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Q. 3

If you consider any of the proposed Main Modifications would not be sound please identify them here
and explain in each case which of the four tests you consider are not met, i.e. - positively prepared,
justified, effective, or consistent with national policy. Please explain what needs to be done to remedy
this in each case.

1. CSSP5 Sustainable Green Grid is not considered sound.

The draft policy does not recognise the potential for adjacent sites to enhance the Green Grid. 

Recommendation: In order to make the policy Sound in terms of being positively prepared and
effective, the policy should recognise the significant potential for enhancements to be made to the
Green Gird resulting from adjacent developments. 

 2. PMD6 Development in the Green Belt is not considered sound as it fails to be consistent
with national policy.

We object to amendment to text of section 6 of Policy PMD6 Development in the Green Belt which
states that exceptions include previously developed sites ??comprising more than a single building??
on the basis that this threshold of a single dwelling is not set out in the NPPF and there is no justification
for this threshold. 

Recommendation :The NPPF does not mention that infilling of a previously developed site comprises
of more than a single building. We recommend that it should reflect the NPPF's definition of previously
developed land which is: 

'P.55) Land which is or was occupied by a permanent structure, including the curtilage of the developed
land (although it should not be assumed that the whole of the curtilage should be developed) and any
associated fixed surface infrastructure.This excludes: land that is or has been occupied by agricultural
or forestry buildings; land that has been developed for minerals extraction or waste disposal by landfill
purposes where provision for restoration has been made through development control procedures;
land in built-up areas such as private residential gardens, parks, recreation grounds and allotments;
and land that was previously-developed but where the remains of the permanent structure or fixed
surface structure have blended into the landscape in the process of time'.
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