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Dear Mr Fdgerley
i offfer the following comments on your consultative doomment

1. Parapraph 22 | do polsee any reasoning 2s to why not all new builds and not wost will be subject 1o

CIL; I cam see that there would ahways be a body of opinion that W{mﬁ& oonlest any 1ssue near the borderdine

CESES. mestam WhyssBTmﬁaememgmyCmm&maw Imfrastructure Levy (CIL) when they are

constzntly expanding thelr operation? Would this Cﬂ,saepandonmepxep@sed new village on BT land?

2. Pamgmph’? 5 2nd bullet pomt

1 believe that the same sorf of conflict will arise as with the previous case. Who woulld decide whether or
B exgension 5 1o be ncluded in the CIL.

1 found that 1 conld pot undersiand the plans af all, on 3 points
i The plans list the colows High Modivm and L.ow, bt what 15 bich medivm a2ud Low.

2 There is mo Bse made of these plans in the main docvent so why are they there?
3 Adastral Park is shown 25 a rod heshed box but in reality # is shown on the plans a5 a bl

4. Remdability
This docurnent needs a glossary and references 1o make reading clearer. As in all cases the referenee will
mh@maﬂmﬁmmabmwmngmm s 2.1 there are two long senfences m

T N T

raph cold be shortened o ope short sentence.

CIL was introduced in 2008 {ref 1) for developing infro-
siruciure and the process will be based on the existing
regulations {ref 2)

At tee buck of the docament wonld be ax below

Reference T national legisiation, 2008 Planning Act

Reference 2 (I repuilations2018 and amendn

these comments in reply {6 your regnest on the 8/0ct/2014 1 mwst admit that T found the document
exﬂ‘meijy defficolt to digest.

Yours Sinoercly






