
 

 

 

  
  
  
  
  

 

 

Adrian Fisher 

Head of Strategic & Economic Planning 

Cheshire East Council 

Our Ref: PINS/R0660/429/3 

Date:       6 November 2014 
 

Programme Officer:    07582 310364 
e-mail: Kerry.Trueman@cheshireeast.gov.uk 

 
Dear Mr Fisher 
 

EXAMINATION OF THE CHESHIRE EAST LOCAL PLAN STRATEGY 
 

INSPECTOR’S INTERIM VIEWS ON THE LEGAL COMPLIANCE AND SOUNDNESS  

OF THE SUBMITTED CHESHIRE EAST LOCAL PLAN STRATEGY 
 

1. In my letter of 22 October 2014, I indicated that I would let you have my interim views 

on the legal compliance and soundness of the submitted Cheshire East Local Plan 

Strategy on the basis of the evidence and discussions so far during the examination.   

A copy of my interim views accompanies this covering letter.   

2. In summary, my interim views are that: 

   The Council has met the minimum legal requirements of the Duty to Co-operate; 
   The economic strategy is unduly pessimistic, including the assumptions about economic 

growth and jobs growth, and does not seem to fully reflect the proposals and initiatives  
of other agencies and the extent of site allocations proposed in the submitted plan; 

   There is a serious mismatch between the economic strategy and the housing strategy  
of the submitted plan, particularly in the constrained relationship between the proposed 
level of jobs and the amount of new housing; 

   There are shortcomings in the Council’s objective assessment of housing needs, both  
in terms of establishing an appropriate baseline figure and failing to specifically take into 
account and quantify all relevant economic and housing factors, including market signals 
and the need for affordable housing; 

   The proposed level of future housing provision seems inadequate to ensure the success of 
the overall economic, employment and housing strategy; 

   The proposed settlement hierarchy seems to be justified, effective and soundly based, 
but further work is needed to justify the spatial distribution of development, including 
addressing the development needs of settlements in the north of the district; 

   The process and evidence relating to the proposed amendments to the Green Belt 
boundary in the north of the district seem flawed, particularly the release of sites  
from the Green Belt and the provision of Safeguarded Land, and there seems to be 
insufficient justification for establishing a new Green Belt in the south of the district;   

   Most of the concerns about the content and soundness of other strategic policies can 
probably be overcome by detailed amendments to the wording of the policies and 
accompanying text.   

 

3. The Council will need some time to fully consider the implications of these interim 

views and, in these circumstances, it may not be appropriate to resume the remainder 

of the hearing sessions in early December 2014, as previously envisaged.   

4. It would be helpful to know, as soon as possible, how the Council wishes to proceed 

with the examination, including which option they wish to choose and, if appropriate, a 

timetable outlining the timescale of any additional work required.  

Yours sincerely 
 

Stephen J Pratt 
 

STEPHEN  J  PRATT  

Development Plan Inspector 


