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QUESTION 7  
In the adopted Local Plan 1996 – 2011, Baginton is ‘washed over’ by Green Belt policy.  The 
new Local Plan proposes the identification of Infill Village Boundaries, i.e. the village is 
excluded from the Green Belt.  Para 86 of the Framework states: 
 

‘If it is necessary to prevent development in a village primarily because of the 
important contribution which the open character of the village makes to the openness 
of the Green Belt, the village should be included in the Green Belt.  If, however, the 
character of the village needs to be protected for other reasons, other means should 
be used, such as conservation area or normal development management policies, and 
the village should be excluded from the Green Belt.’ 

 
 
The Council is satisfied that Baginton does not have an ‘open character’ which makes an 
important contribution to the openness of the Green Belt.  In these circumstances, national 
planning policy considers that ‘the village’ should be excluded from the Green Belt.  
Baginton is defined in the Local Plan as a Growth Village – in contrast to a Limited Infill 
Village.  The Plan states at 
 

‘In the case of Limited Infill Villages which are included within the Green Belt, the 
type and scale of development will be more limited. In line with national Green Belt 
policy, appropriate development includes rural affordable housing, limited infill 
development, the re-use of buildings; the redevelopment or partial redevelopment of 
previously developed land and replacement dwellings.’ 
 

 
The underlying purpose in the redrawing of the Green Belt boundaries around Baginton is not 
to define an area within which ‘Infill’ development only is to be allowed.  ‘Infill 
development’ is generally understood to be the filling of a small gap within a very modest 
scale of development, say one or two dwellings.  Rather the village of Baginton is to be 
excluded from the Green Belt because the strategy of the Local Plan is for Baginton to be a 
‘Growth Village’.  As such, land beyond the established confines of the village has been 
excluded from the Green Belt to provide for more housing.  In undertaking the planning 
exercise to draw a boundary to exclude Baginton from the Green Belt, it is illogical – and 
unjustified against national planning policy set out at paragraph 86 of the Framework – to not 
includr the Bretherern’s Meeting Room from the inset boundary.  The Meeting Room has 
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been part of the settlement framework of Baginton for some 20 years or more.  Members of 
the Bretheren Community have been resident in Baginton for many years.  The Meeting 
Room should be treated no differently to a parish church, namely being an integral part of 
community life within the village.  The physical relationship of the Meeting Room to existing 
development is such that the logical boundary for the exclusion of land from the Green Belt is 
as shown on the accompanying plan. 
 
QUESTION 8 
 
The land hatched red on the accompanying plan should be excluded from the Green Belt to 
be consistent with national planning policy at para 86 of the Framework. 
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QUESTION 7  

The Local Plan adopts an unjustified inconsistent approach between the exclusion of land 

from the Green Belt – and inclusion within the Infill Village Boundary – of land allocated for 

housing, and maintaining in the Green Belt land adjoining the Infill Village Boundary which 

has been committed for other forms of urban development, such as the Free School.  A 

consistent approach should be applied within the Plan. 

 

The approach taken by the District Council in the identification of a boundary to the village 

for exclusion from the Green Belt is consistent with national planning policy set out at para 

86 of the Framework.  These criticisms of the lack of soundness in this aspect of the Local 

Plan are set out in the representations made on behalf of CGHT. 

 

It is considered that the granting of planning permission, Ref: W/13/1763 amounts to an 

exceptional circumstance (granted for the reasons that very special circumstances had been 

demonstrated) for the exclusion of the land hatched red from the Green Belt. 
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