B1
Para. No. 3.1 - 3.6.
B2
2a  Legally Compliant:
Is the Local Plan sound: No
3a No

The Vision and Objectives is not sound as it fails to comply with National Policy.
A fundamental tenet of national planning policy is community involvement and support for their place. NPPF Para 16c) .”The Local Plan should be shaped by early, proportionate and effective engagement between Plan makers and communities”. Rutland County Council (RCC) fails in this regard, which in our view renders the Plan as submitted unsound.

As we are dealing only with legal and procedural requirements and ‘soundness’ at this stage, we should start at the beginning and examine whether the decision by the former chief executive and the leader of Rutland County Council to sign behind closed doors a Memorandum of Understanding with the Ministry of Defence back in 2017 [check date] was indeed sound.
While North Luffenham, in common with its neighbouring communities, has always understood that St George’s Barracks would at some stage be brought forward for development once the MoD decided to relinquish it, it was assumed that the scale and  nature of any development would be in keeping with the county’s unique rural character and heritage – and, more significantly, that the views of  those local communities would not only be heard but taken into account before major decisions were taken and significant expenditure incurred.
It is no exaggeration to say that when the MOU was made public, together with a fully-fledged masterplan proposing a development of between 1500 and 3000 homes, a business area and a quarry, it was a bolt from the blue. There had been no earlier attempt to obtain the views of the local communities about how they would like the site to be developed.
Instead, the presentations of the masterplan to local residents left participants with the impression that the Normanton St George’s ‘garden village’ – a settlement dwarfing all Rutland’s settlements apart from Oakham and Uppingham – was all but a fait accompli, designed principally to meet the MoD’s need for capital and help its contribution to the 55,000 new homes the government expected from its rationalised national estate.
The hostility that has since greeted the project and subsequent iterations of the evolving masterplan was no surprise to RCC. The initial belief of the council’s officers and the planning consultants, RegenCo, that most people would not like it was echoed in the Pre-Submission Local Plan approved by the Scrutiny Committee in January 2020. 
Q9/10 on p960 records reports that 95% of respondents in the consultation had not approved of the changes in the Regulation 19 version of the plan relating to the addition of the St George’s Barracks development, mainly on the grounds that the previously assessed housing need had been over-stated as a result. The minuted response was that this was noted – but that the updated Strategic Housing Market Assessment  was sound and  an accurate reflection of local need. No evidence was offered to substantiate this.
Although North Luffenham and other Parish Councils have made it clear that they would support a new settlement of around 500 homes that would be appropriate in scale to the average size of Rutland’s historic villages, RCC has shaved only around 800 homes from the 3000 originally proposed.
We also believe that suggested alternative uses for the site – in line with ongoing environmental, climate and leisure needs – put forward by communities and residents have been largely ignored.
The above informs our view that, because the voice of the local communities has gone largely unheard, the consultation process has produced a deeply flawed result.  
The National Planning Policy Framework states that developments should be “be shaped by early, proportionate and effective engagement between plan-makers and communities, local organisations, businesses, infrastructure providers and operators and statutory consultees”.
The government’s own guidelines for garden villages when first announced in 2016 laid significant emphasis on community involvement:
“New garden villages should have the backing of the local authorities in which they are situated. We expect expressions of interest to demonstrate a strong local commitment to delivery. They should also set how the local community is being, or will be, engaged at an early stage, and strategies for community involvement to help ensure local support.”
They went on to stress that “it is important that new garden villages are built as a response to meeting housing needs locally. We expect expressions of interest to demonstrate how the new settlement is part of a wider strategy to secure the delivery of new homes to meet assessed need”.
If a further example of local hostility to the scale and nature of the St George’s Barracks proposals were required, we would recall the enormous turnout at Rutland County Council’s scrutiny committee meeting in January 2020, when the decision to apply for Housing Infrastructure Fund (hIf) funding was debated after detailed representations from the local communities. All the communities represented spoke against the proposals  - and so did almost half the councillors present. The decision to go ahead with the application was passed by a single vote - hardly a ringing community endorsement.
 In our view a Local Plan that majors on St George’s Barracks as the county’s new centre of population is not justified because, after two years of so-called consultation, it still fails to promote an appropriate strategy that can be supported by the local communities. We believe, therefore, that it is not sound.

Please check the accuracy and advisability of including the below:
Footnote: The St George’s Parish Council Advisory Group declined an offer made last year by RCC to join sub-groups set up to inform and guide the development of St George’s, as it wished to retain independence. It had been proposed that the groups would be chaired by the leader and deputy leader of the council. 






What Changes to the Draft Local Plan would you suggest to remedy the submission you have raised?
A meaningful discussion with the parishes that would be impacted by the proposed development at St. George’s Barracks and a consideration of the scale of the proposed development.


