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1. Spatial Vision

Do you agree with the vision for the borough?



Yes

2. Aims and Objectives of the Core Strategy

Do you agree with the aims and objectives of the Core Strategy? 
Yes
3. Preferred Options

Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option ia – Location of Development of the Borough? 





Yes
Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option iid – Location of Development of the Borough? 





Yes

Additional Comments

Whilst the HBF support the approach that housing development should take place on allocated sites and windfall sites, the option should acknowledge that there might be Greenfield sites that are in more sustainable, suitable locations than brownfield sites.

Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option iif – Housing Type

and Mix?








No



If not, do you think there is a better option? Please give details

A range of house types should be provided to meet the full range of housing need and demand. House builders do know their markets and they should be allowed to reflect that in the products they deliver.

Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option iiia 

- Employment Development?





No

If not, do you think there is a better option? Please give details

Some existing employment sites should be redeveloped for alternative uses, if it can be shown the land is no longer needed for employment uses. Alternative uses, such as residential development, may be more appropriate for example where a site is close to other residential properties.

4. Spatial Strategy

Do you agree with the spatial strategy for Macclesfield Borough?
Yes
5. Core Policy Content 

Do you agree that there are the areas that core policies should 

address?








Yes
6. Draft Core Policy Wording

Policy Number: 5 Housing Provision (paragraph 3)
Object

Comments

Whilst we recognise the need to regenerate areas that are within approved urban regeneration schemes, we consider the best approach to take would be one of allowing a balance between renewing regeneration areas as well as building upon the success of popular, growing areas. We do not consider restraining growth outside regeneration areas is the correct approach to take.

Policy Number: 5 Housing Provision (paragraph 4)
Support

Comments

We welcome the recognition that previously developed sites that perform so poorly in relation to sustainability considerations should not be given priority over Greenfield sites.

Policy Number: 6 Provision of Affordable Housing 
Support

Comments

We consider the threshold should be determined in negotiation with developers on a site by site basis taking into account the requirements of the site, financial and market considerations, the availability of grant funding/public subsidy and the type and extent of housing need in the locality as informed by a robust and up to date housing market assessment. With this in mind we consider the lack of prescriptive %’s is a suitable way to support this approach.

7. Sustainability Appraisal

No comments

8. Any other Comments

Paragraphs 11.9 – 11.10 refer to housing provision in the context of the Cheshire Structure Plan and the draft Regional Spatial Strategy for the North West.  The reference to the potential need to adjust the housing provision and phasing once the RSS is finally adopted is welcomed.  This may be particularly important, given that at the present time the draft RSS proposed annual average rate of housing provision is higher for the borough than the housing rate in the County Structure Plan.

It is noted that the options in this paper reflect the continuing focus on restraint in the emerging RSS.  The HBF has objected to this focus on restraint in the draft RSS and has concerns that promoting economic growth in the southern part of the Manchester City region and yet restricting residential development will not result in sustainable development.  
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