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6. Please give specific details of why you consider the Local Plan has not been prepared in 
accordance with the Duty to Co-operate, legal or procedural requirement or why you consider 
the plan to be unsound. Alternatively, if you wish to support any aspects of the plan please also 
use this box to set out your comments. 

Paragraph 10.200 is considered contrary to paragraph 22 of the National Planning Policy Framework. 
The paragraph fails to acknowledge the necessary flexibility required to properly assess the site 
specific merits of mixed use or residential redevelopment schemes. The statement made in para 
10.200 appears contrary to to the more flexible approach taken by part f. of the relevant policy 30: 
Existing Employment Sites in the Countryside. 

Policy 30 fails to positively encourage the effective use of previously developed land contrary to the 
Core Planning Principles identified at paragraph 17, and the aims and objectives of paragraph 111. of 
the National Planning Policy Framework. 

Redundant employment sites in the countryside can be detrimental to the visual amenity of the area 
and by virtue of their often isolated and or contained locations attract and encourage anti-social 
behavior. In requiring a specific need for a redevelopment scheme the Policy is unduly restrictive 
and unable to properly consider the merits of a speculative redevelopment proposal(such as tourism 
or residential) which may provide significant amenity benefits. 

 

7. What change(s) do you consider are necessary to ensure that the Local Plan is legally 
compliant and sound? It would be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised 
wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.  
 

In respect of Para 10.200 "on existing employment sites in the countryside will only be permitted 
where it has been established that there is no reasonable prospect of the site being required for 
continued employment use" should be inserted to replace existing text such that paragraph reads as 
follows; 

"All existing employment sites in the countryside are located outside defined settlement boundaries 
where residential development is strictly controlled. Consequently, mixed use schemes or individual 
residential units on existing employment sites in the countryside will only be permitted where it has 
been established that there is no reasonable prospect of the site being required for continued 
employment use." 

In respect of Policy 30 criteria f. be amended to read; 

f. where redevelopment is proposed, it has been established that the scheme deals comprehensively 
with the site as a whole, and a significant environmental benefit will be achieved. 


