNVF
Meeting

Opposing Greenbelt & Greenspace Developments

A

Preserve Our Greenbelt

f L

Al YqUHQqLIS 2 | LW9THkE ActiodTRggther






Sandown Field From Greenbelt to Greybelt

waa



Our Position: What we Stand For

What we SUPPORT

AMoral and ethical
construction

ADevelopment in suitable
locations

AProjects that enhance the
Community

What we STRONGLY OPPOSI

ADevelopment threatening
Greenbelt & Greenspaces

AUnnecessary urban
expansion

AProjects that harm our
community




CPRE Brownfield Survey 2025

CPRET Campaign to Protect Rural England, founded ih926

i Y1l ¢ IGLY §WHqWe Ul AUWE EURRY 6 WHY 2 Uql !

Focus onplanning, housing, farming, transport & energy

National charity withlocal branches and volunteers




CPRE ReportSeptember 2025

Almost 27,000

Brownfield Sites Brownfield Sites

Increased by 56%

Established
Enough 55% have
BROWNFIELD Planning
sites for 1.4 Permission in

MILLION homes place.




What I1s a suitable site?
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Population Growth Concerns

Hazel Grove Population =000 —
22,500
2001 19,679
22,000
2011 19,887 o WWNE
%21,000
2021 20,170 o LUN HOIT E
(Projected) (% 20.000 - 20,170
— O 19,887
2031 22,738 o LUN = KON EIET
Figures from the Official Government Census 19,000
18,500
18,000
2001 —MNN 2021 2031

120 Years of Natural Growth in 10 Years! s EE




IMPACT




Local Traffic
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Offerton Road / Torkington Raa@fficial AADT Counts
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The Air We Breathe

Already at dangerous levels



N
/

How Many of you suffer from Asthma’7

j - %
Vo .




Respiratory disease Is the

third-biggest cause of death
IN England.

7 & -,,/'
Department of Health & Social Care 202¢



Nitrogen Dioxide (NQ) Levels

A Petrol & Diesel vehicles produce Nitrogen Dioxide (N
A 48% Cars
A 19% HGVs
A 26% LGVs
A 7% Buses & Taxis

A Nitrogen Dioxide causes:
A Respiratory inflammation
A Reducing lung capacity and
A Causing breathing difficulties

Government Guideline for NQis Hazel Grove (2023)

No U X
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Primary Schools Secondary Schools
A Yl Hel ! WcABEGWAIIqJIl t B AHazel Grove
ANY!l t RURqYAEqWERGY Ut B AMarple
AccANdaWw] !l Y2u A Cheadle Hulme
A~YYI 31301 A Harrytown

A St James

Actual [MIEC)K] pedcll 6,303
Capacity [ERSlP! Capacity NeIWACY/

6,220 6,230 6,240 6,250 6,260 6,270 6,280 6,290 6,300 6,310

1,900



Healthcare Shortages20,000 Residents




Healthcare Shortages20,000 Residents

N 'siotherapy
0101 e e

7040 248 243

o -——

I e R4 01623 878750
e e iy 01623 873000

[e——— e L = . —




Healthcare Shortages

350,000
Residents




High Lane o0 Transport - Traffic

Traffic

u

u

u

u

u

u

1,000 houses = 2,000 vehicles

A6 staggered exit with traffic lights
Worse congestion

(Like recent Electrical Service works)
Higher air pollution NO2 >40

Your future and your health!

Government Guideline for NO, is

40..




Hi gh Lane

u Count point/ site number 90082
from Department for Transport

u Site 55 on A6 shows traffic rise

u 2019 to 2023 =
u 32% Increase Vehicles

T+Q@o untcs

Traffic Flow (AADT)
30000
& 25000
‘g J
> 20000
3 15000 & =
g
10000
£ |
s >~ ¥ —
3
§ 0
1 30 3
(2014) (2019) (2023)
Phase

—&—Site 43 —@—Site 55 —@—Site 49

25000

20000

15000

10000

Traffic Flow (AADT)
Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3

WMSite 43 mSite 55 m Site 49

Figure 2: Comparison of Daily Traffic (All Vehicles) in High Lane in Phase 1 (“Before”) with Phases 2 & 3 (“After”)




High Lane HGV traffic & A555

UMor ni ng HGVO 7% higher
U Inter peak (mid day) 25% higher
U Afternoon peak 11% higher
UAverage HGV 0 s 38% higher
U Compared to Pre A555 (2018)

Morning Peak %HGV Inter-Peak %HGV Afternoon Peak %HGV
3.5 4 1.2
3 1
3
2.5 0.8
2 2 0.6
1.5
0.4
1 1
0.5 0.2
0 &= - — o0 @ & » 0 H__—“‘—-‘l .
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
Phase Phase Phase
——5ite 43 —@—5ite 55 —8—Site 49 —8—Site 43 —@—Site 55 —B—Site 49 ——5ite 43 —B—Site 55 —8—Site 49

Figure 5: Comparison of Percentage HGV traffic at different times of the day across Phases 1,2 and 3




Tr ans phoarzte | Gr ooWMer ei t e
Ref

HOM 2.18 Sandown Road 300

HOM 2.19 Jacksons Lane West 170

HOM 2.20 Jacksons Lane East 270

HOM 2.22 Cow Lane (to rear of 500
Sainsburys, Hazel Grove)

Total Homes 1,240

V1,240 Homes = 2,500 More vehicles!
V Using to A6 & A555!
V More congestion = More delays = More pollution




Infrastructure problems in High Lane

U 2,000 more people needs 40% more:

U Doctors/

U Nurses

U Pharmacy visits

U Dentists

U 500 people on the waiting list for
NHS dentists = 18 month wait time! |

U School places

Transport

U Buses- 199 infrequent

U No easily accessible train station

U Middlewood station infrequent
trains & unsafe access!




Vi

S ual

Map 7 Important Views and Vistas

¥

o Wi

o ?"-.‘. TN

View 4: (marked as the orange circle on Map 7) is of Coopers Meadow (opposite the Royal
Oak) looking west towards Marsden House and the woods of Middlewood.

| o ssHIONP

Community |Ma
| mportant
Vi stas &

habitat

View 4
=™

6.40 The HLVF have identified the following views and vistas as important:

View 1: (marked as the red circle on Map 7) is taken from the path off Windlehurst Road.
looking north.

High Lane lies withi
Manchester Pennig
Peak Frig

The SLP
Landscap
Sensitivj




Stockport Local Plan 0 Responses

u We have un?2iDe Semldary t o respond:

At GY AIYWIG!qlEl Gt a oo G YHC UG B8V LUgdYaH t ad¥| |

§ Al clR & Hc¢ G IOGGc Uot q¥Ht GYI qronY 2 1oz t

SAWAY! qalWINGIWWAG ¢ UURUNWAYGRHA! WNIWJ¢ G 6 WE

M6 W GYY! WEqYGnY!I T WcVYet NBE@WARHHCT RGO !

u Your name, address and emai l
u Title and number of the chapter, policy or
To what | evel you Agree OR Disagree with it:

o Strongly agree/ o Agree/ o Neither agree

You CcCan use our responses f or ms, or 0)



https://localplan.stockport.gov.uk/
mailto:local.plan@stockport.gov.uk

Our Questionnaire 0 Have your Say!

u  Our Questionnaire helps us represent your opinions
u  Can influence councillors and decision makers!

u 6 key questions:

o e o e

Classification should actively farmed land be re - Yes/No
of Greenbelt designated grey belt?
to Grey belt
2 Grey belt site  Djd SLP follow NPPF rules in proposing Yes/No
allocations  High Lane site to be Grey belt
3 Rural v urban Should the SLP have prioritise sucha  Yes/No
areas large site to a more urban area with
infrastructure
4 Infrastructure \Which services most impacted e.g. Doctors
5 Transport Most impact on your life e.g. Congestion

6 Housing Preferred number from 0 to 1,000 e.g. 0-100




Local Plan preparation process 2025 1 2027 5% STOCKPORT

AN BOROUGH COLUMNCTT.
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USubmission: 2No2vee mb e r
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UAdopti on:20W2I02 &r
ALoc al Pl an conteptrspyapedebyppmeoass Pl an Wor ki n
ADeci sions on consul i 8&trieo maalte rbeyg WClaati incert , wi t h
ADeci sion to submit the plan and, ultimately,
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000000000000 ™ _. @
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Stockport Local Plan oDrop in advice

u Local Plan SMBC drop-in information session
u Friday 28 November 2025 10:30am to 2:30pm
u At High Lane Library, Buxton Road SK6 8DX.

u  Staff will answer guestion, have printed copies of plan, and guide you
through submitting your comments

Monday 8th December Edgeley Library (12.30-4.30pm)

Tuesday 9th December Hazel Grove Library (10:30 1 2:30)




Stockport Local Plan oResponses

vResponse forms (shared
v Forum wi | | update with | ate
uSign up to tgled leantae d1t®Deeccpeymble
u RespomRdiDey e mber

tEvery respon sk
tHave your sayge”
vAdd your wel

=

uChange t he P




Stockport Local Plan o Questionnaires

u Forum Questionnaire

u We need your opinions

u They can influence decisions &

u Help councillors

u Questionnaire copies available here or
u By emall ourforum@hlvnf.org



mailto:ourforum@hlvnf.org

SLP- Reasons to Respond

1. Greenvibekty ibseltte rati ng

2 Rural vsildteagal | ocated wh
more |1 nfrastructur e

3 Al l ocat i oln 0Od0idanes I3POIOwg e

4 Transphhorttraffi c, busses &
51 nfrastirMediuoel , school s e
6 SiIte MI sks; Fl oodi ng, etc.

7 Nat uirCoere green Dbelt and h

Cheshire Wil dli fe Trust



Stockport Local Plan o Plan of action

Have your say!
Add your weight!
Change the Plan!

Please help fund us:

KOGOLAYKKLI & © a2t 8O i\ )7



https://pay.collctiv.com/high-lane-village-forum-96093
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Questions?

u We are here to support the community

u We will answer what we can

u Please raise a hand and await a microphone
u Please be respectful!

Note:

u The councillors can listen but not comment.

u They need to maintain impartially for post
consultation voting on the SLP




Break & Refreshments

Please donate what you can afford!

Followed by Forums AGM

Please stay and support or join us!

Thanks to the Forum Committee,
High Lane Residents association and
Hazel Grove Greenbelt Action Group!
Plus, Jamie at SEO for website &
Richard for the pictures




A g e nZ a

High Lane Village neighbourhood Forum AGM 2025

2A
2B
2C
2D
2E
2F
2G
2H

Apologies
Approval of the minutes of AGM 2024

Financial Report (copies on request)

Chairos report on the paChdir year

Report on Planning Outcomes from Planning Lead
Carr Brow Children's Home update,

Election of Officers to NF Committee

Any Other Business

Secretary

Treasurer

lan Carpenter
Chair
Secretary



2C. Financial
Report

Geoff Gaskell, Treasurer

Opening balance 1180.88
Excess expenditure v income 499.38
Closing balance 681.50




