


unsuitable for removal from the Green Belt(4). The Cherwell Green Belt Studies
(2017 & 2023) assessed the site against all five Green Belt purposes and did not
support its development. That plan-led evidence base has been ignored in
favor of an ad hoc “grey belt” argument.

NPPF Paragraph 155 Gateway Not Met: NPPF ¶155 sets a high bar for
deeming development not inappropriate on grey belt land, including
demonstrating no fundamental harm to the remaining Green Belt and
compliance with specific conditions. This gateway cannot be lawfully
engaged without a robust, evidence-based classification of the land as grey
belt. In the absence of a credible assessment meeting national policy tests, the
proposal remains inappropriate development in the Green Belt, for which no
very special circumstances have been shown. The grey belt classification is
unsound and should be rejected, and the application refused on Green Belt
grounds.

We respectfully request that this objection be taken into account and added to the
formal record for the committee’s consideration.

REF 1. Green Belt - GOV.UK

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/green-belt

REF 2, 3, 4: Commitee Report

https://modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/documents/s61857/Commitee%20Report.pdf
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