RCC Local Plan Submission



Area of Submission Policy H4 - Cross boundary development -  Stamford North
B1
Para. No. 5.21 - 5.26
Policy H4
B2
2a  Legally Compliant:
Is the Local Plan sound
3a No
Inset 48

Para 27 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that in order to demonstrate effective and on- going joint working, strategic policy, policy making authorities should prepare and maintain one or more Statements of Common Ground,(SoCG) documenting the cross boundary matters being addressed and progress in cooperating to address these. These should be produced using the approach set out in the Guidance and be publicly available throughout the plan making progress to provide transparency. The Guidance is clear that a SoCG also forms part of the evidence that is required to demonstrate that the Council has complied with the Duty to Cooperate. Although there is reference to an SoCG with respect to Stamford North, it has not been prepared, not available to the public and not endorsed by the Council. It is now too late to comply with the para 27 requirement that the requisite SoCG be publicly available throughout the plan making process.


Local Plan Strategy / Policy is Sound
No

Policy H4 proposes to gift 650 dwellings at Quarry Farm to South Kesteven District Council’s housing needs. There is no disagreement that this development to the north of Stamford could be a sustainable development and requires cooperation between SKDC and RCC. The reasoning behind the gift is fundamentally flawed . Para 5.22 states that ”Stamford is tightly constrained by the District and County boundaries. This means that there is a limited supply of appropriate land within South Kesteven to accommodate appropriate growth for the town”. Stamford is a Town Council, local housing need is not measured at this level, unmet need is determined at District level. To argue that South Kesteven, a rural area at least three times the size of Rutland, needs Rutland to gift it 650 dwellings is illogical.
The recently approved South Kesteven Local Plan has an 18 % buffer to their local housing need calculation. It therefore does not need this gift.
South Kesteven considered a draft which has never been put to RCC. Councillors at South Kesteven minuted their incredulity that Rutland would gift the numbers. The joint planning officer replied that that was a matter for Rutland, and that in any event, South Kesteven did not need the numbers to meet their housing target. He did not report anything to Rutland County Council.
In addition the transport Assessments do not  mention how the proposed allocation for Land North of Stamford will affect delivery of the St Georges Barracks. Both schemes will clearly place a heavy demand on the two local junctions with the A1, yet neither offers any clear mitigation strategy for this nationally important section of highway. Local people know that these junctions already experience regular peak hour congestion with lengthy queues.


What Changes to the Draft Local Plan would you suggest to remedy the submission you have raised?

To make the Plan sound the 650 dwellings should be counted in Rutland’s numbers, this very reasonable alternative option was not considered by RCC.


