SECTION A

1. Personal Details 2. Agent Details (if applicable)
Title Mr

First Name Mark

Last Name Job Title Smyth

(Where relevant)

Organisation

GM Design Assoc
22

Address Line 1

Line 2 Lodge Road Coleraine
Line 3

Line 4

Post Code BT52 1NB
Telephone Number 028 703 56138

E-mail Address C/O Agent - mark.smyth@g-m-design.co.uk

SECTION B

3(a). Have you submitted a representation to the Council regarding the draft Plan Strategy?

Yes X No

3(b). If yes, please provide the reference and summary of issue raised in your representation.

Reference Number: MEA-DPS-022 Summary of the main issues. Policy SGS 1 — Spatial
Growth Strategy We support the Council’s aims and objectives for facilitating appropriate
growth in the Borough’s small towns. Policy SGS 2 — Settlement Hierarchy We support the
draft Plan Strategy’s proposal to upgrade the status of Broughshane from a Village and to
designate it a Small Town. Policy SGS 3 — Strategic Allocation of Housing to Settlements We
consider that this policy is unsound in response to the Coherence and effectiveness tests of
CE2 and CE4.We do not support the Council’s notional allocation figure for settlements for
2018 to 2030 as set out in Table 5.4 or the methodology for arriving at this figure as set out
in Appendix A, particularly in relation to Broughshane considering the draft Strategy’s
proposal to re- designation it as a Small Town. We contend that the period 2012 to 2018 is
effectively pre plan and is therefore part of history and that the 109 completions referenced
and which from part of the allocation calculations should not be included. In these
circumstances we contend that the allocation figures should be adjusted and should exclude
the previous completions.

MEA-DPS-CR002



Counter Representation
Any person may make a counter representation in relation to a representation seeking a change to the
Draft Plan Strategy. The purpose of a counter representation is to provide an opportunity to respond to

proposed changes to the Draft Plan Strategy as a result of representations submitted under Regulation
15 and 16 of the Planning (Local Development Plan) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2015.

A counter representation must not propose any further changes to the Draft Plan Strategy.

4. Please provide the reference number of the representation to which your counter representation relates
to.

MEA-DPS-016

5. Please give reasons for your counter representation having particular regard to the soundness test
identified in the above representation. Please note that your counter representation must not propose
any new changes of the draft Plan Strategy.

Please note your counter representation should be submitted in full and cover succinctly all the
information, evidence, and any supporting information necessary to support/justify your submission.
There will not be a subsequent opportunity to make any further submissions based on your
original counter representation. After this stage, further submissions will only be at the request of the
independent examiner, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies at independent examination.

We acknowledge this representation submitted by Ferguson Planning and support its
comments in relation to the inadequate allocation of housing to Boroughshane throughout the
plan period particularly given its move up the settlement hierarchy and re-designation as a
small town.

Although we support the representations reference to increased allocation for Broughshane we
do agree with the inclusion of a land based representation in relation to lands at Carnlough
Road within the representation.

Representations to the draft Plan Strategy is not the appropriate time in the LDP process to
submit land based representations in relation to additional land to be included within any
revised SDL or land to be considered suitable for a particular use. This should be reserved for
the Local Policies stage of the plan preparation process. This is premature and should not be
used to influence any future consideration as to a suitable location for additional housing lands
at the Local Policies stage.

We note that many of the representations to the draft Plan Strategy included land based
representations in relation to individual sites and identifying them suitable for particular
uses/inclusion within SDL's. Such land based representations should not be considered at this
time and be reserved for the Local Policies stage.

(If additional space is required, please continue on a separate sheet)




SECTION 3. Data Protection

In accordance with the Data Protection Act 2 18, Mid and East Antrim Borough Council has a
duty to protect any information we hold on you. The personal information you provide on this
form will only be used for the purpose of plan preparation and will not be shared with any third
party unless law or regulation compels such a disclosure. It should be noted that in accordance
with Regulation 19 of the Planning Local Development Plan Regulations Northern Ireland 2015,
the council must make a copy of any counter representation available forinspection.

The Council is also required to submit the counter representations to the Department for
Infrastructure and they will then be considered as part of the Independent Examination process.
For further guidance on how we hold your information please visit the Privacy section at;

https://www.midandeastantrim.gov.uk/downloads/PRIVACY_NOTICE_LDP.pdf

Signature _ Date 26/3/20
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