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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Context 

1.1.1 These representations provide Gladman Developments Ltd. (hereafter referred to as 

“Gladman”) response to the current consultation held by East Northamptonshire District 

Council (ENDC) on the submission version of the Stanwick Neighbourhood Plan (SNP) under 

Regulation 16 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.  

1.1.2 Through this response, Gladman seeks to clarify the relationship of the neighbourhood to 

both national and local policy requirements highlighting areas in which we feel that the 

document currently lacks clarity and would benefit from modifications to several policies that 

the Plan seeks to adopt to ensure it meets the Neighbourhood Plan Basic Conditions. 

1.1.3 Gladman reiterates our previous submissions and whilst we support the Parish Council in 

seeking to improve community infrastructure available to existing and future residents of 

Stanwick, the lack of development proposed by the Plan will not provide the necessary 

financial contributions needed to deliver these objectives.   

1.1.4 If the SNP proceeds to Examination, Gladman would like to participate in the relevant hearing 

session(s). 
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2 LEGAL REQUIREMENTS, NATIONAL POLICY & 

 JUDGEMENTS 

2.1 Legal Requirements 

2.1.1 Before a neighbourhood plan can proceed to referendum it must be tested against a set of 

basic conditions set out in paragraph 8(2) of Schedule 4b of the Town and Country Planning 

Act 1990 (as amended). The Basic Conditions that the SNP must meet are as follows: 

a) Having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by the 

Secretary of State, it is appropriate to make the order. 

d) The making of the order contributes to the achievement of sustainable development. 

e) The making of the order is in general conformity with the strategic policies contained 

in the development plan for the area of the authority (or any part of that area). 

f) The making of the order does not breach, and is otherwise compatible with, EU 

obligations. 

2.2 National Planning Policy Framework, & Planning Practice Guidance 

National Planning Policy Framework 

2.2.1 The National Planning Policy Framework (the Framework) sets out the Government’s planning 

policies for England and how these are expected to be applied. In doing so it sets out the 

requirements for the preparation of neighbourhood plans to be in conformity with the strategic 

priorities for the wider area and the role in which they play in delivering sustainable 

development to meet identified development needs.  

2.2.2 At the heart of the Framework is a presumption in favour of sustainable development, which 

should be seen as a golden thread through both plan-making and decision-taking. For plan-

making this means that plan makers should positively seek opportunities to meet the 

development needs of their area and Local Plans should meet Objectively Assessed Needs 

(OAN) for housing, with sufficient flexibility to adapt to rapid change. This requirement is also 

applicable to neighbourhood plans.  

2.2.3 The application of the presumption in favour of sustainable development will have implications 

for how communities engage with neighbourhood planning. Paragraph 16 of the Framework 

makes clear that Qualifying Bodies preparing neighbourhood plans should develop plans that 

support strategic development needs set out in Local Plans, including policies for housing 

development and plan positively to support local development.  
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2.2.4 Paragraph 17 further makes clear that neighbourhood plans should set out a clear and positive 

vision for the future of the area and policies contained in those plan should provide a practical 

framework within which decisions on planning applications can be made with a high degree 

of predictability and efficiency. Neighbourhood Plans should seek to proactively drive and 

support sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, jobs and thriving local 

places that the country needs, whilst responding positively to the wider opportunities for 

growth.  

2.2.5 Paragraph 49 of the Framework is clear that ‘relevant policies for the supply of housing should 

not be considered up-to-date if the local planning authority cannot demonstrate a five year 

supply of deliverable housing sites’. This applies not only to statutory Development Plan 

documents but is also applicable to both emerging and ‘made’ neighbourhood plans. This has 

also been confirmed in the High Court (see section 2.3). 

Planning Practice Guidance 

2.2.6 The Council will be aware the Government published its final suite of Planning Practice 

Guidance (PPG) on 6th March 2014, clarifying how specific elements of the Framework should 

be interpreted when preparing Local and Neighbourhood Plans. Further updates to the PPG 

have been made in the intervening period. The Neighbourhood Planning chapter in particular 

provides a clear indication of how the Government expects qualifying bodies to take account 

the requirements of the Framework when preparing a neighbourhood Plan.  

2.2.7 On 11th February 2016, the Secretary of State published a series of updates to the 

neighbourhood planning chapter of the PPG. In summary, these update a number of 

component parts of the evidence base that are required to support an emerging 

neighbourhood plan, in particular, the changes to the PPG stress the importance of 

considering housing reserve sites and providing indicative delivery time tables to ensure that 

emerging evidence of housing needs is addressed in order to help minimise any potential 

conflicts that can arise so that these are not overridden by a new Local Plan. In this 

circumstance, we refer to the emerging Site Allocations Plan.  

2.2.8 The PPG also makes clear that up-to-date housing needs evidence is relevant to the question 

of whether a housing supply policy in a neighbourhood plan or Order contributes to the 

achievement of sustainable development1. 

2.2.9 Furthermore, the PPG makes clear that all settlements can play a role in delivering sustainable 

development in rural areas, and so blanket policies restricting housing development in some 

settlements and preventing other settlements from expanding should be avoided unless their 

                                                                    

1 PPG Paragraph: 009 Reference ID: 41-009-20160211 
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use can be supported by robust evidence2. Where a need for market and/or affordable 

housing is identified the neighbourhood plan should seek to deliver this need in full otherwise 

there is risk that the Plan will be found contrary to basic conditions (a) and (d).  

  

                                                                    

2 PPG Paragraph: 001 Reference ID: 50-001-20160519 
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3 DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

3.1 Adopted Development Plan 

3.1.1 The adopted Development Plan for East Northamptonshire consists of the North 

Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy adopted in July 2016. The Joint Core Strategy Review 

sets the overarching strategic plan for East Northamptonshire District Council, 

Northamptonshire County Council, Corby Borough Council, Kettering Borough Council and the 

Borough of Wellingborough.  

3.1.2 The adopted Joint Core Strategy suggests that across East Northamptonshire growth will be 

directed towards the town of Rushden and the five market towns.  

3.1.3 It is important to note that the adopted Joint Core Strategy sets the provision that in order to 

maintain a rolling supply of deliverable sites to provide 5 years’ worth of housing (plus relevant 

buffer) the Council will identify developable sites or broad locations of growth for the rest of 

the plan period.  This will be achieved through the emerging Allocations and Development 

Plan document. Accordingly, the SNP should not contain policies which would preclude the 

delivery of sustainable development opportunities contrary to the positive approach required 

by the Framework.  

3.2 Emerging Allocations Development Plan Document 

3.2.1 In the event that the Council is not able to identify a 5 year housing supply then the Councils 

will find alternative housing sites in the next tier of settlements. However, this strategy will 

likely require the Council to assess sites in lower order settlements given that sites identified 

in the market towns are not coming forward as expected due to a range of issues such as 

market saturation, infrastructure requirements, unrealistic build out rates and lead in times 

etc. The neighbourhood plan will form part of the development plan for the wider area and it 

is important that it fully considers appropriate mechanisms to respond to under delivery 

should the sites identified in higher order settlements fail to come forward as expected. 

3.2.2 Whilst the SNP can only be made in alignment with the adopted Development Plan for the 

local authority area, consideration should be made to the need for future housing needs as 

advised by the PPG. This will ensure that the SNP remains to be effective in determining 

planning proposals over its lifetime.  
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4 STANWICK NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

4.1 Context 

4.1.1 These representations are made in response to the current consultation on the submission 

version of the SNP, under Regulation 16 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 

2012. This chapter of the submission highlights the key points that Gladman would like to 

raise with regard to the content of the SNP as currently proposed.  

4.2 The suitability of the Stanwick Neighbourhood Plan area to support 

growth 

4.2.1 The adopted NNJCS seeks to achieve greater self-sufficiency for North Northamptonshire as 

a whole and seeks to distribute growth towards the urban core, with growth focused on the 

three towns of Corby, Kettering and Wellingborough.  

4.2.2 Whilst it is accepted that the major settlements of the district will continue to play a key role 

in the accommodation of future development within the district, the SNP should not neglect 

the need to ensure that the housing and economic development needs of the village are met. 

The Framework seeks to promote sustainable development in rural areas to maintain and 

enhance rural vitality and viability. The SNP should therefore seek to promote these interests 

to ensure that the sustainability of the settlement remains and that it apportions meaningful 

growth to ensure the ongoing vitality and viability of local services and facilities.  

4.2.3 Stanwick is the largest village in East Northamptonshire and it benefits from a range of local 

services and amenities including a village primary school, nursery, community hall, butchers, 

post office/shop, small employment uses and regular bus services to the larger settlements 

of Wellingborough and Northampton providing further employment opportunities.   

4.2.4 The neighbourhood plan also acknowledges Stanwick’s sustainability due to the range of 

services it provides to the local community. It is therefore important to consider the existing 

services and facilities in the settlement and their future viability when assessing the Plan’s 

ability to support new growth. Daily needs are particularly important such as those identified 

above. It must be recognised that, through new development, the opportunity to improve 

some of the services, facilities and community assets can be maintained and enhanced so 

that they are not lost as a result of a lack of support as a result of out-migration of existing 

residents due to a lack of available housing. Whilst it is recognised that the strategic policies 

for the wider area seek to divert housing to urban areas the SNP identifies its own basic 

housing need that is currently not being met by the Plan.  

4.2.5 The SNP should seek to support additional growth opportunities which can help maintain the 

vitality and viability of existing services and facilities whilst also providing new opportunities 
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to provide the aspirational objectives of the plan such as improving existing community assets 

or providing new infrastructure that the neighbourhood plan seeks to deliver.   

4.3 Vision, Aim and Objectives 

4.3.1 Gladman questions the aim to deliver small development. This does not accord with the 

positive approach required by the Framework which seeks to boost significantly the supply of 

housing. Further, it is not clear what is meant by ‘do not distort the shape and essence of the 

village’. Any development that comes forward within the settlement will almost inevitably alter 

the shape of the settlement irrespective of the scale of development proposed. 

4.3.2 Gladman notes that the Parish Council has amended objective 1 which now reads: 

‘To investigate whether there is a housing need and, where a housing shortage is identified, 

ensure development is suitable for village needs.’ 

4.3.3 Gladman submit that this is not in accordance with the core planning principles of the 

Framework. Objective 1 continues to be a reactive approach to development rather than being 

genuinely plan-led to proactively identify and meet current and future housing needs for the 

area. Further, in the event that the Parish Council does investigate this matter, there is no 

requirement placed upon them to rectify this shortfall and allocate housing to meet this need 

unless it is undertaken through a review of the Plan.  

4.4 Neighbourhood Plan Policies 

4.4.1 This section of the representations is made in response to those policies which need to be 

addressed and amended through modification and/or deletion to allow a more flexible and 

positive approach consistent with the requirements of national policy and guidance.  

Housing 

Gladman reiterates our previous submissions that in paragraph 10.8 of the Plan it states ‘It 

has not been identified through the Neighbourhood Development Plan process that Stanwick 

has a demonstrable housing shortfall…’ However, the Housing Mix Assessment 2016 clearly 

concludes that: 

- There is a demonstrable need for additional dwellings. 

- Over 8 times lower quartile income was needed to buy the only 2 bedroom house available 

in the ward. 

- There is a lack of both affordable and privately rented properties becoming available, and 

this is something that will need to be addressed. 

- Options for older people are very limited. 

- The limited pipeline development will not redress the imbalance between household and 

property size.  
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The evidence above clearly demonstrates that there is an identified need for housing in 

Stanwick that is not being addressed by the neighbourhood plan. This is a fundamental failing 

of the neighbourhood plan preparation process; a plan that identifies a need for housing yet 

does not seek to allocate land to meet this requirement cannot be considered to contribute 

to the achievement of sustainable development as required by basic condition (d). 

Policy HSG1 

4.4.2 This policy states that new development in Stanwick will be delivered, where necessary, to 

meet proven need in accordance with the rural housing requirements set out in the Local Plan 

and will reflect any deficiency identified in the Housing Mix report.  

4.4.3 As identified in paragraph 9.8 of the adopted JCS, the housing requirements identified in 

Policy 28 should be considered as a minimum. Accordingly, any development should be seen 

as the ‘minimum’ to be achieved. As highlighted above, the 2016 housing mix report identifies 

that there is limited development in the pipeline that will address the imbalance between 

households and property size. Accordingly, the neighbourhood plan cannot be seen to 

positively contribute to the delivery of sustainable development when a need has been 

identified and is not currently being addressed.  

4.4.4 The SNP is therefore inconsistent with basic conditions (a) and (d). 

Policy HSG2 

4.4.5 This policy states that new development in Stanwick may only occur on rural exception sites. 

This is quite a prescriptive requirement and does not accord with the positive approach 

required by the Framework and will limit the ability to deliver market housing. A rural 

exception site can be difficult to deliver as they need to provide 100% affordable housing. As 

such, a landowner’s willingness to promote such a scheme is unlikely as it is doubtful   it will 

achieve the optimum value of land that could be secured.  

4.4.6 Further it is unlikely that limited infill style windfall development and an unidentified rural 

exception site will secure the necessary financial contributions required to facilitate the level 

of infrastructure that the SNP seeks to achieve. A key element of the preparation of a 

neighbourhood plan is to identify areas which the local community wishes to shape and 

benefit from and provide certainty that housing needs in the local area will be delivered for 

existing and future generation’s needs.  

4.4.7 In its current form the neighbourhood plan does not seek to identify sustainable development 

opportunities to meet needs identified in its own evidence base. It therefore cannot be certain 

that the neighbourhood plan provides a practical framework to deliver sustainable growth 

opportunities in its current form. This reinforces the need for the Plan to enable a significant 

degree of flexibility to allow the delivery of market housing that will enable the delivery of 
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affordable housing and infrastructure benefits to support the wider aspirations of the 

neighbourhood plan. 

Policy HSG3 

4.4.8 This policy states that windfall development within the settlement boundary will be viewed 

favourably provided that the development meets the criteria attached to this policy.  

4.4.9 Gladman does not consider Policy HSG3 which seeks to designate a settlement boundary to 

be a practical policy tool when the Plan fails to include a map which identifies the particular 

extent of this arbitrary limit. Accordingly, this does not enable a decision maker to apply this 

policy consistently and with ease and is therefore contrary to basic condition (a).  

4.4.10 As per our previous response, Gladman would object to the use of a settlement boundary if 

it would preclude the delivery of sustainable growth opportunities from coming forward. 

Beyond piecemeal infill style windfall development and an unidentified rural exception site, 

the SNP makes no provision for market and affordable housing.  

4.4.11 The Council’s Local Plan is heavily reliant on the delivery of large urban extensions to meet 

housing needs. However, the adopted JCS highlights the need for further sites to be identified 

in alternative locations in market towns, however these will be subject to the same issues and 

therefore may require lower order sustainable settlements in the settlement hierarchy to 

deliver additional housing to maintain a responsive housing land supply. Consequently, 

development in Stanwick and other sustainable settlements may be required. The Plan should 

enable a degree of flexibility should this be the case.  

4.4.12 The purpose of this policy only relates to development from within the settlement boundary. 

As such, it provides no clear indication of how a decision maker is supported to determine 

planning applications in a consistent manner through the development management process. 

Accordingly, a distinction needs to be made between development proposals within the 

boundary and those adjoining the existing built up area. The latter, in line with national policy, 

should be permitted where the adverse impacts of development do not significantly and 

demonstrably outweigh the benefits of development.  

4.4.13 Furthermore, the proposed cap on development to less than 5 dwellings is contrary to national 

planning policy which seeks to significantly boost the supply of housing. The proposed 

imposition of a 5 dwelling limit on future housing schemes will act to supress future housing 

delivery contrary to paragraph 14 and 47 of the Framework. Indeed, Gladman draw the 

Councils’ attention to the Examiner’s Report to the Woodcote Neighbourhood Plan which 

stated: 

‘However, the Framework, in establishing a presumption in favour of sustainable 

development, states that plans should meet objectively identified needs, with sufficient 
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flexibility to adapt to rapid change. It recognises that sustainable development is about 

positive growth. As worded, Policy H1 would not allow for any residential development, no 

matter how sustainable, above the maximum figure. As such, it seeks to impose an inflexible 

and in the light of national policy, an inappropriate approach to sustainable development. 

The imposition of a maximum figure for housing creates a significant and fundamental conflict 

with the Framework and means that Policy H1, as worded, does not meet the Basic 

Conditions. The wording of Policy H1 is such that the Neighbourhood Plan could not progress 

to Referendum. I recommend the modification below, whereby any reference to a maximum 

figure is deleted. Any related reference in the supporting text should also be deleted.’3 

4.4.14 In addition, the range of community infrastructure improvements identified by the Plan will 

unlikely be secured as development proposals of this scale will unlikely be able to generate 

the necessary enabling financial costs of securing such improvements.  

Transport Policies 

In principle, Gladman supports the Plan’s intention to improve the neighbourhood area’s road 

network. However, the policies identified are not realistically achievable given that the scale 

and type of sites expected to come forward will not be of a sufficient scale to be required to 

provide developer contributions and or may not even be required to provide developer 

contributions. 

Open Space Policies 

Policy OSP1 

4.4.15 This policy seeks to maintain a distinct area of separation in order to resist coalescence with 

the neighbouring town of Raunds. No evidence has been provided to justify the inclusion of 

the above policy, why it has regard to national policy or in general conformity with the 

strategic requirements for the wider area.  

4.4.16 Policy OSP1 seeks to implement a strategic policy that is not the function of a neighbourhood 

plan. Policy OSP1 is therefore inconsistent with basic conditions (a), (d) and (e) and should 

therefore be deleted from the plan.  

4.4.17 Indeed, Gladman notes the Examiner’s Report to the Colwich Neighbourhood Plan which 

found that ‘there is no substantial evidence to demonstrate that development must be 

prevented within the whole of the “areas of separation”’. In this instance, the Examiner 

recommended that the Area of Separation be deleted as it appeared to be significantly more 

restrictive than Green Belt policy which allows for various forms of development. Further, the 

                                                                    

3 http://www.southoxon.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2014-12-16%20Examiners%20report%20Woodcote%20NP.pdf 
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PPG makes clear that all settlements can play a role in delivering sustainable development in 

rural areas and so blanket policies restricting housing development in some settlements and 

preventing other settlements from expanding should be avoided unless their inclusion is 

supported by robust evidence. Not only will this policy unacceptably restrict any development 

being delivered within Stanwick but it would in effect limit any further potential growth being 

delivered in the neighbouring settlement of Raunds, contrary to the PPG. 

4.4.18 Policy OSP1 is therefore contrary to basic conditions (a) and (d).  

Policy OSP3 

4.4.19 As per our previous submission to the Regulation 14 consultation, Gladman submits that new 

development can often be integrated within and on the edge of settlements without resulting 

in adverse impacts to the setting, landscape character or important views all of which can be 

addressed through appropriate design measures.  

4.4.20 Instead, this policy seeks to resist any development that would affect views into and out of 

the village. Despite our previous submission, the Plan fails to identify which views are of 

particular importance. As such, this gives rise to inconsistencies being made through the 

decision making process contrary to the requirements of the Framework and would likely 

preclude the delivery of sustainable development opportunities from being delivered. 

4.4.21 Gladman submits that policy OSP2 is inconsistent with basic condition (a) and (d) and 

recommends that this policy is deleted. 

Policy OSP4 

4.4.22 This policy requires all housing development to provide new areas of open space, sport and 

recreational facilities. Gladman questions whether this policy is realistically achievable given 

that not all housing development will be required to provide a play area or public open space 

improvements. We reiterate that the level of development expected to be delivered over the 

plan period on sites of less than 5 dwellings will be of an insufficient scale to be able to 

enhance and/or deliver new areas of public open space.  

4.5 General Comments 

4.5.1 Evidence Base 

4.5.2 As noted throughout this representation, the evidence base which supports the 

neighbourhood plan is not sufficient or robust enough to justify a number of policies and 

objectives contained in the plan. 

4.5.3 The evidence base needs to be reviewed and updated in order to assist in the preparation of 

the neighbourhood plan. Of fundamental concern is that the housing mix report identifies a 
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number of issues with the housing needs of the local area that are not being addressed 

through the neighbourhood plan. 
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5 STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Sustainability Appraisal/Strategic Environmental Assessment 

5.1.1 The preparation of neighbourhood plans falls under the scope of the Environmental 

Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (SEA Regulations) that require a 

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) to be undertaken where a Plan’s proposals would 

be likely to have significant environmental effects.  

5.1.2 Both the SEA Directive and Neighbourhood Planning PPG make expressly clear that an SEA 

Screening Assessment should be undertaken at the earliest opportunity4. The PPG also makes 

clear that proposals in a draft neighbourhood plan should be assessed to identify the likely 

significant effects of the available options. Reasonable alternatives should be identified and 

considered at an early stage in the plan making process as the assessment of these should 

inform the preferred approach5.  

5.1.3 Whilst the need for SEA was screened out by ENDC, the recent judgment in the high court6 

confirm that the Defendant in this instance should have had regard to the environmental 

impact of imposing a settlement boundary. In particular, paragraph 100 states: 

“The real problem is that there does not appear to have been any assessment of the 

environmental impact of the BUAB which appears inextricably linked, understandably, with 

the chosen spatial strategy. There is no explanation in the SA/SEA as to why the proposed 

delineation is preferred to any alternatives. The line was amended to take into account the 

consent granted for land to the east of Manor Close but no explanation is given for not 

extending it to the west to include the Barratt site. The issue was raised by the claimants in 

their representations on the draft HNP in November 2015 but, apparently, ignored by the 

independent examiner, the defendant and the interested party in the plan making process. It 

follows that approach, too, was in breach of EU obligations.” 

5.1.4 Whilst the judge notes that Policy 1, of the Henfield Neighbourhood Plan, draws a clear 

distinction between sites within the built up area boundary, where development proposals will 

be supported and outside, where they will conform with development plan policies for the 

country, the SNP seeks to prevent any growth from outside the existing settlement boundary. 

Even though Henfield was found to be flawed it at least considered alternatives whereas in 

this instance no alternatives have been considered in any meaningful manner. Gladman 

                                                                    

4 PPG Paragraph 029 Reference ID: 11-029-20150209 

5 PPG Paragraph 037 Reference ID: 11-037-20150209 

6 R. (Stonegate Homes Limited) v. Horsham District Council and Henfield Parish Council [2016] EWHC 2512 (Admin)  
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consider that the significance of the above judgment must be considered as a result of the 

impact of imposing a settlement boundary policy and other restrictive policies in the Plan. 
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6 SITE SUBMISSION 

6.1 Land at West Street 

6.1.1 The development of land at West Street (see Appendix 1 for location plan) represents a logical 

and sustainable extension of Stanwick to meet both market and affordable housing needs. 

The development of this site has the potential to deliver a number of significant benefits for 

the local community and the surrounding area, including the provision of New Homes Bonus 

payments, increasing the economic activity rate of the area and also provide a number of 

improvements that the neighbourhood plan seeks to achieve.  

6.1.2 It is noted that the neighbourhood plan identifies the need for ‘a safe crossing point between 

the village and Stanwick Lakes is frequently identified by residents.’ The allocation of land at 

West Street offers a genuine opportunity to realise this aspiration as this is the only realistic 

option given that the plan is only proposing very small scale development which will not 

provide sufficient infrastructure contributions necessary to deliver a crossing.  

6.1.3 Gladman’s primary position is that land at West Street should be included within the SNP as 

a potential allocation, with a secondary position for the site to be considered as a reserve 

allocation should housing needs increase in the local area or in the event that the Council is 

unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land supply.  
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7 CONCLUSIONS 

7.1.1 Gladman recognises the role of neighbourhood plans as a tool for local people to shape the 

development of their local community. However, it is clear from national guidance that the 

SNP must be consistent with national planning policy and the need to take account of up-to-

date housing needs evidence for the wider local authority area. If the Plan is found to not 

meet the basic conditions at Examination then the Plan will be unable to progress to 

Referendum. 

7.1.2 In order for the plan to proceed and meet all of the neighbourhood plan basic conditions set 

out in schedule 4b, the Parish Council must ensure that its policies allow for sufficient flexibility 

and based on robust and justified evidence.  

7.1.3 Through these representations Gladman has sought to provide some constructive criticism 

and has suggested a need for a number of amendments to the plan as currently proposed to 

ensure the fully delivery of the plan’s economic, social and environmental objectives. There 

is a critical need to amend the policies which include an unidentified settlement boundary and 

green gap policies. 

7.1.4 Land at West Street offers a real opportunity to assist in the delivery of much needed market 

and affordable housing and will enable the delivery of wider community provision. Gladman 

submit that this site should be considered as a potential housing allocation before the Plan is 

submitted for Examination 

7.1.5 In principle, Gladman supports a number of elements in the suite of policies as proposed, 

however we question whether a number of these such as the extensive improvements to the 

existing community infrastructure will be realistically deliverable without the necessary 

housing allocations which are required to deliver these policies.  

7.1.6 If the Parish Council fails to undertake the significant changes required as recommended 

throughout these representations then the SNP will likely be found inconsistent with the basic 

conditions if progressed to Examination in its current form and subsequently will be unable 

to progress to Referendum.  

 


