
















Docusign Envelope ID: C11 F6515-A 1DD-48CB-9F92-07C2D4D7262D 

2.13 As set out in paragraph 2.5 of this document, the land through ES01 is no 
longer safeguarded for a route or corridor to accommodate a road 4, as was the 
case at the hearing into this matter and earlier, when funding was 
unsuccessfully sought. The intention now - as TR48 evidences- is for a cycle or 
pedestrian provision or unspecified public transport to be provided to support 
key growth locations including at the Lower Don District. No other area 
identified in TR48 is to be safeguarded for this purpose, The safeguarding 
remains unjustified, unnecessary and it will blight the delivery of the allocation. 

2.14 A route through the safeguarded land shown on the Policy Map for these 
purposes has not been shown to be necessary. Securing adequate walking and 
cycling infrastructure can be provided and secured through the application of 
development management policy in the usual way as part planning application 
process. BL has submitted a planning application, currently under consideration 
by SCC, which makes provision for an east to west cycle and pedestrian route 
on the southern part of the site (planning application reference 25/03667/OUT). 
The safeguarding is therefore not justified or necessary for this new reason. 
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4 As the Sheffield Transport Strategy 2019 made clear when referring to the 

Innovation Corridor at p 58 & 67 
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