


355  Do you consider that Policy SPS8 is sound?

No

356  If you do NOT consider policy SPS8 to be sound, please select your reasons why from the choices below. Please give precise details for
your reasons in the box below - if you wish to support the soundness of the policy please also use this box to set out your comments.

policy is NOT positively prepared, policy is NOT justified, policy is NOT effective

sps8 comments:

Policy is NOT positively prepared
Previous local plans ruled out development due very difficult access. This is a quiet route that is used by many pedestrians and cyclists as there a few
cars. The environment agency has objected to this site being suitable and this site is partly in Flood Zone 3.
Policy is NOT justified
The site has 15 constraints– the highest number of any site on the new Local Plan and zero housing allocated.
The brownfield sites currently designated for employment would be a much better choice for housing. A new employment policy (Policy E1) makes it
possible for land-owners to deliver housing alongside employment on these sites. With the current problems with the economy even more Brownfield
sites look likely to appear.

Policy is NOT effective
There is zero allocation from a previous allocation of 32 houses means the policy is totally ineffective. This is a very sensitive site and is totally unsuitable
for housing.

357  Do you consider that Policy SPS8 is legally compliant? If you do NOT consider policy SPS8 to be legally compliant, please give precise
details for your reasons in the box below - if you wish to support the legal compliance of the policy please also use this box to set out your
comments

No

sps8 legal compliance comments:

Given the policy is not positively prepared, effective or justified means that it cannot meet the tests of soundness or legal compliance.

358  Please set out, as precisely as possible, what change(s) you consider necessary to make the policy legally compliant and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified above. You will need to say why the suggested change will make the Local
Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.

suggested changes to make sps8 sound:

I strongly recommend site SPS8 should be deleted from LP 2045 as it is unsustainable and contravenes local and national policy.




