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Please see attached some comments on the NDF consultation.
Lyn Eynon



















If you have any comments about the NDF’s approach or policies to the three regions, 
please tell us. If you have any alternatives, please explain them and tell us why you 
think they would be better.  
 
 
Regional SDPs are needed but the explanation of the allocation of responsibility 
among NDF, SDPs and LDPs should be clearer, as there is a risk of contradiction 
between these.  NDF should focus on all-Wales objectives, including inter-regional 
dependencies, and set SDP objectives for each of the regions to achieve these but 
not attempt to define how the SDP should do this. Planning decisions should be 
taken at the lowest level, provided that they meet NDF objectives. 
 
The mechanism by which SDPs will be subject to scrutiny and accountability is not 
defined. Instead it is just stated that “The Welsh Government will work with local 
planning authorities to support the establishment of Strategic Development Plans.” 
But how will this work? What is the process by which elected representatives (AMs 
or Councillors) will be able to exercise control over an SDP on behalf of their 
constituents? How will citizens or residents have a say? SDPs will have a major 
impact on how Wales develops over the coming decades and there must be proper 
democratic processes around these. 
 
Drawing regional boundaries is difficult but there are questions over two of these. 
• South East Wales is a coherent unit, which maps onto the Cardiff Capital Region.  
• Mid and South-West Wales is less coherent. Swansea Bay has stronger 

relationships with South-East Wales than with northern Powys. It is hard to see 
how decisions on services, housing or infrastructure can be taken at a regional 
level. NDF acknowledges this problem in its openness to sub-regional plans, 
which seem unavoidable here. 

• North Wales also lacks coherence: the A55 and rail offer east-west connectivity 
but there are marked differences between the east and west of this region, with 
the east being more urban/industrial, more closely linked with centres across the 
English border, and with fewer Welsh speakers. Sub-regional plans can play a 
role here too. 

 
Specifically on South-East Wales: 
• Cross-border links with England are not given enough weight (in contrast to 

statements for the other regions). Cardiff and Newport city councils have 
supported the ‘Western Powerhouse’ initiative, the implications of which need to 
be considered. 

• It is good to see the NDF recognise the potential of Newport, where growth could 
indeed ease development pressure on Cardiff. The strategy for the Valleys is less 
developed. The NDF identifies Merthyr, Pontypridd, Caerphilly and Bridgend as 
strategic locations on the South Wales Metro but leave much for the SDP to do to 
explain how these will be developed. This is essential if the Valleys are not to be 
little more than commuter towns for Cardiff or Newport, placing ever more 
pressure on congested transport links. 

• Transport Oriented Development should not just be about facilitating travel to 
major centres but should also encourage measures to reduce the need for travel 



and to optimise resources so that trains and buses are not overcrowded in one 
direction only to return empty in the other. Developing Valley strategic locations 
would help, as do proposals such as St. Mellons Parkway. Poor east-west mid-
Valley communications (Pontypridd – Pontypool) are not mentioned. 

• The plans to boost Cardiff Airport fit uncomfortably with this year’s declaration of 
a climate emergency by Welsh Government, given the difficulty of decarbonising 
air travel. NDF states (p62) “Decarbonising society and responding to the threats 
of climate change should be central to all regional planning” but the implications 
of this for Cardiff Airport (other than access to it) do not seem to have been 
considered. The airport is important for the Welsh economy but to meet climate 
targets (which must become more ambitious to meet the emergency) the UK will 
have to curtail the growth of airports. Rather than regional airports competing to 
grow, there should be a UK-wide airport plan, otherwise Welsh Government risks 
investing for passenger growth that will not be sustainable (environmentally or 
financially) in the face of climate change targets. 

 
 
 

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?  
 

 
 
 



 

 

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 
 

 

 
 

 




