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	· Please submit your response to the Deposit Plan on this form (please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make).
· Before completing the form, please refer to the enclosed guidance notes. 
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1.
Personal Details




    2.
Agent’s Details (if applicable)





Title 

First Name


Last Name

Job Title

(where relevant)


Organisation

(where relevant

Address Line 1


Line 2

Line 3

Line 4

Post Code


Telephone No.


E-Mail Address

3.
Did you raise the matter that is the subject of your representation with the National Park Authority earlier in the process of the preparation of the Local Development Plan, i.e. before it was placed on deposit?

	At the Preferred Strategy Stage

	At a Key Stakeholder meeting

	 At a Community Panel meeting




No
Yes: 



(Please go to 3a)



(Please delete as necessary then go to question 4a)
3(a) If ‘No’, can you briefly explain why you did not do so:


4(a).
Do you consider the Local Development Plan is:










Sound






Unsound


Go to Q 5





Go to Q4(b)


(i.e. you support the LDP)




(i.e. you consider the LDP should be changed)





















4(b).
If you consider the LDP is unsound, please identify which test(s) of   Soundness

soundness your representation relates to (please refer to test             
       Test No(s).
numbers P1-CE4 listed in the guidance notes)                                              
5.
To which part of the Local Development Plan does your representation relate?


Paragraph No 
Policy No.                 
Proposals Map
   

Site 

Allocation No.
Omission
(Please state if it is a policy, text, allocation, other designation or other omission. Please be as precise as possible in Q6 below in identifying where new policy or supporting text should go into the Local Development Plan)




6.
Please give details of what change(s) you consider necessary to make the LDP sound, having regard to EACH of the test (s) you have identified at 4 above.  You will need to say why this change will make the LDP sound.  Please be as precise as possible, but you may continue on a separate sheet.



7.
Can your representation seeking a change be considered by written representations or do you consider it necessary to attend the Examination? (Delete as necessary)

Written Representations





Attend Examination


Please note the Inspector will attach equal weight to written representations as to those representations heard in person.
8.
If you wish to attend the Examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary:


Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to attend the Examination.

Signature:








Date:

Thank you for your comments on the Deposit Local Development Plan.

Please return your completed forms to:-

The Development Plans Officer
Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority

Llanion Park

Pembroke Dock

Pembrokeshire

SA72 6DY

Email to devplans@pembrokeshirecoast.org.uk 

Representations should be received by 5pm on Wednesday 22nd April 2009.

Representations received after this time will not be considered.

All representations received will be made available for public inspection and cannot be kept confidential.
�











Mr.











Robert














MANSON














Appointed  Representative














NEWPORT AREA 


ENVIRONMENT GROUP     [NAEG]














Old Mill














Upper Bridge Street











NEWPORT











Pembrokeshire











SA42 0PL











01239 82 1066





r_manson@sky.com











Because at the Preferred Strategy Stage this site was not included in the then approved proposed sites for housing allocation.








Unsound











P1


CE2


CE4





Please provide a summary of your representation here





Failure to consult at preparatory stage has led to a completely useless and illusory allocation for housing incapable of realisation during plan period.




















Please provide your full representation here





It is the firm policy position of NAEG not to support or oppose any particular individual proposal for the allocation of land for housing in Newport , but rather to test and examine the rationale and policy based justifications offered by the PCNPA for having approved or rejected them, from the perspective of seeking an consistent, rationale, comprehensive final plan and thus from the desire to create achievable plan proposals in this regard.





When NAEG, in co-operation with the Town Council, but without any presence from the Authority who were naturally invited but chose not to attend, recently held the only community exhibit and consultation on this Plan, to be held in the traditional and time honoured manner in this community by means of a meeting in the Memorial Hall, we were surprised and informed to hear from an individual (who has asked to remain presently anonymous) who is a joint owner of the land subject of this allocation proposal (together with several others) that there is no prospect whatever of his agreeing to release this land for housing development during the plan period. 





We appreciate that this proposal came forward as a result of a representation made presumably on behalf of some of the owners through a local agent whom the Authority had every reason to accept was knowledgeable. Consequently the initial failure for not appreciating this fact cannot fairly be brought to the Authority’s door. However, we do say that there was a subsequent duty to conduct sufficient inquiries with due diligence to confirm the agent’s information, which if undertaken we feel ought to have established this fact.





















































Taken together with the equally shocking revelations about sites HA220 (8 units) and 609 (5 units) – see separate relevant response details - the consequent compound effect of this on the prospect for Newport’s ever being able to come anywhere near approaching the achievement of meeting the Authority’s own assessment for affordable housing needs during the plan period, of 23 affordable units, must be utterly non-existent. 





Added to this we must now also take into account the loss of the land proposed at this time for the allocation for 6 live/work units on the Pen-y-bont small business park (Site 232 – see separate submission), which has instead recently been the subject of a successful planning application for permission to develop an ice cream factory.





In our estimation therefore, of the total housing allocation proposed presently by this plan for Newport of 38 units (incld the x6 live/work units), as presently advised only 7 of them, (i.e. those at the sub-allocation level at sites 771 & 824), appear capable of realisation during the plan period. This represents a maximum fulfilment potential of only 18%.





In our submission this is a failure of preparatory consultation of such a scale that the only appropriate response is to scrap the current proposals entirely and start the process again, with full and proper community consultation in order to stand any prospect of achieving realistic housing allocations.





Very much as a footnote to these observations and merely by way of a further example in our view of incompetent consultation we re-iterate here the observations of the many residents of the Feidr Eglwys / King’s Street area who attended the exhibition only to learn of this proposal for the first time with horror and who to a person all commented that the width of the highways surrounding this proposed site are in their view utterly incapable of sustaining the existing level of traffic let alone adding to it. This despite the recommendation of PCC Highways (03/04//08) that the access is “achievable” if the existing traditional Pembrokeshire hedgebank along Feidr Eglwys is set back, a prospect that those local residents who attended the exhibition received with evident  horror.







































































The scale of the failings of the Authority demand a full explanation in our presence on behalf of the community.





�





20th April  2009











HA825





C23





NO









