
 

 

 

Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan 2013-2033 
examination 

Agenda Session 8 11 July 2018 Matters 13 and 16z; NPPF 
compliance, Policies I1, I2, I3 and adequacy of Habitat Regulations 

Appraisal 
 

 
 
Participants: Inspector, Council, 29482 Bovis Homes, 32286 
Richborough Estates, 32189 Sport England.  
 

Summary of issues and matters for discussion 

 
• Where in the plan will I find the identification of heritage assets 

most at risk through neglect, decay or other threats and the 
positive strategy for their conservation and enjoyment sought by 
NPPF paragraph 126? (my supplementary question Q109) 
 

• NPPF paragraph 74 advises that planning policies should be based 
on robust and up-to-date assessments of the need for open space, 
sports and recreation facilities and opportunities for new provision.  
It advises that information gained from the assessments should be 
used to determine what open space, sports and recreational 
provision is required.  But, Sports England’s representation (1468) 
points out that the Council has yet to adopt a Playing Pitch Strategy 
or Built Sport Facilities Strategy and paragraph 11.15 of VALP 
confirms that the “Sports and Leisure Facilities SPG Companion 
document: Ready Reckoner” is not up to date and that an 
Aylesbury Vale Sports Facilities Strategy is being prepared. In light 
of the representation from Sport England to the effect that the 
Council has yet to adopt a Playing Pitch Strategy or Built Sport 
Facilities Strategy, does the plan comply with paragraphs 70 (bullet 
1) and 73 of the NPPF and how are the requirements justified for 
the provision of sports facilities included within the details of site 
allocations? (my Qs 42, 111) 
 

• The Council’s submitted Habitats Regulations Appraisal reports rely 
upon specific requirements for the amount of, and distance to, 
sufficient green space, set out in a previous version of policy I1 to 
find that the plan provides sufficient mitigation for likely effects of 
development on the use made of the Chilterns Beechwoods SAC to 
justify a finding of no likely significant effect on that SAC.  But 
those specific requirements have not been carried through to the 
submitted version of the plan.  As policy I1 in the submitted plan 
omits the prescriptions for the provision of natural green spaces 
which led the Habitats Regulations Assessment to conclude 
compliance with the habitats Regulations, does the submitted plan 
comply with the Habitats Regulations? 



 

 

• In any event, following a recent judgement on the Court of Justice 
of the European Union to the effect that mitigation measures 
cannot be relied upon to avoid the necessity for an Appropriate 
Assessment, does the submitted plan comply with the Habitats 
Regulations? 
 

Council’s response 

The Council has yet to respond to my Q109 

In relation to the sports point, the Council relies on the statement of 
standards included in the Assessment of Open Space, Sport and 
Recreation Needs for Aylesbury Vale (2017) but it also refers to the 
forthcoming production of a new SPD and to requirements of the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. (My Q115 applies) 

The Council’s response to Q101 also relies on the IDP and new SPD. 

The Council confirms that it has commissioned a revised stage 1 HRA 
Screening Assessment 

 

Matters for discussion 

 

1) Heritage matters. 

2) Would the plan be effective by relying on the Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan and SPDs to set its requirements for sports, recreation and 
open space and community faciliites? 

3) The specific changes to policy I2 sought by Bovis Homes. 

 

 

P. W. Clark 
Inspector 
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