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1 Introduction

| Introduction

Background

1.1 In 2011 the Government published the Natural Environment White Paper (The Natural Choice:
securing the value of nature), which highlighted 'the importance of green spaces to the health and
happiness of local communities'. Green spaces, particularly natural green spaces, located close to local
people provide a range of social, environmental and economic benefits, including:

improved mental and physical health;

increased social activity;

increased physical activity;

reduced crime;

improvements to children’s learning;

increased voluntary action;

improved community cohesion and sense of belonging;
potential for local food growing;

more attractive places to live, work, play, visit and invest;
enhanced opportunities for wildlife habitats and wildlife corridors; and
climate change adaptation for example by flood alleviation.

1.2 The White Paper recommended that a new Green Areas designation should be introduced that
gives local people an opportunity to protect green spaces that have significant importance to their local
communities. The White Paper proposed that 'green spaces should be identified in neighbourhood
plans and local plans which complement and do not undermine investment in homes, jobs and other
essential services. Given the importance of green spaces to the health and happiness of local
communities the Government considers the new designation should offer suitably strong protection to
localised areas that are demonstrably special ....". The recommendation was incorporated into the
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) as a new Local Green Space designation.

The Policy Context
National Planning Policy Framework

1.3 The NPPF provides the following information on Local Green Space designations:
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76. Local communities through local and neighbourhood plans should be able to identify for special
protection green areas of particular importance to them. By designating land as Local Green Space
local communities will be able to rule out new development other than in very special circumstances.
Identifying land as Local Green Space should therefore be consistent with the local planning of
sustainable development and complement investment in sufficient homes, jobs and other essential
services. Local Green Spaces should only be designated when a plan is prepared or reviewed, and
be capable of enduring beyond the end of the plan period.

77. The Local Green Space designation will not be appropriate for most green areas or open space.
The designation should only be used where the green space is in reasonably close proximity to the
community it serves; where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community and holds
a particular local significance, for example, because of its beauty, historic significance, recreational
value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife; and where the green area
concerned is local in character and is not an extensive tract of land.

78. Local policy for managing development within a Local Green Space should be consistent with
policy for Green Belts.

1.4 Additional guidance is provided in the National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) section on
'Open space, sports and recreation facilities, public rights of way and local green space'. The relevant
extract from the NPPG is provided at Appendix 1

1.5 Given the inclusion of this new designation in the NPPF, it is considered appropriate to include
both a policy and site designations for Local Green Spaces in the Cotswold District Local Plan.
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2 Methodology

2 Methodology

2.1 Stage 1: Site Selection - Local Community Input

21 As stated in the Natural Environment White Paper and paragraph 76 of the NPPF, “Local
communities through local and neighbourhood plans should be able to identify for special protection
green areas of particular importance to them...”

2.2 Using the Local Green Space criteria in the NPPF, a Core Officer Team, which was led by the
Heritage and Design Manager of Cotswold District Council, put together a toolkit for communities
interested in designating Local Green Spaces in their area. The toolkit, which contained an overview
of the process, was designed to be a straight forward, clear and consistent mechanism for communities
to use.

2.3 The toolkit, which is presented in full in Appendix 2, was shared for consultation with a number
of relevant organisations, including:

Cotswolds Conservation Board;

Gloucestershire Wildlife Trust;

Natural England;

Gloucestershire Rural Community Council,

Cotswold Water Park Trust;

Campaign To Protect Rural England (Gloucestershire);
Gloucestershire County Council;

Gloucester City Council;

Stroud District Council;

Forest of Dean District Council;

Cheltenham Borough Council;

Tewkesbury Borough Council;

West Oxfordshire District Council;

Gloucestershire Association of Parish and Town Councils;
English Heritage; and

Gloucestershire Local Nature Partnership.

2.4  All of the 114 Parish and Town Councils within Cotswold District, and Ward Members, were
contacted in April 2014 to request the submission of any potential Local Green Spaces. They were
provided with further information about Local Green Spaces and a copy of the toolkit. A copy of the
email and letter sent to all parishes is included in Appendix 3. A deadline of 14" June 2014 was given
for submission of sites for potential designation. A timetable for the production of the Local Green Spaces
Evidence Paper can be found in Appendix 4.

2.5 Cotswold District Council Officers provided on-going support for the communities, providing clarity
and explaining that the evidence submitted had to show why sites were “demonstrably special to the
local community”; for example by suggesting that communities consider how the field they would like
to be designated met the NPPF's Local Green Space designation criteria. It was important to clarify that
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sites could not just be submitted because communities were aware that development might come
forward on that site. Advice was also given that where a site was already in beneficial public ownership,
for instance by a parish council, that there was probably little benefit in submitting it for designation.

2.6 Officers reviewed submissions against the assessment criteria and provided feedback, for example,
identifying where additional information would be needed. This initial assessment was important in order
to help communities put together sound and robust evidence to support their submissions for Local
Green Space designations. Using the assessment criteria, Officers were able to consider whether sites
met the Local Green Space designation NPPF's tests, while ensuring that designation was 'consistent
with the local planning of sustainable development'. The criteria by which a site should be assessed
as a “green area of particular importance” to the community are elaborated by paragraph 77 of the
NPPF:

e in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves;
demonstrably special to a local community;
holds a particular local significance, for example because of its beauty, historic significance,
recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife;

e J|ocal in character; and

e is not an extensive tract of land.

2.7  The toolkit provided further clarity, outlining that not every potential site will meet every criteria.
However, all sites must meet the following criteria in the checklist as stated in the NPPF:

All sites must meet the following criteria in the Checklist:

Point 2.1 The site is not with an extant planning permission within which the Local Green
Space could not be accommodated

Point 2.2 The site is not allocated for development in the relevant Neighbourhood Plan or
the Local Plan, unless it can be shown that the Local Plan housing allocation is
not strategic and can be re-located somewhere else in the neighbourhood plan
area; or alternatively that the Local Green Space could be incorporated within the
site as part of the allocated development

Point 3.2 The site is not an 'extensive tract of land'
Point 3.3 The site is 'local in character'
Point 5 The site is in 'proximity to the community it serves'

Point 6 The site is 'demonstrably special to the local community'




2 Methodology

All sites must meet at least one of the following criteria in the Checklist:

Point 7 The site is of 'particular local significance ... because of its beauty'

Point 8 The site is of 'particular local significance ... because of its historic significance'
Point 9 The site is of 'particular local significance ... because of its recreational value'
Point 10 The site is of 'particular local significance ... because of its tranquillity'

Point 11 The site is of 'particular local significance ... because of its wildlife'

Point 12 The site is of 'particular local significance ... for any other reason'

2.8 Inorderto provide further certainty, Natural England's Accessible Natural Green Space Standards
(ANGSt) were used to define the likely size of a suitable Local Green Space and its distance from the
local community:

e Alocal Green Space should normally be located within 2km (1.25 miles) of the community it serves
and a site of 2ha (5 acres) or less should be located within 300m (325 yards) (or a 5 minute walk)
of the community it serves.

e Asite of over 20ha (50 acres) would be considered to be an extensive tract of land and therefore
not suitable for designation as a Local Green Space.

2.9 The deadline was extended to 18" July 2014 to enable communities to gather evidence to support
their submissions.

210 A total of 23 sites were submitted by communities for Local Green Space designation.

2.2 Stage 2: Site Selection - Core Officer Team

211 To assess the sites and ensure that due process was followed a Core Officer Team was
established. The team developed the toolkit and assisted communities. The team was formed of Officers
from Cotswold District Council, including the Heritage and Design Manager, an Assistant Planning Policy
Office and the Community Partnerships Officer.

2.12 The Core Officer Team reviewed:

the evidence submitted for each individual site;

information from the Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA);
the planning history for the site; and

major designations (e.g. Conservation Area, Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), Site of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and so on.
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213 As part of the assessment, all the sites submitted for designation as Local Green Spaces were
visited by Officers. These site visits were undertaken by the Assistant Planner within the Core Officer
Team and a Principal Planning Policy Officer, who was not otherwise involved in the site assessment
work, to provide a further impartial view.

214 The status of the submitted sites was checked to ascertain if they were already “common land”
or “village greens”. The land ownership of the sites recommended for inclusion in the Local Plan was
also investigated via the Land Registry.

2.15 The Core Officer Team met on the 17" September 2014 to evaluate the information gathered
and to draw conclusions on whether each site should be designated a Local Green Space or not. The
detailed site assessments and recommendation from the Core Team went forward to the next stage of
the process.

2.3 Stage 3: Submission Assessment - Critical Friend Panel

216 To provide challenge to the submission assessment, a Critical Friends Panel was formed
to review the information and evidence that had been gathered to date and the assessments that had
been undertaken by the Council Officers. Their discussions held on Monday 27" October 2014 were
supported and facilitated by the Heritage and Design Manager and Assistant Planning Policy Officer
from Cotswold District Council. The Panel consisted of:

e A representative from Gloucestershire Rural Community Council
e  Community Planning Officer from West Oxfordshire & Cotswold District Council
e Development Management Team Leader, Cotswold District Council

217 Both the Local Green Spaces core officer team and the 'Critical Friends' panel acknowledged
that it was not always straightforward to decide if sites were of 'particular importance' and 'demonstrably
special' to the local community and therefore met the criteria laid out in the NPPF.

2.18 Chapter 3 of this document presents a detailed analysis of how each of the submitted sites met
or did not meet the criteria in the toolkit for Local Green Space designation.

219 There were 23 sites put forward by 12 different community groups (further details available in
Chapter 3). The Critical Friends Panel agreed that 14 of the sites should be put forward to the Local
Plan Reg.18 Consultation: Development Strategy and Site Allocations January 2015. The Panel’s
decision was based on the evidence from the returned toolkits, the officer site visits, the Core Officer
Team recommendation as well as discussion at the Critical Friends Panel meeting.

2.20 The sites recommended for designation as Local Green Spaces in the Cotswold District Local
Plan are set out in Chapter 4.

2.4 Stage 4: Submission Assessment - Local Plan Consultation Reg.18

2.21 During the Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: Development Strategy and Site Allocations January
2015, a total of 169 representations were received to the Local Green Spaces element of the document
(sites and policy). Amongst the representations, three Town/Parish Councils put forward 11 new potential
Local Green Space sites for consideration.
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2.22 The three Town/Parishes were given an opportunity to complete toolkits for each of the sites
they wanted to put forward. Of the 11 sites put forward two toolkits were returned and completed (Duke
Fields and DA_1A Down Ampney). This meant that only two additional sites could be considered further
in the assessment process.

2.23 Asin the original process, the new sites submitted for assessment for their appropriateness for
designation as Local Green Spaces were visited by Officers. These site visits were undertaken by the
Assistant Planner, member of the Local Green Spaces Core Team and a Principal Planner (Planning
Policy) who was not otherwise involved in the site assessment work to provide a further impartial view.
These site visits took place in July 2015.

2.24 The Local Green Space Core Officer Team met again to review the new submissions in September
2015. The Critical Friends Panel was subsequently reconvened for a second meeting in October 2015
to discuss and decide which of the new sites, with completed toolkits put forward during the consultation,
should be considered at the next stage of the Local Plan. The ‘Critical Friends’ were also asked to review
the comments made to the Local Green Spaces during the consultation on the Local Plan to ascertain
whether their recommendation for any of the sites should be changed.

2.25 Although, the Local Plan Reg 18 consultation: ‘Planning Policies’ (November 2015) did not
contain any representations relating specifically to Local Green Spaces, comments were received about
Local Green Spaces in relation to the Development Boundary of the Local Plan's Principal Settlements,
provision of Green Infrastructure and Social Infrastructure. The representations were reviewed and
taken into account in the Local Green Space designation process.

2.26 Following an in-depth process of assessing Local Green Spaces as set out in this evidence
paper and consultation on the Local Plan at Regulation 18 stage, the final list of potential sites is set
out in Chapter four. The Local Green Spaces were included in the Submission Draft Local Plan (Reg
19) for consultation in 2016, along with an updated policy.

2.5 Criteria and Scoring

2.27 This section provides further detail on the criteria and scoring that was used to access the sites.
The sites that were taken through the detailed site assessment process are listed in the following table:

Parish Date of Toolkit Submission
Ampney Crucis Central Green Space 2014
Blockley Little Shoe * 2014

Blockley Allotments, Station Road 2014

Colonel’s Piece 2014

Blockley Mill (Coneygree Mill) 2014

Timber Yard & Woodland, Aston Magna 2014
Bourton-on-the-Water Manor Fields 2014
Church Westcote Land adjacent to Close Cottage 2014
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Parish Date of Toolkit Submission
Cirencester Humpty Dumps 2014
Kemble Community Gardens 2014

The Green West Lane 2014

Playing Field at Clayfurlong 2014
Lechlade Eric Richardson and Phyllis Amey Nature Reserve * 2014
Poulton Ranbury (3 sites) - Land between Malt House and Ranbury | 2014

Cottage; Land east of Packhouse Farm; Land south of Old
Manor Farmhouse

The Butts 2014
Siddington Playing Fields, Park Way 2014
Allotments, Ashton Road 2014
South Cerney Box Bush Farm Fields 2014
Edwards College Farm Land 2014
Church Lane 2014
Upper Up Playing Field 2014
Temple Guiting The Recreation Ground * 2014
Weston Sub Edge Area surrounding Village Hall 2014
Down Ampney Duke Fields 2015
DA _1A* 2015

Note: Blockley, Little Shoe site removed from process - received planning permission; Down Ampney, DA_1A site not included in
updated evidence paper— received planning permission; and Temple Guiting, The Recreation Ground — site removed from LGS process
at the request of the Parish Council. Lechlade - site designated LGS in Neighbourhood Plan (2016)

2.28 Using the evidence from the submitted toolkit for each site and the officer site visits, the Core
Officer Team evaluated each site using the criteria and coloured coded the sites using the RAG evaluation
explained below:

2.29 Each site was scored accordingly:

e Red - does not meet the criteria and scores a 0
e Amber - not sure or does in part meet the criteria and scores 0.5
e Green - meets the criteria and scores 1

2.30 The points in the criteria listed below are factual. Each site, either met or did not meet these
elements.

e Point 2.1 -relevant planning history (the site does not have an extant planning permission within
which the Local Green Space could not be accommodated)
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e Point 2.2 - not allocated for development (in the relevant Neighbourhood Plan or the Local Plan,

unless it can be shown that the Local Plan housing allocation is not strategic and can be re-located
somewhere else in the neighbourhood plan area; or alternatively that the Local Green Space could
be incorporated within the site as part of the allocated development)

e Point 3.2 - and extensive tract of land (based on the opinion of the Critical Friends Panel in
consideration of the available evidence)

2.31 Please note that points 2.1, 2.2 and 3.2 all must be green for a site to be considered.

All three must be green for Red (R) Green (G)
the site to be considered
Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning | Not suitable - Site has extant planning Suitable - Site does not have an extant planning
History permission within which the Local Green permission within which the Local Green Space could
Space could not be accommodated not be accommodated
Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the | Not suitable - Site is allocated for Suitable - It can be shown that the Local Plan housing
Local Plan development in the relevant Neighbourhood | allocation is not strategic and can be re-located
Plan or the Local Plan somewhere else in the neighbourhood plan area; or

alternatively that the Local Green Space could be
incorporated within the site as part of the allocated
development

Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of | Not suitable - Site is over 20ha (50 acres) | Suitable - Site is under 20ha (50 acres) and is not
land and is considered to be 'an extensive tract | considered to be 'an extensive tract of land'
of land'

2.32 The points in the criteria listed in the tables below are open to interpretation and are based on
opinion as well as evidence. Therefore, an amber rating was added to the scoring where there was
ambiguity in the scoring.

2.33 Please note that points 3.3, 5 and 6 must all be green for a site to be considered.

e Point 3.3 - the site is local in character (based on opinion of the Critical Friends Panel in
consideration of the available evidence)

e Point 5 - the site is in proximity to the local community (considered against ANGSt guidance
on a reasonable walking distance to a Local Green Space. Further details are set out in Appendix
2: The Local Green Space Tool Kit)

e Point 6 - the site is demonstrably special to the local community (based on the opinion of the
Critical Friends Panel in consideration of the available evidence)

2.34 Please note that one of the six points below (points 7, 8, 9,10,11 and 12) must be green for a
site to be considered. These points were all determined the on the opinion of the Critical Friends Panel
in consideration of the available evidence.

Point 7 - beauty

Point 8 - historical significance
Point 9 - recreational value
Point 10 - tranquillity
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e Point 11 - wildlife
e Point 12 - any other reason

All three must
be green for
the site to be
considered

Red (R)

3.3 - Local in Character

Amber (A)

Methodology 2

Green (G)

in light of toolkit
submission and
site visit

submission or site visit

Point 5 - In proximity to the local community

Evidence taken | Not Suitable - Evidence from Evidence is not | Suitable - Evidence that the space is local in character.
from Community Toolkit submission | conclusive
Community is not evident or very weak
Toolkit
Submission
Officer Site Not Suitable - No evidence Evidence is not | Suitable - Site visit reinforces why the space is local in character.
Visit from site visit that the space is | conclusive
local in character
Core Officer Not Suitable - No evidence to | Evidence is not | Suitable - Evidence to show that space is local in character from
Team show that space is local in conclusive both the toolkit submission and the site visit.
recommendation | character from toolkit

in light of toolkit
submission and
site visit

reasonable walking distance
from the community it serves

Evidence taken | Not Suitable - Space is not Evidence is not | Suitable - Space is within reasonable distance to the community
from within reasonable distance to conclusive it serves
Community the community it serves
Toolkit
Submission
Officer Site Not Suitable - Space is not Evidence is not | Suitable - Space is within reasonable distance to the community
Visit within reasonable distance to conclusive it serves

the community it serves
Core Officer Not Suitable - No evidence Evidence is not | Suitable - Evidence from toolkit submission and site visit that
Team from toolkit submission or site | conclusive space is within reasonable walking distance from the community
recommendation | visit that space is within it serves

Point 6 - Demonstrably special to the local community

‘demonstrably special’ to the
local community and no different
to any other field in the area

Evidence taken | Not Suitable - No evidence Evidence is not | Suitable - Evidence from Community Toolkit submission to show
from from Community Toolkit conclusive that site is ‘demonstrably special to the local community and is
Community submission to show that site is different to any other field in the area
Toolkit ‘demonstrably special’ to the
Submission local community and no different

to any other field in the area
Officer Site Not Suitable - No evidence Evidence is not | Suitable - Evidence from site visit that the site is ‘demonstrably
Visit from site visit that the site is conclusive special’ to the local community and different to any other field in

the area
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All three must
be green for
the site to be
considered

Red (R)

3.3 - Local in Character

Core Officer
Team
recommendation
in light of toolkit
submission and
site visit

area

Not Suitable - No evidence
from Community Toolkit
submission or site visit that the
site is ‘demonstrably special’ to
the local community and no
different to any other field in the

Amber (A)

Evidence is not
conclusive

Green (G)

Suitable - Evidence from Community Toolkit submission and site
visit that the site is ‘demonstrably special’ to the local community
and different to any other field in the area

Sites must meet one of the
following six criteria in the
toolkit checklist

Point 7 - Beauty

Evidence taken from Community
Toolkit Submission

Red

Does not meet Criteria in view
of community

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Officer Site Visit

Does not meet Criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Core Officer Team
recommendation in light of
toolkit submission and site visit

Point 8 - Historic significance

Evidence taken from Community
Toolkit Submission.

Does not meet Criteria

Does not meet Criteria in view
of community

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Officer Site Visit

Does not meet Criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Core Officer Team
recommendation in light of
toolkit submission and site visit

Point 9 - Recreational Value

Evidence taken from Community
Toolkit Submission

Does not meet Criteria

Does not meet Criteria in view
of community

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Officer Site Visit

Does not meet Criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Core Officer Team
recommendation in light of
toolkit submission and site visit

Point 10 - Tranquillity

Evidence taken from Community
Toolkit Submission.

Does not meet Criteria

Does not meet Criteria in view
of community

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria

Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

criteria
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Sites must meet one of the Red
following six criteria in the
toolkit checklist

Point 7 - Beauty

Officer Site Visit Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria
criteria

Core Officer Team Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

recommendation in light of criteria

toolkit submission and site visit

Point 11 -Wildlife

Evidence taken from Community | Does not meet Criteria in view | Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

Toolkit Submission of community criteria

Officer Site Visit Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria
criteria

Core Officer Team reconvened | Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

in light of toolkit submission and criteria

site visit.

Point 12 - For any other Reason

Evidence taken from Community | Does not meet Criteria in view | Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

Toolkit Submission of community criteria

Officer Site Visit Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria
criteria

Core Officer Team Does not meet Criteria Site does meet, in part, the Meets Criteria

recommendation in light of criteria

toolkit submission and site visit.

2.35 The Core Officer Team reviewed all the criteria for each site and agreed, disagreed or questioned
it. The majority score was then used to score a green or a red result. If the result was not conclusive
an amber score was given. In order to make a decision on the site, the input of the Critical Friends Panel
and the responses to the public consultation on the Local Plan were taken into account. The analysis
and evaluation of the evidence provided for the sites in relation to the criteria is set out in Chapters 3,
along with the field recommendation for each site.
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3 Site Assessments

3 Site Assessments

3.1 Ampney Crucis - Local Green Space Map
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3.2 Ampney Crucis - Central Green Space

3.1 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant planning history | Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the Local Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of land
Plan

3.3 - Local in character Point 5 - In proximity to the Point 6 - Demonstrably
local community special to the local
community

Evidence from
Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit Big open space, broken up by a road, unsure

Amber

Core Officer Group
3.2 Sites must meet at least on of the six following criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Particular Local Significance Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational value
significance

Evidence from Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit Pretty, but not especially Public rights of way — dog walking seen
beautiful
Amber
Amber

Core Officer Group Yes, but no public access other than PROWSs
across site
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3 Site Assessments

Particular Local Significance Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational value
significance

Particular Local Significance Point 10 - Tranquility Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any
other reason

Evidence from Community Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

Core Officer Group

Ampney Crucis, Central Green Space - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following six criteriain = 4/6 All sites must meet at least one of the 1.5/6
the toolkit checklist six criteria

Point 8 - Historic significance
Point 9 - Recreational value m

Ampney Crucis, Central Green Space - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Community
Submission

(Toolkit)
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Evidence from Community
Submission

(Toolkit)

Ampney Crucis, Central Green Space - Decision:

First Panel Meeting

Critical Friends Panel Decision

Representations made to Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation:
Development Strategy and Site Allocations January 2015

Second Panel Meeting

Critical Friends Panel Decision

Reps made to Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: Policies
(November 2015)

Local Green Space Evidence Paper Update (February 2017)
recommendation

Site Assessments 3

No further comments received

No further comments received
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3.3 Blockley - Local Green Space Maps
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3.4 Blockley - Allotments, Station Road

3.3 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant planning history Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the Local Plan Point 3.2 - Extensive tract
of land

Point 3.3 - Local in character Point 5 - In proximity Point 6 - Demonstrably
to the local community special to the local
community

Evidence from
Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

Core Officer Group

3.4 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular Local Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational value
Significance significance

Evidence from Probably not, though a well-run allotment

(ofo T [T TWASTT T TEXT [T Bl site is a thing of beauty and Blockley
Allotments have been judged the best in
the district for the last two years. The site
does meet, in part, the criteria.

Amber

Officer Site Visit Not beautiful but pretty

Amber
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Particular Local Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational value
Significance significance

Particular Local Point 10 - Tranquillity | Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any other reason
Significance

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site
Visit

Core Officer
Group

Blockley, Allotments - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following six criteriain  6/6 One of the six criteria should be met 4.5/6
the toolkit checklist
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3 Site Assessments

All sites must meet the following six criteriain  6/6 One of the six criteria should be met 4.5/6
the toolkit checklist

Blockley, Allotments - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Support from other Organisations
Community
Submission (Point 6)

Blockley, Allotments - Decision:
First Panel Meeting
Critical Friends Panel Decision

Representations made to Local Plan Reg.18 [KJ 80 reps received for Blockley Allotments to be designation as a Local Green
Consultation: Development Strategy and Space from the local community

Site Allocations (January 2015) 1 rep from Blockley — concerns regarding boundary of allotments
1 rep support for designation with boundary changes to accommodate housing

Second panel Meeting

Critical Friend Panel Decision
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Representations made to Local Plan Reg.18 [KJ Parish Council and others - Support for exclusion from the development boundary
Consultation: Policies (November 2015)

° Landowner — objection to development boundary excluding the allotments

° Three comments received regarding benefits of Blockley Allotments and Policy
INF3 Social and Community Infrastructure

° One comment received to INF8 Green Infrastructure - reference to allotments
should be strengthened (Blockley Allotment Association)

Evidence Paper Update Decision (February
2017)
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3 Site Assessments

3.5 Blockley - Colonel's Piece

3.5 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning History Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of
Local Plan land

Point 3.3 - Local in Character Point 5 - In proximity to the Point 6 - Demonstrably
local community Special to the Local
Community

Evidence from
Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

3.6 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular Local Significance Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational Value
significance

Evidence from Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit No, but lovely views from

Amber

- __
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Particular Local Significance Point 10 - Tranquility Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any other
Reason

Evidence from Community Submission
(Toolkit)

e _

Core Officer Group

Blockley, Colonel’s Piece - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following 6 criteriain 4.5 /6 One of the six criteria should be met
the toolkit checklist

Point 7 - Beauty m
Point 8 - Historic significance m

Point 3.1 - Local in Character m
Point 11 -Wildlife m

Blockley, Colonel's Piece - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Support from other Organisations
Community
Submission (Point 6)
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3 Site Assessments

Evidence from Support from other Organisations
Community
Submission (Point 6)

Blockley, Colonel's Piece - Decision:

First Panel Meeting Site not recommended for LGS designation, insufficient evidence
to show why this site is more 'demonstrably special’ than other fields

Critical Friends Panel Decision around the village, (other than potential development pressures).
No physical access to site. No clear delineation of site on the ground.

Red
Reps made to the Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: 14 objections, from the community, to site not putting forward to next
Development Strategy and Site Allocations January stage as a Local Green Space

2015 document

Second Panel Meeting

Critical Friends Panel Decision

Reps made to the Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: No comments received
Policies November 2015

Evidence paper update decision (February 2017)
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3.6 Blockley - Coneygree Mill

3.7 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning History Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the | Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of
Local Plan land

Point 3.3 - Local in Character Point 5 - In proximity = Point 6 - Demonstrably
to the local Special to the Local

community Community

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit Not obvious from site visit as no access, but central
to village.

Amber

Core Officer Group
3.8 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular Local Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 -
Significance significance Recreational Value

Evidence from
Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit
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Particular Local Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 -
Significance significance Recreational Value

Core Officer Group

Particular Point 10 - Tranquillity Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any other Reason
Local
Significance

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site
Visit

Core Officer
Group

Blockley, Coneygree Mill - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following 6 criteria in the 6/6 One of the six criteria should be met
toolkit checklist
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Site Assessments 3

All sites must meet the following 6 criteria in the 6/6 One of the six criteria should be met
toolkit checklist

Blockley, Coneygree Mill - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Community Submission Support from other
(Toolkit) Organisations

(Point 6)

Blockley, Coneygree Mill - Decision:

First meeting of Critical Friends Panel

Decision

Reps made to the Local Plan Reg.18 1 Objection from landowner — part of site does have heritage value, but does not apply
Consultation: Development Strategy and to all of the site. Part of the site could be developed, the south west corner of the site
Site Allocations January 2015 document which is brown field. In doing so would contribute to OAN and CDC housing need.

Second Meeting Critical Friends Panel

Decision

Reps made to the Local Plan Reg.18 Support for exclusion of the Coneygree Mill from the Development Boundary for
Consultation: Policies November 2015 Blockley and support for Coneygree Mill (Thames Water Site) to be designated as a
Local Green Space. (CPRE, Parish Council plus others)




32 | LOCAL GREEN SPACES: EVIDENCE PAPER UPDATE
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Many ‘rebuttals’ disputing the contents of the Thames Water submission to the Blockley
Local Green Space proposals in the January 2015 Reg 18 Local Plan Consultation.

Evidence paper update decision (February
2017)
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3.7 Blockley (Aston Magna) - Timber Yard and Woodland

3.9 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning History Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the  Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of
Local Plan land ?

Point 3.3 - Local in Character Point 5 - In proximity Point 6 - Demonstrably
to the local Special to the Local
community Community

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

Core Officer
Group

3.10 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic Point 9 - Recreational
Local significance Value
Significance

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Core Officer
Group

Visit
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Particular Local Point 10 - Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For
Significance Tranquillity any other
Reason

Evidence from

Community
Submission

Officer Site Visit “

Core Officer Group

Blockley, Timber Yard and Woodland at Aston Magna - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following 6 criteriainthe 5/6 One of the six criteria should be met 2.5/6
toolkit checklist

Point 9 - Recreational Value m
Point 10 - Tranquillity m

Blockley, Timber Yard and Woodland at Aston Magna - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Support from other Organisations
Community
Submission (Toolkit)  (Point 6)
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Evidence from Support from other Organisations
Community
Submission (Toolkit)  (Point 6)

Blockley, Timber Yard and Woodland at Aston Magna - Decision:

First meeting of
Critical Friends Panel

Decision

Reps made to Local No further comments received
Plan Reg.18

Consultation:

Development Strategy

and Site Allocations

January 2015

document

Second Meeting
Critical Friends Panel

Decision

Reps made to Local No comments received
Plan Reg.18

Consultation: Policies

November 2015

Evidence paper update
decision (February
2017)
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3 Site Assessments

3.8 Bourton-on-the-Water - Local Green Space Map
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3.9 Bourton-on-the-Water - Manor Fields

3.11  Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning History

Point 3.3 - Local in Character

Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of
Local Plan land

Point 5 - In proximity Point 6 - Demonstrably Special
to the local to the Local Community
community

Evidence
from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site
Visit

Core Officer
Group

3.12 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:
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Particular Point 7 - Beauty Point 8 - Historic significance Point 9 - Recreational Value
Local
Significance

Evidence
from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site Not beautiful, but pretty wide open views
Visit
Amber

Core Officer
Group

Particular Point 10 - Tranquillity Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any other Reason
Local
Significance

Evidence
from
Community
Submission
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Particular Point 10 - Tranquillity Point 11 - Wildlife Point 12 - For any other Reason
Local
Significance

Core Officer
Group

Officer Site
Visit

Bourton-on-the-Water, Manor Fields - Toolkit Score:

All sites must meet the following 6 criteriainthe 6/6 One of the six criteria should be met 4.5/6
toolkit checklist

Point 10 - Tranquillity m

Bourton-on-the-Water, Manor Fields - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Support from other
Community Organisations
Submission (Toolkit)

(Point 6)
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Evidence from Support from other
Community Organisations
Submission (Toolkit)

(Point 6)

Bourton-on-the-Water, Manor Fields - Decision:

First meeting of
Critical Friends Panel

Local Plan Reg.18 1 rep of support from Bourton on the Water Parish Council
Consultation:

Development 1 objection from land owner

Strategy and Site

Allocations January

2015 document reps

Second meeting of
Critical Friends
Panel

Local Plan Reg.18 No reps made
Consultation:

Policies November

2015 reps

Evidence paper
update decision
(February 2017)
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3.10 Church Westcote - Local Green Space Map
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3.11 Church Westcote - Land adjacent to Close Cottage

3.13 Sites must meet all of the following six criteria in the toolkit checklist:

Point 2.1 - Relevant Planning History Point 2.2 - Not allocated in the Local Plan @ Point 3.2 - Extensive tract of land

Point 3.3 - Point 5 - In proximity to the local community | Point 6 - Demonstrably Special to the
Local in Local Community

Character

Evidence from
Community
Submission (Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

Core Officer Group

3.14 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular 7 - Beauty 8 - Historic 9-
Local significance Recreational

Significance Value

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)
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Particular 8 - Historic 9-
Local significance Recreational
Significance Value

Officer Site
Visit

Core Officer
Group

3.15 Sites must meet at least one of the six following criteria in the checklist:

Particular Local 10 - Tranquillity 11 - Wildlife 12 - For any other
Significance Reason

Evidence from
Community
Submission
(Toolkit)

Officer Site Visit

Core Officer
Group
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Church Westcote, Land adjacent to Close Cottage - Toolkit Score:

One of the six criteria should be met 3/6

Point 8 - Historic significance m
Point 10 - Tranquillity m

All sites must meet the following 6 criteria in the | 6/6
toolkit checklist

Church Westcote, Land adjacent to Close Cottage - Additional Evidence:

Evidence from Community Support from other Organisations
Submission (Toolkit)
(Point 6)

Church Westcote, Land adjacent to Close Cottage - Decision:

First meeting of Critical Friends Panel

Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: Development Strategy RNeRiVlg(al-Ilelelalaal=Tol SREETVEY)
and Site Allocations January 2015 documents reps
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Second meeting of Critical

Friends Panel

Local Plan Reg.18 Consultation: Policies November 2015
reps

Evidence paper update decision (February 2017)

Site Assessments 3

No further comments received




