APPENDIX 2      
Extract from the Council’s LDP Representation concerning Sustainability Objectives

COLWINSTON COMMUNITY COUNCIL
Vale of Glamorgan Local Development Plan 2011 – 2026
Deposit Plan
“These observations consist of objections to the proposed development MG 2 (38) and an assessment of the Sustainability Appraisal regarding that site where we consider the scoring to be flawed both in terms of the failure to consider pertinent issues and the weight attached to a particular matter.
Sustainability Objectives  
Under Welsh Government Planning Policy all new developments need to satisfy “sustainability” criteria before inclusion within the LDP and these are set out in the Sustainability Appraisal Report. We would comment on each objective below and provide our own ‘score’ in relation to its ‘effect’ with regard to site MG 2 (38).  
Objective 1 – To provide the opportunity for people to meet their housing needs
While any housing development will meet someone’s housing need the immediate local need is minimal. The Local Housing Market Assessment Study 2010 referred to shows an annual requirement of 1558 houses for the whole region of which only 45 were located in the Rural Vale (see table 6.13). To therefore say the site is in an area where a significant need has been identified is incorrect and extremely misleading.
Without employment opportunities in the village there is no reason for such a development that would turn Colwinston into a commuter suburb for Cardiff, Swansea and elsewhere.
Effect  - - 
Objective 2 – To maintain, promote and enhance the range of local facilities

The development would do none of these things nor provide potential enhancement to the school. Without additional land to expand any expansion within the existing school site would significantly and unacceptably reduce the amount of recreational and amenity space and/or create overcrowding in the classrooms. We also see no possibility for it to enhance any other community facility.
Effect  - 
Objective 3 – To maintain and improve access for all
The school, community hall and park are the only facilities in the village and all other services are some 5-8 kilometres away. Since there is no village bus service and the nearest public transport over a kilometre walk distant they can only be reached by car.
Effect  - -
Objective 4 – Reduce the causes of deprivation

None of the criteria used under this objective would be met and Colwinston is not ranked low in the Index of Welsh Multiple Deprivation.
Effect  0
Objective 5 – To maintain, protect and enhance community spirit

While the site would not lead to a coalescence of settlements it might well reduce the amount of recreational and amenity space in the school due to necessary expansion and turn a small and integrated village into a commuter hub for elsewhere.

Effect  -
Objective 6 – to minimise the causes and manage the effects of climate change

As demonstrated in more detail elsewhere in this Representation the site is not sustainable. 
Other than the school all main services are some 5-8 kilometres away and all working residents would need to commute so there would be a huge increase in car journeys of 200 or so in and out of the village every day. This potential increase in traffic flow of over 40% is recognised by the Vale Council in its own site assessment within the Sustainability Appraisal Report.

The site is prone to flooding with a proven history acknowledged by the Vale Council’s own Drainage Engineers in the LDP Statement regarding site constraints. To state otherwise is a gross inaccuracy and illustrates a lack of factual information!

Effect  - -   
Objective 7 – To minimise waste
Clearly it is recognised that this will not be the case since the development would increase the size of the village by over 40% which, on any comparative basis, is very significant indeed.

Effect  -
Objective 8 – To use land effectively and efficiently

This objective concerns sites that are brownfield and/or involves the beneficial re-use of existing buildings whereas ours is greenfield good quality agricultural land. It is a matter of some concern that the Council seems to pay scant regard to the vital role of agriculture and the retention of agricultural land in contributing to the sustainability of domestic food requirements. This would appear to go against existing planning policy in protecting such land and in particular LDP Objective 10 “to promote the sustainable use and management of natural resources”.
The site also lies immediately adjacent to the Conservation area and we note the assessment recognises this will have a detrimental effect on that area. What we do not understand is why in that case during the Candidate Site Assessment Process land opposite the school was rejected on the grounds “it would have an adverse impact on the character and setting of Colwinston Conservation Area”.
Effect  -
Objective 9 - To protect and enhance the built and natural environment

Again the site is immediately adjacent to the Conservation area and will spoil the character and open nature of the village. The Vale Council concedes the site will impact on the landscape and biodiversity of the area but we do not accept there is any mitigation in “gently sloping land” and at least one hedgerow across the middle of the site will be destroyed.
We also note that the Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust have advised in the LDP Statement that an archaeological evaluation of the site will be required prior to any planning application.
Effect  -
Objective 10 – To provide a high quality environment within all new developments

The high quality environment already exists. It is the proposed development that has the potential to degrade that situation. The justification for a positive score here is dubious since merely being next to a Conservation Area in no way suggests that any development would preserve or enhance that area.
Effect  0
Objective 11 – To protect, enhance and promote the quality and character of the Vale of Glamorgan’s culture and heritage

As with 9 and 10 above this Objective cannot possibly be achieved and it will in fact have a detrimental effect on the village and Conservation Area.
Effect  - -
Objective 12 – To reduce the need to travel and enable the use of more sustainable modes of transport
The village has no bus service, no employment opportunities and no main services other than the school. There is an hourly bus service on the A48 to Bridgend and Cowbridge but the nearest bus stop is over the 1200m maximum threshold identified in Table 1 of the Sustainable Settlements Appraisal Review Nov. 2011. Thus almost every household has at least one or more cars in order to reach their places of work and most services and facilities.
It must be acknowledged that one of the fundamental tenets of Welsh Government Planning Policy is to minimise the need to travel and to increase accessibility by modes of transport other than the private car. This is endorsed in the LDP Objectives 2 and 3 and Policy SP 7 (Transportation) and the site allocation of 65 houses producing a 100 plus additional cars would directly conflict with these policies.
Effect  - -
Objective 13 – To provide for a diverse and wide range of job opportunities 
Since there are no job opportunities and the site is for a housing development this objective is irrelevant.
Effect  0
Objective 14 – To maintain and enhance the viability of the Vale’s town, district and local centres

The assessment confirms there would be no impact on Cowbridge where an additional 561 houses are already proposed within the LDP plan period.

Effect  0
Objective 15 – To promote appropriate tourism
As mentioned earlier in the Representation putting a modern housing estate of 65 houses in the middle of a Conservation village, itself part of the Valeways Heritage Millenium Trail, is hardly conducive to attracting more tourists.

Effect  -
SA Effects Summary
The above objective assessment gave no positive scores; 4 neutral scores; 6 negative scores and 5 double negative scores.
SA Summary Comments
We think that in the original assessment too much emphasis was placed on the fact there was a local school in the village without considering its inability to cope with the expected huge increase in numbers or how to expand the school within limited land constraints. In addition too little weight was attached to major issues highlighted in this Representation (or in some cases ignored or based on factually incorrect information) in relation to :-  Sustainability -  Highways -  Impact on Conservation Area                   

                      Infrastructure - Physical Constraints          

Many of these problems are now recognised by the Vale Council and listed in the Housing Allocations Appendix 5 to the LDP Statement in their comments concerning site MG 2 (38). We consider that had the original assessment been scored correctly during the Candidate Site Assessment Process it would not have been included in the Deposit LDP in the first place.”
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