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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The general inclusion of new Policy SS1 and the approach to labelling each subsection 
alphabetically rather than with bullet points is welcomed, however with regards to sub-
section g: 
 
Up to 74 hectares of employment land will be provided to meet the District’s employment 
need.  
 
This repeats the issue that PMM37 seeks to resolve as it does not clarify whether the 
quantum of employment land that will be provided is a net or a gross figure. Notwith-
standing our continued concerns that the 74 hectare figure is insufficient (as set out in 
our response to PMM37) this aspect of the policy as drafted is not sound as it is not 
clear, precise, or effective. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 

MM: PMM3 
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Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
The main modification should be amended to make clear that the quantum of employment 
land set out at section g of policy SS1 is a gross figure. This is necessary to ensure that the 
plan is clear, precise, and effective. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
RPS previously raised at Regulation 19 that: 
The 4th bullet point should be modified to read: “Identify all those designated heritage as-
sets and non-designated heritage assets that could be are affected by the development 
proposal and explain their historic, archaeological, artistic or architectural significance….”  
 
PMM9 proposes the amendment to criterion (d)(i) and (ii) to the following:  
“Identify all heritage assets that could be affected and explain their historic, archaeologi-
cal, artistic or architectural significance. Consider whether there is a relationship between 
identified heritage assets in terms of their wider setting.” 
(ii): “Consider how the development site contributes to the significance of the heritage as-
set” 
 
RPS consider this modification to be unsound on the basis that it is not effective. 
 
RPS raised issue with the evidential basis is for the specific aspects in the draft policy. 
The approach in national policy to the assessment of impact on heritage assets at the 
planning application stage is clearly one that is based on ‘proportionality’ and any poten-
tial impacts should focus on the ‘significance’ of the assets identified. The criteria above 
sought to treat all heritage assets in the same way, regardless of their importance or sig-
nificance. This is now addressed through the modified wording at SO1.1 (d)(Ii). Further-

MM: PMM9 
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more, national planning policy also makes no reference to ‘artistic or architectural’ signifi-
cance in terms of assessing the potential impact on designated or non-designated herit-
age assets.  
 
Further advice on defining the heritage value of assets is set out in current guidance 
Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance published by Historic England (2008), 
this states such values as evidential, historical, aesthetic and communal. 
 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
Policy SO1.1 (d) (i) should be modified to read: 
Identify all heritage assets that could be affected and explain their historic, archaeological, 
artistic or architectural evidential, historical, aesthetic and/or communal significance. Con-
sider whether there is a relationship between identified heritage assets in terms of their 
wider setting. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
Support is given for the removal of unnecessary cross-referencing between the Plan’s 
policies and provide clarity within the Plan and to make the Plan effective.  
 

Previously the Policy wording for SO1.2 (c) stated: “The Design and Access Statement 
will set out how proposals will align with the relevant Local Design Guide and the require-
ments of other relevant Local Plan Policies…’ and then lists seven specific policies as 
being ‘particularly’ relevant.  
 
It must be assumed that all proposals will, as a matter of principle, need to align with the 
relevant policies of the development plan unless material considerations indicate other-
wise, in accordance with section 38(6) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. Pro-
posal should also take into account other guidance (both local and national in nature) 
where relevant to do so. The wording in this policy merely repeats what is already a re-
quirement in law. 
 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 

MM: PMM12 
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Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
No further modifications required as relevant to PMM12.  

 
 
 
 

       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
Support is had for the removal of unnecessary cross-referencing between the Plan’s poli-
cies and provide clarity within the Plan and to make the Plan effective.  
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
No further modifications required as relevant to PMM15.  

 
 
 

MM: PMM15 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
This main modification is reliant on changes to the identified employment site allocations 
as amended by PMM36.  
 
The inclusion of site E15 (Cannock Elim Church) is agreed with on the basis that the 
most recent planning history for the site was consent for change of use to use class E. 
Although it is noted that period for the implementation of this application has lapsed, and 
there is no evidence of the discharge of condition 2 attached to the relevant planning per-
mission (CH/20/390) which was a pre-commencement condition. 
 
However, if site E15 is to be included on the basis of its most recent planning history then 
site E6 (Land at the Academy Early Years Childcare) should be omitted as set out in our 
Matter 6 Statement. This is because the most recent planning history for this site was 
Planning Application CH/23/0132 granted on 17/10/2024 for Full Planning 
Permission for: “New proposed residential and respite care home along with supported 
living unit for adults aged 18 to 65.”  
 
Inclusion of site E6 in the supply is not sound as it is not justified based on the planning 
history of the site. The granting of consent in 2024 for a non-employment use and the 
failure to implement the now lapsed 2018 consent for an office building with mixed D1 
and B1 use (as per the previous use class order) clearly indicate that the current owners 

MM: PMM35 
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do not intend to implement the lapsed 2018 consent. Accordingly the change to the sup-
ply of employment site allocations proposed through this main modification is also un-
sound as it is not justified based on up to date evidence.  
 
The net effect of these changes is that the overall total supply from employment site allo-
cations should be 28.83 – 0.14 = 28.69 ha. 
 
  
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
The main modification should be amended so that the overall supply of employment land 
from allocations is 28.69 ha. This will make the Local Plan sound by ensuring that it is 
based on up to date evidence and therefore justified. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The inclusion of site E15 (Cannock Elim Church) is agreed with on the basis that the 
most recent planning history for the site was consent for change of use to use class E. 
Although it is noted that period for the implementation of this application has lapsed, and 
there is no evidence of the discharge of condition 2 attached to the relevant planning per-
mission (CH/20/390) which was a pre-commencement condition. 
 
However, if site E15 is to be included on the basis of its most recent planning history then 
site E6 (Land at the Academy Early Years Childcare) should be omitted as set out in our 
Matter 6 Statement. This is because the most recent planning history for this site was 
Planning Application CH/23/0132 granted on 17/10/2024 for Full Planning 
Permission for: “New proposed residential and respite care home along with supported 
living unit for adults aged 18 to 65.”  
 
Inclusion of site E6 in the supply is not sound as it is not justified based on the planning 
history of the site. The granting of consent in 2024 for a non-employment use and the 
failure to implement the now lapsed 2018 consent for an office building with mixed D1 
and B1 use (as per the previous use class order) clearly indicate that the current owners 
do not intend to implement the lapsed 2018 consent.  
 
Accordingly, the identified supply of employment site allocations proposed through this 
main modification is unsound as it is not justified based on up to date evidence.  

MM: PMM36 
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The net effect of these changes is that the overall total supply from employment site allo-
cations should be 28.83 – 0.14 = 28.69 ha. 
 
  
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
The main modification should be amended to include the removal of site E6 from the list of 
employment site allocations. This will make the Local Plan sound by ensuring that it is 
based on up to date evidence and therefore justified. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature: J  Date: 
 

01.12.2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The inclusion of gross within paragraph 2 of policy S04.2 is supported, as this provides 
clarity and is precise. However, we maintain our position as set out in our Regulation 19 
submissions to policy SO4.2 on employment needs, as well as through our contributions 
during the relevant hearing sessions that the total quantum of employment land being 
planned for is insufficient to meet the employment needs of the District, is not adequately 
justified on the available evidence, is not consistent with the district’s wider economic 
strategy, is not positively prepared, and has not been properly tested through the sustain-
ability appraisal. It is therefore not sound.   
 
 
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 

MM: PMM37 
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forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
The main modification should be amended to increase the employment land requirement 
for the plan period. As set out in our matter 6 statement there are a range of figures that 
would be more appropriate, but if a 31st percentile figure is taken from the gross range iden-
tified by Savills the figure would be 137.3 ha.  
 
It is noted that due to the increase in the Council’s local housing need as a result of the 
2024 NPPF and changes to the standard method, that under the transition arrangements 
set out in paragraph 236 of the 2024 NPPF the Council will be expected to begin work on a 
new plan, under the revised plan-making system provided for under the Levelling Up and 
Regeneration Act 2023 (as soon as the relevant provisions are brought into force in 2025), 
in order to address the shortfall in housing need. This preparation of a new plan would pre-
sent an opportunity to also address the shortfall in employment need. 
 
Accordingly we suggest that paragraph 2 of policy S04.2 be revised as follows: 
 
“The Local Planning Authority will provide for up to 137.3 hectares (gross) of land for office, 
manufacturing and distribution employment development during the period to 2040. To 
meet this requirement the local authority will identify additional employment alloca-
tions through the new plan under the revised plan-making system provided for under 
the Levelling Up and Regeneration Act 2023 (as soon as the relevant provisions are 
brought into force in 2025) in order to address the shortfall in employment need. This 
will provide for a range of sizes and types of employment to meet business needs and en-
courage inward investment, resilience and new investment and create a balanced portfolio 
of employment land. It will grow sectors which promote clean growth principles and renewa-
ble technologies.” 
 
This proposed modification will ensure that the plan is justified based on available evidence 
and therefore sound.  
 
It is also provides a clear and precise indication of the steps to be taken to address the 
identified shortfall in employment land through the future new plan.  
 
Given the quantum of employment land currently identified and the proposed 30 month pe-
riod for preparing new plans under the revised plan-making system it is considered that the 
a sufficient supply of employment land has been identified to meet needs over the period 
prior to adoption of the new plan. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
The Sustainability Appraisal should be updated to consider the proposed higher employ-
ment land requirement proposed above. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
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Signature:  Date: 

 
01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The removal of unnecessary cross references in the second list of bullet points in policy 
S04.4 is supported, as this provides clarity and is precise.  
 
However, as set out in our Regulation 19 representations on this policy the requirement 
for ‘no adverse impacts’ on designated environmental assets is inconsistent with Para-
graphs 32 and 180a of the September 2023 NPPF under which the Cannock Chase Lo-
cal Plan is being examined.  
 
In the context of new development and the relationship to designated environmental as-
sets, the requirement for proposals to demonstrate ‘no adverse impacts’ on such assets 
is overly prescriptive and restrictive goes beyond the scope of national policy, given the 
recognition that significant harm must first be established. The wording of the policy is 
not consistent with national policy and so is not sound. 
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 

MM: PMM39 
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Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
Policy SO4.4 should be amended as follows: 
 
Development proposals should demonstrate that: 
 
• There are no significant adverse impacts on designated environmental assets 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 
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Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature: J  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The modification is necessary to ensure the Plan and Policy is justified, effective and 
consistent with national policy. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
No further modifications required.  
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
Policy 5.3(a)(i) should be deleted, as it is unclear how the aim of the policy relates to de-
velopment proposals and what changes would likely be sought, therefore the policy is 
written ambiguously and does not comply with Paragraph 16d. 
 
Policy 5.3(a)(ii) whilst RPS recognise the introduction of this is due to the June 2022 Part 
S building regulations, this policy goes further as there are clear exemptions to Part S. 
RPS therefore considers the policy recommendations set out at paragraph 3.2.4 of CC2 
(4th paragraph), would be more appropriate if it allowed for an appraisal of future EV in-
frastructure needs to be considered on a case-by-case basis, reflective of local circum-
stances. RPS is not aware of any specific evidence base that denotes a furthering of this 
requirement, but it is important the policy wording is suitably flexible.  
 
Policy 5.3(a)(iii) should be amended as it is unclear if this relates to construction or oper-
ational stages of development. Whilst it is acknowledged page 33 of T4 states: “Work 
with scheme promoters and freight operating companies to support credible opportunities 
for increasing flows of rail freight... The County Council will also work collaboratively with 
neighbouring authorities to ensure that their rail freight aspirations can be achieved….” 
RPS notes there is no mention of rail freight with the County Council through SOCG11, 
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nor is there a SoCG with Network Rail. Consequently, this requirement is inappropriate 
for all applications and is imprecise.  
 
However, it is considered that this can be amended to make it clear that it relates to oper-
ational logistics development. The location of the rail network means that not all logistics 
developments can directly contribute to sustainable freight distribution by rail and so it is 
important to amend the wording to make clear that not all logistics development can sup-
port rail based sustainable freight distribution. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
As previously suggested, RPS considers the following modifications are required with no 
further changes: 
 
A(i): Support changes to the road network where they are related to the reduction of envi-
ronmental impacts 
A(ii): Include the provision of electric vehicle charge points and, where appropriate and pro-
portionate, other infrastructure that may be required for alternative will promote low and 
zero carbon transport options, where appropriate, for example designate parking spaces for 
low emission vehicles, and facilitate low emission bus service operations.  
A(iii): In the case of logistics development, support as appropriate sustainable freight dis-
tribution by road and / or rail dependent on location 

 
 

       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 

 

 

 

 

 
 

For Office Use Part B Reference  



Cannock Chase Council: 
Cannock Chase Local Plan  
Representation Form 
Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendment to Policy 5.3(a)(ii) conflicts with PMM47. Notwithstanding our comments 
on PMM47, we do not consider the retention of references to electric vehicle charge 
points to be appropriate given that this is now addressed by June 2022 Part S building 
regulations. 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
This Main Modification should not be made. Instead in relation to the second bullet point the 
changes sought by PMM47 should be applied. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The modification is necessary to ensure Policy SO5.4 is consistent with national policy.  
 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
No further modification necessary. It is consistent with national policy, paragraph 32 of the 
NPPF, which states that "Significant adverse impacts on these objectives should be 
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avoided and, wherever possible, alternative options which reduce or eliminate such impacts 
should be pursued. Where significant adverse impacts are unavoidable, suitable mitigation 
measures should be proposed". Paragraph 111 of the NPPF, which indicates that "Devel-
opment should only be prevented or refused on highways grounds if there would be an un-
acceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual cumulative impacts on the road net-
work would be severe". 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The modification to paragraph f of policy SO7.1 is supported as this is necessary to ensure that 
the policy is in accordance with paragraph 32 of the September 2023 NPPF and therefore sound. 
 
However, paragraph i of policy S)7.1 is not in accordance with paragraph 180a of the NPPF as 
set out in our regulation 19 representations on this point. The Council is seeking to establish a 
lower threshold than allowed in national policy, based on applying ‘adverse’ impacts only and 
where the benefits of the development must out-weigh the loss or the impacts. In line with na-
tional policy, the ‘adverse effects’ test is applicable to land designated as Sites of Special Scien-
tific Interest (NPPF, paragraph 180b) and ‘habitat sites’ (defined un-der regulation 8 of the Con-
servation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 for the purpose of those regulations, includ-
ing candidate Special Areas of Conservation, Sites of Community Importance, Special Areas of 
Conservation, Special Protection Areas and any relevant Marine Sites) and which could include 
those sites that should be afforded to same protection as habitats sites, identified in paragraph 
187 of the NPPF.  
 
However, through paragraph i, the Council is seeking to apply the ‘adverse’ test and ‘benefits’ 
test to all sites and features with any biodiversity value, not simply those biodiversity sites specifi-
cally identified in national policy.  This would represent, in effect, a ‘blanket’ policy that seeks to 
apply the same test to all biodiversity sites. This is contrary to national policy (NPPF paragraph 
174a) which advises the level of protection applied to sites should be ‘commensurate with their 
statutory status or identified quality in the development plan’.   
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The use of a blanket approach to protecting biodiversity through the draft criteria highlighted 
above is not consistent with national policy and is not justified on any evidence base. The ap-
proach is not soundly-based, and the draft wording should be modified accordingly.         
 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
Retain proposed modification to paragraph f and amend paragraph i as follows: 
 
“All development proposals will seek to preserve, restore and re-create priority habitats, 
ecological net-works and the protection and recovery of priority species, taking into account 
the hierarchy of legal protec-tion and whether the mitigation hierarchy has been followed. 
Where significant adverse impacts are likely, development will only be supported where 
the need for and benefits of the development clearly outweigh these impacts. In such 
cases, appropriate mitigation or compensation measures will be required.” 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The modification to paragraph a of policy SO7.7 is supported. It provides clarification and ad-
dresses a previous uncertainty that was identified in our Regulation 19 representations regarding 
the removal of both the existing Watling Street Business Park and the extension area from the 
Green Belt. By providing this clarity the main modification is sound. 
 

 
 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 
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Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
Amending the last paragraph wording from ‘would’ to ‘should’ and include ‘and/or’ in the 
penultimate paragraph to assist in providing sufficient flexibility to adapt to the context of 
each site and not mandate every criterion to be applied is consistent with the NPPF and 
therefore supported.  
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01.12.2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendments to policy SO8.2 are supported.  
 
As set out in our Matter 1 hearing statement the authoritative case law on the status of 
the December 13th 2023 Written Ministerial Statement from Baroness Penn which sets 
out that Local Plans should not go beyond minimum energy efficiency standards for new 
buildings was at the time the ruling issued by Justice Lieven DBE issued on the 
2nd of July 2024 (Rights Community Action Limited vs the Secretary of State for Level-
ling Up, Housing and Communities. Case No: AC-2024-LON-000621). 
 
Since the hearing session on this point the Court of Appeal have dismissed an appeal 
against the ruling of Justice Lieven DBE. The appellant has since lodged an application 
seeking permission to appeal to the Supreme Court on 6th October 2025. A decision has 
yet to be made on whether to allow permission to appeal. 
 
As such as things currently stand Local Plans should not go beyond minimum energy ef-
ficiency standards and this main modification is considered necessary to make the plan 
sound by removing reference to net zero aspirations which would be in breach of the 
WMS and current case law.  
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      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendments to policy SO8.3 are supported.  
 
As set out in our Regulation 19 representations Paragraph 9 of the NPPF (September 
2023) makes clear:  
 
“…Planning policies and decisions should play an active role in guiding development to-
wards sustainable solutions…” (RPS emphasis) 
 
And goes on to state at Paragraph 126: 
 
“The creation of high quality, beautiful and sustainable buildings and places is fundamen-
tal to what the planning and development process should achieve…” (RPS emphasis) 
 
On this basis the proposed main modification is considered necessary to ensure the plan 
is sound by being consistent with national policy and effective. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 
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Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01.12.2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendments to policy SO8.5 are supported. While as set out in our Regulation 19 
representations we consider that our proposed modifications would provide further clar-
ity, it is considered that this proposed modification provides suitable flexibility ensuring 
that the policy is effective and sound. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☒ No: ☐ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendment to policy SE.2 set out in this main modification is supported. It is consid-
ered that this proposed modification provides clarification ensuring that the policy is ef-
fective and sound. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 
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       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The amendment to policy SE.2 set out in this main modification is supported. It is consid-
ered that this proposed modification provides flexibility ensuring that the policy is effec-
tive and sound. 
 
However, paragraph d as drafted is inconsistent with PAM164 which introduces the fol-
lowing words into the description of development:   
 
“…In regards to Sustainability, a minimum of 20% of car parking spaces will be for EV 
Charging…” 
 
As drafted the paragraph d of policy SE2 is unclear when read alongside the description 
of development following PAM164, and is therefore inefficient and unsound. 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
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forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 

Amend paragraph d of policy SE2 as follows: 
 
“Vehicle parking will be provided as an integral part of the scheme, with provision for a min-
imum of 20% of the car parking spaces for electric vehicle charging and generous planting 
to limit impact on visual amenity and ameliorate impact on climate change.” 
 
The proposed modification would ensure clarity making the policy effective and sound. 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature:  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 

 

 

 

 

 
 

For Office Use Part B Reference  



Cannock Chase Council: 
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Part B: Representation Form 
 
Please complete a separate Part B Representation Form (this part) for each representa-
tion that you would like to make. One Part A Representation Form must be enclosed with 
your Part B Representation Form(s).  We have also published a separate Guidance Note 
to explain the terms used and to assist in making effective representations. 
 
Part B: Representation 
 

Name and Organisation: Jacob Bonehill, Tetra Tech RPS 
 
 

 
Q1. To which Main Modification (MM) does this representation relate?  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Q2. Do you consider the Main Modification is:  
 

A. Legally compliant     Yes: ☒ No: ☐  

 

B. Sound      Yes: ☐ No: ☒ 
(Please tick as appropriate). 

 
Q3. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is or is not legally 
compliant or sound. Please be as precise as possible.  
Your representation should relate only to the Proposed Main Modifications. 
 
The modification wording isn’t clear to readers of the Plan. As modified and read in conjunction 
with part j of policy SE2 it refers to the HRA process separately in relation to different sites, It is 
suggested that this be rationalised into discussing that the HRA process will be required in rela-
tion to all NSN sites.  
 

As proposed the main modification is unclear and sets out to different approaches to con-
sidering the impact of the proposed development on designated sites. This is not effective 
and unsound. 
 
      (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q4. Please set out the change(s) to the Main Modification that you consider neces-
sary to make it legally compliant and sound, in respect of legal compliance or sound-
ness matters you have identified at Q.3 above. You will need to say why each change 
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as pos-
sible. If you support the modification, please skip this question. 
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Removal of the proposed new wording introduced to paragraph f, and replacement of para-
graph j with the following:  
 
“In line with Policy SO7.3, any proposal for this site will be subject to Habitats Regu-
lations Assessment screening to determine whether it is likely to have a significant 
effect on any National Sites Network site. Where required, an Appropriate Assess-
ment will be undertaken. Development proposals must demonstrate that they will not 
result in adverse effects on the integrity of the Cannock Extension Canal SAC or 
Cannock Chase SAC or on the environmental quality of other relevant statutory na-
ture conservation designations.” 
 
 
 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Q5. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal, Habitats Regulations 
Assessment or Policies Map changes in respect of this particular Main Modification. 
Please comment in the box below.  

 
 
       (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 
Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and  
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested  
modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make  
submissions.  
 

Signature: J  Date: 
 

01/12/2025 
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