COMMENTS ON THE REVISED LOCAL PLAN STRATEGY 26. ( 6.133)

First of all, SOS must restate our total opposition to the provision of  a new Employment site. However we will as requested concentrate on the revised wording in the LP. 
We do not consider these changes to be "MINOR", the exclusion of consideration of "Retail" completely changes the nature of the land being allocated.

Strategy 26 page 134, Paragraph 2 jobs.

The earlier wording for the first part of this  paragraph was;-

Provision of up to 5 Ha of additional employment land, with a particular emphasis on B1 space with use and development compatible with the Regency qualities and current use and nature of the town."

The revised wording reads" Provision of up to 5Ha of additional employment land, with particular emphasis on B1 space with uses, (with any retail being of an ancillary nature"

We object to the revised wording on the grounds that;-

1. The words "particular emphasis" still give an opportunity for any developer to build other than to B1 conditions. The words, "Particular emphasis" should be omitted.
2. The words, "with use and development compatible with the Regency qualities and current use and nature of the town", and particularly the "current use and nature of the town", should be re-instated in order to ensure that the businesses are compatible with the town's current nature.

3. "with uses as it stands is grammatically incorrect and signifies the haste used in LP preparation.

4. B1 use does not permit retail. The paragraph should be amended to specifically re-inforce the exclusion of retail from the site. "Ancillary means nothing in this regard

5. There is no mention of the complete inadequacy of the roads in the environs of the site, nor the extensive flooding potential, and the need to overcome these in any plans for the site.

