
Representation received from Wiltshire Council 
 
Thank you for offering Wiltshire Council the opportunity to comment on the Regulation 14, 
pre-Submission draft Norton St Philip Neighbourhood Plan. Wiltshire Council broadly 
support the approach being taken by the Qualifying Body in its draft Neighbourhood 
Plan.  However, we would wish to raise some queries/concerns at this stage regarding draft 
Policy 3 of the emerging Plan. 
 
Whilst the spirit and intent of draft Policy 3 is understood, we would wish to question the 
degree to which the wording and particularly the restrictions imposed, accord with national 
planning policy (the Framework, 2018) and the terms set out in legislation/guidance (e.g. 
Housing and Planning Act 2016). 
 
As worded, draft Policy 3 seeks to support the delivery of small-scale (up to 10) affordable 
'entry level' houses on land outside, but nonetheless adjoining the development limit 
prescribed in draft Policy 1 (Settlement Boundary).  This element of the draft Policy is 
supported as it appears to accord with paragraph 71 of the Framework, although the advice 
in Footnote 33 would be worth noting and potentially cross-referring to in supporting text. 
 
Turning to the restrictions imposed as criteria within draft Policy 3.  Whilst the intent of the 
criteria to limit the future occupancy of any starter homes is laudable, we would question 
how this would work in practical terms, particularly if applied in perpetuity.  If the draft Policy 
is to persist in its current form, it is assumed that 'entry level' housing development schemes 
would be subject to a blanket planning obligation (s106 Agreement) to secure successive 
occupancy of properties in line with the definition of 'entry level' homes in perpetuity.  On that 
point we would again question the practicality of such a measure, but accept that you may 
have evidence to demonstrate how this would work in practice. 
 
On a related theme, it is not clear why a policy intentionally designed to deliver 'local 
affordable homes' on 'entry level exception sites' at the edge of the village would 
countenance an element of market housing.  Whilst there are examples of cross-subsidy 
schemes involving market and affordable housing, the advice at paragraph 71 of the 
Framework is clear insofar as defining what is meant by 'entry level exception sites'.  The 
concern with the current policy wording is that it would essentially allow mixed tenure 
schemes to be developed at the edge of the village on the basis of a viability challenge, 
albeit the mechanism for assessing such a challenge is not established. 
 
We trust that this response is helpful. 
 


