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Mr Adrian Percival Yes Yes No Paragraph, Policy 4 Local Green Space conclusion for 

Leconfield 2
Policy Local Plan Local Green Space 
Assessment 2021, Leconfield Road, 

Site A, pages 4-6
4(2) Not sound, not justified



WHY PLAN NOT SOUND MODIFICATIONS HEARINGS HEARING SESSIONS
7. Local Green Space conclusion for Leconfield 2

Policy Local Plan Local Green Space Assessment 2021, Leconfield Road, Site A, pages 4-6
4(2) Not sound, not justified

Details
The LGS conclusion for Leconfield does not address the criterion relating to whether the site is ‘capable of enduring’. The 

Local Green Space conclusion for the site says

if the current planning application was approved it would result in the site not being able to endure beyond the end of the 
plan period.

NPPF 99 (2018) requires the assessment of a site’s ‘capability of ensuring’. Here, capability has not been assessed, just a 
particular circumstance under which it is not capable. This is an invalid argument as it does not address capability. As it in 

invalid, it is also unsound.

Modification
The inclusion of references to planning applications is not appropriate. NPPF guidance only 

excludes sites if they have planning permission not planning applications. Local plans should be 
used to decide planning applications, not vice versa.

Remove the final paragraph of the ‘sustainability assessment’ on page 2.

This removes the only objection to Leconfield being assigned Local Green Space designation. It 
must now be given Local Green Space status.

No


