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6.1. Cant of Repesentationsby Topic area

Reference Gount of Represertations
6.3. | Candidate Ste Register 4
6.4. Caravan, Camping andChelet Development Draft Supplementary Plaming Gudance 6
6.5. | DP1. CONTEX AND KEY ISSUES 1
6.6. | DP2. VISON AND OBECTIVES 2
6.7. | DPGlossary 1
6.8. DPSP 03 Affordable Housing Target 2
6.9. DPSP 04 Gypsy, Traveller and Show-peoplS €Accommaodation 1
6.10. | DPSP 06 ¢ Settlement Hierarchy ¢ A Sustainable Settlement Srategy 3
6.11. | DPSP 07 Settlement Boundaries 16
6.12. | DPSP 12 Maintaining and Entancingthe Natural Ernvironment 7
6.13. | DPSP 13 Port and Energy Related Development and Celtic Freeport 2
6.14. | DPSP 15 Safeguarding of existing Srategic Employment Stes 1
6.15. | DPSP 17 Visitor Economy 4
6.16. | DPGNO1 General Development Policy 21
6.17. | DPGNO2 Qustainable Desgn andPlacemaking 2
6.18. | DPGNO06 Development Proposalsin Pre-Assessed Areasfor Wind Erergy (as set out in Future Wales) 1
6.19. | DPGNO7 Cawdor Barracks including theformer Brawdy Airfield 5
6.20. | DPGN13 Residential Development 4
6.21. | DPGN15 Housing Mix, Second Homes and Short-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandards and Requirementsfor Lifetime Homes Sandards 5
6.22. | DPGN16 Residential Allocations 18
6.23. | DPGN19A Maesgwynne, Hshguard S HSE 034H LDP2/ 1 2
6.24. | DPGN20 Local Needs Affordable Housing 3
6.25. | DPGN21 Exception Stes for Local Needs Affordable Housing 1
6.26. | DPGN22 Secialist and Supported Accommodation 1
6.27. | DPGN24 GypsyandTraveller Ste Allocations 2
6.28. | DPGN38 Safeguardingand Prior Extraction of the Mineral Resource 2
6.29. | DPGN44 Protection and Enhancement of Biodiversity 1
6.30. | DPGN46 Goagtal Change 2
6.31. | DPGN48 Green Wedges 2
6.32. | DPGN52 Protection of Open Spaces with Amenity Value 9
6.33. | DPGN56 Caravan, Camping and Chalet Development 10
6.34. | DPGN57 Ste Facilities 3
6.35. | DPGNS58 Self-catering Accommodation 1
6.36. | DPAppendix 2: Housing Canponents and Trajectory 3
6.37. | Habitats Regulations Assessment 1
6.38. | SA Appendix 2: Objectives Appraisal 1

GrandTotal 150
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6.2. Repesentorsalphabetical order Caunt of Representations

Represertor and Number

Comment

Object

Support

Grand
Total

Adrian Harbord

FC 314

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

Ann Lankshear, HonaHarries, Mark Ferrier, Smon Ferrier, Chris Lankshear

FC 485

Carol Davies

FC 482

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaces with Amenity Vale

RlRrRrR NN N

Celtic Homes Ltd

FC 472

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spases with Amenity Vale

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RlRlPlw|w

DavidAmbrose

FC 483

=

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

=

DewiGriffiths

IN

FC B03

Dianellewhelin

FC 471

DPGN 19AMaesgvynne, Ashguard SHSGO34HLDP2/ 1

NNN[ R RIRIRRPR|R|W W R R RPN NN

Hawen Leisure Ltd

2

o

FC 478

(o]

2

o

Caavan, Camping and Chalet Development Draft Supplementary Planning Guidance

N|OO|OIN[IN[IN

DP2. VISON ANDOBJECQVES

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

DPGN 48 Green Wedges

DPGN 56 Caravan, Camping and Chalet Development

DPGN 57 Ste Fadlities

DPSP 12 Maintaining and Enhancingthe Natural Environment

NIFPIN|F

DPSP 17 Visitor E©nomy

lanEvans

FC 474

Cardidate Ste Register

DPAppendix 2: Housing Components and Trajectory

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RNk |la|o|R

JMills & RAriss

FC 288

DPAppendix 2: Housing Components and Trajectory

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RlW|F|o1|on

Rlwlklala|lkr|Nvklkrloalalr| N R AN Pl w
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Represertor and Number

Gomment

Object

upport

Grand
Total

James Ferraby

FC 468

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaces with Amenity Vale

JaneQark-Davies

FC 276

DPSP 6 ¢ Sttlement Hierarchy ¢ ASustainable Settlement Stategy

A I

Jchn James

FC 346

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

Janathan Gole

FC 877

N[N R[R| R

w

DP1. CON EXTANDKEYSSUES

DPGossary

DPGN 15 Housing Mix, Second Homesand Short-term HolidayLets,Spae Standards and Requirements for Lifetime HomesStandards

DPSP 3 Affordable Housing Target

Jasie Ferraby

FC 469

=

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaes with Amenity Vale

R N T N I N N G I S I R I R I RS

Kathyrn Bradbury

=
\‘

1

\‘

FC 3751

=
\‘

1

\‘

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

DPGN 13 Residential Development

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

DPGN 21 Exception Stes for Local Needs Affordable Housing

DPGN 46 Caastal Change

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaces with Amenity Vale

DPGN 56 Caravan, Camping and Chalet Development

DPGN 57 Ste Fadlities

DPGN 58 Self-cateting Accommodation

DPSP 17 Visitor E@nomy

DPSP 6 ¢ Sttlement Hierarchy ¢ ASustainable Settlement Strategy

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

N(N[R[R| Rl R RPN~

LGreggainé& Co Ltd

FC 475

=

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

Louwse Edwards

FC 3450

=

HRA

Matthew Hlis

FC 421

DPGN 7 Cawdor Barracksincludingthe former Brawdy Airfield

Melanie Lindsley

FC 341

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

[l el H K2 N 2 RN O

RlRr|lrlaloao|r|r|krRr|R|R|INN R R Rl R[R| R RN~
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Represertor and Number

Gomment

Object

upport

Grand
Total

Michael Ireson

FC 481

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaces with Amenity Vale

Mike Ings

FC 203

DPSP 13 Port and Energy RelatedDevelopment and Celtic Freeport

N I

Mr & Mrs Edward & Zita Doyle

FC 484

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaes with Amenity Vaue

Mr & Mrs P Sherwood

FC 470

Cardidate Ste Register

DPAppendix 2: Housing Components and Trajectory

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

Mr & Mrs V Rogers

FC 242

Cardidate Ste Register

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

SAAppendix 2: Oljectives Appraisal

Mr M & JMorrillo

FC &75

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 38 Safeguarding and Prior Extraction of the Mineral Resource

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RlRrlRrlwlw Rk R[N R RO R k|-

Mr PPamell

FC 479

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaes with Amenity Vale

Mr Peter Griffiths

FC 3629

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RiRrlRrRr| PR

Mr W Jenkins

FC 830

DPGN 24 Gypsyand Traveller Ste Allocations

DPGN 38 Sfeguarding and Prior Extraction of the Mineral Resource

DPGN 48 Green Wedges

DPSP 4 Gypsy, Traveller and Show-peopleQ&commodation

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

Pauine & Neil Qarke

FC 467

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

Pembrokeshire Living Ltd

FC 410

gla|lr|r|r|Rr|R|R|Rr|kr|la|lx

O|lo|lkr|kr|(Rr|R|R|R|R[R|O||R|RP|R|R|R|R[P|R|R|lW|W|[R| RN Ra|o| RN R RO 0| R R R R R PR PR~
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Represertor and Number

Gomment

Object

upport

Grand
Total

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

DPGN 13 Residential Development

DPGN 15 Housing Mix, Second Homesand Short-term HolidayLets,Spae Standards and Requirements for Lifetime HomesStandards

DPGN 2 Sustainable Design and Placemaking

=

DPGN 22 Speialist and Sypported Accommodation

[EEN

DPGN 44 Protection and Enhancement of Biodiversity

DPSP 12 Maintaining and Enhancingthe Natural Environment

(ST TSN e S

PRL Partnership

12

1

(o]

FC 477

12

1

(o]

Caavan, Camping and Chalet Development Draft Supplementary Planning Guidance

NIWIWIN

DP2. VISON ANDOBJECQVES

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

DPGN 56 Caravan, Camping and Chalet Development

DPGN 57 Ste Fadlities

DPSP 12 Maintaining and Enhancingthe Natural Environment

DPSP 17 Visitor E©nomy

Robin Snith

FC 483

[EEN

DPGN 52 Protection of Open Spaes with Amenity Vale

Smon Mann

FC 3774

DPGN 1 General Development Policy

DPGN 13 Residential Development

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

DPSP 12 Maintaining and Enhancingthe Natural Environment

DPSP 17 Visitor E©nomy

DPSP 3 Affordable Housing Target

Tony Brinsden

FC 471

DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries

RRrRrRRPrIR|R R R w|o|o

Uzmadgon Boulston & Sebech Community Gouncil

FC 3781

Cardidate Ste Register

Welsh Government

N N A

FC 507

DPGN 46 Caastal Change

DPGN 6 Development Proposals in Pre-Assessed Areasfor Wind Energy (as set out in Future Wales)

RIERININ

FC 480

DPGN 15 Housing Mix, Second Homesand Short-term HolidayLets,Spae Standards and Requirements for Lifetime HomesStandards

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 2 Sustainable Design and Placemaking

William James

FC 3699

NIN|FPIFRP[IND>

NN RPN A RIRIN o R R PR R R P PP R R R|lw|o|o| R R R RN R W[N] R | W
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Represertor and Number Gomment Object | Support | Grand
Total
DPSP 7 Sttlement Boundaries 2 2
GrandTotal 42 61 47 150
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6.3. Candidate Ste Regster

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

Represertor repeats their
previous comments regarding
the allocation of Ste 524 Land
front B4586(HS5047/LDP2/1
Land south of the Crown)
Thevillage doesnot have the
infragructure for the housing
devedopment - noshaps,
public transport.

The development would cause
more traffic onalready busy
narrow roads, heavily usedby
farm machinery.

The local schoolisfull.

There is wildlife on site that
would be severley impacted
by the devdopment.

The LDPIssue Report
references twotreesinthe
hedgerow frontingthe B4536
having AshDieback. Onlyone
tree hasthis.Theashand
sy@amore opposite High Croft
and Casa-mia properties are
healthy.

The siteis proneto flooding
andhasastream running
through it.

Thereare mine workingson
site.

There are nomain sewersin
thevillage.

Ste 375(allocated in LDP1)
Candidate Ste would be sufficient to meet Please seeresponseto represertation
Regster No | futurehousing needs. 2200/1.

FC
2242 Mr & MrsV

Raers 4 | Object

OEL8 Candidate Ste Regster

10| Page
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4470

Mr & Mrs P
Sherwood

Object

OEL8 Candidate Ste Regster

Candidate Ste
Regster

Therepresertor objectstothe
proposed development at
HS&047/LDR2/1 duetothe
lack of sewerage, lack of
services,the school beingat
maximum capacity, marshy
ground with drainage issues.
The landis ecologtally
important. The siteis not
served by footways andthe
roadsare heavily trafficked,
make it unsafe for
pedestrians. Thesite has
known coalworkings,which
has been raisedby the Coal
Authority.

The Gouncil previously came
totheview during an earlier
consultation oncandidate
sitesthat theland wasn®
needed to meet thelevel of
growth required - what has
changed?

The represertor has family
livingopposite the proposed
devedopment andit will
impact them severely.

Jdfreyston

HSE047/LDR2/S

Plase seeresponseto represertation
4470/1

No

FC
4474

lan Bvans

FC
4277

IR
Planning Ltd

Support

OEL8 Candidate Ste Regster

Candidate Ste
Regster

Yes

See representation 4474/1

Jdfreyston

HSE047/LDR2/1

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
E ; 5 qéa o required.
=) c Q g
z . S o = g ©
5 2 g Nl 2 2
% & | Representor | Agent % o § § < ..g E
£ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 0 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name & 3 | & 2|Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part N
Uzmaston Community
QGouncil reiterate longstanding
concernsregadingtraffic
increaseif there were
devdopment of Bethany
Helds.
wThe impact onNew Raad
which already has parking
issues.
wlmpact on Satutory Services
already overloaded.
wThe impact of Devdopment Therepresertation is not duly madeasit
inthe countryside withit being doesnot relate to a Facussed Changeto
visible from the main arterial Local Development Plan 2, Deposit Plan 2.
road, A40. The Gouncil hasrejected thedevelopment
wThe visual impactsonthe proposalsput forward by Candidate Stes
landscape. 062,063,064and 065at Bethany Fields, as
Inother partsof the LDPsites ismadeclear both in LDP2 itself and inthe
© where avisual impact might Candidate Stes' Register and Ste
Uzmaston % beapparent, green wedges Assessment (September 2024). The
Bouston & = are provided to buffer 5 represertation relating to policy GN 48
Skbech =3 devdopment from open ?é Green Wedges should have been made
FC GCommunity g | Candidate Ste countryside. Thisshoud be S duringthe Deposit stage consultation in
34781 | Council 1| Object < | Regster appliedhere. = autumn 2024, No
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6.4.

Caravan,Camping andChalet Development Draft Qupplementary HanningGuidance

Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRLlartnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

16

Object

OEl4

Caravan, Camping
and Chalet
Development Draft
Qupplementary
Planning Guidance

No

PRLPartnership objectsto
OE14. Previous
represertation statedthat, for
the purpose of the SR5, the
information shoud be clear
andsolelyrelate to PCC
Although the Gounty and
National Park do share
landscape elements, their
differencesand nuances
should alsobe understood if it
isto inform decision-making
for applicationsmadeto the
Gounty Gouncil." PRL
Partnership queriesthe
sertencebefore Table 2 asthe
methodology for the SPG
shoud becreated in mind for
the Countyrather than using
information and methodology
intended for aseparate LPA.
The change appearsto
emphasisethat the
methodology was created for
theNational Park rather than
reassuring that the document
is robust and couldbe usedas
amaterial consideration for
the PCC.

There is nothing further to add to the
Council's responsesetout inthe Issues
Paper (see under sedion4.23
Supplementary Planning Guidance:Carvan,
Campingand Chalet Landscape Capacity
Assessment paragraph 9) seeAppendix 4 ot
the Consutation Report Ref D09

http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
devdopment-plan-review/submission

No

13| Page



http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/local-

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

_ g ref/paragraph ref below
2 g o sufficient or ex planation of edit
€ = 5 o required.
S c ()
Z g L © o
= Q < c ©
o 5] - o | ©O ) ©
= c T = T O o =
S @ Representor | Agent < o © o = = =
a o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g w o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
;% & | (where Holder | Company | 5 = § 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
x X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change — | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part 0
PRLPartnership has noobject
totheprinciple of the
proposed changeinrelationto
OE15, relating tothe SPG
stating that static caravans
arethemaosthighly visible
form of devdopment. Itisnot
accuratein all circumgances,
when havingregard to the
impact of somechalets. Ifit is
considered necessary to make
astatement, wordingmight be There is nothing further to add to the
"static caravansand chalets Gouncil's responsesetout inthe Issues
can beahighly visible form of Paper (see under Apppendix 4 sedion4.23
Caravan, Camping accommodation”. This upplementary Planning Guidance: Carvan,
and Chalet reflectsthat somesites/part Campingand Chalet Landscape Capacity
o Development Draft of are well designed and well- Assessment, paragraph
EC PRL FC o | Supplementary integrated with limit views 14)https.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/loc
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lchfields 17 | Object o Planning Guidance No | beyondboundaries. al-development-plan-review/ submission No
Caravan, Camping
and Chalet Itis not clear what matter the
© Development Draft represertor wishesto raiseinrelation to
EC PRL EC g Qupplementary OE16 as no details have been provided.
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 18 | Comment Plnning Guidance | No | See Row below No further commentis therefore No

PRLPartnership has noobjectto the principle of the proposed changein relation to OE15 relating to the SPG stating that static caravansare the most highly visible form of development. It is not accurate inall drcumstances when havingregard tothe impact of some chalets. If it is considered necessary to make a statement, wordingmight be
"static caravans and chalets can be a highly visible form of accommodation”. Thisreflects that some sites/ part of are well designed and well-integrated with limit views beyondboundaries

PRLPartnership objectsto OE14.Previous epresentation stated that, for the purpose of the SPG the information should be clear and solely relate to PCC Although the County and National Pak do share landscape elements, their differences and nuances should also be understood if it is to inform decison-makingfor applications madeto the

GountyCouncl." PR Patnership queriesthe sentencebefore Table 2 as the methodology for the SPG should be created in mindfor the Gounty rather than usinginformation and methodology intended for a separate LPA. The change appearsto emphasise that the methodologywas created for the National Park rather than reassuring that the
document isrobust and coud be used as amaterial consideration forthe PGC
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

17

Object

OEl4

Caravan, Camping
and Chalet
Development Draft
Qupplementary
Planning Guidance

No

Haven objectsto OEL4.
Previousrepresertation stated
that, for the purpose ofthe
SR5, theinformation shoud
be clear and solely relate to
PCC Although the Countyand
National Park do share
landscape elements, their
differencesand nuances
shoud alsobe understood if it
isto inform decision-making
for applicationsmadeto the
County Council." Haven
queries the sertence before
Table 2 as the methodology
for the SPGshoud be created
in mind for the Countyrather
than usinginformation and
methodology intended for a
separate LPA. The change
appearsto emphasisethat the
methodology was created for
theNational Park rather than
reassuring that the document
isrobust and couldbe usedas
amaterial consideration for
the PCC

There is nothing further to add to the
Gouncil's responsesetout inthe Issues
Paper weblink:

http s:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
devdopment-plan-review/submission (see
under Qupporting Doauments, Appendix 4
Issues Papersupdated 23 September 2025
section4.23 Supplementary Planning
Guidance:Carvan, Campingand Chalet
Landscape Capacity Assessment)

No

15| Page



http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/local-

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

_ g ref/paragraph ref below
2 g o sufficient or ex planation of edit
€ = 5 o required.
> c ()]
Z g L © o
= Q < c ©
o 5] - o | ©O ) ©
= c T = T O o =
S @ Representor | Agent < o © o = = =
a o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g w o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
;% & | (where Holder | Company | 5 = § 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
x X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change — | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part 0
Haven has noobjectto the
principle of the proposed
changeinrelation to OE15,
relating to the SPGstating that
static caravansare the most
highly visible form of
devdopment. Itis not
accuratein all circumgances,
when havingregard to the
impact of somechalets. Ifit is
considered necessary to make
astatement, wordingmight be There is nothing further to add to the
"staticcaravansand chalets Gouncil's responsesetout inthe Issues
can beahighly visible form of Paper (see under sedion4.23
accommodation”. This upplementary Planning Guidance: Carvan,
Caravan, Camping reflectsthat somesites/part Campingand Chalet Landscape Capacity
and Chalet of are well designed and well- Assessment)
o Development Draft integrated with limit views https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
FC Haven Lebure FC o | Supplementary beyond boundaries. devdopment-plan-review/submission See
4478 | Ltd 4409 | Lichfields 18 | Object © Planning Guidance No Appendix 4 Secton 4.23. No
Caravan, Camping
and Chalet
© Development Draft Itisnot clear if therepresentor is
ECc | HavenLesure EC o | Supplementary supporting or objecting to OEL6 as no
4478 | kd 4409 | Lchfields 19 | Comment O | Planning Guidance No | See Rowbelow details have been provided. No

Haven has noobjectto the princple of the proposed changeinrelation to OEL5, relating to the SPGstating that static caravansare the mosthighly visible form of devdopment. Itis not accuratein all circumgances,when having regard to the impact of somechalets. Ifit is
considered necessary to make a statement, wordingmight be "static caravansand chalets @n be a highly visible form of accommodation". Thisreflectsthat somesites/part of are well designed andwell-integrated with limit views beyond boundaries.

Haven objectsto OEL4. Previousrepresertation statedthat, for the purpose of the SRG, the information shoud be clear and solely relate to PCC Although the Gounty and National Park do share landscape elements, their differencesand nuances shold also be understood if it is
to inform decision-making for applicationsmadeto the County Gouncil." Haven queries the sertencebefore Table 2 as the methodology for the SPGshoud be created in mind for the County rather than usinginformation and methodology intended for a separate LPAThe change
appearsto emphasisethat the methodology wascreated for the National Park rather than reassuring that the document is robust and couldbe usedas a material consideration for the POC.
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6.5. DP1. GCONTEXT AND KEYISUES

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
2 ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] .
c > 5 o required.
> c o | ® @
< - = o | < c °
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
‘qc: o | Representor | Agent % 5| B ® c | & 3
q q ) n < =2 (O]
ol o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 5 o o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b= 04 g
S 3 S
= 2 | (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
o X | relev ant) ID Name & 2| & 2| Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part s
=
g -
=
2 S| 5 | Uupport
8 % 8 | welcomed.
FC FC Q DP1. CONTEXTAND = | B | Nochange
4377 | Jonathan Gole | ATEBGroup Ltd 4376 | Santec 2 | Support KEYISSUES Yes| See Rowbelow. — | T | required. No
DPGossary

Support for replacing the description of Affordable Housingto reflect TAN 2. (FCL.Context.01)

DP1Context and Issues

Qupport for thereplacement of referencesto NVZsn Waleswith updated text (FCL.Context.03)

DPSP3Affordable HousngTargets DP

GCommentsrecognisethat the proposed changeto include atable indentifying the tenured split for affordable housing delivery and showing the over housing need should increasethe range of affordable housing that can be delivered and ensure the majority of provision is for
thosemostin need. (FC4.SP0301)

DPGN 15 HousngMix, SscondHomesand Shot-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandardsand Requirements for Lifetime HomesSandards

Qupport theamendments referingthelatest published evidence andthe included reference 'or equivaent' inrelation to the approach to Lifetime HomesSandardsunder Poicy GN.15.

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

The represertor takesissue with how well GN 20 expandsupon the calculations of the commuted sumconsidered necessary. The Affordable HousngSPGorovides commutedsumecalculations for corresponding affordable housing requirements but from the point of 5%
upwards, with nosumequivaent provided for thoseareaswhere 0%is the target affordable housing. They suggest simplifying the structure of the policyand commit to robust monitoring and review processes, and simplify away of calculatingthe commutedsums.
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6.6.

DP2. VISONAND OBECITIVES

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
© = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] .
c > 5 o required.
=] c @ % 8
z . o) o | < c )
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c s| o o c| 2 E
) n . . O - n < o 3} o
o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent & S » o [ PCC Plan or - | Representor = 04 g
S : S
o & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S |Comment Summary/ S| 2 PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o X | relev ant) ID Name o o | * © | Refe rence & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part i
) PRLPartnership endorses
s changeFC2Vision.01. It Qupport
g reflectsour client's welcomed.
FC PRL FC 9 — | DP2.VISONAND representation to the Depasit No change
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 1| Support © | OBECTVES Yes| consutation. required. No
) Haven Lesure Limited
s endorsesFC2.Vision.01 which Qupport
g addresses concerns welcomed.
FC | HavenLekure FC 9 « | DP2.VISONAND highlighted in previous No change
4478 | ud 4409 | Lichfields 1| Support © | OBECNVES Yes | represertations. required. No
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6.7.

DPGossry

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
2 ref/paragraph ref below
° = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S - (<)) .
£ = 5 = required.
= c Q| ® e
z . o) o | < c )
5 2 g °l 2 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c 5| B ® c | & 'g
() . . O - n < = o
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o S »w o [ PCC Plan or < | Representor = (014 &
F - : S
-y & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| L PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o @ | relev ant) ID Name o o | * 2 | Refe rence & | Suggested Change - | O Agree Disagree |in Part i
o =
= N
% 3
% S| & | Support
S # | 8 | welcomed.
A [}
FC FC 8 Z | § | Nochange
4377 | bonathan Qole | ATEBGroup Ltd 4376 | Santec 1| Comment DPGlossary Yes| See Rowbelow — | L | required. No
DPGossary

Support for replacing the description of Affordable Housingto reflect TAN 2. (FCL.Context.01)

DP1Context and Issues

SQupport for the replacement of referencesto NVZsn Waleswith updated text (FCL.Context.03)

DPSP23Affordable Housng Targets DP

GCommentsrecognsethat the proposed changeto include atable indentifying the tenured split for affordable housing delivery and showing the over housing need should increasethe range of affordable housing that can be delivered and ensure the majority of provision is for

thosemostin need. (FC4.SP031)
DPGN 15 HousngMix, SscondHomesand Shot-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandardsand Requirements for Lifetime HomesSandards

Qupport theamendments referingthe latest published evidence andthe included reference 'or equivalent’ inrelation to the approach to Lifetime HomesSandardsunder Poicy GN.15.
DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

The represertor takesissue with how well GN 20 expandsupon the calculations of the commuted sumconsidered necessary. The Affordable HousngSP Gorovides commutedsumecalculations for corresponding affordable housing requirements but from the point of 5%
upwards, withnosumequivaent provided for thoseareas where 0%is the target affordable housing. They suggest simplifying the structure of the policyand commit to robust monitoring and review processes, and simplify away of calculatingthe commutedsums.
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6.8. DPSP 3 Affordable Housing Target

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
2 ref/paragraph ref below
o = o sufficient or ex planation of edit
£3) .
£ > = required.
= c Q| ® e
< - = o | < c °
5 2 g °l 2 2 2
= o | Representor | Agent c 5 | 5 c | @ E
O n . . O - n < = [} o
o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o S »w o [ PCC Plan or < | Representor = (014 &
F - : S
-y & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| L PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| £ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part =
d
. &
g S | 5 | Lupport
& 21 3 | welcomed.
FC FC Q DPSP3 Affordable o 3 | Nochange
4377 | Jonathan Gole | ATEBGroup Lid 4376 | Santec 3 | Comment HousngTarget Yes| See Rowbelow - L | required. No
DPGossary

SQupport for replacing the description of Affordable Housingto reflect TAN 2. (FCL.Context.01)

DP1CGontext and Issues

Qupport for thereplacement of referencesto NVZsn Waleswith updated text (FCL.Context.03)

DPSP3Affordable HousngTargets DP

GCommentsrecognisethat the proposed changeto include atable indentifying the tenured split for affordable housing delivery and showing the over housing need should increasethe range of affordable housing that can be delivered and ensure the majority of provision is for
thosemostin need. (FC4.SP0301)

DPGN 15HousngMix, SscondHomesand Shot-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandardsand Requirements for Lifetime HomesSandards

Qupport theamendments referingthe latest published evidence andtheincluded reference 'or equivalent' inrelation to the approach to Lifetime HomesSandardsunder Policy GN.15.

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 20 Local Needs Affordable Housing

The represertor takesissue with how well GN 20 expandsupon the calculations of the commuted sumconsidered necessary. The Affordable HousngSP Gorovides commutedsumecalculationsfor corresponding affordable housing requirements but from the point of 5%
upwards, withnosumequivaent provided for thoseareas where 0%is the target affordable housing. They suggest simplifying the structure of the policyand commit to robust monitoring and review processes, and simplify away of calculatingthe commutedsums.
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Focussed Change
reference
Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Representor
Support or Object

Sound

Pasitive Observations:
FC4.SP17.01Tourismpolicy
changes support econonic
development appropriate for
heritage locations
FC4.SP12.01Environmental
protection measures support
designated sites
FC4.SP03.01Sodéal rented
housing target address
identified needs

StDavids Parishwould benefit
from policies that balance GComment
heritage protection, rural noted. No
DPSP3 Affordable sudainability and appropriate change
HousngTarget No | economicdevelopment. required.

FC StDavids Gty
34774 | SmonMann Gouncil 1 | Comment

FCA.SP0O1
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6.9.

DP3 4 Gypsy, Traveller and Show-peopleQ Aacommodation

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S (<)) q
c > 5 =y required.
= c Q| 8
Zz . S o | < c e
5 2 g °l 2 2 2
= o | Representor | Agent c 5| 39S c | & 'g
§ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent § ‘g o § PCC Plan or < | Representor i & &
= & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o § 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| L PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part =
Removal of Gypsy Ste The Gouncil's corsideration of the
Allocation GT/095/LDP2/1 appropriateness of allocatingthissite and
Castle Quarry Eastern provision more generally is setout in detail
Extension in
FC4.SP04.01 Gouncil https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
removed the site due to devdopment-plan-review/submission
'represertationsreceived' and (PM) Consutation Report Appendix 4.
updated information regarding Section4.6. Paragraph 7,8 and 9 sets out
deliverability and capacity thereasoninginrelationto proposingthe
issues. However, the Gouncil deletion of thisallocation. Itis correctto
have been in negotiationsto saythat the Gouncil hasnot received any
acquirethissitefor Syeas. adverse comment from external
Delays have been due to commertators. Interms of the Castle
Gouncil's failure to take Quarry site. However, the site Adjacentto
decisive action - partly fuelled Monkton Playing Feld is consideredto be
by arevolvingdoor of onbalance apreferable site for allocation.
cortinuingchangesin The Objection tothissite has been raised
personnel dealing with amendment however, which will need to be considered
matters onbehalf of the suggested throught the Examination. The extension of
Gouncil. The Gouncil's o is not the Green Wedge is alogical consequential
= decisionto remove thissite g supported changeas aresult of theproposeddeletion
g DPSP4 Gypsy, from LDPJs disappointing g1l by the of the allocation at Castle Quarry. Pdential
83 Traveller and Show- and hasleft the land owners 218 Plan's issues regadingthehowtheallocationis
FC FC | AC § people®@ with abortive legd and GEJ S evidence currently used would be outside the remit
1830 | MrW Jenkins | Priory Farm 3911 | Compton 1| Object Accommodation No | sureyor costs. a | O base. of the Lacal Development Plan. No
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6.10. DP3 6 ¢ Settlement Hierarchy
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
34751

Kahyrn
Bradbury

Amroth
Community
Gouncil

Qupport

FC4.SP06.lanteg.etc.02

DPSP6 ¢
Settlement
Hierarchy ¢A
Qustainable

Settlement Srategy

Yes

Amroth Community Gouncil
have reviewed the relevant
Facussed Changes and
support theamendments.

Lianteg & Llanteglos

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

The Council's reasonfor the Facussed
Changes are setout in detail inthe Issues
Paper - Appendix 4 to the Consultation
Report (R SOD9). weblink to reference
above:

http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
devdopment-plan-review/submission See
sedion 4.12 Llnteg Lantedgos.

The assets referred to inthisrepresertation
have already been taken into account.
There are nopublic transport routesinthe
locality andthe bus shelter is alegacy
feature. Availability of land for residential
devdopment is appropriate for a'Local
Village' with few facilities. No further
changeis proposed as aresult of this
represertation.

No
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6.11. DPP 7 SttlementBoundaries

Edit not required as PCC

Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] =} () .
g =z © =y o required.
c Q9 © o
z . o o | < c )
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c s| 9 9 c| @ E
) n . . 3 - n < o 3} o
ol o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 5 g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b= 04 g
= 2 | (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
o X | relev ant) ID Name & 2| & 2| Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part s
Removal of Gypsy Ste
Allocation GT/095/LDP2/1
Castle Quarry Eastern
Exenson
FC4.SPO7.Pemioke.01 - The
o Gouncil shoud buildina The
% degree of 'flexibility' into the amendment
S total number of new Gypsy suggested
ié Traveller Ste Pitchesin order N is not
[‘i{ to makeallowancefor g supported
o potential slippage and as yet, e = bythe
% unknown site constraintsthat | S 8 Pln's
EC FC | AC § DPSP7 Sttlement couldaffectthe proposed site GE, = evidence
1830 | MrWJenkins | Priory Farm 3911 | Crompton 2 | Object Boundhries No | allocations. a | O base. See Responseto 1830/1 No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
2242

Mr & MrsV
Ragers

Object

FC4.SPO7dfreyston.01

DPSP7 Settlement
Boundaries

No

Represertor repeats their
previous comments regading
the allocation of Ste 524 Land
front B4586(HS5/047/LDP2/1
Land south of the Crown) The
village doesnot have the
infragructure for the housing
devdopment - noshaps,
publictransport. The
devdopment would cause
more traffic onalready busy
narrow roads, heavily usedby
farm machinery. The local
schoolisfull. There is wildlife
onsitethat would be severley
impacted by the devdopment.
The LDPIssue Report
references twotreesinthe
hedgerow frontingthe B4536
having AshDieback. Onlyone
tree hasthis.Theashand
sy@amore opposite High Croft
and Casa-mia properties are
healthy. The siteis proneto
floodingand has astream
runningthrough it. There are
mine workingsonsite. There
are nomain sewersinthe
village. Ste 375(allocaedin
LDP1)would be sufficientto
meet future housing needs.

Jdfreyston

HSF047/LDR2/1

The Gouncil's reasonfor the Focussed
Changes are setout in detail inthe Issues
Paper - Appendix 4 to the Consultation
Report (R SOD9). There are no further
mattersraisedin thisrepresertation to alter
the Council's response.weblinkto
reference above:

http s:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
devdopment-plan-review/submission See
sedion 4.10Jdfryston

No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
c z 5| 2 required.
- 5| &2 :
- S = o|© 5 3
% & | Representor | Agent % o § § < ..g 3
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
Thereferendng used inthe Coundil's
responseregarding'Llanteg' and'
Represertor seeks clarity Lianteglos'has caused corfusion. For
regadingthedesignation of clarity the Facussed Change relatesto
Llanteg and Uanteglos. removal of asettlement boundary from
Represertor notesthat around the group of housessouth of the
Lianteglosisto be deleted AATTfor thereasonssetout inthe lssues
from Band 3 table, although Paper. No further changeis required in
= they statethey are notsure relation to thisrepresertation. Fuither
o what thismeans. explanation onthe pointsraised can be
g On page17and35Lanteglos 3 provided to therepresertor outside of the
2z isremoved from the Open ﬁ Examination proces. See
IS Space designation fromthe 8 https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
§ proposed map? ; devdopment-plan-review/submission
83_ Represertor would begrateful | = Appendix 4 - Issues Papersupdated 23
FC § DPSP7 Settlement for official clarification g September 2025 Section 4.12for the
3146 | JohnJames 1| Comment Boundhries regading their comments. - background to the change. No
The Gouncil's reasonfor the Facussed
Changes are setout in detail inthe Issues
= Paper - Appendix 4 to the Consultation
o Report (Re S9). There are no further
g E S mattersraisedinthisrepresertation to alter
5} o) P\ . .
= Q X the Council's response.weblinkto
S 8| & reference above:
o ; % https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
83 S devdopment-plan-review/submission
FC | Adrian § DPSP7 Sttlement = é Section 4.12for the background tothe
3914 | Harbord 1 | Object Boundaries No | See Rowbelow - change. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
= ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
c z 5| o required.
> c q_)‘ % 8
z . S Q < c ©
5 2 g Nl 2 2
= & | Representor | Agent c 5| B O c| 2 E
() 7) . . () - n < = [3) o
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | ¥ Agree Disagree |in Part N
Objection totherevised focuschangefor Liantegin LDPZ2and exclusion of devdopment land adjacentto Lansdowne.
Therevisedfocus failstoreflect thevillagésexistinginfragructure, recentinvestments, and community assets, and risksundermining future housing development - including affordable housing - over the next decade.
While Lianteg may fall slightly shart onthe points sysem, the margin is minimal, and the village meetsmany of the functional criteria expected of a Service Village.
- Commercial viability: Whilst the bar and restaurant at Wanderers Rest and LianteglosLodges are closed, the premisesretainsavalid license. Therefore, there is potential for reopening.
- Community Assets & public spaces: Millenium woodland, Aaypits, Old SchoolGarden, Crunwere Church, Lianteg Village Hall. There are spacesto support community engagement and informal recreation.
- Recentlnvestment and Lacal Enterprise: upgraded petrol station, artisanbakery, market garden seling produce, milk vending machine, locally sourcedmeat and dairy productsall reflect agrowinglocal economy and increasedsef-sufficiency.
- Transport infragtructure; bus shdter in place,demondrating readinessfor future public transport integration.
Excluing the Development of Land Adjacent to Lansdowne whichwasincludedin LDP2.
- Removesrealistic opportunities for housing development in Lianteg over thenext 10years.
- Ygnificant portion of the original proposal wasintended for affordable housing, exclusion of land jeopardizes delivery of needed affordable homes.
- The exclusion contradicts princdples of sugainable development andrural regeneration. It disregardspreviousassessments that concluded Llantegis a Service Village.
Recommendation: Reingtate Llanteg's destination as Service Village andinclude development land adjacentto Lansdowne inthefinal LDP2.
[a]
<
8 »
Q o —
g B
a8 E| 2
o S| 9
o 3 ©
& 2| S
Ec | Adrian § DPSP7 Sttlement g g Please seeresponseto Representation
3914 | Harbord 2 | Object Boundaries No | See Rowbelow - 3914/1 No

Objection totherevised focuschange for Lianteg in LDP2and exclusion of devdopment land adjacentto Lansdowne.
Therevised focusfailstoreflect the villagésexisting infragructure, recentinvestments, and community assets, and risksundermining future housing development - including affordable housing - over the next decade.

While Lianteg may fall slightly shart onthe points sydem, the margin is minimal, and the village meetsmany of the functional criteria expected of a Service Village.

- Commercial viability: Whilst the bar and restaurant at Wanderers Rest and LianteglosLodges are closed, the premisesretainsavalid license. Therefore, there is potential for reopening.

- Community Assets & public spaces: Millenium woodland, Aaypits, Old SchoolGarden, Crunwere Church, Lianteg Village Hall. There are spacesto support community engagement and informal recreation.

- Recentinvestment and Lacal Enterprise: upgraded petrol station, artisanbakery, market garden seling produce, milk vending machine, locally sourcedmeat and dairy productsall reflect a growinglocal economy and increasedsef-sufficiency.
- Transport infragructure: bus shdter in place, demongrating readinessfor future public transport integration.

Excluing the Development of Land Adjacent to Lansdowne whichwasincludedin LDP2.

- Removesrealistic opportunities for housing development in Lianteg over thenext 10years.

- Sgnificant portion of the original proposal wasintended for affordable housing, exclusion of landjeopardizes delivery of needed affordable homes.

- The exclusion contradicts prindples of sugainable development andrural regeneration. It disregadspreviousassessments that concluded Llantegis a Service Village.

Recommendation: Reingate Llanteg's destination as Service Village andinclude development land adjacentto Lansdowne inthefinal LDP2.
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g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o @ | relev ant) ID Name v 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
An objection to
HSF047/LDR/1 (Southofthe
Crown) due to concerns
regading the busy highway,
frequented by tractors and
trailers,andtheinability of the The Gouncil's reasonfor the Focussed
- school to accommodate any Changes are setout in detail inthe Issues
?:’- more students.Development Paper - Appendix 4 to the Gonsultation
E of HS5047/LDP21 (South of . Report (Ref SOD9). There are no further
o the Crown) would disrupt lives N mattersraisedin thisrepresertation to alter
o andbusinesses. The smaller a the Gouncil's response.weblink to
5 siteidentified would bea S reference above:
3-) muchbetter locationto focus > S http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
EC § DPSP7 Sttlement devdopment, andwould & S’} devdopment-plan-review/submission See
4288 | IMills & RAriss 1| Object Boundhries Yes| causeminimal disruption. - | T sedion 4.10Jdfreyston No
Therepresertor objectstothe
proposed deveopment at
HS&047/LDR2/1 duetothe
lack of sewerage, lack of
services,the school beingat
maximum capacity, marshy
ground with drainage issues.
The landis ecologtally
important. The siteis not
served by footways andthe
roadsare heavily trafficked,
make it unsafe for
pedestrians. Thesite has
known coalworkings,which
has been raisedby the Coal
Authority.
The Gouncil previously came
totheview during an earlier The Council's reasonfor the Facussed
— consultation oncandidate Changes are setout in detail in the Issues
= sitesthat theland wasn®@ Paper - Appendix 4 to the Consultation
§ needed to meet the level of Report (Re SDY). There are no further
) growth required - what has é' matters raisedin thisrepresertation to alter
B changed? ) the Gouncil's response.weblink to
E Therepresertor has family é ,E' reference above:
8-) livingopposite the proposed > S http s:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
FC | Mr&MrsP § DPSP7 Sttlement development andit will £ 9} devdopment-plan-review/submission See
4470 | Sterwood 1 | Object Boundiries impact them severely. = | L sedion 4.10Jdfryston No
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o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
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z . S Q < c ©
5 2 g Nl 2 2
% & | Representor | Agent % s | o § < ..g 3
. . - 0 =
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s o o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
e =] F .
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o @ | relev ant) ID Name v 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
LDPrefers totwo areas,
Llanteg and Uanteglos. The
correcttitle for thewhole area
of thisareais Llanteg, there
has never been aseparate
areaknown as Llantedos.The
areashould justbereferred to It seemsthat the areaknown as Liantegos
as Linteg, only. forms part of the wider areagenerally
known as Llanteg The Facussed Change
There should bea relatesto removal of asettlement boundary
= moratorium onfurther from around the group of housessouth of
G planning in Llanteg until a the A477 for thereasonssetout inthe
g mainssewerage hemeis 5 Issues Paper. See weblink to reference
2 inctallad 8 above
-5 StHidyrs Church was made 3 http s:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
P redundant in 2009, not 40 g devdopment-plan-review/submission See
(D,') yearsago as statedin Amroth D sedion4.12Llanteg/ Uantegos. No further
FC . | DPSP7 Settlement Gommunity Council I changeisrequired inrelation to this
8
4471 | TonyBrinsden 1| Comment Boundaries subnission. — represertation. No
—
Q
¢
o
B ™
= | R
& | 9
S_) 2 3 | Support
7 21 8 | welcomed.
FC | Celtic Homes FC | Boyer § DPSP7 Settlement See RowBdow GE) S’; No change
4472 | ud 1955 | Plnning 1| Support Boundaries Yes a L | required. No
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= & | Representor | Agent c 5| B O c| 2 E
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o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | ¥ Agree Disagree |in Part N
Objection totherevised focuschangefor Liantegin LDP2and exclusion of devdopment land adjacentto Lansdowne.
Therevisedfocusfailstoreflect thevillagésexistinginfragructure, recentinvestments, and community assets, and risksundermining future housing development - including affordable housing - over the next decade.
While Lianteg may fall slightly shart onthe points sysem, the margin is minimal, and the village meetsmany of the functional criteria expected of a Service Village.
- Commercial viability: Whilst the bar and restaurant at Wanderers Rest and LianteglosLodges are closed, the premisesretainsavalid license. Therefore, there is potential for reopening.
- Community Assets & public spaces: Millenium woodland, Aaypits, Old SchoolGarden, Crunwere Church, Lianteg Village Hall. There are spacesto support community engagement and informal recreation.
- Recentlnvestment and Lacal Enterprise: upgraded petrol station, artisanbakery, market garden seling produce, milk vending machine, locally sourcedmeat and dairy productsall reflect agrowinglocal economy and increasedsef-sufficiency.
- Transport infragtructure; bus shdter in place,demondrating readinessfor future public transport integration.
Excluing the Development of Land Adjacent to Lansdowne whichwasincludedin LDP2.
- Removesrealistic opportunities for housing development in Lianteg over thenext 10years.
- Ygnificant portion of the original proposal wasintended for affordable housing, exclusion of land jeopardizes delivery of needed affordable homes.
- The exclusion contradicts prindples of sugainable development andrural regeneration. It disregadspreviousassessments that concluded Llantegis a Service Village.
Recommendation: Reingate Llanteg's destination as Service Village andinclude development land adjacentto Lansdowne inthefinal LDP2
AN
<
8 »
Q o —
g B
a8 E| 2
= 2|7
5 g|
FC § DPSP7 Sttlement ‘_g -§ Plkase seeresponseto represertation
34699 | William James 2 | Object Boundaries No | See Rowbelow. — 34609/1 No
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Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Focussed Change
reference
Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Representor
Support or Object
Edit Required

Sound

The housing
provisionis
setoutin
detailinthe
Plnto
respondto
thePhn's
housing
requirement
anditis
considered
tobe
sufficient
without the
needto
corsider
further

EC MrM&J EC BvansBanks DPSP7 Sttlement housing
4375 | Morrillo 1966 | Planning Ltd 1| Object Bounchries No | Seerow below. sites. See row below. No

FCGA.SPOMillMountain.01
Hill Mountain
HSE043/LDP/1

Represetor Comment: The represertor supports theinclusion of additional land proposed in settlement boundary, but objectstothe proposed omission of the element previouslyinduded as part of the proposalsinthe Deposit 2 document. Therationale for the changes made
to allocation HSG/043/LDP2/1 Adjacentto Brackenhurst is not entirely clear. Through the 'net' increaseinthe allocaton'sarea, the Gouncil are anticipating that the allocation will deliver 30units.However, when the amended Settlement Boundary is plotted onthe previously
submitted site layout, the ability to achieve these numbersin an appropriate manner is questioned.

Thereduction inthe allocation'sdepth would createa muchdenser form of development with the 30 unitsrequired, which may not result in a'better layout for the settlement’'.

PCCRespmsewhy edit is not required: Forthe reasonspreviouslysetout inthe Deposit 2 stage the Plan will not deliver the required level of new housing during the Plan Peliod, andthe Focussed Changes discussed herein will not change thisoutcome.

At Deposit stage therepresertor objected totheresidential allocationat Hill Mountain, suggesting an alternative site area. The allocation of the Deposit Plan was an amalgam of partsof a variety of Candidate Stes subnitted by therepresertor. The Deposit stage objection
proposed a muchlarger allocationwith different boundaries, albeit in the same general areaof the village. Inassessing the Deposit stage represertation, the Gouncil concluded that usingall of the land areasuggested by the represertor for theresidential allocationwould provide
adisproportionate level of growth when compared to the sizeof village andresult in a poor layout at the western end of the site. However, it wasalso accepted that the allocatonboundaries couldbe amended in a manner that would allowa better internal layout for the site which
would also provide an appropriate scale of future growth and a better spatial fit for the settlement as awhole. Insodoing, the spatial extent of the allocationwas modified andthere wasanet gain of 0.19 hectares, equating to four additional dwellings to be addedto thetotal to be
delivered beyond the Plan period. Therepresertor hasindicated support for theinclusion of additional land overall, but would wishto seereinstated the element of the Deposit stage allocaionwhichwasremoved. The Gouncil is of the view that to do thiswould undermine the
purpose of re-configuring theresidential allocaonandwould provide adisproportionate scae of growth for avillage of thissizeandresut in apoorer layout. Hence,nofurther modification to the allocationis proposedin advance of Examination. Interms of the density of
deveopment proposed, therevisedsite areafollowingthe Focussed Changeis 1.35hectares,with 30 dwellings proposed intotal (15inthe Plan period andafurther 15beyond the Plan period). That equatesto adensity of justunder the 23dph envisaged by policy GN 13.
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6.12. DP&P 12 Maintaining andEnhancing the Natural Environment

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
g ; 5 qév o required.
= c Q| o
Zz o = o | c c o©
5 2 g °l 2 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent = s| 2 o c | 2 El
§ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent § 5 § ; PCC Plan or < | Representor i x &
-y & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g S 2 | Document S |Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o @ | relev ant) ID Name o o | * 2 | Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part g
Pemlrokeshire Living Limited
doesnot object to
FC1.SP12D1
Pembrokeshire Living Limited
endorsesthe changing of
wordingto 'maintained and
enhanced'and amendment
'delivering a net benefit for
biodiversity' of FC4.SP1202.
However, the changesthat Poicy SP12Maintainingand Enhandiong
would require devdoped in the Natural Environment provides a
SSSto bewholly exceptional strategccontext for considering
are not consistent with PPW devdopment proposals which would
Paragraph 6.4.25, whichnotes predominantly would bethosethat are
that devdlopment not provided forinthe Plan . Poicy GN 41
necessary for management of Protection of National Satutory
a SSSshould be awided. The The Environmental Designations sets out a
policysays that there may be amendment more detailed policyregading
desirableinterventionsin suggested devdopment proposalswithin National
< | DPSP12 SS8& tosecureitsroleasa is already Satutory Designationsand covers positive
S' Maintaining and livinglandscape. Poicy SP12 addressed interventionsin SS& to securetheir role as
83 Enhancingthe shoud be corsistent with bythe Plan. alivinglandscape - criterion 1. Thisis
Fc | Pemlyokeshire EC § Natural national policyinthe abserce No change consistent with national policy. Achangeto
4410 | LivingLtd 4409 | Lichfields 1 | Object Environment No | of ajustification to deviate. is needed. the strategicpolicyis not required. No
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= & | Representor | Agent c 5| B O c| 2 E
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o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
Pemlrokeshire Living Limited
doesnot object to
F&4.SP1201
Pembrokeshire Living Limited
endorsesthe changing of
wordingto 'maintained and
enhanced'and amendment
‘delivering a net benefit for
biodiversity' of FC4.SP1202.
However, the changesthat Poicy SP12Maintaining and Enhanciong
would require deveoped in the Natural Environment provides a
SSSto bewholly exceptional strategccontext for considering
are not consistent with PPW devdopment proposals whichwould
Paragraph 6.4.25, whichnotes predominantly would bethosethat are
that devdopment not provided for inthe Plan . PoicyGN 41
necessary for management of Protection of National Satutory
a SSSshould be awided. The The Environmental Designations sets out a
policysays that there may be amendment more detailed policyregading
desirableinterventionsin suggested devedopment proposalswithin National
N | DPSP12 SS8 tosecureitsroleasa is already Satutory Designationsand covers positive
S. Maintainingand livinglandscape. Policy SP12 addressed interventionsin SS& to securetheir role as
8‘, Enhancingthe shoud be corsistent with by the Plan. alivinglandscape - criterion 1. Thisis
EC Pembrokeshire EC § Natural national policyinthe abserce No change consistent with national policy. Achangeto
4410 | LvinglLtd 4409 | Lichfields 2 | Object Environment No | ofajustification to deviate. is needed. thestrategcpolicyis not required. No
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PRLPartnership does not
object to FC4.SP2.02.
PRLPartnership endorsesthe
change of wordingto
'maintained and enhanced'
to reflect national policy.
However, the changesthat
would require developed in Poicy SP12Maintaining and Enhanciong
S to be wholly exceptional the Natural Environment provides a
arenot congistent with PPW strategccontext for considering
Paragrgph 6.4.25 which devdopment proposals whichwould
notesthat development not predominantly would bethosethat are
necessaryfor management provided for inthe Plan . PoicyGN 41
of a SSShould be awoided. Protection of National Satutory
The policysaysthat there The Environmental Designations sets out a
may be desirable amendment more detailed policyregading
interventionsin SSSI& suggested devdopment proposalswithin National
= | DPSP12 secureitsrole asa living is already Satutory Designationsand covers positive
S. Maintainingand landscape. Policy SP12 addressed interventionsin SS$ to securetheir role as
83 Enhancingthe should be condstent with bythe Plan. alivinglandscape - criterion 1. Thisis
EC PRL EC § Natural national policyin the absence No change consistent with national policy. Achangeto
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lchfields 2 | Comment Environment of ajudtification to deviate. is needed. thestrategcpolicyis not required. No
PRLPartnership does not
object to FC4.SP2.02.PRL
Partnership endorsesthe
changeof wordingto
'maintained and enhanced'
to reflect national policy.
However, the changesthat
would require developed in Poicy SP12 Maintainingand Enhanciong
S to be wholly exceptional the Natural Environment provides a
arenot congstent with PPW strategccontext for considering
Paragrgph 6.4.25,which devedopment proposalswhichwould
notesthat development not predominantly would bethosethat are
necessaryfor management provided for inthe Plan . PoicyGN 41
of a SSShould be awoided. Protection of National Satutory
The policysaysthat there The Environmental Designations sets out a
may be desirable amendment more detailed policyregading
interventionsin SSSI& suggested devdopment proposalswithin National
N | DPSP12 secureitsrole asa living is already Satutory Designationsand covers positive
S' Maintainingand landscape. Policy SP12 addressed interventionsin SSE to securetheir role as
83 Enhancingthe should be consstent with bythe Plan. alivinglandscape - criterion 1. Thisis
Fc | PRL EC § Natural national policyin the absence No change consistent with national policy. Achangeto
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 3 | Comment Environment of ajudtificationto deviate. isneeded. the strategcpolicyis not required. No
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2 ref/paragraph ref below
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o] > () .
c z 5| o required.
> c k) % o
z . S o = g ©
5 2 5 °©12 @ =
% S | Representor | Agent % o § § < ..g 'g
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
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o @ | relev ant) ID Name v 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part i
Haven acknowledgesthe
addition of FC4.SP12.01and
doesnot object.
Haven endorsesthe changing
of wordingto 'maintained and
enhanced'and amendment
‘delivering a net benefit for
biodiversity' of FC4.SP1202.
However, the changesthat Polcy SP12Maintaining and Enhandong
would require deveoped in the Natural Environment provides a
SSSto bewholly exceptional strategccontext for considering
are not consistent with PPW devdopment proposals whichwould
Paragraph 6.4.25, whichnotes predominantly would bethosethat are
that devdopment not provided forinthe Plan . Poicy GN 41
necessary for management of Protection of National Satutory
a SSSshould be awided. The The Environmental Designations sets out a
policysays that there may be amendment more detailed policyregading
desirableinterventionsin suggested devdopment proposalswithin National
< | DPSP12 SS8& tosecureitsroleasa is already Satutory Designationsand covers positive
a Maintainingand livinglandscape. Poicy SP12 addressed interventionsin SS8 to securetheir role as
83 Enhancingthe shoud be corsistent with bythe Plan. alivinglandscape - criterion 1. Thisis
FC Haven Lebure FC § Natural national policyinthe abserce No change consistent with national policy. Achangeto
4478 | ud 4409 | Lichfields 3 | Object Environment of ajustification to deviate. is needed. the strategcpolicyis not required. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Object

F&A.SP1201

DPSP12
Maintainingand
Enhancingthe
Natural
Environment

Haven acknowledgesthe
addition of FC4.SP12.01and
doesnot object.

Haven endorsesthe changing
of wordingto 'maintained and
enhanced'and amendment
‘delivering a net benefit for
biodiversity' of FC4.SP1202.

However, the changesthat
would require deveoped in
SSSto bewholly exceptional
are not consistent with PPW
Paragraph 6.4.25,which notes
that devdopment not
necessary for management of
a SSSshould be awided. The
policysays that there may be
desirableinterventionsin
SS8 tosecureitsroleasa
livinglandscape. Poicy SP12
shoud be corsistent with
national policyin the abserce
of ajustification to deviate.

The
amendment
suggested
is already
addressed
by the Plan.
No change
is needed.

Poicy SP12Maintaining and Enhanciong
theNatural Environment provides a
strategiccontext for considering
devdopment proposals whichwould
predominantly be thosethat are provided
for inthe Plan . Poicy GN 41 Protection of
National Satutory Environmental
Designations sets out amore detailed
policyregadingdevelopment proposals
within National Satutory Designationsand
cowerspositive interventionsin SS% to
securetheir role as alivinglandscape -
criterion 1. Thisis consistent with national
policy. Achangeto the strategicpolicyis
not required.

No

FC
34774

dmonMann

StDavids Gty
Gouncil

Comment

FGA.SP1201

DPSP12
Maintainingand
Enhancingthe
Natural
Environment

No

Pasitive Observations:
FC4.SP17.01Taurismpolicy
changes support econorric
devdopment appropriate for
heritage locations
FC4.SP12.01Environmental
protection measures support
designated sites
FCG4.SP03.01Sodéal rented
housing target address
identified needs

StDavids Parishwould benefit
from policiesthat balance
heritage protection, rural
sudainability and appropriate
econonicdevelopment.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No
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6.13. DPSP 13 Port andEnergy Related Development andCeltic Freeport

Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
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Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound
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Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
2603

Dewi Griffiths

DWRCymru

Comment

F&4.SP132

DPSP13Pat and
Energy Related
Development and
Celtic Freeport

FC4.SP13.02Modify the SP13
bounday toindudeaddiional
landwithin RWE ownership
Penbroke Power Sation, to
reflectand support emerging
Celfc Freeport proposals.
wThere isam Hdiameter
abandoned watermain
crossingtheadditional area
identified inthefocussed
changes. Inaccordancewith
the Water Industry Act 1991,
Dwr Gymru WelshWater
requires access toits
apparatus at all timesin order
to carry out maintenance and
repairs. Where there are water
mainsand/or sewerscrossing
sitesthen protection
measuresin respect of these
assets will berequired,
usuallyinthe form ofan
easement width orinsome
insancesadiversion of the
asset.

Pembroke

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The comment regarding the abandoned
water mainis noted. The policy SP13
boundary definesan areawithinwhich the
policywill apply rather than beingan
allocation. However, thismatter will need
to betaken into corsideration shoud site-
specific proposalsfor port and/ or energy
related developments comeforward onthis
site.

No
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o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
Facussed Changeto include
additional land within RWE
ownership at Pemtroke Power
Sation. Itisnoted that
environmental safeguardsare
aready built into thispolicy
andcites the natural
environment andthe built Asnoted intherepresertation, Poicy SP13
environment. Pat and Ehergy Related Development and
Celtic Freeport includes requirementsto
Thisareais alsowithin the protect thelandscape, built and natural
Registered Landscape of environment. Protection for historic
% Outstanding Historic environment is provided by Pdicy GN 28
- | DPSP13Pat and Intered: Milford Haven e Protection andEnhancement of the Historic
(D,-)_ Energy Related Waterway. Thisdesignation 2 Environment andincludes referenceto
FC Q Development and requiresprotecion within GE) Regstered Historic Landscapes. No further
4203 | Mikelngs Heneb 1| Comment Celtic Freeport Yes| the LDP. o changeis proposed. No
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6.14. DP3 15 Safeguardingof existing Strategic Enployment Stes

Edit not required as PCC
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o] () .
£ > = o required.
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o X | relev ant) ID Name o o | * 2 | Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part g
The
amendment
10 suggested
X~ = iscontrary
§ é S to National
— | DPSP15 213 Planning
& | safeguardingof Sl a Polcy
FC FC | Carney Q existing Srategic g 5 and/or
4476 | LdI GBLd 4391 | Sveeney 1 | Object Employment Stes No | Seerow below. o n Guidance.
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
= ref/paragraph ref below

o € sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] > - Q .
c e 5| D required.
=] c Q g o
z . S o = g ©
5 o) = o | O © )
c & | Representor | Agent c 5| @ o s |2 3
(] . . (5} P n < = [J)
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 = w o | PCC Plan or < | Representor - | x &
= & | (where Holder | Company | 5 = § 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ § £ PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part =

Represemor Comment: FC4.SP15.0Jandthe text to allowfor changes of useof land and buildingswithin the site boundaries of SrategcEmployment Stesto non-employment uses,doesnot accord with Planning Policy Wales (Edition 12, Feb2024)

PPWdoesnot require thedemondration of 'exceptional circumdances'in regards to allowing employment generating development that doesnot fall within traditional (Chss B)employment useclasses. The wording is not sufficiently flexible andfails to recognisetherole of
conmplimentary employment generatinguseswithin the employment allocations.

PPWstates:

54m X ®

5.4.H XErononic landusesinclude thetraditional employment land uses<.as well as usessuchas retail, tourismand public servicesX dThe WG seeks to maximiseopportunities to strengthen the foundational economy, particularly thefood, retail, tourismand care
sedorsX déplanningsygem shoud be supportive of thisalY' X b

Therepresertor considersthat Poicy SP15vording, and specifically allocation of site ref. S/EMP/096/00005, shauld not seek the demongration of 'exceptional circumgances' as thisis discordant with PRV. The wordingshoud recognisethe definition of economicland usesin
PPWand duly allowfor the delivery of awider range of economic uses.Thisshoud include employment generatingretail use(Use Qass Al) where appropriate. Poicy SP15houd refer to ‘appropriate circumstances' beingdemondrated in linewith other relevant prevaling
national guidanceandtests.

PCCRespmsewhy edit is not required: The quoted paragraphs from PPWedition 12 provide high level guidanceregarding econormricland uses,whichastherepresertor correctly statesinclude thetraditional employment land uses(essentially thosein useclasses B1,B2and
B8)and also some other types of land use,includingretail. There is more detailed guidanceinrelation to the various components ofthe economicland uses included invariouspartsof PRN. PCCs policy SP15seeksto sdeguard the existing SrategcEmployment Stes of the
Phn areaandtheseare siteswhere B1,B2,B8and/ or Qi Generisusesrelated closely to B-class uses,currently take place. At Deposit stage there was some support recorded for the approach beingtaken by the Gouncil onemployment land saeguarding, highlightingtheneed
to ensurethat there wasan adequate provision of land for future employment purposes. Focussed Change FC4.SP15.0lhastaken acomponent of what wasalready in reasoned justification paragraph 4.93 policy SP15and placedit inthe main policytext. Itisthe Gouncil's view
that it is entirely appropriate to séfeguard the existing SrategcEmployment Stes of the Plan areafor ongoing employment use. The releaseof theidentified sites for non-employment useswill only be permitted a) where closely related to the main employment useandb)in
exceptional circumgances. That doesn'tentirely close thedoor ontheintroduction in the future of non-employment uses(which might be other types of economic uses),but sendsout a clear message that the primary purpose of thesesites will be to provide landfor B-class or
closely related sui-generisuses inthefuture. That is entirely consistent with Welsh policyon thismatter, as setout in PPWedition 12, paragaph 5.4.3, which states that: 'Planning authorities should support the provisn of sufficient landto meet the needs of the employment
market at both a strategic andlocallevd. Development plansshould identifyemployment landrequirements, allocatean appropriate mix of sitesto meet need andprovidea framework for the protection of existingemployment sites of strategic andlocalimportance'.
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6.15. DPSP 17 Vistor Economy

Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

Qupport

01

DPSP17 Visitor
Econany

Yes

PRLPartnership endorses
change FC4SP1701,which
reflectsits previous
representation.

Support

welcomed.

No change
required.

No

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Qupport

FCA.SP10 | FCA.SP17.

DPSP17 Visitor
Econany

Yes

Haven Lesure Limited
endorsesFC4.SP17.0dwhich
addresses concerns
highlighted in previous
represertations.

Support

welcomed.

No change
required.

No

FC
34751

Kahyrn
Bradbury

Amroth
Community
Gouncil

Qupport

FCA.SP17.

01

DPSP17 Visitor
Econany

Yes

Amroth Community Gouncil
have reviewed the relevant
Facussed Changes and
support theamendments.

Support

welcomed.

No change
required.

No

FC
34774

9monMann

StDavids Gty
Council

Comment

F&4.SP101

DPSP17 Visitor
Econany

No

Pasitive Observations:
FC4.SP17.01Taurismpolicy
changes support econorric
devdopment appropriate for
heritage locations
FC4.SP12.01Environmental
protection measures support
designated sites
FCG4.SP03.01Sodéal rented
housing target address
identified needs

StDavids Parishwould benefit
from policiesthat balance
heritage protection, rural
sudainability and appropriate
economcdevelopment.

It appearsthat the City Council is
supportive of theseFaocussed Changes.

No
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6.16.

DPGN 1 Gereral Development Folicy

Edit not required as PCC

()
o | 2 o Document or National Policy
[ CI_)‘ I o
_ _ o = | = e ref/paragraph ref below =
o 2 s © g © < sufficient or ex planation of edit | &
S _ @ Representor | Agent c °o| oo < ..g re quired. =]
o g o | Organisation | Stake | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or - | Representor -‘é o 2
;% £ S | (where Holder | Company | = g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
x > T | relev ant) ID Name o a | Y+ © | Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part 0
E'; Support
5 Qupport theadded reference welcome.
FC | Melanie The Coal § o | DPGN1General to landingtability under Polcy No change
2841 Lindsley Authority 1| Support S | Development Poicy | Yes| GN1,criterion 8. required. No
Pembrokeshire Living Limited
S acknowledgethat
a3 FC5.GN01.02and Support
& FC5.GN01.03appropriately welcomed.
Fc | Pembyokeshre FC E} DPGN 1 General address concerns highlichted No change
4410 | Livingltd 4409 | Lichfields 3 | Qupport Development Polcy | Yes| in previousrepresentations required. No
Pembrokeshire Living Limited
8 acknowledgethat
g FC5.GN01.02and Qupport
& FC5.GN01.03appropriately welcomed.
EC Pembrokeshire EC E} DPGN 1 General address concerns highlighted No change
4410 | LvingLtd 4409 | Lichfields 4 | Qupport Development Polcy | Yes| in previousrepresentations required. No
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Edit not required as PCC

()]
o| 2 ° Document or National Policy
c Q9 © o
_ _ o 2| c e ref/paragraph ref below -
o = IS © g ° t sufficient or ex planation of edit | &
S _ @ Representor | Agent < °o| oo < % re quired. S
0 o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o ‘g’ g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 'ﬁ 04 g
;.)_ = S| (where Holder | Company | 3 = S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
x > T | relev ant) ID Name o 3 | & 2 |Reference 3 | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part i
PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.
Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acarate, PRLPartnership Therepresertor has commented: 'We
make no further comments. understand that FC5GND1.01 relatesto
locational accessbility, while FCASGN01.04
Asan adde, the representor relatesto the addition of railway crossing
hassuggested a tidy up of matters. We have therefore treated thetwo
wordingto criterion 6. parts separately. Assumingthisis accumate,
Haven makenofurther comments. PCC
PRLPartnership makes no confirmsthat thisis an accurate treatment
objection to the proposed of the changes, which will bereflected in
changes. there-wordingof criterion 6. For
PRLPartnership note that the clarification, aspects of criterion 6 are
pa) linkin relation to Peat Maps modified through Facussed Changes
b=y proposed at FC5.GN01.07is Comment FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02 and
& not workingfor usto review noted. No FC5.GND1.04andtherevisedversion of
EC PRL EC § DPGN 1 General theimplicaionsof the change criterion 6 will incorporate the changed
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 5 | Comment Development Poicy | Yes| change. required. elements drawn from each. No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.02

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.

Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acwrate, PRLPartnership
make no further comments.

Asan adde, the representor
hassuggested a tidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

PRLPartnership makes no
objection to the proposed
changes.

PRLPartnership note that the
linkin relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GN01.07is
not working for usto review
theimplicaionsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Therepresertor has commented: 'PRL
Partnership endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelation to ...
FC5.GND1.02... whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation’. Forclarification,aspects
of criterion 6 are modified through
Focussed Changes FC5.GN01.01,
FC5.GND1.02and FC5.GND1.04 andthe
revisedversion of criterion 6 will
incorporate the changed elementsdrawn
from each.

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.03

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.

Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acwrate, PRLPartnership
make no further comments.

Asan adde, the representor
hassuggested a tidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

PRLPartnership makes no
objection to the proposed
changes.

PRLPartnership note that the
linkin relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GN01.07is
not working for usto review
theimplicaionsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.03. This
change splits and modifies the wordingof
criterion 2 of GN 1 (with the effect of
creating separate criteria2Aand 2B).

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.04

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.

Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acwrate, PRLPartnership
make no further comments.

Asan adde, the representor
hassuggested a tidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

PRLPartnership makes no
objection to the proposed
changes.

PRLPartnership note that the
linkin relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GN01.07is
not working for usto review
theimplicaionsof the
change.

Agee
minor
change
needed.

Thisrepresentation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.04. This
change modifies criterion 6 of GN 1 and
alsoreasoned justification paragraph 5.7 by
insetting additional text relatingtoleve
crossings. Itisnoted that thereis aminor
typo'in FC5.GN01.04 andthat theword
'include’ shauld be deleted.

Yes
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.05

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.

Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acwrate, PRLPartnership
make no further comments.

Asan adde, the representor
hassuggested a tidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

PRLPartnership makes no
objection to the proposed
changes.

PRLPartnership note that the
linkin relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GN01.07is
not working for usto review
theimplicaionsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Focussed Change FC5.GND1.05. This
change modifies criterion 8 of GN 1.
However, it is noted that thetext of the
represertation doesnot specifically refer to
thisparticular Focussed Change.

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

10

Comment

FC5.GN01.06

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.

Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GN01.04relatesto the
addition of railwaycrossng
matters. We have therefore
treated the two parts
separately. Assuningthisis
acwrate, PRLPartnership
make no further comments.

Asan adde, the representor
hassuggested a tidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

PRLPartnership makes no
objection to the proposed
changes.

PRLPartnership note that the
linkin relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GN01.07is
not working for usto review
theimplicaionsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.06. This
change modifies criterion 4 of GN 1 by
inseiting additional text relatingto bestand
mostversatile agricultural land, together
with anew footnote (andto note there are
alsosomedeletions of text induded).

No
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Edit not required as PCC

()]
o| 2 ° Document or National Policy
c Q9 © o
_ _ o 2| c e ref/paragraph ref below -
o = IS © g ° t sufficient or ex planation of edit | &
S _ @ Representor | Agent < °o| oo < % re quired. S
0 o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o ‘g’ g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 'ﬁ 04 g
;.)_ = S| (where Holder | Company | 3 = S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
x > T | relev ant) ID Name o 3 | & 2 |Reference 3 | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part i
PRLPartnership endorsesthe
proposed changes made in
relationto FC5GN01.01,
FC5.GN01.02,FC5.GN01.03,
FC5.GN01.06,whichreflects
its previousrepresentation.
Wenote that thereis a
potential risk of the proposed
revise wording of criterion 6
beingincorrectlytransferred
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that
FC5.GNO1.01relatesto
locational acaessbility, while
FC5.GNO01.04relatesto the Thisrepresertation comnentsthat thelink
addition of railwaycrossng tothe Peat Mapsin FC5.GND1.07 did not
matters. We have therefore work for them. Although thelinkinthe
treated the two parts Facussed Changes document isthe correct
separately. Assuningthisis one, oncePCC becameaware of theissue
acarate, PRLPartnership for therepresertor, it re-sentthelinkto the
make no further comments. agentsfor the represertor by email and
Asan adde, the representor provided them with an opportunity to review
hassuggested a tidy up of their response. Thisapproachwas
wordingto criterion 6. PRL succesful andthe agentswere able to view
Partnership makesno the Peat Mapping with their client and have
objection to the proposed advisedthat: 'We have discussed the
changes. PRLPartnership matter with our client andthe Peat deposits
S note that thelink in relation shown onthe mapping lie outside of our
g to Peat Maps proposed at GComment clientis@wned land andtherefore, we do
& FC5.GN01.07is not working noted. No not intend to makecommentsonthe
FC PRL FC Q DPGN 1 General for ustoreview the change FacusedChanges. Thank you for giving
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 11 | Comment Development Polcy | Yes| implicationsof the change. required. them the opportunity'. No
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Edit not required as PCC

()]
o| 2 ° Document or National Policy
c Q9 © o
_ _ o = = e ref/paragraph ref below -
o = IS © g ° 2 suff icient or ex planation of edit | 2
< _ o Representor | Agent < °| oo 5 % required. =
o o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o ‘g’ g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 'ﬁ 4 &
;.)_ £ S| (where Holder | Company | 5 = S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
x Z T | relev ant) ID Name T 3 | & 2 |Reference 3 | Suggested Change = | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part 0
Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.
Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no Therepresertor has commented: 'We
further comments. understand that FC5GND1.01 relatesto
locational accessbility, while FCASGN01.04
Asan aside, therepresertor relatesto the addition of railway crossing
has suggested atidy up of matters. We have therefore treated thetwo
wordingto criterion 6. parts separately. Assumingthisis accumate,
Haven makenofurther comments. PCC
Haven makes no objection to confirmsthat thisis an accurate treatment
the proposed changes to the of the changes, which will bereflected in
supportingtext. there-wordingof criterion 6. For
Havennote that thelinkin clarification, aspects of criterion 6 are
pa) relation to Peat Maps modified through Facussed Changes
b=y proposed at FC5.GND1.07is GComment FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02and
& not workingfor usto review noted. No FC5.GND1.04andtherevised version of
EC Haven Lebure EC § DPGN 1 General theimplicationsof the change criterion 6 will incorporate the changed
4478 | ud 4409 | Lichfields 5 | Comment Development Poicy | Yes| change required. elements drawn from each. No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.02

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.

Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no
further comments.

Asan aside, therepresertor
has suggested atidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

Haven makes no objection to
the proposed changes to the
supportingtext.

Havennote that thelinkin
relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GND1.07is
not workingfor usto review
theimplicationsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Therepresertor has commented: 'PRL
Patnership endorses the proposed
changesmadeinrelationto ...
FC5GN01.02... whichreflectsitsprevious
representation'. Forclarification, aspects
of criterion 6 are modified through
Focussed Changes FC5.GN01.01,
FC5.GND1.02and FC5.GND1.04 andthe
revisedversion of criterion 6 will
incorporate the changed elementsdrawn
from each.

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.03

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.

Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no
further comments.

Asan aside, therepresertor
has suggested atidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

Haven makes no objection to
the proposed changes to the
supportingtext.

Havennote that thelinkin
relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GND1.07is
not workingfor usto review
theimplicationsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.03. This
change splits and modifies the wordingof
criterion 2 of GN 1 (with the effect of
creating separate criteria2Aand 2B).

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.04

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.

Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no
further comments.

Asan aside, therepresertor
has suggested atidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

Haven makes no objection to
the proposed changes to the
supportingtext.

Havennote that thelinkin
relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GND1.07is
not workingfor usto review
theimplicationsof the
change.

Agee
minor
change
needed.

Thisrepresentation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.04. This
change modifies criterion 6 of GN 1 and
alsoreasoned justification paragraph 5.7 by
insetting additional text relatingtoleve
crossings. Itisnoted that thereis aminor
typo'in FC5.GN01.04 andthat theword
'include’ shauld be deleted.

Yes
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

Comment

FC5.GN01.05

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.

Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no
further comments.

Asan aside, therepresertor
has suggested atidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

Haven makes no objection to
the proposed changes to the
supportingtext.

Havennote that thelinkin
relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GND1.07is
not workingfor usto review
theimplicationsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Focussed Change FC5.GND1.05. This
change modifies criterion 8 of GN 1.
However, it is noted that thetext of the
represertation doesnot specifically refer to
thisparticular Focussed Change.

No

57| Page




Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

10

Comment

FC5.GN01.06

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

Yes

Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.

Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts
separately. Assuming thisis
accurate, Haven make no
further comments.

Asan aside, therepresertor
has suggested atidy up of
wordingto criterion 6.

Haven makes no objection to
the proposed changes to the
supportingtext.

Havennote that thelinkin
relation to Peat Maps
proposed at FC5.GND1.07is
not workingfor usto review
theimplicationsof the
change.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

Thisrepresertation is essentially supportive
of Facussed Change FC5.GND1.06. This
change modifies criterion 4 of GN 1 by
inseiting additional text relatingto bestand
mostversatile agricultural land, together
with anew footnote (andto note there are
alsosomedeletions of text induded).

No
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Edit not required as PCC

()]
o| 2 ° Document or National Policy
< 9 © o
5 _ o 2| c e ref/paragraph ref below -
o = IS © g ° = suff icient or ex planation of edit | 2
< _ o Representor | Agent < °| oo 5 % required. =
o o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o ‘g’ g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 'ﬁ 4 &
;.)_ £ S| (where Holder | Company | 5 g | 8 2| Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
x Z T | relev ant) ID Name T 3 | & 2 |Reference 3 | Suggested Change = | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part 0
Haven endorsesthe proposed
changesmadeinrelationto
FC5.GND1.01, FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.03,FC5.GN01.06,
whichreflectsitsprevious
represertation.
Havennote that thereisa
potential riskof the proposed
revise wordingof criterion 6
beingincarectly transfered
when combining two of the
changes proposed. We
understand that FC5.GN01.01
relatesto locational
accessibiity, while
FC5.GND1.04relatesto the
addition of railway crossing
matters. We have therefore
treated thetwo parts Thisrepresertation comnentsthat thelink
separately. Assumingthisis tothe Peat Mapsin FC5.GND1.07 did not
accurate, Haven make no work for them. Although thelinkinthe
further comments. Facussed Changes document isthe correct
one, oncePCC becameaware of theissue
Asan aside, therepresertor for therepresertor, it re-sentthelinkto the
has suggested atidy up of agentsfor the represertor by email and
wordingto criterion 6. provided them with an opportunity to review
their response. Thisapproachwas
Haven makes no objection to succesful andthe agentswere able to view
the proposed changes to the the Peat Mapping with their client and have
supportingtext. advisedthat: 'We have discussed the
Havennote that thelinkin matter with our client andthe Peat deposits
S relation to Peat Maps shawvn onthe mapping lie outside of our
b=y proposed at FC5.GND1.07is GComment clientis@wned land andtherefore, we do
& not workingfor usto review noted. No not intend to makecommentsonthe
EC Haven Lebure EC § DPGN 1 General theimplicationsof the change FacusedChanges. Thank you for giving
4478 | ud 4409 | Lichfields 11 | Comment Development Poicy | Yes| change required. them the opportunity'. No
g Amroth Community Council Qupport
Amroth & have reviewed the relevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community § « | DPGN1General Focussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Council 6 | Qupport © | Development Poicy | Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
34774

dmonMann

StDavids Gty
Council

Comment

FC5.GN01.01

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

No

CQONCERNS: Development
Control Changes
(FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.06, FC5.GN13.02)
Several changes appear to
alter development cortrol
mechanisms:

Removal of "capacity”
considerations and
quadlification of accessibility
requirements (FC5.GN01.01)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Forheritage locationslike St
Davidsandrural parishes,
thesechanges may impactthe
balancebetween
devdopment needsand
environmental/heritage
protection.

Suggested consideration:
Review whether these
changes maintain appropriate
protection for heritage and
rural areaswhilst achieving
devdopment objectives.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The comment regardingFC5.GND1.01is
noted andthe Facussed Change was made
to better reflect Welsh Planning Polcy.

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
34774

dmonMann

StDavids Gty
Council

Comment

FC5.GN01.02

DPGN 1 General
Development Poicy

No

CQONCERNS: Development
Control Changes
(FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.06, FC5.GN13.02)
Several changes appear to
alter development cortrol
mechanisms:Removal of
"capacity" considerations and
qualification of accessibility
requirements
(FC5.GND1.01)Rmoval of
agicultural land survey
requirements for larger sites
outside settlement
boundaries
(FC5.GND1.06)Femoval of
agicultural land suvey
requirements for larger sites
outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)For
heritage locationslike St
Davidsandrural parishes,
thesechanges may impactthe
balancebetween
devdopment needsand
environmental/heritage
protection.Suggested
consideration: Review
whether thesechanges
maintain appropriate
protection for heritage and
rural areaswhilst achieving
devdopment objectives.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The comment regarding FC5.GND1.02is
noted andthe Facussed Change was made
to ensurethat references to mitigaion were
included inthetext.

No
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Hold er

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
34774

dmonMann

StDavids Gty
Council

Comment

FC5.GN01.06

DPGN 1 General
Development Polcy

No

CQONCERNS: Development
Control Changes
(FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.06, FC5.GN13.02)
Several changes appear to
alter development cortrol
mechanisms:

Removal of "capacity”
considerations and
quadlification of accessibility
requirements (FC5.GN01.01)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Forheritage locationslike St
Davidsandrural parishes,
thesechanges may impactthe
balancebetween
devdopment needsand
environmental/heritage
protection.

Suggested consideration:
Review whether these
changes maintain appropriate
protection for heritage and
rural areaswhilst achieving
devdopment objectives.

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The comment regarding FC5.GND1.06is
noted andthe Facussed Change was made
to better reflect Welsh Planning Polcyon
agicultural land classification and bestand
mostversatile agricultural land.

No
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6.17. DPGN 2 Qustainable DesignandHacemakng

Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or
Object

Focu ssed
Change

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4410

Pembrokeshire
LivingLtd

FC
4409

Lichfields

5

Object

FC5.GN02.02

DPGN 2
Sustainable Design
and Placemaking

No

See row below.

Agee
Matters
Arising
Change
needed.

Facussed Change FG5.GND2.02refersto
theinsetion of additional text into GN 02
onembedding circular economy principles.
The principle of insetting text to refer to this
concept doesnot seem to beamatter to
which therepresertor objects. However,
there isasuggestion that it shoud be
caveated to better alignwith PPWedition
12,whichencouragesadoption of circular
econamy princpleswhere possible. The
Council accepts that afurther modification
tothewordinginrelation to the circular
econamy by adding thewords 'where
possible' after 'circular economy princples'
- andwill support sucha change at
Examination. The reference in GN 02to
'local and sugainable construction
materials'is not amatter that has been
modified by a Facussed Change andas
suchis an element of the policyto which
therepresertor objected at Deposit stage
but which was not subsequently amended
by the Council. Notwithstanding that
matter, onreflection thereferenceto local
and sugainable construction materials
might not be deliverable and at Examination
the Council would support itsmodification
to 'theuseof local construction materials
where they are available andtheir useis
econonically viable and environmentally
acceptable'.

Yes

Represemor Comment: Penbrokeshire Living Limited has concernsregadingthe proposed madification of Griterion 3 which makes explicit referenceto embedding circular economy principles. PPWdoesnot have the same restrictions. It refers to the Circular Economyand
encouragesthe adoption of theseprindplesas part of policies and development management decisionswhere it is possible (from paragraph 5.11).

Pembrokeshire Living Limited maintainsconcern in relation to the ongoing reference in FC.GN2.02to the useof 'local and sugainable construction materials'. Aside from paragraph 5.23, nofurther guidanceis provided to explain how thisrequirement will be applied at
devdopment management stage Restricting materialsto the local areais likely to be unsugainablein practice,and thisapproachis not support by PPWnor justified by the evidence base.

Suggested changes:
If criterion 3isto continue to include reference to the circular economy
wReference to 'local and sugainable construction materials'is removed, or wording added to saythat suchmaterialsare 'explored where possible’ and
The new criterion requires devdopment proposalsto ‘explore opportunities to apply circular economyprindpleswhere possible ona project-by-project basis, ensuiing flexibility and alignment with national policy.
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Representor
Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion

Support or
Object

Focussed
Change

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4480

Welsh
Government

FC
4394

Lichfields

1

Object

FC5.GN02.02

DPGN 2
Sustainable Design
and Placemaking

No

See row below.

Agee
Matters
Arising
Change
needed.

Facussed Change FG5.GND2.02refersto
theinsetion of additional text into GN 02
onembedding circular economy principles.
That initselfdoesnot seemto beamatter
towhich therepresertor objects,but in
responseto another represertation the
Gouncil has accepted that the reference to
circular econaomy principlesneedsto be
caveated withtheinsetion of the words
'where possible’, to better alignwith PPW
edition 12 - and will support suchachange
at Examination. Thereference in GN 02to
'local and sugainable construction
materials'is not amatter that has been
modified by a Focussed Change and as
suchis an element of the policyto which
therepresertor objected at Deposit stage
but which was not subsequently amended
by the Gouncil. Notwithstanding that
matter, onreflection thereferenceto local
and sugainable construction materials
might not be deliverable and at Examination
the Council would support itsmodification
to 'theuseof local construction materials
where they are available andtheir useis
econonically viable and environmentally
acceptable'.

Yes

The represertor doesnot consider that this Facused Change has adequately addressed the concerns of previous representation. Inparticular, the policystill fails to provide any guidancein respect of the useof "localand sudainable construction materials". Maintainthe previous

concern:

1. Limiting the sourcelocation of materialsto the local areais likely to be unsugainableinitselfandis not justified inthe supporting text or evidence base.
2. Reference to "localand sudainable construction materials” is neither precisenor measurable.

Given that thereference is now madeto the circular econamy, therepresertor nolonger considersit necessary to include reference to the useof "local and sugainable construction materials" as drafted. Futhermore, any suchreference shoud be acknowledged as being
undertaken ona project-by-project basis, subject to viability.

Gonflict between thispolicyrequirement and current requirements in respect of Qubsidy Control (Sate Aid). Placingarequirement that construction materialsshoud be sourcedfrom within the (undefined) locd areahasthe potential to distort competition at aregonal and/or

national level, puttingsome suppliersat an unfair advantage. Thiscouldgive riseto questionsas to whether the Council's action (apublic body) in thisregads amounts to afinandal Subsidy to Local Hrmsandfalls foul of UKQubsidy Gontrol Regulation.
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6.18. DPGN 6 Development Proposals in Pre-Assessed Areasfor Wind Energy (as set out in Future Wales)

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
© = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] .
c > 5 o required.
> = 2| s i
z o = o | < = ©
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c s| o o c| 2 E
O n . . O - n < = [} o
o o | Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & S g o | PCC Plan or - | Representor = 14 g
o & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S |Comment Summary/ S| 2 PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o X | relev ant) ID Name o o | * © | Refe rence & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part i
Thereferenceinthelast
serntenceof the proposed
additional paragaph 5.55a:
The last sertencestates:
df peat isidentified withina
proposed development it will
benecessary to refuse
permission unlessother
significant material
corsiderationsindicate
otherwiseé | take it this
comesfrom PRN/12,
paragaph 6.4.34? Forclarity
doespre-assessed wind area
8 Include any element of land
within Pembrokeshire? Ifit
does,isany part of thisarea According to the Peatland of Wales
recogneed as containing peat mapping 0.5 Ha of peat is presentinthe
whichthissertencecould western extermity ofthe Pre-assesed wind
apply to?If so, myquestion is area within PCCs planningjursidiction. For
how doesthislast sertence context the Pre-assessed wind areacovers
relate to the pre-assessed 4980Ha in PCCs LPAInpracticeit will be
areas andnot inhibitingwind possile for devdopers to awid thissmall
energy generation? Doesthe areaof peatland when bringing forward
fact that the pre-assessed wind turbine applications. The wordingof
areasare setout in Future the Facssued Changed shoud be altered
Wales, part of the toreflect theseconcerns. FC5.GND6.011n
devdopment plan, provide the thisfocssedchangetheline"If peat is
significant material identified within a proposed developmentit
consideration exception?If will be necessary to refuse permisson
theanswer isthereisno unless other significant material
DPGN 6 correlation, there would beno corsiderationsindicate otherwise." shoud
g | Development issue. Agee be replacedwith "It will be necesary for
g Proposalsin Pre- Seekingclarity to ensurethis Matters proposalsto avoid areasof peatlandinline
6 Assessed Areasfor sertencedoesnot preclude Arising with the step-wise approachas laid out in
EC | Welsh Q Wind Energy (as set wind energy in a pre-assessed Change paragraph 6.4.15-1ain Planning Policy
1507 | Government 1| Comment out in Future Wales) areacomingforward. needed. Wales edition 12." Yes
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6.19. DPGN 7 Cawdor Baradks includingthe former Brawdy Airfield

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit Required

FC
4421

Matthew Hlis

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Qupport

FC5.GNO7.01

DPGN 7 Cawdor
Barracksincluding
the former Brawdy
Airfield

It isnoted that the wording
of PolicyGN7 and the
supporting text has been
modified in accordancewith
the changes suggested by
MODand that the
requirement for a
development brief for any
future disposal of the site is
now incorporatedinto the
mainwording of policy GN7
whichis fullysupported.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No

FC
4421

Matthew Hlis

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Qupport

FC5.GN07.02

DPGN 7 Cawdor
Barracksincluding
the former Brawdy
Airfield

It isnoted that the wording
of PolicyGN7 and the
supporting text has been
modified in accordancewith
the changes suggested by
MODand that the
requirement for a
development brief for any
future disposal of the site is
now incorporatedinto the
main wording of policy GN7
whichis fullysupported.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No

FC
4421

Matthew Hlis

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Support

FC5.GN07.03

DPGN 7 Cawdor
Barracksincluding
the former Brawdy
Airfield

It isnoted that the wording
of PolicyGN7 and the
supporting text has been
modified in accordancewith
the changes suggested by
MODand that the
requirement for a
development brief for any
future disposal of the site is
now incorporatedinto the
mainwording of policy GN7
whichis fullysupported.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4421

Matthew Hlis

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Qupport

FC5.GN07.04

DPGN 7 Cawdor
Barracksincluding
the former Brawdy
Airfield

It isnoted that the wording
of PolicyGN7 and the
supporting text has been
modified in accordancewith
the changes suggested by
MODand that the
requirement for a
development brief for any
future disposal of the site is
now incorporatedinto the
mainwording of policy GN7
whichis fullysupported.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No

FC
4421

Matthew Hlis

Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation

Qupport

FC5.GNO7.05

DPGN 7 Cawdor
Barracksincluding
the former Brawdy
Airfield

It isnoted that the wording
of PolicyGN7 and the
supporting text has been
modified in accordancewith
the changes suggested by
MODand that the
requirement for a
development brief for any
future disposal of the site is
now incorporatedinto the
mainwording of policy GN7
whichis fullysupported.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No
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6.20.

DPGN 13 Residential Development

Edit not required as PCC

- s o Document or National Policy
s 9 -g = ref/paragraph ref below D
g c IS = | © 2 sufficient or ex planation of edit | =
()
s o | Representor | Agent < o 0 4 5 - re quired 3
2 g o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 ‘g’ » 2 PCC Plan or - | Representor 'ﬁ 14 ' g
= >
o E S | (where Holder | Company | & g g S Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o S o J) 5| o o 40| » i i ©
L
= relev ant) ID Name o o Reference « | Suggested Change Agree Disagree | in Part
Peambrokeshire Living Limited
S is pleased to see that
@ FC5.GN13.02appropriately Qupport
& | DPGN13 addresses concerns welcomed.
Ec | Pembokeshire FC Q Residential highlighted in previous No change
4410 | LivingLtd 4409 | Lichfields 6 | Support Development Yes | representations required. No
2 Amroth Community Council Qupport
Amroth 5 DPGN 13 have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
FC Kehyrn Community Efé «~ | Residential Facussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Gouncil 7 | Qupport < | Development Yes| support theamendments. required. No
Qo
2 Amroth Community Council Support
Amroth 5 DPGN 13 have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community Eﬂé Residential Facussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Gouncil 8 | Qupport N | Development Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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Edit not required as PCC

- g o Document or National Policy
- = ko? = ref/paragraph ref below o
§ E s | © g suff icient or ex planation of edit _g
= o Representor | Agent < °l o = = R =
e o | Organisation | Stake | Agent & ‘g g © PCC Plan or - | Representor 1; 04 g
o E S| (where Holder | Company | g o S S Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
2 = X | relev ant) ID Name v A | %= © Reference 3 | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
CONCERNS: Development
Control Changes
(FC5.GND1.01,FC5.GN01.02,
FC5.GND1.06,FC5.GN13.02)
Several changes appear to
alter development cortrol
mechanisms:
Removal of "capacity”
corsiderationsand
quadlification of accessibility
requirements (FC5.GN01.01)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Removal of agricultural land
survey requirements for larger
sites outside settlement
boundaries (FC5.GN01.06)
Forheritage locationslike St
Davidsandrural parishes, GComment noted. The Facussed Change
thesechanges may impactthe relatesto theclarifying where in principle
balancebetween residential can take place. Issues regaling
devdopment needs and heritage will be considered under other
environmental/heritage policies of the Plan namely GN 28
protection. Protection and Enhancement of the Historic
Suggested consideration: Environment. The spatial strategy, strategc
S Review whether these policiesrelating to settlement boundaries
“ changes maintain appropriate and policies locatingwhere growth shoud
5 DPGN 13 protection for heritage and happen are the primary drivers for deciding
FC StDavids Gty § Residential rural areaswhilst achieving what happensin arural context including
34774 | SmonMann Gouncil 7 | Comment Development No | devdopment objectives. for countryside locations. No
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6.21. DPGN 15 Housing Mix, Second Homes and Short-term Hdliday Lets, Sopace Standards and Requirementsfor Lifetime
Homes Sandards

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
2 ref/paragraph ref below
o = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] q
c b 5| o required.
> c o | & @
z . = o | < c °
5 [ g °l 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c 5| 39S c | 2 E
O . . O — < = o
2 o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o S ® o PCC Plan or < | Representor = (014 &
S : S
-y & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| L PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o @ | relev ant) ID Name o o | * 2 | Refe rence & | Suggested Change - | O Agree Disagree |in Part i
DPGN 15Housng
Mix, SecondHomes
and Shot-term é'
g | Holiday Lets, Space o
2 | Sandardsand s o<'., Qupport
& | Requirementsfor g 8 | welcomed.
FC EC E} Lifetime Homes = 3 | Nochange
4377 | Jonathan Gole | ATEBGroup Ltd 4376 | Santec 4 | Qupport Sandards Yes| Seerow below. — | T | required.
DPGossary

SQupport for replacing the description of Affordable Housingto reflect TAN 2. (FCL.Context.01)

DP1CGontext and Issues

SQupport for the replacement of referencesto NVZsn Waleswith updated text (FCL.Context.03)

DPSP3Affordable HousngTargets DP

GCommentsrecognisethat the proposed changeto include atable indentifying the tenured split for affordable housing delivery and showing the over housing need should increasethe range of affordable housing that can be delivered and ensure the majority of provision is for
thosemostin need. (FC4.SP0301)

DPGN 15 HousngMix, SscondHomesand Shot-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandardsand Requirements for Lifetime HomesSandards

Qupport theamendments referingthe latest published evidence andtheincluded reference 'or equivalent' inrelation to the approach to Lifetime HomesSandardsunder Poicy GN.15.

DPGN 16 Residential Allocations

DPGN 20 L ocal Needs Affordable Housng

The represertor takesissue with how well GN 20 expandsupon the calculations of the commuted sumconsidered necessary. The Affordable HousngSP Gorovides commutedsumecalculations for corresponding affordable housing requirements but from the point of 5%
upwards, with nosumequivaent provided for thoseareas where 0%is the target affordable housing. They suggest simplifying the structure of the policyand commit to robust monitoring and review processes, and simplify away of calculatingthe commutedsums.

DPGN 15Housng
Mix, SecondHomes
and Shot-term é‘
8 | Holiday Lets, Space a
2 | Sandardsand S | 5 | upport
(ZD Requirementsfor g 8 | welcomed.
FC FC § Lifetime Homes = | B | Nochange
4377 | Jonathan Gole | ATEB Group Ltd 4376 | Santec 5 | Qupport Sandards Yes| Seerow below. - L | required.
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
= ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > - Q .
c z 5| D required.
> c q_)‘ © 8
z . S Q < c ©
= o — o O ) ()
= < Representor | Agent £ 5| 398 c| o =
= (] c v O Y—
) . . ) - n c o [3) o
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s o o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
e =] F .

g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | ¥ Agree Disagree |in Part N

DPdossarySupport for replacing the description of Affordable Housingto reflect TAN 2. (FC1.Context.01) DP1Context and Issues Support for thereplacement of referencesto NVZsn Waleswith updated text (FC1.Context.03)DP_SP3ffordable HousngTargets DPComments
recogniethat the proposed changeto include atable indentifying the tenured split for affordable housing delivery and showing the over housing need shoud increasethe range of affordable housing that can be delivered and ensurethe majority of provision is for thosemostin
need. (FC4.SP03.0)DP GN 15 HousngMix, SecondHomesand Shot-term Holiday Lets, Space Sandardsand Requirements for Lifetime HomesSandards Support the amendments referingthe latest published evidence andthe included reference 'or equivalent' inrelation to
the approach to Lifetime HomesSandardsunder Poicy GN15. DPGN 16 Residential AllocationsDPGN 20 L ocal Needs Affordable Housng The represertor takesissue with how well GN 20 expandsupon the calculations of the commuted sumconsidered necessary. The
Affordable Housing SPGorovides commutedsum calculations for corresponding affordable housing requirements but from the point of 5%upwards, with nosumequivalent provided for thoseareas where 0%is the target affordable housing. They suggest simplifying the structure
of the policyand commit to robust monitoring andreview proceses, and simplify away of calculatingthe commuted sums.

Pembrokeshire Living Limited
welcomes changes proposed
at FG5.GNL5.03 specifically:
wThe addition of 'or
equivalent' alongside Lifetime The Facussed
HomesRandards;and Changeis
DPGN 15Housing wThe removal of reference to supported. The
Mix, SecondHomes the Engand-prescribed space objectionto
and Shot-term standards. the Deposit
8 | Holiday Lets, Space The remainder of Plnremain's
) | Sandardsand Pemlbrokeshire Living for
& | Requirementsfor Limited'searlier consideration
Fc | Pemlbrokeshire EC Efé Lifetime Homes represertations remain for the by the
4410 | LivingLtd 4409 | Lichfields 7 | Object Sandards No | Inspector'sconsideration. Inspector No
The Gouncil's responseto the represertor's
Deposit Represertationsis setoutin SD09
DPGN 15Housing Consutation Report Appendix 4 Issues
Mix, SecondHomes Paper
and Shot-term https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
S | Holiday Lets, Space devdopment-plan-review/submission
) | Sandardsand Section4.9in particular paragaphs 2 and
5 Requirementsfor 3. Tonote the Council hasnot proposed a
FC Welsh FC E‘é Lifetime Homes Facussed Change to Criterion B. This
4480 | Government 4394 | Lichfields 2 | Object Sandards No | Seerow below. represertation is not therefore dulymade. | No

The represertors note that some changes have been madeto the supporting text to Poicy GNL5 but are concernedthat no changes have been madeto Criteria Bor Cin accordancewith the commentssetout in our previous represertations.

1. Citerion Bof the policyseeks an "appropriate mix" of housing types,tenures and sizes but doesnot provide any basis by which suchan "appropriate mix" might be identified and controlled. The supporting text refersto the LHMA but the lack of reference to thisinthe policyit self
limitsthe extent to which the Council might be ableto ensure conpliance. Fuithermore, restricting any consideration of housing mix to the LHMA (prepared in 2021) would also baseit at a point in time and somay not reflect the prevaling conditions at thetime ofdetermination of
aplanning application.

Aspresertly drafted, Criterion C appearsto seek a mix of residential usetypese.gse®ndary and shat-term as part of any residential development. The represertor considersthat thiscriterion would benefit from redraftingto ensure greater clarity to control shat term letsand
second hormesand define what is meant by 'appropriate mix'.
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
= ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
c z 5| o required.
c [}
> c q_)‘ © &
z o 1S Q - c o
5 g & o 0 o
c & | Representor | Agent % 5| o § = % g
Q . . — %] =
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s o o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
F . =] f -
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
The Gouncil's responseto Deposit
Represertationsis setoutin SD09
DPGN 15Housng Consutation Report Appendix 4 Issues
Mix, SecondHomes Paper
and Shot-term http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
S | Holiday Lets, Space devdopment-plan-review/submission
¥ | Sandardsand Section4.9in particular pargraph 15. To
5 Reguirements for note the Council has not proposed a
FC | Welsh FC Efé Lifetime Homes Facussed Changeto Criterion CThis
4480 | Government 4394 | Lichfields 3 | Object Sandards No | See Rowbelow representation is not therefore dulymade. | No

The represertors note that some changes have been madeto the supporting text to Poicy GNL5 but are concerned that no changes have been madeto Criteria Bor Cin accordancewith the commentssetout in our previous represertations.

1. Ciiterion B of the policy seeks an "appropriate mix" of housing types,tenures and sizes but doesnot provide any basis by which suchan "appropriate mix" might beidentified and cortrolled. The supporting text refers to the LHMA but the lack of reference to thisinthe policyitself
limitsthe extent to which the Council might be ableto ensure conpliance. Fuithermore, restricting any consideration of housing mix to the LHMA (prepared in 2021) would also baseit at a point intime and somay not reflect the prevailing conditions at the time ofdetermination ofa
planning application.

Aspresertly drafted, Criterion C appearsto seek amix of residential usetypese.gse®ndary and shat-term as part of any residential development. The represertor considersthat thiscriterion would benefit from redraftingto ensure greater clarity to control shat term letsand
second homesand define what is meant by 'appropriate mix'.
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6.22. DPGN 16 Resdential Allocations

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

Represertor repeatstheir
previouscommentsregading
theallocation of 9te 524Land
front B4586(HS5047/LDP2/1
Land south of the Crown)
Thevillage doesnot have the
infragructure for the housing
devedopment - noshaps,
public transport.

The development would cause
more traffic onalready busy
narrow roads, heavily usedby
farm machinery.

The local schoolisfull.

There is wildlife on site that
would be severley impacted
by the devdopment.

The LDPIssue Report
references twotreesinthe
hedgerow frontingthe B4536
having AshDieback. Onlyone
tree hasthis.Theashand
sy@amore opposite High Croft
and Casa-mia properties are
healthy.

The siteis proneto flooding
andhasastream running
through it.

Thereare mine workingson
site.

There are nomain sewersin
thevillage.

DPGN 16 Ste 375(allocated in LDP1)
Residential would be sufficient to meet
Allocations No | futurehousing needs.

FC Mr & MrsV
2242 | Ragers 2 | Object

Plkase seeresponseto represertation
2242/1.

FC5.GN16. Jefreyston.01
Jdfreyston
HSG/047/LDR/2
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Stake | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree |in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

Represertor repeats their
previous comments regading
the allocation of Ste 524 Land
front BA586(HS5047/LDP2/1
Land south of the Crown)
Thevillage doesnot have the
infragructure for the housing
devedopment - noshaps,
public transport.

The development would cause
more traffic onalready busy
narrow roads, heavily usedby
farm machinery.

The local schoolisfull.

There is wildlife on site that
would be severley impacted
by the devdopment.

The LDPIssue Report
references twotreesinthe
hedgerow frontingthe B4536
having AshDieback. Onlyone
tree hasthis.Theashand
sy@amore opposite High Croft
and Casa-mia properties are
healthy.

The siteis proneto flooding
andhasastream running
through it.

Thereare mine workingson
site.

There are nomain sewersin
thevillage.

DPGN 16 Ste 375(allocated in LDP1)
Residential would be sufficient to meet
Allocations No | futurehousing needs.

FC5.GN16.Jdfreyston.02
Jdfreyston
HSF047/LDR/3

EC Mr & MrsV
2242 | Ragers 2 | Object

Please seeresponseto represertation
2242/1.
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Edit not required as PCC

g Document or National Policy
o £ ref/paragraph ref below
§ ; I > sufficient or ex planation of edit
; .g % f__% § required. -
. S - o| o o o
e c e - T O = 5 S
< o Representor | Agent = © 9 g o | o
2 o | Organisation | Stake | Agent @ ‘g’ v o | PCC Plan or < | Representor = 4 g
= S | (where Holder | Company | 5 = § 2L | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name § 5’) L 2 | Reference (‘,3) Suggested Change — | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part i
FC5.GNL6 Jdfreyston.02
Amend the sizeof
HSG/047/LDR/1 t00.79hg;
changethe number of unitsin
the Plan period from 8to 10.
wThere isa100mmdiameter
watermain crossingthe
additional areaidentified in The preserce of the water main running
thefocussed changes. In along thefrontage of the site was
accordancewith the Water acknowledged duringthe Deposit Plan
Industry Act 1991, Dwr Gymru consultation andis considered in the Issues
Welsh Water requires access Report for Jdfreyston, including the need
toitsapparatusat all timesin for easement. No further changeis needed.
order to carry out See Appendix 4 to the Consutation Report
N maintenance and repairs. (R D09). response.weblink to reference
c Where there are water mains above:
a and/or sewerscrossing sites http s:.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd
2 then protection measuresin é‘ - devdopment-plan-review/submission
o respect of theseassets will be c | 9 Section 4.10 Jdfryston.
9 required, usually in the form of {:7’5 = The information will be provided inthe
5 DPGN 16 an easement width orin some > S Gouncil's planned Development Stesand
FC E} Residential ingancesadiversion of the £ S} infragructure Supplementary Planning
2603 | Dewi Griffiths | DWRGymru 2 | Comment Allocations asset. = | T Guidance. No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
2603

Dewi Griffiths

DWRCymru

Comment

FC5.GN16.bhngon.01

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

FC5.GNL6.Johngon.01
Increase theresidential
allocation HS5/048/00038 by
0.95HA Increase units
Beyond the Plan Peliod.
wThere isaT €&iameter sewer
crossingtheadditional area
identified inthefocussed
changes. Inaccordancewith
the Water Industry Act 1991,
Dwr Gymru WelshWater
requires access toits
apparatus at all timesin order
to carry out maintenance and
repairs. Where there are water
mainsand/or sewerscrossing
sitesthen protection
measuresin respect of these
assets will berequired,
usually inthe form ofan
easement width orinsome
instancesadiversion of the
asset.

Johngon

HSF048/00038

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The comment regardingthe sewer crossing
theadditional areaof landidentified by the
Focussed Change is noted. Thismatter will
bereferenced inthe Devdopment Stes and
Infrastructure SPGandwill need to betaken
into consideration at planningapplication
stage

No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
2603

Dewi Griffiths

DWRCymru

Comment

FC5.GN16.PemlnokeDock02

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

FC5.GNL6.PemibokeDock02
Add the southern part of
candidate site of 074 (Land at
Upper Sycamore Woods)to
theallocationlist under policy
GN 16 HousingAllocations.
wThere are nowater or
sewerage assets crossingthe
site, although somepublic
sewersand lateral drainsmay
not berecorded onour maps
of public sewersbecausethey
were originally privately
owned andwere transfered
into public ownership by
nature of the Water Industry
(Schemes for Adoption of
Private Sewers)Regulations
2011. Apoint of connedion to
the sewerage and water
networkswill need to be
agreed at thetime ofa
planning application. The site
lieswithin the catchment area
of Pemtroke Dock
Wastewater Treatment Works
(WWTW) which can
accommodate the foul flows
from the proposed
deveopment site.

Pemlroke Dock

HSF096/LDR2/3

GComment
noted. No
change

required.

The commentsregarding the absenceof
recorded water or sewerage assets crossing
the site andthe need for a point of
connedtion to beageed at thetime ofa
planning applicationsare noted. This
matter will bereferencedinthe
Development Stes and Infrastructure SFG.

No
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Representor
Organisation
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Sta ke
Holder
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Name

Representat ion Number
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Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4083

David Ambrose

Object

Not Applicable

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

No

The Sauthern portion of
Candidate Ste 298
(HS5/066/LDP2/1 Land East
of Hazelbank) should be
reclassified from residential
Green 4to Pink2A, asisthe
statusof the north portion.
Thisis due to theimpacts of
additional traffic onresidents
in Hazelbank, the substandard
of the highway andthe
consequencesany highway
improvement workswould
have onproperties and
residents,theneed for
substantial serviceupgrades
andtheimpact of
construction workson
wildlife.

Lianstadwell

HSE066/LDR2/1

Therepresertation is unfortunately not duly
made as it doesnot relate to a proposed
Focussed Change of Lacal Development
Pln 2 Deposit 2 andtherefore officershave
not considered thisrepresentation further.
However, it is useful to be aware that the
appropriateness of the site's suitability for
allocationwas objected to at Deposit Sage
by others andtherefore will be before the
Inspector for consideration.

No

FC
4288

JMills & RAriss

Object

FC5.GN16 . Jdfreyston.01

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

Yes

An objection to
HSG/047/LDR/1 (Southofthe
Crown) due to concerns
regading the busy highway,
frequented by tractors and
trailers,andtheinability of the
school to accommaodate any
more students.Development
of HSG/047/LDP21 (South of
the Crown) would disrupt lives
andbusinesses. The smaller
siteidentified would be a
muchbetter locationto focus
deveopment, andwould
cause minimal disruption.

Jdfreyston

HSE047/LDR2/1

Plase seeresponseto represertation
4288/1.

No
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Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number
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Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change
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Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4288

JMills & RAriss

Object

FC5.GN16.Jdfreyston.02

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

Yes

An objection to
HSG/047/LDR/1 (Southofthe
Crown) due to concerns
regading the busy highway,
frequented by tractors and
trailers,andtheinability of the
school to accommodate any
more students.Development
of HSG/047/LDP21 (South of
the Crown) would disrupt lives
andbusinesses. The smaller
siteidentified would be a
muchbetter locationto focus
devdopment, andwould
cause minimal disruption.

Jdfreyston

HSE047/LDR2/1

Please seeresponseto represertation
4288/1.

No

FC
4288

JMills & RAriss

Object

OE18 Candidate Ste Regster

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

No

An objection to
HSF047/LDR2/1 (Southofthe
Crown) due to concerns
regading the busy highway,
frequented by tractors and
trailers,andtheinability of the
schoolto accommodate any
more students.Development
of HS5047/LDP21 (South of
the Crown) would disrupt lives
andbusinesses.

The smaller siteidentified
would beamuchbetter
locationto focus
deveopment, andwould
cause minimal disruption.

Jdfreyston

HSF047/LDR2/1

Please seeresponseto represertation
4288/1.

No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Stake | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree |in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference
Edit Required

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

The housing
provisionis
setoutin
detailinthe
Panto
respondto
thePln's
housing
requirement
anditis
considered
to be
sufficient
without the
need to
consider
further
housing
sites. See row below. No

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations No | Seerow below.

FC MrMé&J FC BvansBanks
4375 | Morrillo 1966 | Planning Ltd 2 | Object

FC5.GN16 HillMountain.01
Hill Mountain
HSE043/LDP/1

Represemor comment: The represertor supports theinclusion of additional land proposed in settlement boundary, but objectto the proposed omission of the element previous includes as part of the proposalsinthe Deposit 2 document. The rationale for thechanges madeto
allocationHS5043/LDR/1 Adjacentto Brackenhurst is not entirely clear. Through the 'net' increasein the allocation'sarea, the Council are anticipating that the allocationwill deliver 30 units.However, when the amended Settlement Boundary is plotted onthe previously
submitted site layout, the ability to achieve these numbersin an appropriate manner is questioned.

The reduction inthe allocation'sdepth would create a muchdenser form of development withthe 30 unitsrequired, whichmay not result ina'better layout for the settlement'.

PCCrespmse:Forthereasons previouslysetout in the Deposit 2 stage the Plan will not deliver the required level of new housing during the Plan Period, andthe Focussed Changes discussed herein will not change this outcome.

At Deposit stage therepresertor objected totheresidential allocationat Hill Mountain, suggesting an alternative site area. The allocation of the Deposit Plan was an amalgam of partsof a variety of Candidate Stes subnitted by therepresertor. The Deposit stage objection
proposed a muchlarger allocationwith different boundaries, albeit inthe same general areaof the village. Inassessing the Deposit stagerepresertation, the Council concluded that usingall of the land areasuggested by therepresertor for theresidential allocationwould provide
adisproportionate level of growth when compared to the size of village and result in a poor layout at the western end of the site. However, it was also accepted that the allocation boundaries couldbe amended in amanner that would allowa bett er internal layout for the site which
would also provide an appropriate scale of future growth and abetter spatial fit for the settlement asawhole. Insodoing, the spatial extent of the allocationwas modified andthere wasanet gain of 0.19hectares, equating to four additional dwellings to be addedtothetotal to be
delivered beyond the Plan period. Therepresertor hasindicated support for theinclusion of additional land overall, but would wishto seereinstated the element of the Deposit stage allocaionwhichwasremoved. The Gouncil is of the view that to do thiswould undermine the
purpose of re-configuring theresidential allocaonandwould provide adisproportionate scae of growth for avillage of thissizeand resut in apoorer layout. Hence,nofurther modification to the allocationis proposedin advance of Examination. Interms of the density of
deveopment proposed, therevisedsite areafollowingthe Focussed Changeis 1.35hectares,with 30 dwellings proposed intotal (15inthe Plan period and afurther 15beyond the Plan period). That equatesto adensity of justunder the 23dph envisaged by policy GN 13.
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Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4467

Pauline & Neil
Qarke

Object

Not Applicable

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

Candidate Ste 298
(HS5/066/LDP2/1 Land East
of Hazelbank) should not be
carried forward as an
allocation. Driveways could
be blocked by construction
work andtraffic, impeding
residentsaccess into
properties. Thereis lotsof on-
road parkingwhich congests
the highway. Thereis
insufficient parking,including
what is avalableontheroad,
for residentsandthere is often
overspill to HAzelbank Hill.
The highway, whichis single
trackwith limited passing
places, isin close proximity to
the community play park and
usersusingHazelbank for
parking.Asit is, pedestrians
are notsdfe asthere are no
pavements. Congruction
traffic from the proposed
devdopment would
exacerbate all of this.Thereis
additional concernsregarding
theexistinginfragructure
capabilities of copingwith
increasedrequirement for
parking,drainage, waste and
water supply etc. Represertor
has provided pictures.

Lianstadwell

HSE066/LDR2/1

Therepresertation is unfortunately not duly
made as it doesnot relate to a proposed
Focussed Change of Lacal Development
Pln 2 Deposit 2 andtherefore officershave
not considered thisrepresentation further.
However, it isuseful to be aware that the
appropriateness of the site's suitability for
allocationwas objected to at Deposit Sage
by others (includingone of these
represertors)andtherefore will be before
theInspector for consideration.

No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4470

Mr & Mrs P
Sherwood

Object

FC5.GN16 Jefreyston.01

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

Therepresertor objectstothe
proposed development at
HSE/047/LDR2/1 duetothe
lack of sewerage, lack of
services,the school beingat
maximum capacity, marshy
ground with drainage issues.
The landis ecologtally
important. The siteis not
served by footwaysandthe
roadsare heavily trafficked,
make it unsafe for
pedestrians. Thesite has
known coalworkings,which
has been raisedby the Coal
Authority.

The Gouncil previously came
totheview during an earlier
corsultation oncandidate
sitesthat theland wasn®
needed to meet thelevel of
growth required - what has
changed?

Therepresertor has family
livingopposite the proposed
devdopment and it will
impact them severely.

Jdfreyston

HSF047/LDR2/2

Please seeresponseto represertation
4470/1

No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4470

Mr & Mrs P
Sherwood

Object

FC5.GN16 Jdfreyston.02

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

Therepresertor objectstothe
proposed development at
HSE/047/LDR2/1 duetothe
lack of sewerage, lack of
services,the school beingat
maximum capacity, marshy
ground with drainage issues.
The landis ecologtally
important. The siteis not
served by footwaysandthe
roadsare heavily trafficked,
make it unsafe for
pedestrians. Thesite has
known coalworkings,which
has been raisedby the Coal
Authority.

The Gouncil previously came
totheview during an earlier
corsultation oncandidate
sitesthat theland wasn®
needed to meet thelevel of
growth required - what has
changed?

Therepresertor has family
livingopposite the proposed
devdopment and it will
impact them severely.

Jdfreyston

HSF047/LDR2/3

Please seeresponseto represertation
4470/1

No
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Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC

Document or National Policy

ref/paragraph ref below

sufficient or ex planation of edit

required.

Edit Required

FC
4480

Welsh
Government

FC
4394

Lichfields

Object

FC5.GN16 Haverfordwest01

DPGN 16
Residential
Allocations

No

Therepresertor objectstothe
affordable housing
requirement of 50%at the
Shde Lanesite, citingthat
there isnoevidenceto
support thislevd of affordable
housing provision. Skde lane
wasnot identified as oneof
thekey siteslisted in Appendix
Fof the viability assessment.
Shde laneis not comparable
insizeto any ofthe key sites or
typologies that were
considered by theviability
assessment.

Therepresertor has provided
adetailed represertation,
pleasesee original
represertation. The
represertation is structured
as follows:

Introduction tothe objection.
Viability Evidence
Gompliancewith national
policy position

Pubic sector accountability
Gonclusion Supporting
viability documentswere
submitted to accompany this
represertation.

Haverfordwest & Merlins Bridge

SHSEF040/LDP2/6 Sade Lane

The
amendment
suggested
isnot
supported
bythe
Plan's
evidence
base.

See row below.
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Edit not required as PCC
9 Document or National Policy
o £ ref/paragraph ref below
o] S ()] A A g .
£ pa 5| 2 sufficient or ex planation of edit
= = Q © (O] .
> _ |5 = | & o required. -
5 s = @] O ) )
et > — (] = =
s o Representor | Agent = s | o o 5 % =l
= ) =
o o Organisation | Stake | Agent @ S o o | PCC Plan or - | Representor = 14 g
S 3 S
= S| (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree =
§ T | relev ant) ID Name § 5’) L £ | Reference (‘,3) Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree |in Part E

The Gouncil's position onthismatter is setoutin Appendix 4to the Consutation Report onthe Submission Website link: http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/local-development-plan-review/submission : See Section 4.8 - The represertation recordssupport for theremoval of
the Deposit Plan 2 affordable housing provision figure of 83%for the Shde lane site. Forthe Facussed Changes consultation, thiswasreplacedwith a50%figure and an explanation was provided as to why thisfigure had been chosen. It wasalso accepted that thiswould
representan interim position, pending the preparation of akey site viability appraisalfor the Shde Lane housingallocation. POC usedthe bestavalableinformation at the time of preparation for the Focussed Changes affordable housing provision figures for phasesl and?2 (as
provided by the case officer) and applied a 50%rate for Welsh Government phaseto follow this. The Welsh Government's contract noticeabstract on Sell2Wales, to support the procurement of the Masterplan commission, from January 2024, makesreference to proposals...
'including (but not limited to) 50%affordable across the site ... amongst other things, and while PCC accepts that Welsh Government has now changed its position onthismatter, it wasthe mostup to date position avalableto PGC when preparing the Deposit LDP2 and alsothe
Facussed Changes. Itisimportant to reference two further matters at thisstage Frstly, asexplained inthe Issues Report, where PGC was anticipating 50%plus affordable housing delivery by an RSL public body, it did not require a site-specific viability appraisalto be prepared
(the existenceof previous planning permissionsrelating to the site also beinga consideration). Hence,a key site viability appraisalwas not sought at Shde Lane. Itis now clear that the site proposer isintending to provide lessthan 50%affordable housing onthe Sade Lane site,
henceoneis now deemed to be needed. Secondly, the resutsfrom the high-level viability testing will not provide a basis for setti ng the affordable housing requirement for thislarge residential allocation - thismustnow comefrom a site-specific viability appraisd. Tofacilitate
this, PCC has suppliedthe consutantsfor Welsh Government with the Viability Model and the consultantshave nowin turn suppliedtwo completed versionsfor the Shde Lanesite, onelookingat a potential 30%affordable housing provision andthe other apotential 25%
affordable housing provision (with the conclusion preserted by them beingthat only 25%would be viable). PCC has previously committ ed (in the Issues Report) to lookat the viability at thissite agan, onceasite-specific viability appraisalwasto hand,and will honour that
commitment. Itwill form abasis for adiscussion at an Examination hearing andinform the level of affordable housing provision at the site for inclusioninthefinal version of LDP2. Intheinterim, PQC will askitsviability consultant to review the two versionsof the completed
Viability Model supplied and provide adviceback to the Gouncil onthismatter. Onefurther issue to reference is the consultants'commentswith regad to the UKsubsidy control regme. The representation indicatesthat 'this action couldalso give riseto questionsof PCC in
respect of its policyadvancing the profits ofprivate organisations at the expense of Welsh public money. PQC considersitsrole in setti ng affordable housing provision levelsfor residential allocationsthrough the LDPas beingregulatory and doesnot consider that it is providing
subsidy/ finandal assistance to private organisations, as defined by the UKsubsidy control regme. PCCs roleis asthe Local Plnning Authority and specifically it is seekingto establish local planningpolicyfor the areaover which it has planningjurisdiction. As previouslynoted,
the 50%affordable housing provision suggestion wasin fact derived from information that Welsh Government provided, albeit itsposition onthismatter has moved.
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Edit not required as PCC

g Document or National Policy
o £ ref/paragraph ref below
o] S (<)) . g .
g 4 I = o sufficient or ex planation of edit
= s Q| © o required.
5 g = 5|0 o e
;c: § Representor | Agent % S g § c % =
2 o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o ‘g’ g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 'ﬁ 04 g
= S| (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o T | relev ant) ID Name o ol * £ | Reference & | Suggested Change — | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part v
Facussed Change
FC5.GNL6 Haverfordwest.01 reducesthe
affordable housing requirement for the
Shde Lane, Haverfordwest, site. The
derivation of the revised figure of 50%is
basedonthe mostup-to-date information
available at thetime regading the provision
of affordable housing to be madeonphases
OBER\ATIONS :Affordable 1and?2 of the site (those being brought
HousngDelivery forward by Pdbl HousngAssodation),
(FC5.GN20.01, FC5.GN16. together with the application of a50%
Havefordwest.01) Changes provision for the remaining land. Welsh
appear to affect affordable Government, through itsagents,doesnot
housing mechanisms:; accept thefinal figure andis preparinga
Removal of provisions to viability appraisalfor the whole site which
adjustcontributionsbasedon willinform a further debate at Examination
improved viability onwhat is considered to beviable. Asa
(FC5.GN20.01) general comment, PCC isrequiringa
Reduction in Skde lane provision to be made for affordable housing
affordable housing provision in conjunction withall new housing
from 83%to 50%(FC5.GN16. devdopment initsareaof planning
Havefordwest.01) jurisdiction, with the appropriate levels
Thismay impact courty-wide being variously informed by site-specific
affordable housing delivery, © viability appraisds for key sites andthrough
S potentially affecting rural 3 the outcomes of the high level viability
gj communities where housing @ The testing for other sites, as explained in more
% affordability is a particular u-gﬁ amendment detail in policy GN 20. As GN 20 explains,
S challenge. © suggested thismay take the form of on-site provision
§ Suggested consideration: g isnot in some casesand acommuted sumin
£ Ensurethese changes align = supported others. If PGC asksfor levds of affordable
59; with the plan's affordable g by the housing provision that are not viable, the
5 DPGN 16 housing objectives, S? Plan's resut willbenodelivery. Thereisa
FC StDavids Gty kn? Residential particularly for rural I evidence detailed viability report to underpin PCCs
34774 | SmonMann Gouncil 8 | Comment Allocations No | communities. n base. conclusions onwhat is possible. No
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6.23. DPGN 19A Maesgwynne, Ashguard SHSE 034 LDP2/1

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
E £ . suff icient or ex planation of edit
> o
g i 8 % o required.
=4 o ° o | < = -
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c s| © 9 c | 2 E
O n . . O - n < = [} o
o o | Organisation | Stake | Agent 2 5 g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor = 0 g
= 2 | (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name § 5’) TR Refe rence (‘,3) Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree |in Part E
PQC does
ageethata
buffer zone
Our family objecttothe shoud be
building of residential houses included
at Maesgwynne, Hshguard aroundthe
SHSG/034F/IDP2/ onthe Maesgwynne
field immediately in front of Farm complex
Maesgwynne Farm House. The and has made
built heritage and historic reference to
environment of thisGrade Il the
Listed Home mustbe requirement
respected and protected. for thisin
Dyfed Archaeological Sodety policy GN 19A.
and CADWseeMaesgwvynne Asthe more
as beingintegral tothelocal general
culture."Condderate and objectionto
considerable bufferingis the housing
needed to maintain itsview allocationis
and enhancethe historical not duly made,
aspect in order to protect this PCC isnot
building. Although proposingto
Maesgwynne Farmis outside remove or
thedevdopment area, modify the
because it has Listed Building allocationin
statusis may be considered responseto
that the devdopment would this
have a detrimental effect represertation.
upon the setting of thefarm However,
buildingsX midance is sought policy GN 19A
from the Local Authority" - already
3 Dyfed Archaeological Trug. references
g We would prefer noneor afew issues raised
= housesto be bult there, but o asconcerns
% we have some acceptable for N and will expect
& aprojected Health Centre % thesematters
= and/or Residential Homeif T tobe
é DPGN 19A sympathetically constructed © § addressed by
5 Maesgwynne, andrespectfully distanced g’ g; theanticipated
Fc | Diane § Fishguard from Maesgwynne Farm S| site
4171 | Llewhelin 1| Object SHSG/034F/LDP2/1 House. T n masterplan. See row below. No

88| Page




S

()]

o]

=

S

zZ

o O

2 =

c o | Representor
()] n q g
o o Organisation
ES o

s &) (where

@ relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name
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PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Two Focussed Changes have been put forward to policy GN 19Aat Maesgwynne, Fshguard, relatingto theinsettion of additional text referringto the possibility of including residential care accommodation and or ahedth centre / clinic at the site and the potential need to
incorporate referencesto thisin the site masterplan, shoud their inclusion be accepted. An element of thisrepreserntation relatesto theseFacussed Changes andrecordsa degree of acceptancefor their inclusion, subject to sympatheticconstruction andtheir locationa
respectful distancefrom Maesgwynne Farm House, whichis aListed Building. The other elements of thisrepresertation are a general objection to theresidential allocation at Maesgwynne, Fishguard, which shoud have been submitted duringthe autumn 2024 public
corsultation. The reasonsfor the objetion reference the Grade Il listed Maesgvynne Farm Houseand note that while the Farm Houseitselfis outside the areaof the allocation, devdopment would have adetrimental effect onthe setting of the farm buildings. Substantial buffering
is advocated to protect the setting of the Listed Building. Whilst thisfurther element of the representation is not duly made, as it doesn'trelate to a Focussed Change, theissues that are raisesare in fact already referencedin policy GN 19A, which amongst other things, suggests

abuffer zone adjacent to the Maesgvynne Farm complex. Aswell as residential development, it also identifiesaneed for the Maesgwynne site to provide public and amenity open space, take account of areas protected for their nature corservation value and addressmatters

relating to sudainable access. While theresidential allocatonis setoutin policyGN 16, it is policy GN 19Awhich advocatespreparation of amasterplan for the undeveloped partsof the site, with aview to thisforming a basis for future planning applicationsand for LDP2
Supplementary Planning Guidance. The masterplan would also refer to residential care accommodation and/ or ahealth centre, if thesefurther suggested usesare accepted. Astherepresertor has made a Focussed Change representation, they are now regstered onthe
database and will receive natification of Development Plan related consultationsmoving forward.

Edit Required
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
c z 5| D required.
> c Q g L
z . S o = g ©
. o - @] ©) ) ()
2 c = - | - o o =
c @ Representor | Agent < o © o = = =
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 & | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part N
PCC does
Our family objecttothe ageethat a
building of residential houses buffer zone
at Maesgwynne, Fishguard shoud be
SHSG/034F/LIDP2/ onthe included
field immediately in front of around the
Maesgwynne Farm House. The Maesgwynne
built heritage and historic Farm complex
environment of thisGrade Il and has made
Listed Home mustbe referenceto
respected and protected. the
Dyfed Archaeological Sodety requirement
and CADWseeMaesgwvynne for thisin
as beingintegral tothelocal policy GN 19A.
culture. "Condderate and Asthemore
considerable bufferingis general
needed to maintain itsview objection to
and enhancethe historical thehousing
aspect in order to protect this alocationis
building. Although not duly made,
Maesgwynne Farmis outside PCC isnot
thedevdopment area, proposingto
because it has Listed Building remove or
statusis may be considered modify the
that the devdopment would allocationin
have a detrimental effect responseto
upon the setting of thefarm this
buildingsX midance is sought represertation.
from the Local Authority” - However,
Dyfed Archaeological Trug. policyGN 19A
already
N references
g We would prefer noneor afew issues raised
= housesto be bult there, but o asconcerns
% we have some acceptable for § andwill expect
§ aprojected Health Gentre q thesematters
< and/or Residential Homeif 5 tobe
9, | DPGN19A sympathetically constructed 'g o addressed by
. % Maesgwynne, andrespectfully distanced 3 S’% the anticipated
EC Diane Q FHshguard from Maesgwynne Farm 5| site
4171 | Llewhelin 1 | Object SMHSG/034F/LDP2/1 House. T | v masterplan. See Rowbelow. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
= ref/paragraph ref below

o € sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] > - Q .
c e 5| D required.
=] c Q g o
z . S o = g ©
5 o) = o | O © )
c & | Representor | Agent c 5| @ o s |2 3
(] . . (5} P n < = [J)
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 = w o | PCC Plan or < | Representor - | x &
= & | (where Holder | Company | 5 = § 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ § £ PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part =

Two Focussed Changes have been put forward to policy GN 19Aat Maesgwynne, Fshguard, relatingto theinsettion of additional text referringto the possibility of including residential care accommodation andor ahedth centre / clinic at the site and the potential need to
incorporate referencesto thisin the site masterplan, shoud their inclusion be accepted. An element of thisrepresentation relatesto theseFacussed Changes andrecordsa degree of acceptancefor their inclusion, subject to sympatheticconstruction andtheir locationa
respectful distancefrom Maesgwynne Farm House, whichis a Listed Building. The other elements of thisrepresertation are a general objection to theresidential allocationat Maesgwynne, Fishguard, which shoud have been submitted duringthe autumn 2024 public
consultation. The reasonsfor the objection reference the Grack Il listed Maesgvynne Farm Houseand note that while the Farm Houseitselfis outside the areaof the allocation, devdopment would have adetrimental effect onthe setting of the farm buildings. Substantial buffering
is advocated to protect the setting of the Listed Building. Whilstthisfurther element of therepresertation is not duly made, as it doesn'trelate to a Focussed Change, theissues that are raisesare in fact already referenced in policy GN 19A, which amongst other things, suggests a
buffer zone adjacent to the Maesgvynne Farm complex. Aswell as residential development, it also identifiesaneed for the Maesgwvynne site to provide public and amenity open space, takes account of areas protected for their nature corservation vaue and addressmatters
relatingto sugainable access. While theresidential allocationis setoutin policy GN 16, it is policy GN 19Awhich advocates preparation of amasterplan for the undeveloped partsof the site, with aview to thisformingabasis for future planning applicationsandfor LDP2
pplementary Planning Guidance. The masterplan would also refer to residential care accommodation and/ or ahealth centre, if thesefurther suggested usesare accepted.
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6.24. DPGN 20 Local NeedsAffordable Housing

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] q
£ z = o required.
= c Q o
z o = o | < = ©
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c 5| B ® c | 2 El
§ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent § ‘g’ § ; PCC Plan or o | Representor 'i & g
o & | (where Holder | Company | 35 g S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 3| £ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part =
The objection relatesto the allocationof the
SHSE86/LDP2/3 Sauth of sitefor residential purposesandhowthe
Conway Drive, Castle Rill representor considersthisallocationto be
Raad, Seynton unsutable. It doesnot relate to the
Objection to the continued identification of Seynton as beingin Band 2
allocationof the site of the HousngMarket Area onthe
(Y HSG 86/LDR/3) for Proposds Maps,whichisthe nature of the
residential useonthe FocusedChanges (FC5.GN20.03).
followingbasis: Therefore, it is considered that the
wHighways andaccess . representation is not duly made as it does
capacity issues to servicethe g not relate to a proposed Facussed Change
3 strategcsite; and § g of Local Development Plan 2 Deposit 2 and
I wLack of supporting £ g therefore officershave not considered this
5 DPGN 20 Local infragructure servicesto ° gg represertation further. The represertor has
FC LGreggan & FC | Geraint ohn Q Needs Affordable support the devdopment of S I submitted represertations regardingthis
4475 | o Lid 1693 | Plnning 1| Object Housing No | thesite. = n site at Deposit Sage No
S Amroth Community Council SQupport
Amroth & DPGN 20 Local have reviewed the relevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community Q « | NeedsAffordable Fooussed Changes and No change
34751 Bradbury Council 9 | Qupport S | Housing Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

OBER\ATIONS:Affordable
HousingDelivery
(FC5.GN20.01, FC5.GN16.
Haverfordwest.01) Changes
appear to affect affordable
housing mechanisns:
Removal of provisions to
adjustcortributionsbasedon
improved viability
(FC5.GN20.01)

Reduction in Skde lane
affordable housing provision
from 83%to 50%(FC5.GN16.
Haverfordwest.01)

Thismay impact county-wide
affordable housing delivery,
potentially affecting rural
communities where housing
affordability is a particular
challenge. Commentsare noted. Therationale for
Suggested consideration: Facussed Changes to Poicy GN 20are set
Ensurethese changes align outin

with the plan's affordable https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
DPGN 20Local housing objectives, devedopment-plan-review/submission
Needs Affordable particularly for rural SD09Consutation Report Appendix 4
Housing No | communities. Sction 4.9. Paragaphs16to 21.

FC5.GN20.01

EC StDavids Gty
34774 | SmonMann Council 9 | Comment
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6.25. DPGN 21 Exception Stesfor Local NeedsAffordable Housing

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o S o sufficient or ex planation of edit
£3) q
£ ; ) =y required.
3 c o | s &
o] =
- S o o| o s S
% o | Representor | Agent % 5 8 & c | 2 3
. . P n < = (4}
@ o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 s | @ o |PCCPlan or < | Representor = @ &
S : S
o g | (where Holder | Company | g o S 2 | Document S [ Comment Summary/ S| 2 PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name é’ (7—’) w2 Refe rence 8 Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree | in Part E
g,i DPGN 21 Exception Amroth Community Council Support
Amroth & Stesfor Local have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
FC Kathyrn Community Q —, | NeedsAffordable Focussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Gouncil 10 | Support © | Housng Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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6.26. DPGN 22 Soecialist andupported Accommodation

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference
Edit Required

Representat ion Number
Location

epresentor Number
Support or Object

Sound

The change proposed isin responseto
concernsraisedby the Council's Srategc
Comissioning Team who advised: Thereis
.. ariskthat proposalsare brought forward
that are speculative, likelyto increase net
migration of olderpeopleinto
Penbrokeshire andnot actually meet the
identified need for existing residentsand
relatives of existing residents. Thiswould
put additional pressure onour current
services.......It istherefore suggested that a
specific guidancenote should be created to
enable development of care homesand/or
extra care housing other thanin specificaly
DPGN 22 Specialist identified sites: wWhere they will meet local
FC Pemlrokeshire EC and Supported need, andare expressl supported by the
4410 | UvinglLtd 4409 | Lichfields 8 | Object Accommodation No | Seerow below. social care department ofthe councl.' No

FC5.GN22.03

Pembrokeshire Living Limited acknowvledges GN 22 provides important and positive framework for the delivery of specialist and supported accommaodation. Although FG5.GN22.03doesnot explicitly refer to accommodation for older people, it is evident from the policy'ssupport
text that suchaccommodation isincluded within its scope. Thisapproachis supported, as it ensuresthat proposalsto meet theidentified and growingneed for older persons'accommodation are capture withinthe policyframework.
The addition to paragraph 5.124 which confirms that the LPAwill consult with housing, social and health servicesis endorsed.

Pembrokeshire Living Limited has concernsrelating specifically to the amendment that requires alocal need for specialist or supported accommodation must be 'satisfactorily evidenced and sugport by the Council's Srategc Commissioning Team'. Thisrequirement is
corsidered overly onerous and unnecessary for the following reasons:

wThe Gouncil's evidence base establishes aneed for specialist and sugport accommaodation.

wMaking it an obligation to receive support from the Srategc Commissioning Team seems onerousin light of the evidence already include with thispolicy.

wlt isnot clear what the Council's Srategc Commissioning Teamis, or what formal role it would play in the planning process. From therepresertor's review, it appearsto be agroup that already consults with the serviceswhich are addressed inthe new supporting text at para.
5.124.

Pembrokeshire Living Limited suggestthat thisrequirement shoud not be framed as a policycriterion necessary for approval.
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6.27. DPGN 24 Gypsy andTraveller Ste Allocations

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree |in Part

Representor Number
Representor
Representat ion Number
Support or Object
Focussed Change
reference
Sound
Location
Site Reference

Removal of Gypsy Ste
Allocation GT/095/LDP2/1
Castle Quarry Eastern
Extenson
FC5.GN24.01 - Whilst the
Gouncil hasreasoned that the
removal of thesiteisdueto
‘representationsreceived and
updated information regarding
deliverability and capacity
issues, thelandowner is not
aware of any 'represertations'
subnitted by third
parties/members of the public
duringconsultation stages. It
isthereforeironicthat the
Gouncil's Egateteam have
been in negotiationsto
purchasethesitefor 5yeas
andit would now appear that
someother departments have
raisedcertain
‘representations'at the
eleventh hour. The Gouncil's
reasoning for the site removal
is contradictory as the Gouncil
have invested significant
resourcesinto the proposed
acquisition.

Itistherepresertors opinion
that asmall extension tothe The

Castle Quarry Traveller Ste amendment
would have far lessimpact suggested
upon the community than the isnot
allocationof anew site supported
adjacentto Monkton by the
DPGN 24 Gypsyand Recreation Ground. Phn's
Traveller Ste evidence
Allocations No base. See Responseto 1830/1

GT/095/LDP2/3

FC5.GN24 01

Pembroke

FC FC | AC
1830 | MrWJenkins | Priory Farm 3911 | Crompton 3 | Object

9% | Page

Edit Required




5 Edit not required as PCC
o ° Document or National Policy
a g - © ref/paragraph ref below
g i o g o sufficient or ex planation of edit
z o o o | < = required. )
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
c & | Representor | Agent c s| 9 o c |2 El
§ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent % 5 2 § PCC Plan or - | Representor 'ﬁ & &
o S | (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name § 5’) TR Refe rence (‘,3) Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree |in Part E
We objectto thisaddition for
many reasons. They already
have a site which couldbe
enlarged. Thereare ather sites
in Pembrokeshire equipped
with services,e.gKingsmoor.
There are far more sites
already in Pemlrokeshire,
Carmarthenshire and around
Cardiff than the restof Wales.
The new site has caused the
settlement lineto be moved.
Yetother applicationshave
been refusedinthe same
area, with asmall site next to
the main road. Development
of the site would cause major
unnecessary cost and outlay
for Pemlyokeshire County
Gouncil, plusanew road for
access.
We objectto 6 acres of The objection isinrelation to the proposed
meadowland beingadded to allocationof a GypsyTraweller Ste at
the settlement for gypsy Monkton, Pemlyoke. ThisFocussed
travdlers, when we appliedfor Change relatesto editsin relation to other
1.9 acrestothe eastof Orange proposed allocationsfor GypsyTraveller
Hall Lane opposite Council sites. It alsoappearstorefertoa
HouseonAngle Road. These represertation subnitted at Deposit stage
could've been propertiesfor theresponseto which can befound in
over 65s,who are at present https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
livingin larger family homes, devdopment-plan-review/submission
freeingup muchneeded Consutation Report Appendix 4, Section
accommodation. Thissite was 4.2 referred to as New Ste 3 Land at Orange
ontheroadside, whereasland Hall south of B4320Monkton Main Raad.
behind the playfield needsan Thisis dealt with at paragraph 200f the
Ann access road built. If thissite sedion. Although thisrepresertation is not
Lankshear, can beput into the N duly made (1) The appropriateness of the
HonaHarries, 3 settlement, whynot the other? g Monkton GypsyTraveller allocationwill be
Mark Ferrier, N ITwould have benefit the g1l 2 considered through Examination as aresut
SmonFerrier, & | DPGN 24 Gypsyand community andis close to a 218 of represertations submitted by others and
FCc | Chris § Traveller Ste shap, post office and bus GE) S (2) theobjectors original represertation will
4485 | Lankshear 1| Object Allocations stop. o O also bedeadt with through Examination. No
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6.28. DPGN 38 SafeguardingandPrior Extraction of the Mineral Resource

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] q
£ z o | @ required.
3 c 2| ® e
z o = o | < = ©
5 2 g °1 2 z z
= o | Representor | Agent c 5| 39S c | @ E
O n . . O - n < = [} o
@ o | Organisation | Stake | Agent o s| 20 PCC Plan or < | Representor = 04 &
o & | (where Holder | Company | 35 g S 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o o | * 2 | Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part g
LDP2 policy GN 38is the CouncilQ local
responseto therequirements setoutin
Welsh Governmeniis®Bnning Poicy Wales
edition 12 (PRNV) regadingthe saeguarding
of the plan area@mineral resource. PPW
edition 12 paragaphs5.14.2,5.14.7,
5.14.8,5.14.9and5.14.12,with 5.14.9are
of particular relevance in providing a basis
for the Council@ approach onthis
matter. Inparticular, thefirst sentenceof
PPWedition 12, paragraph 5.14.9, requires
sdeguardingin Plans andthismustbe
Removal of Gypsy Ste shown onProposals Maps. LDP 2, Deposit
Allocation GT/095/LDP2/1 Pln 2@ paragraph 5.2.19explainsthat the
Castle Quarry Eastern Gouncil excludes settlements fromthose
Extension MEL6 - Map Edts. sdeguarded areas, the extent of which is
Forthereasonsstated above, defined usingsetlement boundaries. The
objection to the proposed Map proposed deletion of the gypsytravdler
Edt under GN38ie allocation generatesa consequential need
Safeguardingand Prior to modify the Settlement Boundary and
Extraction of Mineral hencealsothe extent of minerals
Resource-to addthe sdeguarding. That iswhythere are also
additional areato HR/01.The LDP2 Facussed Changes at Castle Quarry
Gouncil has not undertaken The relatingto the positioning of the Settlement
anytesting/investigations to amendment Boundary andto the extent of the
o confirm suitability or suggested sdeguarded mineralsresource. Thereis
s extractability. Thereisno < iscontrary information in LDP2, Deposit Plan 2, policy
"'é DPGN 38 practical meansof gaining g to National GN 38reasoned justification paragaphs
= | Sofeguardingand sutable access to theland g1l 2 Planning 5.221t0 5.2240n prior extraction
«© | Prior Exraction of without causing significant 2 o Poicy requirements. Forclarification, the Council
FC FC 3911 | AC o | theMineral environmental & ecologtal GE) S and/or has not allocated the site for mineral
1830 | MrW Jenkins Priory Farm Crompton 5 | Object = | Resource No | harm. Q O Guidance. extraction. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
2 Z 5 qéa o required.
= _ S | & 2 o
. o — o ©) ) ()
2 c = - | o o o =
c @ Representor | Agent < o © o = = =
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
Aportion of the allocationsite
isto beincluded within a
'Safeguardingand Prior
Exraction of the Mineral
Resource'are under GN 38.
There are noactivesites for
the extraction of any of the
hard rockin questioninthe
vicinity of the settlement of
Hill Mountain. The allocation
of the landto form a'buffer' is The
not necessary or required amendment
under national planning suggested
policy.The extraction of hard é‘ iscontrary
DPGN 38 rockin suchclose proximityto | -5 a to National
Safeguardingand existingand proposed ‘g’ s Planning
o | Prior Exraction of residential unitswould bein g S Polcy
FC | MrM&J FC | BvansBanks o | theMineral conflict withnational planning | = | § and/or
4375 | Morrillo 1966 | Planning Ltd 3 | Object = | Resource No | policy. | L Guidance. See row below. No

LDP2 policy GN 38is the Council@ local responseto the requirements setout in Welsh Governmeniis®kbnning Polcy Walesedition 12 (PPV) regadingthe s&feguarding of the plan arel- <nineral resource. Inthe context of thisrepresertation, PPWedition 12 paragraphs 5.14 2,

5.14.7,5.14.8,5.14.9and 5.14.12,with 5.14.9are of particular relevance in providing a basis for the Council@ approach onthismatter. The first sertenceof PPWedition 12, paragraph 5.14.9is reproduced here: 'Usng the National Minerals Re®urce Maps andthe National
Aggregates Sakguarding Mapsfor Wales, areasto be safeguardedshould be identified on proposals mapsandpoliciesshould protect potential mineral resources from other typesof permanent development whichwould either sterilise them or hinder extraction, or whichmay
hinderextraction in thefuture astechnolay changes. LDP2, Deposit Plan 2@ paragraph 5.2.19 explainsthat the Council usesthe BGSmineralsmapping to define the areasfor mineralssaeguarding, but that the safeguarded areas exclude settlements, as defined by LDP2
Settlement Boundhries. It follows from thisthat if the extent of aresidential allocationincluded in LDP2 is proposed for modification (as it has been at Hill Mountain), thisgenerates a consequential need to modify the Settlement Boundary and hencealso the extent of minerals
sdeguarding. That iswhythere are also LDP2 Facussed Changes at Hill Mountainrelating to the positioning of the Sttlement Bourdary andto the extent of the safeguarded mineralsresource. There isinformationin LDP2, Deposit Plan 2, policy GN 38 reasoned justification

paragaphs5.221to 5.2240n prior extraction requirements.However, thissertencefrom paragaph 5.14.7of PPWedition 12is alsorelevant here and says: 'Sakguarding doesnotindicate anacceptance of mineral working, but that thelocation andquaiity ofthemineral is knavn
andthat the environmental constraints asciatedwith extraction, including the potential for extraction of mineral resources prior to undetaking other formsof development, have been corsidered'. It follows from thisthat if the extent of aresidential allocationincluded in LDP2 is

proposed for modification (as it has been at Hill Mountain), thisgenerates a consequential need to modify the Settlement Boundary and hence alsothe extent of mineralssafeguarding. That is whythere are also LDP2 Focussed Changes at Hill Mountain relating to the positioning
of the Sttlement Boundary andto the extent of the sfeguarded mineralsresource.
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6.29.

DPGN 44 Protection and Enhancament of Biodiversity

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
2 ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] =] ()] q
c z 5| o required.
S c o | & ©
Zz . S o | < = ©
5 2 g ° 2 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent = 5 8 & c| 2 E
O 1% . . o - n < = [} o
@ o | Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 s | @ o |PCCPlan or < | Representor = 04 &
fN— : S
-y 2 | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S [ Comment Summary/ S| 2 PCC PCC PCC Agree -
o X | relev ant) ID Name = o | * ® | Reference 3 | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree | in Part g
Pemlrokeshire Living Limited

b welcomeschanges proposed

3 at FC5.GN44.01 which Qupport

% DPGN 44 Protection appropriately addresses welcomed.

FCc | Pembyokeshire FC Q and Ehhancement concerns highlighted in No change
4410 | LvingLtd 4409 | Lichfields 9 | Support of Biodiversity Yes| previousrepresertations. required. No
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6.30. DPGN 46 Coastal Charme

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
© = sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] .
c > 5 o required.
5 = o | § v
=4 o ° o | < = -
5 [ g °l 2 2 2
c o | Representor | Agent c s| 2 o c | 2 El
§ g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent § ‘g § ; PCC Plan or < | Representor i @ &
o & | (where Holder | Company | 5 o S 2 | Document S |Comment Summary/ S| 2 PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name § (7—’) w2 Refe rence (‘,3) Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree | in Part E
Thedeletion of Poicy46
recognsing therevised TAN15
published 31 March 2025.
Deletion of the policywill
ensurethereare noconflicts Policy GN 46 wasincluded in the Plan
between the policyandthe when therevised TAN 15 remained in
revised TAN15. preparation. The content of the Pdicy is
However, doeshaving nolocal now wholly covered by the revised TAN
policyadequately ensure 15 which provides a comprehensive
TAN15is delivered at thelocal policy context. No further amerdment is
b= level? Would the plan benefit proposed.
© from alocal policyonthis
5 issue, oristheplan
FC | Welsh Q DPGN 46 Goastal deliverable when reliant on
1507 | Government Comment Change TAN15? No
%2' Amroth Community Gouncil Support
Amroth & have reviewed the relevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community Q — | DPGN46 (pastal Focussed Changes and No change
34751 Bradbury Coungil 11 | Qupport © | Change Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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6.31. DPGN 48 GreenWedges

Representor Number

Representor

Representor
Organisation
(where

relev ant)

Agent
Sta ke
Holder
ID

Agent
Company
Name

Representat ion Number

Support or Object

Focussed Change

reference

PCC Plan or
Document
Refe rence

Sound

Representor
Comment Summary/
Suggested Change

Location

Site Reference

PCC
Agree

PCC
Disagree

PCC Agree
in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
1830

Mr W Jenkins

Priory Farm

FC
3911

AC
Crompton

Object

FC5.GN48.Pemiboke.01

DPGN48Green
Wedges

No

Removal of Gypsy Ste
Allocation GT/095/LDP2/1
Castle Quarry Eastern
Exenson

FC5.GN48.Peminoke.01 -
Objection tothe proposal to
includethe Castle Quarry
Eastern Exension siteinto the
Esxtended Green Wedge
(G\N/96). The Gouncil statethe
inclusion will be a'positive
change. Thisis not ageed
with. It is consideredthat the
allocationwould lead to a
more planned approach to
deveopment inthislocation.

Pembroke

GT/095/LDP2/4

The
amendment
suggested
isnot
supported
bythe
Plan's
evidence
base.

See Responseto 1830/1

No

FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

12

Object

FC5.GN48.01

DPGN 48 Green
Wedges

Haven endorsesFQ GN48.01
asitreflectsitsprevious
representation and confirms
theage of the evidence base
(6yearsold).

Havenwelcome thefactual
change but recogngethat the
evidence basehas not been
reviewed since 2019. Haven's
previousrepresertation onDP
GN 48 (Green Wedges)onthe
Tenby/ Penally green wedge
remains.

Noted. The Gouncil's responseto this
matter is setout intheresponsetothe
Deposit Plan represertation (ref 4383/6).
weblink to report:

http s.// www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/locd-
devdopment-plan-review/submission see-
See Qupporting Docunents, Appendix 2
Represertation Reports updated 24
September 2025.

No
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6.32. DPGN 52 Protection of Open Soaces with Amenity Value
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
2 Z 5 qéa required.
> c q_)‘ © 8
z . S Q < c ©
5 2 g Nl 2 2
% & | Representor | Agent % o § § < ..g 3
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o X | relev ant) ID Name o 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part N
Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemtroke
Housing' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the GConsutation Report
(weblink:https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.u
k/locd-development-plan-
review/submission) , the western portion of
theland designated as Open Sgace at
SlothyMill (OSP/®5/23) has been sulject
to re-evaluation and consequently has not
been designated as open space, duetoits
agiculture use.The land doesnot meet the
criteria for open space as setout inthe
Open Space Assessment Background
paper, paragraph 5.4. Land is required to
meet one of the following characteristics,
namely public parksand gardens,natural
and seni-natural greenspaces, green
Objecttoany proposal to corridors, outdoor sportsfacilities, amenity
devdop theland.Itisan area greenspace,provision for children and
of natural beauty, hometo young people, allotments, community
bats, owls,herons,and other gardens,and city (urban) farms,cemeteries
animals. and churchyards,accessible areas of
Thelandis an old quarry and countryside inthe urban fringe, civic spaces
natural floodplain. or water.
Liftingthe open space Anumber of representations objecttothe
designation would remove an removal of the western portionasthe
important safeguard and open removal of the designation will enable the
the door to future landto be devdoped inthefuture.
devdopment. Candidate Ste 087 (Land at SlothyMill,
Building here would be Well Hill), which covered a similar portion
environmentally irresponsble of landto the arearemoved from
andunsafe, posing serious OSP095/23 designation, was subnitted for
floodingrisksandlong-term consideration as adesignated site for
ingtability. residential development. However, withthe
Protect thisland for Highway Authority has reviewed Candidate
- preservaion, and The Ste 087(capable of accommodating
% sdeguarding nature, public amendment approximately 12 residential units)and has
é sdfety andthe future of our suggested strongly objected due to significant
= community. isnot constraintsthat cannotbe mitigaed. The
& Any development would ™ supported site wastherefore notconsidered an
g' permanently damage the g % by the appropriate site for residential
5 DPGN 52 Protection outlook for many local 8 3 Pln's devdopment andthelanditselfremains
FC § of Open Spaces with residents. It would diminish E1 5 evidence outside of the Pembyoke Settlement
4468 | janesFeraby 1 | Object Amenity Value the character of the area. ¢ |8 base. Boundary. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
£ z 5| 2 o required.
> c q_)‘ © S
C= - ° Q2 £ c °
5 2 5 °©12 @ =
% S | Representor | Agent % o § § < ..g 'g
o g Organisation | Sta ke | Agent & ‘g g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor 1; 14 g
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o @ | relev ant) ID Name v 2| &£ € |Reference & | Suggested Change - | 9 Agree Disagree |in Part i
Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemtroke
Housing' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the GConsutation Report
(weblink:https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.u
k/locd-development-plan-
review/submission), the western portion of
theland designated as Open Sgace at
Slahy Mill (OSP/®5/23) has been subject
to re-evaluation and consequently has not
been designated as open space, duetoits
agiculture use.The land doesnot meet the
criteria for open space as setout inthe
Open Space Assessment Background
paper, paragraph 5.4. Land is required to
meet one of the following characteristics,
namely public parksand gardens,natural
and seni-natural greenspaces, green
corridors, outdoor sportsfacilities, amenity
greenspace,provision for children and
Objectto any proposal to young people, allotments, community
deveop theland.ltisan area gardens,and city (urban) farms,cemeteries
of natural beauty, hometo and churchyards,accessible areas of
bats, owls,heronsand other countryside in the urban fringe, civic spaces
animals. or water.
The landis an old quarry and Anumber of represertations objecttothe
natural floodplain. removal of the western portionasthe
The designation of theland as removal of the designation will enable the
open space would prevent the landto be devdoped inthefuture.
potential useof landas a Candidate Ste 087 (Land at SlothyMill,
housingestate. Well Hill), which covered a similar portion
Building here would be of landto the arearemoved from
environmentally irresponsble, OSP095/23 designation, was subnitted for
andit also poses seriousrisks consideration as adesignated site for
of flooding andlong-term residential development. However, withthe
instability. Highway Authority has reviewed Candidate
- Protect thisland for The Ste 087(capable of accommodating
% preservation, and to safeguard amendment approximately 12 residential units)and has
é nature, public safety andthe suggested strongly objected due to significant
£ comnmunity's future. isnot constraintsthat cannotbe mitigaed. The
e Any development would ™ supported site wastherefore not considered an
g' permanently damage the 2 % by the appropriate site for residential
& | DPGN52Protection outlook for many local 218 Plan's devdopment andthe landitselfremains
FC § of Open Spaces with residents.It would diminish GEJ & evidence outside of the Pemlroke Settlement
4469 | psie Feraby 1 | Object Amenity Value the character of the area. ¢ |8 base. Boundary. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] > () .
c z 5| 2 required.
=) c Q g o
z . S o = g ©
5 2 g Nl 2 2
= & | Representor | Agent c 5| B O c| 2 E
) n . . O - n < S ) o
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent o s g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor b o §
g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
o @ | relev ant) ID Name v ol = 2 | Reference & | Suggested Change - | O Agree Disagree |in Part N
IS X | &
g8 8|8
D 8 e | 5 | Ypport
& 3 | DPGN52Protection 2 | 8 | welcomed.
Fc | Celtic Homes FC | Boyer Q S | of Open Spaces with E | & | Nochange
4472 | Ld 1955 | Plnning 3 | Qupport < | Amenity Value Yes| Seerow below. o | T o required. No
Land at Upper Sycamore Woods, Pemlyoke Dock(formerly Candidate Ste 074)now HSE 096/LDP2/3- focussed change FC5.GNL6.PemivokeDock02
We welcome thefocussed changes, which confirm the site's allocationfor residential development (HS5/096/LDP23) and removal of the previous open space designation.
Earlier represertationsraisedconcernsregading the plan period (2017-2033) and whilst the Focussed Changes do not alter the plan period, theinclusion of the site as a new housing allocation helps mitigate some of the risksassodated with the compressed Plan timeframe.
Allocating HSG/096/LDP2/3 increasesthe Council's shart term deliverable supply, reducing relianceonlong-term allocations.
FC.GN52.PembrokeDock.02 - Support the omission of 0.31HAfrom GN 52, 0SP/096/LD® 10. The land s of low ecologtal and landscape value, and currently offers nobiodiversity benefit or contribution to Pembrokeshire's Gl strategy (failing to meet Test 2). The allocation of
the Ste for housing will result in anet biodiversity benefit, through theimplementation of a detailed landscape strategy.
Qupport the Focussed Change
toamend open space
reference OSP095/23 to
remove the western seaion.
There is noright of public
accesstothelandat Slothy
Mill.
The Open Space Assessment
background paper of 2019
dedicated thesite asinformal
outdoor space. Thereisa
shartfall of the outdoor space
target, however the cumrent
o LDPdoesnot includethe
3 secordary school fields of
S Henry Tudor Schoolwhich
'E can be usedbythe
e community. Ysgol Bro Perfro o™
o has also opened since 2018 2| 3 | support
BABB & | DPGN52Protection andwillhavearesutedina | 8§ | & | welcomed.
EC EC | Architects E‘é of Open Sgaces with potential increasein Open £ % No change
4479 | Mr PParnell 4273 | Ld 1| upport Amenity Value Yes| Space. o required. No
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Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

E ref/paragraph ref below
o E sufficient or ex planation of edit
o] > (]
c pa e = required.
> c ) © @
pd _ o o | £ e °
5 2 B o |9 o o
c S | Representor | Agent c s| o & c | 2 E
o » . . o - n c = ) o
® o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent a 5 g o | PCC Plan or < | Representor = 0 &,
= o3 (where Holder | Company =y 2| S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
e @ | relev ant) ID Name i al" £ | Reference & | Suggested Change - | O Agree Disagree |in Part hy
Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemlroke
Housing' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the Consutation Report, the western
portion wasremoved from OSP/095/23 as,
upon re-evaluation, theland did not satisfy
the criteria for the designation of open
space as setoutinthe Open Sgace
Assessment Background Paper. The
western portionwasincorrectly classified
My four immediate neighbours as Open oace, whenitisin
and| have at nostage been agicultural/ grazing use.
informed of the proposed FC5.GNb2.Pemivoke.01 addresses this
change of useto thelandrear error. The change from ‘amenity landto
of our properties from Amenity farmland' correctsthe Council's earlier
landto farm land, a change of error in classifyingthe land as Open Space
usefrom amenity landto farm andaccuratelyreflectsthe current land
land constitutesa material type. Itdoesnot refer to permission being
change of useandrequires granted for achange of use onsite.
- planning permission which Therefore noneighbour notification was
< involves aformal consultation sert, as would've bedonehad an
é processwhere neighbours application for planning permission have
[ shoud benotified andas such been madeontheland.
e we believe that the coundil ™ Astherepresertor has madea Focussed
UN; hasfailedinitsobligationin g % Change represertation, they are now
& | DPGN52Protection givingusreasonable noticeas | S | regstered onthe database and will receive
FC Q of Open Spaces with to theproposed changesfor GE) % notification of Devdopment Plan related
4481 | Michad Ireson 1 | Comment Amenity Value theland. g |8 consultationsmoving forward. No
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PCC
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in Part

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Edit Required

FC
4482

Carol Davies

Object

FC5.GN52.Pemlooke.01

DPGN 52 Protection
of Open Spaces with

Amenity Value

No

| sugpect that the removal of
amenity statusfor theland, is
aprecursor to housing
devdopment. | feel thefield is
unsutable asthere isfar too
muchtraffic in the vicinity.
Alsothefield has amenity
statusto maintain itsbeauty,
rural attr activeness and
wildlife. It would bewrongto
devdop sucha special and
importanceresource.

Pembroke

OSP095/23

The
amendment
suggested
isnot
supported
bythe
Plan's
evidence
base.

Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemtroke
Housing' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the GConsutation Report

(weblink:https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.u
k/locd-development-plan-
review/submission), the western portion of
theland designated as Open Sgace at
Slahy Mill (OSP/®5/23) has been subject
to re-evaluation and consequently has not
been designated as open space, duetoits
agiculture use.The land doesnot meet the
criteria for open space as setout inthe
Open Space Assessment Background
paper, paragraph 5.4. Land is required to
meet one of the following characteristics,
namely public parksand gardens,natural
and seni-natural greenspaces, green
corridors, outdoor sportsfacilities, amenity
greenspace,provision for children and
young people, allotments, community
gadens,andcity (urban) farms,ceneteries
and churchyards,accessible areas of
countryside inthe urban fringe, civic spaces
or water. Anumber of represerntations
objecttotheremoval of the western portion
astheremoval of the designation will
enablethelandto bedeveloped inthe
future. Candidate 9te 087 (Land at Slothy
Mill, Well Hill), which covered a similar
portion of landto the arearemoved from
OSP095/23 designation, was subnitted for
consideration as adesignated site for
residential development. However, the
Highway Authority has reviewed Candidate
Ste 087(capable of accommodating
approximately 12 residential units)andhas
strongly objected due to significant
constraintsthat cannotbe mitigated. The
site wastherefore not considered an
appropriate site for residential
devdopment andthelanditselfremains
outside of the Pemlroke Settlement
Boundary.

No
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Edit not required as PCC
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g & | (where Holder | Company | 5 g | S & |Document S | Comment Summary/ g | & PCC PCC PCC Agree o
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Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemtroke
Housng' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the Consutation Report, the western
portion of the land designated as Open
Space at Slothy Mill (OSP 095 23) has been
sulject tore-evaluation and consequently
has not been designated as open space,
due toitsagiculture use.The land doesnot
meet the criteria for open space as setout
inthe Open Space Assessment Background
paper, paragraph 5.4. Land is required to
meet one of the following characteristics,
namely public parksand gardens,natural
andsem-natural greenspaces, green
corridors, outdoor sportsfacilities, amenity
greenspace,provision for children and
young people, allotments, community
gardens,andcity (urban) farms,cemeteries
and churchyards,accessible areas of
We objectto the amendment countryside intheurban fringe, civic spaces
of the protection of open or water.
spaceswith amenity value as Anumber of represertations objecttothe
detailed within change removal of thewestern portionasthe
FC5.GNb2.Pemiboke.01. The removal of the designation will enable the
land, as usedfor cattle grazing landto be devdoped inthefuture.
previously, andcurrently as Candidate Ste 087 (Land at SlothyMill,
for the grazing of horseshas Well Hill), which covered a similar portion
clearly awedth of floraand of landto the arearemoved from
fauna benefitingnot only OSP095/23 designation, was subnitted for
adjacentproperties suchas consideration as adesignated site for
ours, but thewider residential development. However, withthe
environment also. The riskof Highway Authority has reviewed Candidate
- losingthisbiodiversity as a The Ste 087 (capable of accommodating
% resuit of thischangeis likely amendment approximately 12 residential units)and has
é toincreasesignificantly andto suggested strongly objected due to significant
= the detriment of thisarea isnot constraintsthat cannotbe mitigated. The
& Additionally, shoud theland ™ supported site wastherefore notconsidered an
t}'; be deveoped, thiswould i) % by the appropriate site for residential
& | DPGN52Protection resut in our property being 218 Plan's devdopment andthelanditself remains
FC E} of Open Spaces with surounded by properties on GE) % evidence outside of the Pemlyoke Settlement
4483 | Rdin Smth 1| Object Amenity Value No | all four sides. a o base. Boundry.
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Asdetailed within Section 4.20'Pemtroke
Housing' within Appendix 4 Issues Papers of
the GConsutation Report
(weblink:https:// www.pembrokeshire.gov.u
k/locd-development-plan-
review/submission), the western portion of
theland designated as Open Sgace at
Slahy Mill (OSP/®5/23) has been subject
to re-evaluation and consequently has not
been designated as open space, duetoits
agiculture use.The land doesnot meet the
criteria for open space as setout inthe
Open Space Assessment Background
paper, paragraph 5.4. Land is required to
meet one of the following characteristics,
namely public parksand gardens,natural
and seni-natural greenspaces, green
corridors, outdoor sportsfacilities, amenity
greenspace,provision for children and
young people, allotments, community
gadens,andcity (urban) farms,ceneteries
The removal of the amenity and churchyards,accessible areas of
statustothelandtotherear of countryside in the urban fringe, civic spaces
our property, we feel would be or water.
agrave mistake. It currently Anumber of representations objecttothe
provides adiversespace used removal of thewestern portionasthe
for grazinghorsesandwhere removal of thedesignation will enable the
nature can doitsown thing. If landto be devdoped inthefuture.
theamenity statuswas Candidate Ste 087 (Land at SlothyMill,
removed it would have an Well Hill), which covered a similar portion
environmental impact, lossof of landto the arearemoved from
biodiversity. OSP095/23 designation, was subnitted for
consideration as adesignated site for
The amenity statusis residential development. However, withthe
designated for its Highway Authority has reviewed Candidate
- enjoyment of wildlife The Ste 087(capable of accommodating
% ecologcal benefit. The amendment approximately 12 residential units)and has
S amenity statusis protecting suggested strongly objected due to significant
= thisland. We feel the only isnot constraintsthat cannotbe mitigaed. The
g reasonto remove the amenity ™ supported site wastherefore not considered an
g' statusisan attempt to g % by the appropriate site for residential
Mr & Mrs & | DPGN52Protection devdop thelandfor housing 218 Plan's devdopment andthe landitselfremains
FC | Edvard & Zita § of Open Spaces with whichwe fedl istotally GE) & evidence outside of the Pemlroke Settlement
4484 poyle 1 | Object Amenity Value No | unsuiable. ¢ | 8 base. Boundhry. No
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-
o
&)
©
(@]
L
3
—
o Amroth Community Council Qupport
Amroth & | DPGN 52 Protection have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
EC Kahyrn Community E} of Open Spaces with Facussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Gouncil 12 | Qupport Amenity Value Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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6.33. DPGN 56 Caavan,Campng andClalet Development
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© Support
& DPGN 56 Caravan, welcomed.
FC | PRL FC Eﬂé —, | Campingand Chalet PRLPartnership endorses No change
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 19 | Qupport S | Development FC5.GN56.01. required. No
Poicy56 allowsnew sitesto be considered
within or adjacentto the largest
sdtlements (see Criterion A). Criterion C
allowsfor consideration of extension of
existing sites without the distance
requirement. On reflection the Inspector
S may wishto consider the appropriateness
3 of including reference to 400mwithin the
% DPGN 56 Caravan, supporting text as the words 'adjacent to'
FC PRL FC E‘é Campingand Chalet Seerow below. may suffice. No further changes are
4477 | Partnership 4409 | Lichfields 12 | Comment Development No proposed. No

PRLPartnership objects to FC5GN56.02, echoing earlier objectionsto the 400mthreshold noting that a more nuanced approachis needed for development outside a settlement boundary. The 400mthreshold disproportionately impads existing caravan and camping
sitesthat are 400maway from existing settlements or where the sites are already large.

Riksunderminingthe objectives of emergingpolicy SP17 - limiting development opportunities and ability to make meaningful investmentsto respond to demand from visitors and upgrades. It failsto recognise that development in rural areashasto be treated
differently to those in urbanareasto support communitiesand busnesses.

Suggstions "Proposalsfor new medium or large sites will be favourably lookedupon where they are within or adjacent (within 400m) to a settlement, congstent with the sustainable strategyand settlement hierarchy of the PlanX" - would support new sitesin locaions
closer to settlement boundariesbut not prevent otherwise high quality developments at existing parkscoming forward.

Previousrepresentation which stated that "Paragrgph 5.3.19appearsto introduce policy not covered by the policyitself" remainsimportant. Thereis clearly a need for flexibility to reflect sites not within 400mof a settlement boundary. Addingthis distanceto the
supportingtext only servesto provide uncertainty over the application of the policy. 400mis an arbitrary figure and in many cases does not reflect the accessbility of a particular site.
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Edit Required

FC PRL
4477 | Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

14

Comment

FC5.GN56.03

DPGN 56 Caravan,
Campingand Chalet
Development

No

See row below.

The Gouncil considersthat Focussed
Change FC5.GNb6.03 provides an accurate
and appropriate definition of Landscape
Capacity consideration. Condderation of
strategcand cummulative impacts are
necessary and ausual element of
considering planningapplicationsmore
generally. The policydoesnot infer that the
presenceof existing developments would
prevent proposals comingforward. No
further changeis proposed.

No

Changeno. FC5.GN56.030ffers a definition of landscgpe capacity, however, whilst on its own the definition is aceeptable, it should not be used for the purpose of applyingthe proposed policywhich seeksto limit development within a particular area in accordancewith

landscape charader scaleassesament.

If the policy remains unchanged from original drafting, the proposed definition should be amended to reflect an asgssment of the impads of a development againgt the impadsupon the landscape charader area. PRLPartnership recognisesthe importanceof ensuring

that the cumulative impads of development need to be acceptable, bearing in mind proposed mitigation. However, the asgsanent of development needsto be asessed agang the existing context at a site level not landscape level. Doing so, could result in unintended
consequences of the LPArefusing sensible development, simply because there is ndeed existing development.

PRLPartnership does not endorse FCGN56.03,definition should be amended with proposed wording as follows: "Landscgpe capacityis the amount of changethat a landsape charader area canaccanmodation beyond whichthe changes would have an unaceptable

adverse impactto the integrity of the landscgpe charader which cannot be mitigated”.

This definition aligns with the evidencebase found within paragmaph 2.10and 4.4 of the PGOCCaravan, Canping and Chalet Landscape Caacity Assesament (Nov 2019).

8 SQupport
& DPGN 56 Caravan, welcomed.
FC | HavenLebure FC Efé - | Campingand Chalet Haven endorses No change
4478 | Lid 4409 | Lichfields 13 | Support © | Development Yes| FC5.GN56.01. required. No
‘L-g Support
& DPGN 56 Caravan, welcomed.
FC | HavenLebure FC § - | Campingand Chalet Haven endorses No change
4478 | 11d 4409 | Lichfields 20 | Support © | Development Yes| FC5.GN56.01. required. No
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Representor
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Sound

Poicy56 allowsnew sites to be considered
within or adjacentto the largest
settlements (see criterion A). Criterion C
allowsfor consideration of extension of
existing sites without the distance
requirement. On reflection the Inspector
may wishto consider the appropriateness
of including reference to 400mwithin the
DPGN 56 Caravan, supporting text as the words 'adjacent to'
Campingand Chalet may suffice. No further changesare
Development No | Seerow below. proposed. No

FC Haven Lesure FC
4478 | Ltd 4409 | Lichfields 14 | Object

FC5.GN56.02

Haven objectsto FC5.GNb6.02, echaing earlier objections to the 400mthreshold notingthat a more nuanced approach is needed for development outside a settlement boundary. The 400mthreshold disproportionately impacts existing caravan and campingsites that are 400m
away from existing settlements or where the sites are already large.

Risksundermining the objectives of emerging policy SP17 - limiting devdopment opportunities and ability to make meaningful investments to respond to demand from visitors and upgrades. It fails to recognse that devdopment inrural areashasto betreated differently to those
in urban areasto support communities and businesses.

Suggestions:"Proposals for new medium or large sites will be favourably looked upon where they are within or adjacent(within 400m) to asettlement, consistent with the sugainable strategy and settlement hierarchy of the Ply” X bwould support new sitesinlocationscloser to
settlement boundaries but not prevent otherwisehigh quality devdopments at existing parkscomingforward.

Previousrepresertation which statedthat "Paragraph 5.3.19 appearsto introduce policynot covered by the policyitsef' remainsimportant. Thereis clearly aneed for flexibility to reflect sites not within 400mof a settlement boundary. Addingthisdistanceto the sugporting text
only servesto provide uncettainty over the application of the policy.400mis an arbitrary figure andin many casesdoesnot reflect the accessibiity of a particular site.
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FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

15

Object

FC5.GN56.03

DPGN 56 Caravan,
Campingand Chalet
Development

No

See row below.

The Gouncil considersthat Focussed
Change FC5.GNb6.03 provides an accurate
and appropriate definition of Landscape
Capacity consideration. Condderation of
strategcand cummulative impacts are
necessary and ausual element of
considering planningapplicationsmore
generally. The policydoesnot infer that the
presenceof existing developments would
prevent proposals comingforward. No
further changeis proposed.

No

Change no. FC5.GNb6.03 offers a definition of landscape capacity, however, whilst onitsown the definition is acceptable, it shoud not be usedfor the purpose of applying the proposed policywhichseeksto limit devdopment within a particular areain accordance with landscape
character scale assessment. Ifthe policyremainsunchanged from original drafting, the proposed definition should be amended to reflect an assessment of theimpacts of adevdopment againstthe impacts upon the landscape character area. Havenrecognsestheimportanceof
ensuting that the cumulative impacts of devdopment need to be acceptable, bearingin mind proposed mitigation. However, the assessment of devdopment needsto be assessed againsttheexisting context at asite level not landscape level. Daing so, couldresut in unintended
consequencesof the LPArefusing sensgble development, simply becausethere is indeed existing devdopment. Haven doesnot endorse FC.GNb6.03, definition shoud be amended with proposed wording as follows: "Landscape capacity is the amount of change that alandscape
character areacan accommodate beyond which the changes would have an unacceptable adverseimpact to the integrity of the landscape character which cannotbe mitigated". Thisdefinition alignswiththe evidence basefound within paragraph 2.10and 4.4 of the POGCC

Caravan, Campingand Chalet Landscape Capacity Assessment (Nov 2019).

fg Amroth Community Gouncil Support
Amroth & DPGN 56 Caravan, have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community § - | Campingand Chalet Fooussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Council 13 | Qupport S | Development Yes| support theamendments. required. No
© Amroth Community Council SQupport
Amroth & DPGN 56 Caravan, have reviewed the relevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn GCommunity § « | Campingand Chalet Focussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Council 14 | Qupport S | Development Yes| support theamendments. required. No
© Amroth Community Council SQupport
Amroth & DPGN 56 Caravan, have reviewed the relevant welcomed.
FC Kahyrn Community § o | Campingand Chalet Focussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Council 15 | SQupport © | Development Yes| support theamendments. required. No

115|Page




6.34. DPGN 57 Ste Facillities
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Agree
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Edit Required

FC
4477

PRL
Partnership

FC
4409

Lichfields

15

Object

FC5.GN5701

DPGN579te
Facilities

No

See row below.

The Gouncil's considersthat the need for
the best practicable environmental
standardsis satisfactorily explained
through Focussed Change FC5.GN57.01.
The site facilities listed under FC.GN57.01
are not conclusive but rather given as
examplesof types of facilities found on
caravan and campingsites and would not
preclude consideration of any other
facilities. No further changeis considered
necessary.

No

PRLPartnership recognisesthat the FChasclearly attempted to addressitsinitial representation. However, it hasnot removed the requirement for best practicable environmental standards. There is no reason asto why site facilitiesmust reachbest practicable
environmental standards when thisterm is not required for any other types of development in the Plan. Other policies within the emerging plan, including GN.1and GN.2, provide a robug framework consderingthe acceptability of any new facilitiesin planningterms.
The requirement for best practicable standards should be deleted.

The changesintroduced at FC5.GN57 .01 suggests that the policyis limited.Sitefaciliieswere previoudy undefined, but the amendment to paragiaph 5.323seeksto restrict the policyto what could be classd as guest facilitiesonly. The supportingtext removes
referencesto other faciities, whichare necessaryfor the running of sites. PRLPartnership consdersthat the exanples of site facilitiesare deleted.
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FC
4478

Haven Lesure
Ltd

FC
4409

Lichfields

16

Object

FC5.GN57.01

DPGN 57 3Ste
Facilities

No

Havenrecognsesthat the FC
has clearly attempted to
addressitsinitial
represertation. However, it
has not removed the
requirement for best
practicable environmental
standards. There is noreason
asto why site facilities must
reachbest practicable
environmental standards
when thisterm is not required
for any other types of
devdopment inthe Plan.
Cther policies within the
emerging plan, including GN.1
and GN2, provide arobust
framework considering the
acceptability of any new
facilitiesin planningterms.
The requirement for best
practicable standardsshoud
bedeleted.

The changes introducedat
FC5.GNb7.01suggeststhat
the policyis limited. Ste
facilities were previously
undefined, but the
amendment to paragraph
5.323seekstorestrict the
policyto what couldbe
classed as guestfacilities
only. The supporting text
removes references to other
facilities, which are necessary
for the running of sites. Haven
considersthat the examples
of site facilities are deleted.

The Gouncil's corsidersthat the need for
the best practicable environmental
standardsis satisfactorily explained
through Focussed Change FC5.GN57.01.
The site facilities listed under FC GN57.01
are not conclusive but rather given as
examplesof types of facilities found on
caravan and campingsites and would not
preclude consideration of any other
facilities. No further changeis considered
necessary.

No

FC
34751

Kahyrn
Bradbury

Amroth
Gommunity
Gouncil

16

Qupport

FC5.GN57.

01

DPGN579te
Facilities

Yes

Amroth Community Gouncil
have reviewed therelevant
Facussed Changes and
support theamendments.

Support
welcomed.
No change
required.

No
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® Amroth Community Council SQupport
Amroth & DPGN 58 lf- have reviewed therelevant welcomed.
FC Kathyrn Community Q -, | catering Focussed Changes and No change
34751 | Bradbury Gouncil 17 | Qupport © | Accommodation Yes| support theamendments. required. No
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6.36. DPAppendix 2: Housing Components and Trajectory
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Edit Required

FC
4288

JMills & RAriss

Object

F3®6.App2.Jdfreyston.01

DPAppendix 2:
Housng
Gomponentsand
Trajectory

Yes

An objection to
HSG/047/LDR/1 (South of
the Crown) due to concerns
regading the busy highway,
frequented by tractors and
trailers,andtheinability of the
school to accommodate any
more students.Development
of HSG/047/LDP21 (South of
the Crown) would disrupt lives
andbusinesses. The smaller
siteidentified would be a
muchbetter locationto focus
devdopment, and would
cause minimal disruption.

Jdfreyston

HSE047/LDR2/1

Plase seeresponseto represertation
4288/1.

No
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6.37. Habitats Regulations Assessment

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy

g ref/paragraph ref below
o £ suff icient or ex planation of edit
o] S ()] .
c > 5 o required.
> = 2| s i
=4 o ° ) = c ©
5 [ g °1 3 2 2
‘qc: o | Representor | Agent % 5| B ® c | & 3
. . P n < =2 (O]
o o Organisation | Sta ke | Agent 2 5 » o | PCC Plan or < | Representor = 0 g
S 3 S
= 2 | (where Holder | Company | 5 g g 2 | Document S | Comment Summary/ S| & PCC PCC PCC Agree -
§ X | relev ant) ID Name § 5’) TR Refe rence (‘,3) Suggested Change = O Agree Disagree |in Part E
NRWhave nocommentsto Ameetingwas held with NRWonthe 24th
make in respect of the current of September 2025. Officershad provided
consultation andwill await the NRWwith a copy of its Position Satement
subnission of adraft Pasition whichsesoutitsresponseto NRW's
Satement in responseto adviceregardingthe Pemtyokeshire Marine
o NRW'supdated conservation SACh Juine 2025. NRWare supportive of the
% Regulation 37 adviceand approachin principle and will provide any
2 conditionsassessment for further detailed commentsby the 1stof
§ Habitats marine protected areas. A October 2025. The document will be
FC Louke Natural s | Regulations meetingis setfor the 24th provided to PEDWas part of the final part of
34450 | Edvards ResourcesWales 1 | Gomment < | Assessment September 2025. Submission. No
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6.38. SAAppendix2: ObjectvesAppraisal

Edit not required as PCC
Document or National Policy
ref/paragraph ref below
sufficient or ex planation of edit
required.

Representor | Agent
Organisation | Sta ke | Agent
(where Holder | Company
relev ant) ID Name

PCC Plan or Representor
Document Comment Summary/
Refe rence Suggested Change

PCC PCC PCC Agree
Agree Disagree | in Part

Representor
Focussed Change
reference

Site Reference

Representat ion Number
Location

Representor Number
Support or Object

Sound

Represertor repeats their
previous comments regarding
the allocation of Ste 524 Land
front B4586(HS5047/LDP2/1
Land south of the Crown)
Thevillage doesnot have the
infragructure for the housing
devedopment - noshaps,
public transport.

The development would cause
more traffic onalready busy
narrow roads, heavily usedby
farm machinery.

The local schoolisfull.

There is wildlife onsite that
would be severely impacted

by the devdopment.

The LDPIssue Report
references twotreesinthe
hedgerow frontingthe B4536
having AshDieback. Onlyone
tree hasthis.Theashand
sy@amore opposite High Croft
and Casa-Mia properties are
healthy.

The siteis proneto flooding
andhasastream running
through it.

Thereare mine workingson
site.

There are nomain sewersin
thevillage.

Ste 375(allocated in LDP1)
SAAppendix 2: would be sufficient to meet Please seeresponseto represertation
ObjectivesAppraisal | No | futurehousing needs. 2242/1.

F36.App2.Jdfreyston.01

FC Mr & MrsV
2242 | Ragers 3 | Object
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