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Dear Mr Elliot 
 
EXAMINATION INTO THE SOUNDNESS OF THE REMITTED PART OF THE LEEDS SITE 
ALLOCATIONS PLAN – OUTLINE OF MAIN MODIFICATIONS 
 
1. Following the hearings into the Remitted Part of the Leeds Site Allocations Plan (SAP), I 

am now in a position to confirm the Main Modifications which I consider to be necessary 
for soundness.       

 
2. In identifying the Main Modifications that are necessary, I have taken full account of 

all of the evidence and information available and the discussions at the hearing 
sessions.  I must stress that these are proposed Main Modifications and are therefore 
provided without prejudice to the conclusions of my final report. I am not seeking 
comments on them at this stage.  

  
3. At the Matters Issues and Questions stage I asked the Council whether there would 

be a need for other suggested Main Modifications in relation to their proposed changes 
for the deleted sites. The Council responded that there are no other modifications they 
wished me to consider and that their proposed changes have no impact on any other 
policy or text within the SAP.  

 

4. Nevertheless, at my request during the Hearings, the Council provided a list of parts 
of the SAP that related to the deletion of the 37 sites but noted that these are 
‘Additional Modifications’ and explaining they consider that these do not go to the 
heart of soundness and can be made at any time outside of the Remittal process. 
Following the Hearings, detailed wording of the Council’s proposed Additional 
Modifications was provided in the Council’s ‘Proposed Additional Modifications to the 
SAP Remittal October 2021’ (the Schedule).  

 
5. Having regard to the detailed wording provided by the Council I have considered 

what the High Court Order (CDREM 1/7a) refers to as ‘including all aspects of all 
policies and text that give reasons for and effect to the relevant allocations’ and that 
‘all the parts of the SAP referred to in paragraph 1 be treated as not having been 
adopted or approved’. The Schedule is related to the policies and text that give 
reasons for and effect to the relevant allocations and the ‘reason’ column describes 



  

 

them as necessary as they are based on the evidence and/or the need to remove 
references to the Green Belt.  

 
6. The substantial majority within the Schedule therefore represent significant changes 

and would be needed as Main Modifications for the Remitted part of the SAP to be 
effective and justified and relate to the High Court Order. The exceptions to this at 
present include Draft Mod No’s 1 and 2 as set out in the ‘Proposed Additional 
Modifications to the SAP Remittal October 2021’, which I consider are minor changes 
and not necessary for soundness.  

 
7. The Remitted Part of the SAP is not sound without these matters being addressed. 

Full reasons for all of the findings and recommendations will be set out in the final 
report. If the Council would not be prepared to put forward these as Main 
Modifications, please advise me as soon as possible in order that I can consider how 
best to proceed with the Examination.  

 
8. Also, without prejudice to the conclusions of my final report, in respect of MM39 

(proposed site EG2-37) based on the evidence before me at this point in time, I 
consider that the exceptional circumstances do exist to justify releasing this site from the 
Green Belt for general employment use. Therefore, other proposed Main Modifications 
required are those discussed at the hearings and included within the Appendix 1 of 
Examination Document EXR5 that relate to the Council’s proposed site allocation MM39 
(site EG2-37).  

 

9. I have some detailed comments to make on the wording of the Schedule and I will work 
with the Council, through the Programme Officer, to finalise the wording of these. Once I 
am satisfied with the final wording of the MMs, I will confirm that consultation can go 
ahead and will agree a timescale with the Council.   

 

10 Main Modifications should not relate to the Policies Map as I do not have the remit to 
recommend modifications to it. However, the Policies Map amendments showing the 
deletions of the site should once again be set out and included in consultation material 
published as an appendix to assist people. This should also include the site proposed 
to be allocated MM39 (proposed site EG2-37). 

 
11. It will be for the Council to determine whether to include Draft Mod No’s 1 and 2 from 

the Schedule or any other Additional Modifications in the public consultation exercise. 
If they are to be included, they should be in a separate schedule and it should be made 
clear that the responses to these Additional Modifications will not be before me. 

 
12. The Council should also consider whether there is a need for further SA having regard 

to the remainder of the proposed modifications.  An update to the Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) may also be necessary and the Council should consider this. 
Consultation should take place on these updated documents at the same time as the 
consultation on the main modifications. I will need to take into account the consultation 
responses and the results of the SA and any HRA before finally concluding whether or 
not the proposed Main Modifications are required to make the plan sound. 

 
13. I would like to thank the Council for its co-operation during the Examination to date.  
 
Yours sincerely  
 
Louise Gibbons 
INSPECTOR   


