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Part B

REPRESENTATION

To which Main Modification number and/or supporting documentof the Local Plan does
your representation relate to?

MM no: 81

Supporting document reference: A. Council’s response to Actions outlined in Inspector’s post
examination hearing advice (Examination document reference number ED98), July 2021 (ED133)

Do you consider this Main Modification and/or supporting document of the Local Planto
be:

Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
If no, then which of the soundness test(s) does it fail? Justified

Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification and/or supporting document
is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If you wish to
support the legal compliance, soundness of the Local Plan or compliance with the duty to
co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

(Re: para 5.9) The modification states that the development of specific sites are to be brought
forward in accordance with a Strategic Masterplan is endorsed by the Council. However the
Strategic Masterplan is still at the drafting stage and is not finalised nor has it been endorsed. This
is misleading.

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Main Modification
and/or supporting document legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have
identified in the question above (Positively prepared/Justified/Effective/Consistent with
national policy) where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will
make the Submission Version of 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. Please
be as precise as possible.

This paragraph should be removed in its entirety as there is no basis to bring forward the
development of theses specific sites.



REPRESENTATION

To which Main Modification number and/or supporting documentof the Local Plan does
your representation relate to?

MM no: 82

Supporting document reference: A. Council’s response to Actions outlined in Inspector’s post
examination hearing advice (Examination document reference number ED98), July 2021 (ED133)

Do you consider this Main Modification and/or supporting document of the Local Planto
be:

Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
If no, then which of the soundness test(s) does it fail? Justified

Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification and/or supporting document
is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If you wish to
support the legal compliance, soundness of the Local Plan or compliance with the duty to
co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

Part M is to be amended to state that development proposals in relation site WAL.R1, WAL.R2,
WAL.R3, and WAL.T1 and WAL.E7 must be in general conformity with the Strategic Masterplan
that has been formally endorsed by the Council prior to the determination of any planning
applications. This implies that the Strategic Masterplan has been endorsed by the Council which
is misleading. The paragraph also implies that aspects of the final development may be non
compliant with the Strategic Masterplan. Surely all development activity should be compliant with
approved Masterplans.

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Main Modification
and/or supporting document legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have
identified in the question above (Positively prepared/Justified/Effective/Consistent with
national policy) where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will
make the Submission Version of 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. Please
be as precise as possible.

The amendment of ' comply' to 'be generally compliant' should be rejected. References to the
Strategic Masterplan should make it clear that no such Masterplan has yet been endorsed by the
Council.
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