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Date 10/03/2026
Our Ref: 19.8060

LDP Team

Vale of Glamorgan Council
Civic Offices

Holton Road

Barry

CF63 4RU

Submitted Via email: Idp@valeofglamorgan.gov.uk
Dear LDP Team,

Vale of Glamorgan Replacement Local Development Plan 2021-2036
Deposit Plan Representations on behalf of The Stevens Family

Boyer have prepared and submitted the following representation on behalf of The Stevens Family
in response to the current Vale of Glamorgan Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) 2021-
2036 Deposit Plan Consultation.

As you will be aware previous representations were submitted on behalf of The Stevens Family
of I Hctween 2019 and 2024 in response to the Quashed outline application
submitted on behalf of Legal & General, and subsequent Appeal, in relation to the proposed Parc
Busness Porth Cymru (PBPC) Business Park on land at Model Farm, Port Road, Rhoose (Ref:
2019/00871/0UT).

It is in this context upon which these representations, outlined below, are specifically made in
relation to the Deposit Plan, and should also be read in conjunction with the previous 2024
Preferred Strategy representations relating to the proposed identification of the 44.75ha (net)
Land South of Port Road, Rhoose (Model Farm) as a rollover Major Employment Allocation within
Employment Growth Policy SP14(2).

As identified in previous correspondence, The Stevens Family does not object in principle to the
provision of employment land within the Vale of Glamorgan, nor to the overarching objective of
supporting economic growth and job creation. However, serious concerns remain as to whether
the Model Farm site (SP14(2)) can realistically and credibly be relied upon as a deliverable
employment allocation within the emerging RLDP period. These concerns relate to matters of
soundness, deliverability, viability, market demand and unresolved technical constraints, as
required to be assessed under national policy and guidance.
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A summary of our main representations are as follows:

- The Stevens Family question the need for Model Farm to be included in the provision for
182 net ha of employment land for the requirement of 67.8 ha under Policy SP14. If the
rollover allocation at Model Farm (Policy SP14(2)) was removed, then the provision would
still allow for nearly doubling the projected employment land needs.

- Significant concern is raised regarding the ‘rollover’ Land South of Port Road, Rhoose
(Model Farm) Employment Allocation (as part of SP14: Employment Growth) as
deliverability is not sufficiently demonstrated by the Council and Representors. Currently
there is significant ambiguity regarding the actual delivery, contrary to the Welsh
Government’s Development Plans Manual (DPM) Edition 3 requirements.

- The proposed Model Farm allocation is currently subject to an Appeal, having had the
previous planning applications quashed by the High Court.

- Itisinappropriate to allocate an employment site which has been proven to be unviable
through detailed independent assessment which predicted a loss of £10,405,000 before
interest, or £34,508,455M if interest costs were payable at 5%.

- Supporting evidence confirms that whilst the Representors suggest they remain
committed, there is a huge contradiction as they also suggest that they are taking a “long-
term view” about when the scheme might come forward.

- Serious questions are raised in terms of the employment demand and delivery for a
161,834 sgm floorspace development considering the current available space, low uptake
over the last decade and availability of more attractive and better connected alternatives.

- When assessed against the Tests of Soundness CE2 & CE3, Policy SP14(2) fails to
adequately justify Model Farm'’s continued inclusion in the Deposit Plan.

- There are a number of technical constraints which have not been addressed sufficiently
via the planning application process, and these simply cannot be left to roll forward to
the Local Development Plan.

Policy SP14 - Economic Growth

It is acknowledged that the RLDP must make adequate provision for employment land to meet
forecast economic needs over the plan period and that a range of sites of differing scales and
uses will be required.

Within the Preferred Strategy, Policy SP13 - Economic Growth outlined that the RLDP makes
provision for 168 net ha to meet the projected employment land needs of 67.8 ha of employment
land, including for B1 (Office and Light Industry), B2 (General Industries) and B8 (Distribution and
Storage) employment uses which has the potential to support an additional 5,338 jobs over the
plan period.

From a review of the current Deposit Plan, it is noted that employment growth is now assessed
under Policy SP14 and that whilst the provision of jobs has not increased, The Stevens Family
wish to highlight that the provision of proposed employment land has in fact increased to 182
ha. This is a result of an increase at both the major employment allocations at Bro Tathan
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Aerospace and Business Park (from 48.5 to 66.7 ha net) and Land to the South of Junction 34 of
the M4, Hensol (29.59 to 36.23ha net).

Furthermore, the local employment allocations have also altered from the Preferred Strategy
with, Atlantic Trading Estate, Barry (reduced from 6.21ha to 1.59 ha net); Vale Business Park,
Llandow (reducing from 12.4 to 10.9 ha net); and Land at Llandow Trading Estate (1.85 ha net)
replacing Land to the South of Junction 34 M4 Hensol (Area D 6.64 ha net).

Given this change, The Stevens Family question the actual need for SP14(2) Land south of Port
Road (Model Farm), Rhoose. The total amount of employment space within the Vale has
increased by 14 net ha by virtue of the amendments to Policy SP14, and in fact without the
allocation of Model Farm would still provide 137.25 net ha which would still allow for nearly
doubling the projected employment land needs of 67.8 ha of employment land.

Continued RLDP ‘Rollover’ Allocations

It is acknowledged that the RLDP must make adequate provision for employment land to meet
forecast economic needs over the plan period and that a range of sites of differing scales and
uses will be required. However, as noted above The Stevens Family consider that this can
adequately be met without Model Farm. They reiterate some serious concerns over the
deliverability of the rollover allocation, for reasons discussed below.

Welsh Government's Development Plans Manual (DPM) Edition 3 specifies that “Allocations rolled
forward from a previous plan will require careful justification for inclusion in a revised plan, aligning
with PPW. There will need to be a substantial change in circumstances to demonstrate sites can be
delivered and justify being included again. Clear evidence will be required that such sites can be
delivered (Boyer emphasis). The sites should be subject to the same candidate site process
requirements as new sites i.e. they must be demonstrated to be sustainable and deliverable”. Given
that these factors are clearly set out within the latest version of the DPM reinforces their
importance for the Welsh Government and the on-going need for Local Planning Authority’s to
demonstrate deliverability.

Having reviewed both the Preferred Strategy and the current Deposit Plan background technical
evidence base there is nothing to indicate that the circumstances surrounding the Model Farm
(Policy SP14(2)) have materially improved since the site was previously allocated. The site remains
undelivered, subject to planning uncertainty following the quashing of the previous permission
and current Appeal process, as well as being constrained by unresolved technical and
infrastructure issues. The continued allocation therefore represents a rollover in the strictest
sense, without the justification required by national policy.

Furthermore, Paragraph 6.270 of the Deposit Plan outlines that ‘Land south of Port Road (Model
Farm) Rhoose is currently subject to an appeal for non-determination of an outline planning
application for a B1, B2, B8 Business. If the appeal is allowed (Boyer emphasis), the site is
anticipated to deliver 1.7 million sq. ft of Class B1, B2 and B8 offices, light industrial and warehousing
and distribution units, alongside car parking, landscaping, drainage infrastructure and biodiversity
enhancement works which include land for expansion of Porthkerry Country Park to the south.
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Clearly, the Quashed decision notice and the subsequent Appeal (which has been significantly
delayed and only now looking to reopen in late March 2026) are important factors in the delivery
of the employment allocation.

The Council, in their own words, note that the outcome of the Appeal impacts the anticipated
delivery and therefore no decisions on the site's acceptability nor allocation should be taken
forward until the Appeal is determined. This may not fit with the Council's timeframe for the
RLDP, however the level of ambiguity on the actual delivery is so significant as to impact on the
Council's ability to deliver their employment land and jobs over the plan period.

The distinct lack of actual timeframes and delivery is further outlined in the supporting
Employment Land Study (March 2023 BP12) document. Paragraph 5.40 outlines that ‘Model Farm
is an employment proposal for Legal and General owned land in the east of the Land adjacent to
Cardiff Airport and south of Port Road, Rhoose... Agents for Legal and General have confirmed that the
investor remains committed to a development here but is taking a long term view about when
the scheme might come forward (Boyer emphasis). It still sees strong potential here for a high-
quality business cluster reinforced by Cardiff and Vale College’s investment nearby. It has stated that
there is a development partner for the project.

Paragraph 3.9 of the Employment Supplementary Paper (November 2025 BP12A) further outlines
that ‘Consideration will be given to the outcome of the Appeal decision and any implications this may
have'.

The lack of evidence for the delivery is further illustrated in the Candidate Site Assessment at
Preferred Strategy Stage (October 2023 BP 18) background paper in regard to Candidate Site 551
- Model Farm. The RAG Analysis system to assess sites against the Preferred Strategy (Appendix
2 of BP18) highlights that developer interest is coloured Amber which means that the Council
themselves consider that the site accords with the strategy but there are some concerns around
deliverability that would need to be addressed.

Evidently, there is a distinct lack of surety on the deliverability of the site, both from the current
Appeal and the promoters in terms of timeframe. Moreover, what is conveniently ignored in all
of the RLDP assessment is the unviable nature of the proposed allocation.

Viability/Deliverability

The Stevens Family have previously provided detailed comments on this issue in relation to the
planning application (Ref: 2019/00871/0UT), however they continue to consider that the matter
is of significant relevance to the proposed rollover allocation at Model Farm through the RLDP.

Given there has been no further information provided between the previous Preferred Strategy
consultation and the current Deposit Plan, The Stevens Family reiterate that viability is a core
determinant of deliverability and must be addressed at plan-making stage. The previously
published RPS & Sutton Viability Assessment as well as the Avison Young independent review
provided independent viability assessments relating to the quashed planning application and
remain highly material.
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Those assessments demonstrated a substantial and structural viability deficit, even before
accounting for interest costs. When realistic assumptions were applied, the deficit increased
significantly, confirming that the scheme is not commercially viable.

Crucially, the evidence also illustrated that the development could not support policy-compliant
infrastructure and mitigation requirements. Significant reductions in sustainable transport
contributions and other obligations were required even to marginally improve viability. This is
not a minor viability issue but a fundamental failure to support policy-compliant development.

In summary, the independent viability assessments prepared in relation to the site demonstrate
that:

e The scheme generates a significant financial deficit (c. £10.4m without interest and c.
£34.5m with interest);
e The development cannot viably support policy-compliant infrastructure or mitigation
contributions; and
e Delivery would be dependent on substantial public sector intervention or gap funding, for
which no commitment exists.
No updated viability evidence accompanies the Deposit RLDP to demonstrate that circumstances
have materially changed. As viability is a core component of deliverability under the Development
Plans Manual (Edition 3), the allocation cannot be considered effective or considered justified or
deliverable.

Consequently, the demand, and indeed the appetite to construct such a development is highly
questionable. Serious concern is raised as to why this information is not taken into consideration
in Employment Land Study (March 2023 BP12) document and the update (November 2025
BP12A) as there is clear evidence of the unviable nature of the allocation.

The Stevens Family have considerable business/commercial experience and seriously question
why such an unviable and undeliverable allocation would be maintained, unless it was for a
future alternative use.

Employment Need

The Stevens Family maintain that the scale of employment development proposed at Model Farm
is not supported by historic or current market evidence.

The Employment Land Study (March 2023 BP12) demonstrates very modest employment
floorspace take-up within the Vale of Glamorgan over the past decade. When compared to the
quantum proposed at Model Farm alone, it is clear that the allocation assumes an absorption
rate significantly exceeding historic trends. The Employment Land Study records that over the
past decade approximately 83,950 sgm of industrial floorspace has been transacted across the
Vale of Glamorgan. This is only around half of the floorspace proposed at Model Farm alone.

Even under optimistic assumptions, the proposed floorspace would take well beyond the plan
period to be absorbed. This introduces a high risk that the site would remain undeveloped or
only partially developed by 2036, undermining the effectiveness of the RLDP. This is further
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evidenced by the Agents for Legal and General confirming that the investor is taking a long-term
view about when the scheme might come forward.

Demand for large-format B2 and B8 units has been particularly limited. Transactions for units
exceeding 5,000 square metres are rare within the Vale of Glamorgan. The allocation therefore
relies heavily on speculative demand that has not historically materialised.

When assessed against average annual take-up rates:

e The proposed floorspace would take in excess of 20 years to be absorbed by the market,
even if Model Farm were the only site available.
e This timeframe extends well beyond the plan period, directly conflicting with the
requirement for effective delivery.
The evidence further shows that:

e There has been very limited demand for large-scale units exceeding 5,000 sgm within the
Vale of Glamorgan;
¢ Only asingle transaction of this scale occurred over a ten-year period; and
e Several of the unit sizes envisaged at Model Farm significantly exceed historic demand
patterns.
In the surrounding context, the Cardiff Capital Region (CCR) £36 million investment at Aberthaw
Power Station, brings into doubt the desirability of the Model Farm. The Study states that CCR
have received a range of suggestions from business for uses on the site and is ultimately a more
attractive opportunity for businesses and operations that Model Farm. Whilst it is acknowledged
that there are on-going works required, the clear investment is evident at Aberthaw, which is in
stark contrast to Model Farm and L&G's stance of a very long term view about when the scheme
might come forward.

Test of Soundness

When assessed against the Tests of Soundness, Policy SP14(2) fails in several key respects.

e Theallocation is not justified (CE2) because it is not supported by robust or proportionate
evidence on viability or market demand and fails to demonstrate a substantial change in
circumstances required for a rollover allocation.

The continued allocation of Model Farm is not justified by proportionate or robust evidence and
the Development Plans Manual (Edition 3) is explicit that rollover allocations must demonstrate
a substantial change in circumstances and be subject to the same scrutiny as new sites. No such
change has been evidenced. Instead:

e The site remains undelivered;
e Viability evidence demonstrates a substantial financial deficit;
e Market demand assumptions appear optimistic when assessed against historic take-up
data; and
e Multiple technical and environmental constraints remain unresolved.
In this context, the allocation of the site under Policy SP14(2) cannot be considered justified.
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e The allocation is not effective (CE3) because there is no reasonable prospect of delivery
within the plan period, and the site remains constrained by viability deficits, weak demand
and unresolved delivery uncertainty.

For a plan to be sound it must be effective and capable of being delivered. The evidence
demonstrates that this test is not met in respect of Model Farm (Policy SP14(2)).

The Employment Land Study (March 2023 BP12) and the Employment Supplementary Paper
(November 2025 BP12A) confirm that the site promoter is taking a long-term view regarding
delivery. This position is fundamentally incompatible with plan-making requirements, which
demand a reasonable prospect that allocated sites will come forward within the plan period.
There is no delivery programme, no agreed phasing strategy and no evidence of imminent
implementation.

The Council's own Candidate Site Assessment (October 2023 BP 18) assigns the site an “Amber”
rating for deliverability, acknowledging unresolved concerns. This confirms that uncertainty
persists and that the site cannot be relied upon to deliver employment land between 2021 and
2036.

Taken together, these factors demonstrate that there is no reasonable prospect that the Model
Farm site will deliver employment development between 2021 and 2036. As such, the allocation
cannot be considered effective.

Technical Constraints

In addition to viability and market demand, The Stevens Family have continually reiterated that
there are a number of technical constraints which have been highlighted in relation to the
planning application, and which materially affect deliverability and reinforce concerns regarding
soundness.

Drainage

Drainage remains a fundamental constraint. Concerns have previously been raised by statutory
consultees (Dwr Cymru Welsh Water - DCWW) regarding insufficient capacity within existing foul
sewerage infrastructure to accommodate development of this scale. A suitable point of
connection has not been clearly identified, and there is no confirmed strategy demonstrating
how capacity issues will be resolved.

The absence of a comprehensive Hydraulic Modelling Assessment is a significant evidential gap.
For a site of this scale, drainage capacity is a prerequisite for delivery. Without certainty on foul
and surface water solutions, the site cannot be considered deliverable.

Furthermore, proposed foul drainage routes continue to cross third-party land, including private
residential land in the ownership of The Stevens Family. There is a significant conflict in the
proposed route as it passes directly through an area of The Stevens Family land which has an
extant consent for the reinstatement of a range of domestic garden buildings; the reinstatement
and extension of adjoining south facing greenhouse; and the reconstruction of the terraced cold
frames (application ref: 2020/01007/FUL - Granted November 2020). Following the discharge of
relevant conditions the works on the reinstatement has commencement and is nearing
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completion. Clearly there is a significant conflict and it would be wholly unreasonable for The
Stevens Family to undo any consented works for the sake of any future proposed drainage.

Furthermore, the route impacts sensitive ecological areas (including a SINC and Ancient
Woodland), introducing legal, environmental and deliverability risks that have not been resolved
at plan-making stage.

Transport

The site is acknowledged to be heavily reliant on off-site transport infrastructure improvements
to mitigate its impact and promote sustainable travel. However, the viability evidence
demonstrates that the development cannot support policy-compliant transport contributions.

The reliance on land transfer in lieu of financial contributions does not provide certainty that
necessary infrastructure will be delivered, nor does it demonstrate compliance with national
sustainable transport policy. This creates a clear disconnect between policy aspirations and
realistic delivery.

A strategic employment allocation that cannot viably deliver sustainable transport mitigation is
inherently unsound.

Ecology

The site is subject to significant ecological constraints, including impacts on SINCs, Ancient
Woodland and habitats supporting protected species. Previous ecological assessments provided
by The Stevens Family have identified the potential presence of species such as Great Crested
Newts and Dormice, and concerns remain regarding habitat loss and fragmentation.

These constraints were reflected in the Candidate Site Assessment, where the site scored “Red”
in relation to impacts on SINCs and Local Nature Reserves and “Amber” across a wide range of
environmental criteria. The scale of mitigation required has direct implications for both viability
and deliverability and has not been adequately addressed in the evidence base.

Given the significance of the ecological constraints then it is considered that there are still further
works required to evidence the allocation of the site. In particular this relates to the concerns
around the Habitat Suitability Index (HSI), assessment of the on-site pond for its suitability for
Great Crested Newts (GCN) as well as Dormice.

It is considered that this information should be provided now as part of the allocation process as
it has significant implications.

Furthermore, The Stevens Family also note that the recently passed Environment (Principles,
Governance and Biodiversity Targets) (Wales) Bill establishes a strengthened framework for
environmental protection in Wales by embedding key environmental principles such as the
precautionary principle, prevention of environmental harm, rectification at source and the
polluter pays principle into Welsh law and requiring public authorities to apply them in policy and
decision-making. It also introduces a new environmental governance system, including the Office
of Environmental Governance Wales, and enables Welsh Ministers to set legally binding
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biodiversity targets aimed at halting and reversing the decline of nature, increasing native species
and improving ecosystem resilience.

In this context, the proposed employment allocation of Model Farm, under Policy SP14(2), should
be carefully reconsidered where there is no clear demonstrable need for the allocation. The
principles embedded in the Bill emphasise preventative action and the integration of
environmental protection into policy decisions, meaning that avoidable harm to biodiversity
should be prevented wherever possible. Where development would result in the loss or
degradation of habitats and ecological networks, and the allocation is not required to meet
identified employment needs, protecting the site from development would better align with the
Bill's objectives to safeguard ecosystems and contribute to reversing biodiversity decline in
Wales.

Cumulative Impact of Constraints

Individually, each of the above constraints presents a challenge. Collectively, they demonstrate
that Model Farm is a highly constrained site with no clear pathway to resolution. The cumulative
impact of drainage, transport, ecological and environmental constraints further undermines the
assumption that the site can be viably and effectively delivered within the plan period.

Candidate Site Assessment at Preferred Strategy Stage (October 2023 BP 18)

As highlighted, the proposed Candidate Site 551 (Model Farm) has undertaken a RAG Analysis
system to assess sites against the Preferred Strategy (Appendix 2 of BP18). Whilst it has already
been noted that the site scored Amber in terms of deliverability (meaning that the Council
themselves consider that the site raises concerns around deliverability that would need to be
addressed), there are a number of other concerns raised where there is a distinct lack of evidence
for the delivery of the site.

In particular, itis illustrated that the site scored Red (does not accord with the strategy) in regard
to the direct impact on surrounding SINCs and Local Nature Reserves and is a significant factor
that needs addressing to allow any rollover allocation.

Furthermore, in terms of the Amber scores, the following are highlighted as raising concern for
the Authority and which need to be addressed:

- Agricultural Land

- Mineral Resource

- Green Wedge Designation

- Special Landscape Areas

- Contaminated Land

- Existing Physical Site Constraints
- Historic Environment

Given the significant amount of Amber scores, itis clearly demonstrated that the Model Farm site
has a number of issues which need to be fully assessed and with no apparent solutions or
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updates, then The Stevens Family seriously question the validity of the proposed rollover
allocation at Model Farm.

Summary

In summary, The Stevens Family have strong reservations regarding the proposed rollover
allocation at Model Farm under Policy SP14(2), many of which have been previously raised and
continue to be unaddressed by the evidence base underpinning the Deposit Plan.

It has been demonstrated that even without the allocation of Model Farm the Deposit Plan would
still provide 137.25 net ha which would be nearly double the projected Vale employment land
needs of 67.8 ha.

There are significant deliverability concerns, not only with the evidenced lack of viability (as
independently assessed), but also demand. It is considered that when assessed against the Tests
of Soundness, Policy SP14(2) - Model Farm, fails in several key respects.

In particular, the proposed rollover allocation is not justified under Test of Soundness CE2
because it is not clearly supported by robust or proportionate evidence on viability or market
demand and fails to demonstrate a substantial change in circumstances required for a rollover
allocation.

Furthermore, the allocation is not effective under Test of Soundness CE3 because there is no
reasonable prospect of delivery within the plan period (as suggested by the promoters that they
are taking a long-term view), and the site remains constrained by viability deficits, weak demand
and unresolved delivery uncertainty.

The Stevens Family consider that the rollover allocation of the site is contrary to the Welsh
Government’s Development Plans Manual (DPM) Edition 3 and does not substantially evidence
any deliverability.

It is considered that the Model Farm (Policy SP14(2)) Employment allocation should not be rolled
forward into the Replacement LDP, and rather it would be more appropriate to de-allocate for
sites with much more certainty.

Moreover, there still remains concerns regarding drainage, transport, and ecology and the
distinct lack of any evidence base update to prove otherwise. This is supported by the Councils
own assessment as part of the Candidate Site Assessment at Preferred Strategy Stage (October
2023 BP 18) background paper which maintained an Amber score for a number of issues which,
by the Councils own admission, identifies concerns around deliverability that would need to be
addressed.

Overall, there remains serious questions as to how such an unviable scheme can even be
considered for a rollover allocation.

- Boyer



Page 11 of 11

Yours sincerely

Simon Barry
Director
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Vale of Glamorgan Replacement Local Development Plan 2021-2036
DEPOSIT PLAN CONSULTATION

Public Consultation Representation Form

The Council is seeking your views on the Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) Deposit Plan.
The Deposit Plan is the next formal stage in the development plan preparation process and expands on
the Preferred Strategy which the Council consulted on in December 2023 — February 2024.

The Deposit Plan is the full draft version of the RLDP, detailing the overall strategy, development
policies, land designations (e.g. conservation) and specific land allocations for development (including
new housing and employment sites) over the 15-year period 2021-2036.

The public consultation will run for 6 weeks between Wednesday 28" January 2026 and Wednesday 11"
March 2026. Representations received after this time will not be considered.

Full details of the consultation are available on the Council’s website at: www.valeofglamorgan.gov.uk/Idp
or by scanning the QR code above.

The Council encourages representations on the Deposit Plan to be made via our online consultation
portal available at https://valeofglamorgan.oc2.uk/ however representations submitted using this form
will also be accepted.

Representations are welcomed in both Welsh and English and this representation form is available in other
formats on request e.g. Welsh, large print.

: Contact Details

Your / Your Client’s Details Agent’s Details (if relevant) *
Title Title
Name Stevens Family Name
Organisation N/A Organisation
(If applicable) (If applicable)
Address c/o Agent Address
Postcode c/o Agent Postcode
Email c/o Agent Email
Telephone No. c/o Agent Telephone No.
Communication Email [] Communication Email
preference: preference:
(Please tick) Letter I:I (Please tick) Letter D
Language English Language English v
preference: preference:
(Please tick) Welsh (Please tick) Welsh |:|

*If you are acting as an Agent, please also provide details of person/organisation you are representing (Note: you will need to supply
a separate form for each person/organisation you are representing.




2: Your Views

QUESTION 1:

What are your thoughts on the Deposit RLDP (e.g. policies, site allocations)?

Please state which site reference, policy or paragraph number your comments refer to. If you are
commenting on more than one site, policy or paragraph, please use a separate sheet for each one.

SITE REFERENCE/POLICY/PARAGRAPH NUMBER:

Agree/Support |:| Disagree/Object I:I Comment No Comment |:|

Comments:

Please refer to the accompanying written representations, submitted on behalf of the Stevens Family in
relation to Model Farm (Policy SP14(2))

Please attach additional pages if required.




QUESTION 2: WELSH LANGUAGE
We would like to know your views on the effects that proposals in the Deposit Plan would have on the
Welsh language, specifically on opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh
language no less favourably than English. Do you think that there will be any impacts, either positive or
negative? Please explain

Yes

[

No

[l

Don’t know

[

No Comment

Comments:

Please attach additional pages if required.




ABOUT YOU

The following questions will help us ensure data is representative of population of the authority and help
us to target underrepresented groups. You are not required to complete this section if you would

prefer not to.

Are you...? What is your age group?
Male Under 16

Female 16 - 24

Other 25— 44

Prefer not to say 45 - 64

What is your ethnic group?

Aged 65 or over

White

Prefer not to say

Mixed What is your main language?
Asian Welsh

Black English

Chinese Bilingual

Prefer not to say

Prefer not to say

Other ethnic group (please state)

OOO0LOO0 EOEc

Other (including British Sign Language,
large print etc.) (please state)

N

What is your religion or belief?

Do you have a disability?

(please state)

Civil Partnership

What is your sexual orientation?

Dissolved Civil Partnership

Christian (all denominations) I:l Yes I:l
Buddhist [ ] [No []
Hindu D Prefer not to say I:‘
Jewish I:I :\g:: ;?sy;::rs Iteast’:L ;nantal or same sex civil
Muslim I:l Single I:l
Sikh [] | Living with partner []
Humanist I:l Married I:I
No religion or belief I:l Separated I:l
Prefer not to say I:I Divorced I:‘
Any other religion or belief [:l Widowed |:|
Ll
L]
L]
L]

Bisexual Surviving Civil Partnership
Gay Prefer not to say

Lesbian

Heterosexual

Prefer not to say

Other (please state)

NN




IMPORTANT INFORMATION

Thank you for your comments. Following the consultation, the Council will consider the responses and
prepare a report of consultation, which will form part of the evidence for the Replacement Local
Development Plan.

Completed Representation Forms and any supporting information should be returned to the LDP Team:

BY EMAIL - |dp@valeofglamorgan.gov.uk

ONLINE - By completing the electronic form at htips://valeofglamorgan.oc2.uk/

BY POST - Planning Policy Team, Vale of Glamorgan Council, Civic Offices, Holton Rd, Barry, CF63
4RU

If you require any further information or have any questions, please contact the LDP Team on 01446
704681 or e mail Idp@valeofglamorgan.gov.uk

Submissions are welcome in either Welsh or English and this representation form is available in other
formats on request e.g. Welsh, large print.

How we will use your information

On 25th May 2018 the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) came into force, placing new
restrictions on how organisations can hold and use your personal data and defining your rights with
regard to that data. Any personal information disclosed to us will be processed in accordance with our
Privacy Notice. A paper copy of the Council’s Privacy Notice can be provided upon request or can be
viewed at: hitps://www.valeofglamorgan.gov.uk/en/our_council/\Website-Privacy-Notice.aspx

Data Protection Notice — Please note that all comments received cannot be treated as confidential and
once duly reported and considered, will be available for public inspection. We will also hold your contact
details on our Replacement LDP Consultation Database for the duration of the RLDP preparation process
which will keep you informed of future updates. If you would like to be removed from the database at any
time and no longer wish to receive correspondence from the Council on the RLDP, then this can be
requested in writing. However, any information provided will be stored safely and retained in accordance
with Vale of Glamorgan Council’s data retention policy unless it needs to be retained under another lawful
basis.

REPRESENTATION FORMS SHOULD BE RETURNED BY NO LATER THAN
23:55 ON WEDNESDAY 11" MARCH 2026

REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED AFTER THIS TIME WILL NOT BE CONSIDERED






