Consultation Response Form

Your name Dick Cole

Preferred contact details
(email/phone/post)

Organisation (if applicable) | Abergavenny and District Civic Society




1. NDF Outcomes (chapter 3)

The NDF has proposed 11 Outcomes as an ambition of where we want to be in 20
years’ time.

o Overall, to what extent do you agree or disagree the 11 Outcomes are a
realistic vision for the NDF?
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e To what extent do you agree with the 11 Outcomes as ambitions for the NDF?
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e If you disagree with any of the 11 Outcomes, please tell us why:




2. Spatial Strategy (policies 1 - 4)

The NDF spatial strategy is a guiding framework for where large-scale change and
nationally important developments will be focused over the next 20 years.

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the spatial strategy and key
principles for development in...
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¢ If you have any comments on the spatial strategy or key principles for
development in urban and rural areas, please tell us:

While it is implied in the supporting text, Policy 1 should read ‘...public transport
hubs with adequate service capacity and frequency, including...’




3. Affordable Housing (policy 5)

The NDF sets out the approach for providing affordable housing, encouraging local
authorities, social landlords, and small and medium-sized construction and building
enterprises to build more homes.

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the approach to increasing
affordable housing?
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o If you disagree, in what other ways can the NDF approach the delivery of
affordable housing?

While we strongly support the thrust of the policy, we are wary of reliance on a
percentage of new housing being affordable via S106 resulting in an excessive

provision of market housing, especially if occupied by longer distance car
commuters.

4. Mobile Action Zones (policy 6)

¢ To what extent do you agree or disagree the identification of mobile action
zones will be effective in encouraging better mobile coverage?
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o If you disagree, in what other ways can the NDF improve mobile phone
coverage in the areas which currently have limited access?







5. Low Emission Vehicles (policy 7)

¢ To what extent do you agree or disagree that policy 7 will enable and
encourage the roll-out of charging infrastructure for ultra-low emission

vehicles?
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o If you disagree, in what other ways can the NDF enable and encourage the
roll-out of charging infrastructure for ultra-low emission vehicles?

We believe that encouraging and enabling LEV use will require a policy requiring
most new homes to have charging points.

6. Green Infrastructure (policies 8 & 9)

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the approach to maintaining and
enhancing biodiversity and ecological networks?
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7. Renewable Energy and District Heat Networks (policies 10-15)

¢ To what extent do you agree or disagree with the NDF’s policies to lower
carbon emissions in Wales using...
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o If you disagree with the NDF’s approaches to green infrastructure, renewable
energy or district heat networks, what alternative approaches should we
consider to help Wales to enhance its biodiversity and transition to a low
carbon economy?

Policies 11 and 12 agreed; no opinion on Policy 10

8. The Regions (policy 16)

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the principle of developing
Strategic Development Plans prepared at a regional scale?
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The NDF identifies three overall regions of Wales, each with their own distinct
opportunities and challenges. These are North Wales, Mid and South West Wales,
and South East Wales.

9. North Wales (policies 17-22)

We have identified Wrexham and Deeside as the main focus of development in
North Wales. A new green belt will be created to manage the form of growth. A
number of coastal towns are identified as having key regional roles, while we support
growth and development at Holyhead Port. We will support improved transport
infrastructure in the region, including a North Wales Metro, and support better
connectivity with England. North West Wales is recognised as having potential to
supply low-carbon energy on a strategic scale.

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed policies and
approach for the North Region?
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10. Mid and South West Wales (policies 23-26)

Swansea Bay and Llanelli is the main urban area within the region and is our
preferred location for growth. We also identify a number of rural and market towns,
and the four Haven Towns in Pembrokeshire, as being regionally important. The
haven Waterway is nationally important and its development is supported. We
support proposals for a Swansea Bay Metro.

e To what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed policies and
approach for the Mid and South West Region?

Neither
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11. South East Wales (policies 27-33)

In South East Wales we are proposing to enhance Cardiff’'s role as the capital and
secure more sustainable growth in Newport and the Valleys. A green belt around
Newport and eastern parts of the region will support the spatial strategy and focus
development on existing cities and towns. Transport Orientated Development, using
locations benefitting from mainline railway and Metro stations, will shape the approach
to development across the region. There is support for the growth and development
of Cardiff Airport.

¢ To what extent do you agree or disagree with the proposed policies and
approach for the South East Region?
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If you have any comments about the NDF’s approach or policies to the three regions,
please tell us. If you have any alternatives, please explain them and tell us why you
think they would be better.




12. Integrated Sustainability Appraisal

As part of the consultation process, an Integrated Sustainability Appraisal (ISA) was
conducted to assess the social, economic and environmental impacts of a plan. The
report identified a number of monitoring indicators, including health, equalities, Welsh

language, the impact on rural communities, children’s rights, climate change and
economic development.

e Do you have any comments on the findings of the Integrated Sustainability
Appraisal Report? Please outline any further alternative monitoring indicators
you consider would strengthen the ISA.

No

13. Habitats Regulations Assessment

As part of the development of the NDF, a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
was undertaken. The purpose of the HRA process is to identify, assess and address
any ‘significant effects’ of the plan on sites such as Special Areas of Conservation and
Special Protection Areas for birds.

e Do you have any comments on the Habitats Regulations Assessment report?

No




14. Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the NDF would have on the Welsh
language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the
Welsh language no less favourably than English.

e What effects do you think there would be? How could positive effects be
increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

No views

Please also explain how you believe the proposed NDF could be formulated or
changed so as to have:

I.  positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use
the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably
than the English language, and

II.  no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.

15. Further comments

e Are there any further comments that you would like to make on the NDF, or
any alternative proposals you feel we should consider?

A

1 The above responses demonstrate the Society’s general support for the draft NDF. We have
seen the response of our local planning authority to the consultation and feel that you should be
aware of our views on that response.

2 We have some sympathy with the Council’s concerns about making their current LDP revision
conform with an NDF only likely to be finalised at about the same time as the Deposit LDP is due
to be agreed for consultation. The LDP cannot be delayed without extending the vulnerable
period between the expiry of the present plan and the adoption of a revision. However,




Governments rarely make substantial changes to draft policies and we believe that our planning
authority would be well-advised to comply with the draft NDF.

3 ltis increasingly clear that Monmouthshire County Council’s interpretation of sustainable
growth may not be ours. We await their LDP Preferred Strategy, but they are aware of our fears
that an over-ambitious and unrealistic economic growth strategy will be accompanied by an
excessive allocation of new housing sites likely to be largely occupied by car commuters working
well outside the county. We are also wary of excessive house building in order to achieve only a
modest percentage of affordable homes and to improve the age structure of the population.

4 We therefore suggest that the levels of growth put forward in the draft NDF, criticised as
‘unambitious’ by MCC, are, in an uncertain world, suitably cautious and more realistic than those
that may be put forward by the Council.

5 With regard to housing, any estimates of future needs, and the underlying assumptions, may
prove wrong, and the NDF should acknowledge this, as should an LDP. A cautious approach is
advisable, or ‘sound’, with scope to adjust by revision as actual trends become clear.

6 In para 1.16 of the MCC response it says that ‘it is still important to allocate land in locations
where developers want to build’. While there must be a developer willingness to build, this
betrays a worrying attitude as allocations should first comply with the spatial strategy and other
policies of the LDP.

7 We see little in the draft NDF that unduly constrains development in the south of
Monmouthshire, especially if this is planned as part of a loose conurbation including Newport and
south Torfaen. Liaison between the authorities engaged in SDP preparation should be able to
achieve this.

8 We are aware that PPW10 states that new settlements should only be proposed as part of a
joint LDP, an SDP or the NDF. Despite this, MCC included new settlements in their post-PPW10
LDP Growth and Spatial Options consultation, despite there being no such proposal in a joint LDP
or an SDP. The Council now objects that the draft NDF ‘rules out’ new settlements. This
interpretation may be wrong and clarification is needed. Clearly any proposal for a new
settlement in MCC’s current LDP revision would be at least premature and unsound.

9 MCC appear to have interpreted the plan on p63 very differently from ourselves. When
compared with the rather over-diagrammatic NDF plan, their Appendix 1 verges on the
mischievous. The southern boundary of the Green Belt on the NDF plan is closer to the A48 than
the M4. Other MCC comments on the need and extremely restrictive nature of a Green Belt
certainly need consideration.

B

While recognising that proactive expenditure programmes are more relevant than
enabling and reactive planning policies, some of our members feel that the tone of both
PPG10 and the draft NPF fall short of an adequate response to the Climate Emergency.
While the objective of zero carbon emissions by 2030 may be unrealistic, the
Government’s 2050 target is not sufficiently ambitious.




16. Are you...?

Providing your own personal response

Submitting a response on behalf of an organisation

Responses to the consultation will be shared with the National
Assembly for Wales and are likely to be made public, on the
internet or in a report. If you would prefer your response to
remain anonymous, please tick here






