
INDEPENDENT EXAMINATION OF THE WESTON AND CREWE GREEN
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
EXAMINER: Patrick Whitehead DipTP (Nott) MRTPI

Examination Ref: 01/PW/WCGNP
Councillor John Chambers
Weston and Crew Green Parish Council

Greg Woolridge
Strategic Planning Officer
Cheshire East Council

Via email
26 February 2026 

Dear Mr Chambers and Mr Woolridge

[bookmark: _Hlk219187023]Following the submission of the Weston and Crewe Green Neighbourhood Plan (the Plan) for examination, I would like to clarify several initial procedural matters.  I also have a number of questions for Weston and Crewe Green Parish Council (WCGPC) and for Cheshire East Council (CEC) to which I would like to receive written responses by Friday 13 March 2026, if possible.

1. Examination Documentation  

I can confirm that I am satisfied that I have received a complete submission of the draft Plan and accompanying documentation, including the Basic Conditions Statement; the Consultation Statement; and the Regulation 16 representations to enable me to undertake the examination.  I have not been provided with the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Screening Report, and this is the subject of my first question in the Annex to this letter.   

Subject to my detailed assessment of the draft Plan and receipt of further clarification in relation to  SEA , I have not at this initial stage identified any very significant and obvious flaws in the Plan that might lead me to advise that the examination should not proceed. 

2. Site Visit

I will aim to carry out a site visit to the neighbourhood plan area during the week commencing 9 March 2026.  The site visit will assist in my assessment of the draft Plan, including the issues identified in the representations.

The visit will be undertaken unaccompanied.  It is very important that I am not approached to discuss any aspects of the Plan or the neighbourhood area, as this may be perceived to prejudice my independence and risk compromising the fairness of the examination process.

I may have some additional questions, following my site visit, which I will set out in writing should I require any further clarification. 

3.     Written Representations 

At this stage, I consider the examination can be conducted solely by the written representations procedure, without the need for a hearing.  However, I will reserve the option to convene a hearing should a matter come to light where I consider that a hearing is necessary to ensure the adequate examination of an issue, or to ensure that a person has a fair chance to put a case. 

4. Further Clarification

From my initial assessment of the Plan and supporting documents, I have identified a number of matters where I require some additional information and clarification from the WCGPC and CEC.  These are set out in the Annex to this letter.  I would be grateful if a written response can be provided by Friday 13 March 2026, if possible.  

5. Examination Timetable

As you will be aware, the intention is to examine the Plan (including conduct of the site visit) with a view to providing a draft report (for ‘fact checking’) within around 6 – 8 weeks of submission of the draft Plan.  However, as I have raised a number of questions, I must provide you with sufficient opportunity to reply.  Consequentially, and dependent on when you are in a position to respond, the examination timetable may be extended.  Please be assured that I will aim to mitigate any delay, should it arise, as far as is practicable. The IPe office team will seek to keep you updated on the anticipated delivery date of the draft report

If you have any process questions related to the conduct of the examination, which you would like me to address, please do not hesitate to contact the office team in the first instance. 

In the interests of transparency, may I prevail upon you to ensure a copy of this letter and any subsequent response is placed on the WCGPC and CEC websites. 

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Yours sincerely
 
Patrick T Whitehead
 
Examiner



















ANNEX

From my initial reading of the Weston and Crewe Green Neighbourhood Plan and the supporting evidence, I have the following questions for WCGPC and CEC.  I have requested the submission of responses by Friday 13 March 2026, although an earlier response would be much appreciated.  
Where I am requesting additional clarification, suggested text and similar, this is with a view to informing the specific terms of any relevant examiner modification(s) that I may recommend. Accordingly, all of the points set out below flow from the requirement to satisfy the Basic Conditions. 

Question for Cheshire East Council
1. Can CEC provide copies of the SEA/HRA screening assessments, and any responses received to the consultations?
Questions for Weston and Crewe Green Parish Council
2. Can WCGPC respond to the objections raised by Mr Community Campaigner David Barton?
Our Neighbourhood plan aims to protect the unique character of each of the 7 individual settlements within the plan area by retaining and enhancing their character.
We don’t agree on the suggested ban on the demolition of all buildings constructed before 1950.  We support the alternative use of historic buildings provided their character is retained and that this is economically viable and sustainable.
Our design Guide, submitted as part of the plan, follows the latest government guidance and aims to ensure that any new development is appropriate and complementary to its surroundings. 

3. CEC has suggested revisions to Policy E2 to take account of advice in the NPPF.  Does WCGPC accept these are necessary?  Can an amended text be provided?
WCGPC have revisited the relevant bullet points and are happy to amend the policies to read as below.  We feel this meets the advice contained in the NPPF and satisfies the Duchy’s concerns (Question 7).  We consider this is an important policy in that it is intrinsic to the unique character of our Neighbourhood Plan area.
  a) Areas of High and Medium Habitat Distinctiveness 
Planning applications will only be supported if they demonstrate that they will not adversely affect designated wildlife habitats in the plan area, unless the benefits would outweigh the potential for harm (See note 1).” 

c) Wildlife Corridors 
Development proposals which create barriers to the movement of wildlife along wildlife corridors within the plan area will be resisted (See note 3).  Development proposals should enhance and / or preserve the connection between corridors and wildlife sites.”

4. Does WCGPC accept that the second bullet point in Policy LE1 is covered by Building Regulations and could be deleted?
WCGPC accepts that the second bullet point is covered by Building Regulations Infrastructure for electronic communications: Approved Document R, and that the bullet point ‘Any new residential development incorporates suitable provision for new communication technologies including infrastructure and connections to high-speed broadband wherever possible’ can be deleted



5. Whilst the list of bullet points in Policy D1 was included in the Weston and Basford Neighbourhood Plan, what is the WCGPC response to the suggestion that they should be removed in the interests of clarity?
WCGPC accepts that it would be better if these bullet points were deleted and reference made simply to the Weston & Crewe Green Design Guidance and Codes document.

6. A number of comments have been submitted on behalf of the Duchy of Lancaster regarding Policy E1 (the comments are not objecting to the Policy, per se, but to some of the specified views identified in Appendix 11.7).  Can WCGPC respond, with suggestions for amendments, where appropriate? 
WCGPC accepts the Duchy's comments and agree that views 9, 11 & 12 can be deleted from the plan and the map updated accordingly.

7. Comments have also been submitted regarding Policy E2, suggesting amendments to ensure consistency with the NPPF.  Does WCGPC accept these suggestions?
WCGPC are happy to amend the policies as requested by the Duchy.
 a) Areas of High and Medium Habitat Distinctiveness 
Planning applications will only be supported if they demonstrate that they will not adversely affect designated wildlife habitats in the plan area, unless the benefits would outweigh the potential for harm (See note 1).” 
c) Wildlife Corridors 
Development proposals which create barriers to the movement of wildlife along wildlife corridors within the plan area will be resisted (See note 3). Development proposals should enhance and / or preserve the connection between corridors and wildlife sites.”

8. Does WCGPC accept the suggestion that policies HE1, HE2 and D1 should explicitly reference the title of the Weston & Crewe Green Design Guidance and Codes document?
WCGPC accepts that it would be better if these policies explicitly reference the title of the Weston & Crewe Green Design Guidance and Codes document, as opposed to ‘AECOM Design Guidance’.

9. CEC has prepared Conservation Area Character Appraisal and Management Strategies for each of the three Conservation Areas in the Plan area, which provided detailed information on protection and control over development.  Would the WCGPC agree that, in the interests of clarity, it would be beneficial to include a reference to these documents within the justification for Policy HE1?

WCGPC accepts that it would be beneficial to include a reference to the Conservation Area Character Appraisal and Management Strategies for each of the three Conservation Areas in the Plan area with the justification for policy HE1.
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