
1 
 

 
 

INSPECTOR’S PRE-CONFERENCE NOTE - ADDENDUM                                                                                                                                                                                         
 

Case Management Conference 10.00 a.m. Monday 18 January 2021 
 

Appeals A & B - APP/N2345/W/20/3258890 & 3258894 
Appeals C & D - APP/N2345/W/20/3258896 & 3258898 
Appeal E - APP/N2345/W/20/3258912 

Appeal F - APP/N2345/W/20/3257357 
 

Clarification by the local planning authority 
 

1. At paragraph 8 of the Pre-Conference Note, 7 January 2021, the 

Inspector required clarification of the local planning authority’s (lpa) 
case.  Paragraphs 6.21 to 6.26 of the lpa’s Statement of Case refer to 

cumulative impact, matters not included in the reason for refusal. 
 

2. The Inspector has been advised that the Planning Committee has 

resolved that the lpa’s case in relation to Appeals A to E will include 
concern about cumulative impact on the character of the village.  The lpa 

has confirmed that the concern does not relate to landscape and visual 
impact.  That said, matters relating to landscape and visual impact 
remain a concern raised by interested persons. 

 
Treatment of the Evidence 

 
3. At paragraph 8 of the Pre-Conference Note, the Inspector requested that 

the parties consider the presentation of a joint case in relation to, conflict 

with the development plan; housing land supply, the status of relevant 
development plan policies and, depending on the lpa’s clarification of its 

Statement of Case, cumulative impact. 
 

4. Shoosmiths, in a letter dated 8 January, confirms that the parties have 

agreed in principle to tender a single witness for all areas where there is 
commonality. 

 
5. A main issue identified by the Inspector is, “whether the development 

plan policies most important for determining the appeal are out-of-date, 
with reference to (a) whether the local planning authority (lpa) can show 
a 5-year supply of deliverable housing sites and (b) consistency with the 

National Planning Policy Framework”.  On housing land supply, it was the 
Inspector’s view that demonstration of a 5-year supply of deliverable 

housing sites was a matter best dealt with by way of a round-table 
discussion. 

 

6. The Inspector has been made aware of an appeal relating to land at 
Cardwell Farm, Barton (APP/N2345/W/20/3258889) where RfR 1 is the 

same as that in Appeals A to F.  In that case, the evidence relating to a 
5-year supply of deliverable housing sites relates to how the requirement 
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side of the calculation is derived and not to the supply side of the 
calculation.  The proofs of evidence indicate that the supply is agreed. 

 
7. If the above position is adopted in Appeals A to F, i.e. the supply side of 

the calculation is not challenged, it is the Inspector’s view that the 
evidence on whether the lpa can demonstrate a 5-year supply of 
deliverable housing sites is best tested in the conventional manner 

through evidence-in-chief and cross-examination rather than through a 
round table session. 

 
 
George Baird 

Inspector                                                       13 January 2021   


