











Amendments made to the Neighbourhood Plan following the
Regulation 14 Consultation

Below is a schedule relating to the important changes made to the Neighbourhood
Plan, any other changes were largely grammatical or factual of minor importance.

A couple of points to note:

Section 1.

para 13 of the Revised NPPF makes it clear that outside of strategic considerations
the NP has the right to shape current and future development.

The application of the presumption (in favour of development) has
implications for the way communities engage in neighbourhood planning.
Neighbourhood plans should support the delivery of strategic policies
contained in local plans or spatial development strategies; and should shape
and direct development that is outside of these strategic policies. This is what
the Neighbourhood Plan seeks to do.

The Neighbourhood Planning process had to take on board a number of
significant developments that impacted upon the strategic objectives of the
Sefton Local plan which in turn impacted upon Formby.

1. When the Sefton Local Plan was published in 2016 the inspector
ordered a staggering 88 main modifications to the plan, many of which directly
affected Formby. The Local Plan was not adopted until the 20™. April 2017.
Many of these major modifications directly affected Formby.

2. Between the Inspector’s report and the adoption of the plan a major
review of the Local plan was ordered by the inspector. This was known as
SHELMA and This was not completed until January 2017.

3. During 2017 and 2018 Sefton started a consultation on and produced a
series new Supplementary Planning documents which affected important
planning areas such as Open spaces, the environment and flooding all of
which had to be addressed in the Neighbourhood Plan.

4, After a lengthy consultation the National Planning Framework was
significantly revised by the government in July 2018.

Formby has to take into account the fact that it is surrounded by a number Sites of
Scientific Interest, the Coastal SAC and RAMSAR area. Sefton also produced a
Coastal Plan after and separate from the Sefton Local Plan.

List of Amendments

Section 1 and 2 provide background information only



Section 3
The Vision and Core Objectives remain the same

Amendment - 3.1.7 Environment, Sustainability and Design Quality — This section
was rewritten in response to Sefton council criticisms (see comments by D
Robinson) that the original sustainability definition concentrated too much on the
environment and flooding. This paragraph brings it into line with the three objectives
of the revised NPPF (para 4 page 5)

Achieving sustainable development means that the planning system has three
overarching objectives, which are interdependent and need to be pursued in
mutually supportive ways (so that opportunities can be taken to secure net gains
across each of the different objectives):

a) an economic objective — to help build a strong, responsive and competitive
economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right types is available in the right
places and at the right time to support growth, innovation and improved productivity;
and by identifying and coordinating the provision of infrastructure;

b) a social objective — to support strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by
ensuring that a sufficient number and range of homes can be provided to meet the
needs of present and future generations; and by fostering a well-designed and safe
built environment, with accessible services and open spaces that reflect current and
future needs and support communities’ health, social and cultural well-being; and

c) an environmental objective — to contribute to protecting and enhancing our
natural, built and historic environment; including making effective use of land, helping
to improve biodiversity, using natural resources prudently, minimising waste and
pollution, and mitigating and adapting to climate change, including moving to a low
carbon economy.

(N.B This section cross references to other sections and policies in the NP indicating
how the plan seeks to address this matters)

Amendment - The list of Community Assets was reviewed following the consultation
and a smaller list has now been included.

Section 4:

Amendment - 4.3.5 The Neighbourhood Plan supports/provides for a buffer over
and above the Sefton housing allocation to provide for
CONLINGENCIES ... e

This paragraph was altered to bring the NP up to date following the SHELMA
consultation. It points out that the new SHELMA figure (after adjusting for
affordability) for Sefton is considerably lower than the Local Plan figure. Therefore,
there will be more than enough houses built over the lifetime of the plan and the
foreseeable future.

See Para 11 of the revised NPPF



Plans and decisions should apply a presumption in favour of sustainable
development. For plan-making this means that:

a) plans should positively seek opportunities to meet the development needs of their
area, and be sufficiently flexible to adapt to rapid change;

b) strategic policies should, as a minimum, provide for objectively assessed needs
for housing and other uses, as well as any needs that cannot be met within
neighbouring areas, unless:

i.  the application of policies in this Framework that protect areas or assets of
particular importance provides a strong reason for restricting the overall scale,
type or distribution of development in the plan area; or

ii. any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably
outweigh the benefits, when assessed against the policies in this Framework
taken as a whole. For decision-taking this means:

c) approving development proposals that accord with an up-to-date development
plan without delay;

See para 13 Revised NPPF

The application of the presumption has implications for the way communities
engage in neighbourhood planning. Neighbourhood plans should support the
delivery of strategic policies contained in local plans or spatial development
strategies; and should shape and direct development that is outside of these
strategic policies.

Section 4 Policies

Policy Change Respondent Reason

GP1 remains the same

H1 remains the same

H2 amended SMBC As per recommendation
(appendix 2)

SMBC As per recommendation

H3 amended (appendix 2)

H4 the last sentence has | Developer As per appendix 3

been deleted Representations

H5 amended SMBC As per recommendation
(appendix 2)

H6 amended SMBC As per recommendation
(appendix 2)

Original H7 deleted SMBC As per recommendation

H7 (Previous H8) (appendix 2)

amended

H8 (Previous H9) no As per advice from See Appendix 2




change

Planning Consultant

H9 (previous H10)
amended to delete
garage sizes

Response to developer
representations

As per appendix 3

H10 new policy

Response to comments
from members of the
Civic Society

This policy was
introduced for the
following reasons:

0] The Sefton
Local Plan does
not deal with
the issue and
therefore is not
compliant with
the revised
NPPF

(i) This is
becoming an
increasingly
important issue
in Formby

(i)  The NP needs
to be compliant
with existing
planning
regulations

See para 122 revised
NPPF page 36

(NB questions of infra-
structure and viability are
strategic issues and are
covered by Sefton policy
IN1 and in a well-run
council by a Community
Infra-structure Levy.
Policy H10 effectively
reserves these planning
aspects to Sefton by not
insisting on arithmetic
formulae. Also see para
13 of the revised NPPF
above.

Previous H11 deleted

As per advice from
Planning Consultant

WS1 no change

WS2 no change

WS3 amended

SMBC

As per recommendation




(appendix 2)

WS4 amended SMBC As per recommendation
(appendix 2)
Original WS5 deleted Not a Land use policy
WS5 new policy
WS6 amended SMBC As per recommendation
(appendix 2)
WSY7 deleted
Surplus to requirement
Original GA1 deleted As per advice from
Planning Consultant
GA1 (original GA2) As per Planning recommendation
amended Consultant appendix 2
GAZ2 (original GA3) Planning Consultant
amended
GA3 (original GA4) SMBC as per recommendation
amended (appendix 2)

Original CLW1 and CLW2
deleted

CLW1 new policy

General statement of
intent going forward (all
current projects now self-
funding)

ESD1 amended

Planning Consultant

As per recommendation
appendix 2

ESD2 amended

Planning Consultant

Appendix 2 see p6/7

Local Green Space table
and map amended

Planning Consultant
& resident consultation
and discussion

See Appendix 2 pl1

ESD3 amended

Planning Consultant

See Appendix 2

Original ESD4, ESD5,
ESD6, ESD7 and ESD8
deleted

Planning Consultant

Not a Land use policy or
repetition of existing
SMBC policy

ESD4 (previous ESD9)
amended

Planning Consultant

See Appendix 2 p12
Many residents are
expressed their
opposition to fracking
(How many?)

Original ESD10 deleted

Steering Committee

Removed to avoid
unnecessary repetition of
SMBC policies




ESDS5 same as original
ESD11

New policy ESD6

Steering Committee

This policy was
introduced to reflect the
concerns of raised by
AECOM in the HRA May
2016 (Section 4.3 on
recreational Tramping).
This issue particularly
effects Formby with a
number of small
developments close to the
coast, this matter was
further reviewed by the
Steering Committee
following the publication
of the Coastal Plan and
the plans of the National
Trust.

Where a development
puts extra pressure on the
coastal environment
additional open space
mitigation is required over
and above that normally
required of a large
development. (The need
for this extra space has
now been confirmed see
Brackenway and Morris
homes (Liverpool Road).
This has become
increasingly urgent given
recent episodes of coastal
erosion.

English Nature responded
very late to Sefton’s
consultation on the Open
spaces SPD Sefton
produced a mitigation
policy at the very end of
the process. Currently
there is only one site
outside of Formby to
which this situation
applies (Ainsdale).
Therefore, it is not a




strategic issue and falls
within the remit of the NP.

New policy Steering Committee It has come to the

ESD7 Residents attention of the Parish
council that developers
(Bellway) had done an
enormous amount of
damage to the trees and
hedgerows along Altcar
Lane. Moreover, they had
failed to replace trees on
their site as agreed.

Sefton had not been
enforcing existing
planning policies through
lack of funding and staff.
This is not acceptable to
the people of Formby.

It was therefore felt that
despite Sefton policies
the NP should remind
developers of their
obligations.

Many residents
expressed an opinion that
Formby’s landscape has
below the average
number of trees therefore
it is not surprising that we
have an increasing
surface water flooding
problem.

Some residents also
pointed out the
importance of trees in
mitigating air pollution.

Section 4.8 Flooding

This section has been rewritten to include Baseline Flood Risk Data for CDA 16 and
CDA 17. A number of proposed developments require an element of “betterment” in
terms of flood risk. Therefore, we need to include baseline data to test the
effectiveness of SLP Policy EQ8 and NP policies FDL8 — FDL9




It became evident during the Local Plan enquiry and subsequent meetings between
the Parish Council and developers, that many of the developers had very little
understanding of the flood history of the area.

Many residents felt that the Neighbourhood Plan’s flooding policies did not go far
enough. There was a general feeling from respondents that SMBC are in denial over
this issue.

Policy Change Respondent Reason

FLD1 retained Steering Group Strength of Resident’s
Opinion

FLD2 amended to Planning Consultant

incorporate original FLD3

FLD3 (previously FLD4) Planning Consultant See Appendix 2 p16
amended

FLD4 new policy

Original FLD5, FLD6, Planning Consultant Policy not consistent with
FLD7 and FLDS8 deleted & Consultation with the planning regulations
Environment Agency

FLDS5 (previously FLD9) Steering Group (See above)
FLD6 (previously FLD10)
FLD7 (previously FLD11)
FLD8 (previously FLD12)

New policy FLD9 Steering Group Adapted from Sefton
Local Plan policy EQ8

Original Section 5 Site Specific Requirements deleted following recommendation
by Sefton to reduce the size of the Plan. It was considered by the Parish Councils

that as the local Plan had now been “made” and the sites are allocated by that Plan,
this section was no longer required as all the policies are generic to all development.




























































































