




The eleven outcomes stated in the NDF have varying relevance to or being 
influenced by planning and could be conflicting.  There are matters that are not 
addressed that the NDF may have been expected to such as  

 private sector housing appears to be discouraged rather than encouraged  

 what happens now that the M4 relief road has been scrapped 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 





would be, otherwise the policy does not add anything not already in PPW or should 
be in SDP/LDPs.  Transit orientated development could be defined.  Policy 1 should 
also allow new significant developments where new transport and social 
infrastructure would be delivered as part of a sustainable development.  Such 
development could include large urban extensions and new settlements. 
 
Policy 2 and 3:  the NDF should be dealing with land use not land ownership.  The 
aspirations of Policy 2 may have some grounding in the NDF in terms of locations of 
public services but Policy 3 should be deleted. 
 
The Spatial Strategy should be outlining the spatial vison for Wales.  Where are the 
strategic transport investments, energy proposals, employments areas of national 
significance and any new environmental / landscape proposals on a national scale?  
These and other land uses of national significance should be set out on the Spatial 
strategy plan and explained in the accompanying text.  Repeating policy already in 
PPW is not appropriate nor is taking spatial decisions better done at regional or local 
levels. 
 
 
 

 

 

















be a significant new development (new settlement) to the east of the city of Newport.  
Monmouthshire Council have been examining such a proposal and had been 
considering it a viable option for the LDP.  Such a solution should not be ruled out by 
the NDF but should be made available to the region / Council for their further 
consideration while preparing the SDP / LDP respectively. 
 
Policy 29:  Heads of the Valleys:  My personal view is that this area should be made 
into one single Local Authority Area or even a Development Corporation Area so that 
the significant and unique problems of the valleys can be addressed in an more 
informed and targeted manner.   
 
Policy 30:  Green Belt: this policy is the most shocking part of the NDF.  This 
significant planning issue has been included in the NDF without prior discussion 
even with the LPAs.  The NDF requires a green belt despite the NDF providing no 
evidence to support the proposal.  Delegating the designation to SDP does not get 
around this. If the SDP is unable to provide sufficient justification in the environment 
when that plan is subject to scrutiny then there will be a situation where the two 
plans cannot be in conformity.  Green belts are long term policies that need to be 
carefully thought through and properly justified.  Along with the green belt 
designation needs to be full consideration of the long term effect on development 
and growth.  This long term effect will need to be catered for while designating any 
greenbelt.  My view is that the green belt is not needed.  If however it is to stay in the 
NDF then the text needs to state explicitly that it would be subject to due scrutiny 
and evidence as part of the SDP preparation and only then designated if it passes 
the necessary tests.  The NDF in such circumstances should also make clear that if 
the green belt is to be designated then how the offset growth is to be accommodated 
needs to be set out and explained.  The accommodation of growth response needs 
to be for the same timeframe as the green belt is proposed. 
 
Policy 31:  The policy should be widened so that if proposals come forward where 
new Metro facilities can be created as a result of a new development (public or 
private sector led) it will be supported.    
 
 

 



 

12. Integrated Sustainability Appraisal 
 

As part of the consultation process, an Integrated Sustainability Appraisal (ISA) was 

conducted to assess the social, economic and environmental impacts of a plan. The 

report identified a number of monitoring indicators, including health, equalities, 

Welsh language, the impact on rural communities, children’s rights, climate change 

and economic development.  

 Do you have any comments on the findings of the Integrated Sustainability 
Appraisal Report?  Please outline any further alternative monitoring indicators 
you consider would strengthen the ISA. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

13. Habitats Regulations Assessment 
 

As part of the development of the NDF, a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) 

was undertaken. The purpose of the HRA process is to identify, assess and address 

any ‘significant effects’ of the plan on sites such as Special Areas of Conservation 

and Special Protection Areas for birds.  

 Do you have any comments on the Habitats Regulations Assessment report? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

14. Welsh Language 
 

We would like to know your views on the effects that the NDF would have on the 

Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on 

treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  

 What effects do you think there would be?  How could positive effects be 
increased, or negative effects be mitigated?  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Please also explain how you believe the proposed NDF could be formulated or 

changed so as to have: 

I. positive effects or increased positive effects on opportunities for people to use 
the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably 
than the English language, and  

II. no adverse effects on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and 
on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the English language.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

15. Further comments 
 

 Are there any further comments that you would like to make on the NDF, or 
any alternative proposals you feel we should consider?  
 

 
I reiterate that the NDF needs to limit itself to matters of spatial planning at a national 
level.  It should not be political.  It should not include matters that should be included 
in PPW.  It should not be imposing matters on SDPs or LDPs that will later be 
subject to scrutiny and evidence and the need to demonstrate deliverability.  It 
should not be dealing with matters that are local spatial matters which should be 
determined as part of the SDP or LDP preparation. 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 



 

 

16. Are you...? 
 

Providing your own personal response x 
 

Submitting a response on behalf of an organisation  
 

 
   

 
Responses to the consultation will be shared with the National 
Assembly for Wales and are likely to be made public, on the 
internet or in a report.  If you would prefer your response to 
remain anonymous, please tick here 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 




