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1. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is legally compliant?

Please see the guidance note for an explanation of what 'legally compliant' means

Yes

2. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is sound?

Please see the guidance notes for an explanation of what ‘soundness’ means.

The soundness of the LPR should be assessed against the following criteria from the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF).

Please tick all that apply:

Positively Prepared:The plan provides a strategy which,
as a minimum, seeks to meet the area’s objectively

No

assessed need and is informed by agreements with other
authorities, so that unmet need from neighbouring areas
is accommodated where practical to do so and is
consistent with achieving sustainable development.
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Justified: the plan is an appropriate strategy, taking into
account the reasonable alternatives, and based on
proportionate evidence.

No

Effective: the plan is deliverable over the plan period and
based on effective joint working on cross-boundary

No

strategic matters that have been dealt with rather than
deferred, as evidenced by the statement of common
ground.

Consistent with national policy: the plan should enable
the delivery of sustainable development in accordance
with the policies of the NPPF.

No

3. Do you consider the Local Plan Review complies with the Duty to Co-operate?

Please see the guidance note for an explanation of what ‘Duty to Cooperate’ means.

No

4. Proposed Changes

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan Review legally compliant
or sound, having regard to the tests you have identified above (Please note that non-compliance with
the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).

You will need to say why this change willmake the Local Plan Review 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.

P16:The inclusion of Warren Road as an all-vehicular access route from its originally intended function
as a “sustainable” transport link is in conflict with DM 8 Air Quality sub-sections e: and h: From DM8
“e. It does not expose occupiers who are particularly sensitive to air pollution, such as those in schools,
health care establishments or housing for older people;”“h. It provides opportunities to improve air
quality, reduce airborne emissions, and where necessary mitigates impacts, including measures such
as the provision and enhancement of green infrastructure, active travel, and other traffic and travel
management.”

5. Independent Examination

NoIf your representation is seeking a change, do you
consider it necessary to participate at the examination
hearing session(s)?

6. Notification of Progress of the Local Plan Review

Do you wish to be notified of any of the following?

Please tick all that apply

The submission of the Local Plan Review for Independent
Examination

The publication of the report of the Inspector appointed
to carry out the examination

Yes

The adoption of the Local Plan Review Yes

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 2



Comment.

Mr Alastair Jarman (613128)Consultee

Email Address

Address

Proposed Submission (Reg 19) West Berkshire
Local Plan Review 2022-2039

Event Name

Mr Alastair Jarman (613128)Comment by

PS360Comment ID

28/02/23 17:55Response Date

Policy SP 11 Biodiversity and geodiversity
(View)

Consultation Point

ProcessedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Jarman, AlastairBookmark

2. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is sound?

Please see the guidance notes for an explanation of what ‘soundness’ means.

The soundness of the LPR should be assessed against the following criteria from the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF).

Please tick all that apply:

Positively Prepared:The plan provides a strategy which,
as a minimum, seeks to meet the area’s objectively

No

assessed need and is informed by agreements with other
authorities, so that unmet need from neighbouring areas
is accommodated where practical to do so and is
consistent with achieving sustainable development.

Justified: the plan is an appropriate strategy, taking into
account the reasonable alternatives, and based on
proportionate evidence.

No

Effective: the plan is deliverable over the plan period
and based on effective joint working on cross-boundary

No

strategic matters that have been dealt with rather than
deferred, as evidenced by the statement of common
ground.
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Consistent with national policy: the plan should enable
the delivery of sustainable development in accordance
with the policies of the NPPF.

No

Please give reasons for your answer

SP 11 appears to be in direct conflict with the NPPF 180 c, especially regarding what defines
"exceptional" circumstances. Goverment guidance infers this to be Nationally important infrastructure
(HS2 for example). I do not believe a local housing estate is a nationally important project, and if it
were, then ANY ancient woodland would fail to be protected by the NPPF.

"c) development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such
as ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless
there are wholly exceptional reasons 63 and a suitable compensation strategy
exists;

SP11 states.

Proposals which are likely to result in the loss or deterioration of an irreplaceable habitat (such as
ancient woodland, ancient or veteran trees, ancient hedgerows, traditional unimproved meadows/ancient
grasslands and lowland fens) will only be permitted for wholly exceptional reasons where:

1 The need and benefits of the development in that location clearly and unambiguously outweigh
the loss;

2 It has been adequately demonstrated that the irreplaceable habitat cannot be retained with the
proposed scheme; and

3 Appropriate compensation measures are provided on site wherever possible and off site where
this not is feasible. The scale and quality of the compensation measures required will be
commensurate to the loss or deterioration of the irreplaceable habitat and will be considered on
a site by site basis,including long term management and maintenance.

3. Do you consider the Local Plan Review complies with the Duty to Co-operate?

Please see the guidance note for an explanation of what ‘Duty to Cooperate’ means.

Yes

6. Notification of Progress of the Local Plan Review

Do you wish to be notified of any of the following?

Please tick all that apply

The submission of the Local Plan Review for Independent
Examination

The publication of the report of the Inspector appointed
to carry out the examination

The adoption of the Local Plan Review
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2. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is sound?

Please see the guidance notes for an explanation of what ‘soundness’ means.

The soundness of the LPR should be assessed against the following criteria from the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF).

Please tick all that apply:

Positively Prepared:The plan provides a strategy which,
as a minimum, seeks to meet the area’s objectively

No

assessed need and is informed by agreements with other
authorities, so that unmet need from neighbouring areas
is accommodated where practical to do so and is
consistent with achieving sustainable development.

Justified: the plan is an appropriate strategy, taking into
account the reasonable alternatives, and based on
proportionate evidence.

No

Effective: the plan is deliverable over the plan period and
based on effective joint working on cross-boundary

No

strategic matters that have been dealt with rather than
deferred, as evidenced by the statement of common
ground.
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Consistent with national policy: the plan should enable
the delivery of sustainable development in accordance
with the policies of the NPPF.

No

Please give reasons for your answer

SP16 is in conflict with DM8 para e.

e) It does not expose occupiers who are particularly sensitive to air pollution, such as those in schools,
health care establishments or housing for older people;

By changing the sustainable transport link via Warren Road to a main access route, vulnerable users
will be subjected to additional air pollution. In particular PM2.5 which is now linked to major health and
development issues in youg people.With 2 schools and 2 churches in this area already, and additional
school planned, this seem both counter intuitive and irresponsible.

3. Do you consider the Local Plan Review complies with the Duty to Co-operate?

Please see the guidance note for an explanation of what ‘Duty to Cooperate’ means.

Yes

4. Proposed Changes

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan Review legally compliant
or sound, having regard to the tests you have identified above (Please note that non-compliance with
the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).

You will need to say why this change willmake the Local Plan Review 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.

Warren Road should remain a green link to SP16 development.

5. Independent Examination

NoIf your representation is seeking a change, do you
consider it necessary to participate at the examination
hearing session(s)?

6. Notification of Progress of the Local Plan Review

Do you wish to be notified of any of the following?

Please tick all that apply

The submission of the Local Plan Review for Independent
Examination

The publication of the report of the Inspector appointed
to carry out the examination

Yes

The adoption of the Local Plan Review Yes
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