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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

The plan uses 2014 data to predict housing need and ignores the potential
impact of

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the Brexit and Covid-19. Housing need must be re-assessed using the latest

(2018) ONSconsultation point not
to be legally compliant,

population predictions and take into account the effect of Covid on work
patterns.

is unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to
co-operate. Please be
as precise as possible.

There is little detail on how the required infrastructure will be paid for. The
plan needs
to be revised to identify how all the infrastructure will be paid.
There has been poor public consultation, a lack of accessible information
and little
spent by councils in generating awareness. Interest in the plan has mainly
been
generated by local protest groups. The public consultations should be
repeated,
providing clear, understandable information. They should be designed to
encourage
rather than discourage public input.
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JPA 7: Elton Reservoir AreaTitle

WebType
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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NACompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?

The site selection process for Bury has been especially opaque. Little
information

Redacted reasons -
Please give us details
of why you consider the has been given about why other more apparently suitable sites were rejected,

orconsultation point not
to be legally compliant,

what alternatives were considered. Bury Council admitted in a Freedom ofis unsound or fails to
comply with the duty to Information response that site selection was decided at a series of informal

meetingsco-operate. Please be
as precise as possible. with no list of attendees or minutes available. This site choice cannot be

justified as
the most appropriate when no reasonable alternatives appear to have been
examined. The Elton Reservoir site does not meet the selection criteria laid
down in
the NPPF or the GMCA guidelines:
https://www.bury.gov.uk/index.aspx?articleid=16330
Radcliffe the location of Elton Reservoir has the least expensive housing in
Bury but
was selected in preference to sites in other other areas where affordable
housing is
required

Explore alternative sites using the NPPF or GMCA guidelines.Redacted modification
- Please set out the
modification(s) you
consider necessary to
make this section of the
plan legally compliant
and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance
or soundness matters
you have identified
above.
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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?
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UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?
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JPA 9: WalshawTitle
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UnsoundSoundness - Positively
prepared?

UnsoundSoundness - Justified?

UnsoundSoundness - Consistent
with national policy?

UnsoundSoundness - Effective?

NoCompliance - Legally
compliant?

NoCompliance - In
accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate?
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