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Matter 20 — Monitoring Framework
Key Issue:
Does the LDP enable adequate monitoring of its effectiveness?
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PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK ASSESSMENT
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PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK : Conformity and Consistency Checklist
FUTURE WALES (NDP) What the policy document says J10 Comment
Ou Emphasis placed upon development LDP Hmhh
being well located in relation to jobs, tip
services and accessible green and open
spaces d
Ou Development plans will enable and LDP Wil B
support aspirations for large towns and | ilh
cities to grow, founded on sustainability | b
and urban design principles.
)]
b
Pb Dd &l sNb LDP #p
ly Gl o &
large scale growth should be focused on
the urban areas and development
pressures should be channelled away
from the countryside and productive
agricultural land can be protected.
Pb The growth and regeneration of towns Thi
b and cities should positively contribute [0 )
towards building sustainable places that | dfiip
support active and healthy lives, with 8
urban neighbourhoods that are compact | H) @id é
and walkable, organised around tig
mixed-use centres and public transport, | b
and integrated with green infrastructure. | HN1.7) whe
Urban growth and regeneration should | i
be based on the following strategic
placemaking principles: building places Hih
at a walkable scale, with homes, local
facilities and public transport within W
walking distance of each other; b
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BUILDING BETTER What the policy document says
PLACES (BBP)
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DEVELOPMENT PLAN What the policy document says J10 Comment
MANUAL (DPM3)
Pr3.30 dg Detailed evidence upfront and early in FCC dd ik
un the plan making process is essential to dtl @n
inform the delivery of the preferred GrBiBM &
strategy and subsequent plan stages. A | &h
greater depth of evidence at the Buls
candidate site stage is essential. Titign
p
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Pir3.36 gik The evidence must enable the LPA to Th
p assess the following: fgin
un « |s the site in a sustainable location and
) can it be freed from all constraints?
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« Is the site capable of being delivered?
e Is the site viable?







Pr3.75 dagv The two avenues for including new sites  Thap
b post deposit stage are Focussed Changes n
(FCs) at submission or Matters Arising 5
Changes (MACs) post submission
proposed though the examination
process
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Pr5.107 THS8 If an affordable housing target is set too | FCC&i
gdib high it is unlikely that those levels will be | g
3| delivered and may impact on the delivery | &b
of sites and elongate the development Hiih
management process. The targets [ )
chosen must be realistic and align with ¢ {0
the evidence base and the assumptions | 30%, H/t30%,
within it. SH.0%).
Pr5.109 dg Where there are costs associated with Sh
h infrastructure requirements, for A
m example, access improvements or the dii ot
provision of affordable housing, these stmin
should be factored into a viability Bl
assessment. 9]
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PPW11 What the policy document says J10 Comment

14|P:g



3.54 :vn

New settlements should only be
proposed where such development
would offer significant environmental,
social, cultural and economic advantages
over the further expansion or
regeneration of existing settlements and
the potential delivery of a large number
of homes is supported by all the facilities,
jobs and services that people need in
order to create a Sustainable Place. They
need to be self-contained and not
dormitory towns for overspill from larger
urban areas and, before occupation,
should be linked to high frequency public
transport and include essential social
infrastructure including primary and
secondary schools, health care provision,
retail and employment opportunities.
This is necessary to ensure new
settlements are not isolated housing
estates which require car-based travel to
access every day facilities.
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3.59 : BMV

When considering the search sequence
and in development plan policies and
development management decisions
considerable weight should be given to
protecting such land from development,
because of its special importance. Land
in grades 1, 2 and 3a should only be
developed if there is an overriding need
for the development, and either
previously developed land or land in
lower agricultural grades is unavailable,
or available lower grade land has an
environmental value recognised by a
landscape, wildlife, historic or
archaeological designation which
outweighs the agricultural
considerations. If land in grades 1, 2 or
3a does need to be developed, and there
is a choice between sites of different
grades, development should be directed
to land of the lowest grade.
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Pir3.64 : GiBk
d ug

Around towns and cities there may be a
need to protect open land from
development. This can be achieved
through the identification of Green Belts
and/or local designations, such as green
wedges. Proposals for both Green Belts
and green wedges must be soundly
based and should only be employed
where there is a demonstrable need to
protect the urban form and alternative
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policy mechanisms, such as settlement
boundaries, would not be sufficiently
robust. The essential difference between
them is that land within a Green Belt
should be protected for a longer period
than the relevant current development
plan period, whereas green wedge
policies should be reviewed as part of the
development plan review process.

Pir3.68 : mig Green wedges are local designations Thb
which essentially have the same purpose | Rd, Mt deib
as Green Belts. They may be used to [1°()
provide a buffer between the settlement | iy =
edge and statutory designations and
safeguard important views into and out | ItHiig
of the area. Green wedges should be o qin
proposed and be subject to review as LDP d tis
part of the LDP process. fd b

Pr3.70 : gig Green wedge boundaries should be Tl
chosen carefully using physical features | tib
and boundaries to include only that land | Rird, Mt i
which it is necessary to keep openinthe | —ts gfn
longer term. p
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trajectory when they are due to come

.
support the creation of sustainable
communities.

Prd.2.12:p
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Pr4.2.19:
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As part of demonstrating the
deliverability of housing sites, financial
viability must be assessed prior to their
inclusion as allocations in a development
plan. At the ‘Candidate Site’ stage of
development plan preparation land
owners/developers must carry out an
initial site viability assessment and
provide evidence to demonstrate the
financial deliverability of their sites. At
the ‘Deposit’ stage, there must be a high
level plan-wide viability appraisal
undertaken to give certainty that the
development plan and its policies can be
delivered in principle, taking into account
affordable housing targets,
infrastructure and other policy
requirements. In addition, for sites which
are key to the delivery of the plan’s
strategy a site specific viability appraisal
must be undertaken through the
consideration of more detailed costs,
constraints and specific requirements.
Planning authorities must consider how






SOUNDNESS ASSESSMENT
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