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1.INTRODUCTION

The Neighbourhood Plan

1.1 This Statement has been prepared by ONH Planning for Good on behalf of Ardley with
Fewcott Parish Council (AwFPC), the ‘Qualifying Body’, to accompany its submission of the
Modified Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan (MCNP2) to the local planning authority, Cherwell
District Council (CDC), under Regulation 15 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General)
Regulations 2012 (“the Regulations”).

1.2 MCNP2 is a ‘multi-parish’ neighbourhood plan per s61F(2) of the Town & Country Planning
Act 1990 covering an area comprising eleven Parish Councils (Ardley with Fewcott, Kirtlington,
Steeple Aston, Upper Heyford, Lower Heyford, Middle Aston, North Aston, Middleton Stoney,
Somerton, Fritwell and Duns Tew). The Neighbourhood Area (“the Area”), shown on Plan A
below was designated by CDC in April 2015.

1.3 Each of the constituent councils has authorised AWFPC to act as the Qualifying Body (QB)
on their behalf and the Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan Forum (MCNPF) to manage the
project on a day to day basis (see the MCNPF Constitution published separately). The QB
formally approved submission of this Plan (MCNP2) at its meeting on September 8" 2025.

1.4 The Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan (MCNP1) was made by CDC on 14 May 2019 and
covers the period 2018 to 2031. MCNP2 modifies MCNP1 in a number of ways and will cover
the period from 2024 to 2042. ONH has provided the professional planning advice and support
to MCNPF throughout the Review, alongside other professional advisors, AECOM and
Briarwood Landscape, and ongoing advice from CDC officers.
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Plan A: Mid-Cherwell Designated Neighbourhood Area



1.5 The MCNP2 contains 18 land use policies, which are defined on the Policies Maps. The
policies described in MCNP2 relate to the development and use of land in the designated Area.
They do not relate to ‘excluded development’, as defined by the Regulations.

1.6 The Plan has deliberately avoided containing policies that needlessly duplicate adopted
development plan policies or national policies that are already or will be used to determine
planning applications. However, some restate strategic or national policy where MCNPF knows
that the local community are especially interested in that policy matter being covered in the
plan. In this small number of instances, care has been taken to avoid confusion in applying them
alongside their development plan equivalent.

The Basic Conditions

1.7 The statement addresses each of the four ‘Basic Conditions’, which are relevant to this plan,
required of the Regulations and explains how the submitted Neighbourhood Plan meets the
requirements of paragraph 8 of Schedule 4B to the 1990 Town & Country Planning Act.

1.8 The Regulations state that a Neighbourhood Plan will be considered to have met the
Conditions if:

A. Having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by the
Secretary of State, it is appropriate to make the Neighbourhood Development Plan;

D. The making of the Neighbourhood Development Plan contributes to the achievement of
sustainable development;

E. The making of the Neighbourhood Development Plan is in general conformity with the
strategic policies contained in the development plan for the area of the authority (or any
part of that area); and

F. The making of the Neighbourhood Development Plan does not breach and is otherwise
compatible with EU obligations.

1.9 It is noted that the Levelling Up & Regeneration Act 2023 has made provision for Condition
E to be amended by replacing the current requirement with a narrower condition in respect of
not undermining the housing site allocation provisions in an adopted Local Plan. However, at the
time of the expected examination of the Neighbourhood Plan, the regulations enabling that part
of the Act have not been made. In any event, neither the adopted Local Plan (LP2031) nor the
emerging Local Plan (LP2042) make housing site allocations in the area covered by the MCNP.



2.BACKGROUND

2.1 The policies of the MCNP1 were conceived in the period 2016-2018 and are therefore
considered to be ready for review, as a result of changes in national planning policy and
concerns about climate change that have become more urgent.

2.2 The review of MCNP1 was commenced in September 2022, with the help of a further grant
from Locality, which enabled consultants to be appointed to assist with the work. Technical
support has also been provided once again with the help of Locality’s framework programme.

2.3 The MCNPF established a Review Team, which in turn created two Task Teams - one
looking at Development policies, and the other at Environment policies. The work of the
Development Task Team was significantly expanded by the decision, taken in January 2023, to
allocate housing sites in the two potential “large villages” identified in the Local Plan 2040
consultation document published around that time (and which was subsequently withdrawn).
The parish councils of Steeple Aston and Kirtlington supported the proposal and identified
representatives to take part in site assessment in each of the two villages.

2.4 This work proceeded from May until November 2023 and involved public meetings in both
parishes specifically to receive community feedback on the sites and on the proposed policy
anticipating additional housing. Planning policy officers at Cherwell DC agreed at a meeting in
July 2023 that MCNPF would be including allocation policies in the revised MCNP.

2.5 The culmination of this work was the publication of the MCNP2 in January 2024 for its first
Regulation 14 consultation period. It comprised a significant number of modifications to MCNP1
with half its policies being new and the other half containing modifications to the made policies.
A number of policies were deleted as they were considered to be no longer required or relevant.

2.6 However, before that period had ended, Heyford Park Parish Council confirmed it wished to
withdraw from the MCNP. CDC advised that as a result of the neighbourhood area having to be
redesignated to exclude that parish area, the MCNP2 would need to be modified (removing
references and policy designations in that area) and consulted again under Regulation 14.

2.7 While this work was under way, CDC published a revised Local Plan to 2042, with changes
to rural housing policy and village classification. The MCNP2 was therefore delayed once again
to take account of these significant changes. In particular, the assessment of potential housing
sites across the MCNP area, rather than just in two of the villages, was commenced. This
resulted in a new site assessment report recommending allocations in four villages.

2.8 During 2023/24 MCNPF screened for, and scoped, a strategic environmental assessment
(SEA) of MCNP2 on the assumption it would go on to make site allocations. The statutory
bodies were consulted on this draft screening opinion and on the scope of the proposed
assessment framework, per the Environmental Assessment of Plans & Programmes 2004. They
agreed that an SEA was necessary on that assumption and with the proposed framework.

2.9 MCNPF published the revised MCNP2 in March 2025 alongside the Draft SEA Report for
the new Regulation 14 six-week consultation period which ended in May 2025. It was very
similar to the previous January 2024 version but now excluded policy (and mapped) references
to Heyford Park and contained changes to the housing site allocations, special landscape area
and affordable housing policies. The plan period was also extended to 2042 to match that of the
emerging Local Plan.



2.10 A draft Modification Statement was published that considered that many of the
modifications made to MCNP1 by MCNP2 would together change the nature of the plan and
would therefore require a referendum. MCNPF does not anticipate that CDC will come to a
different view. A schedule has been prepared to summarise the modifications (see below).

MCNP2 MCNP1
Policy Policy Title Policy MCNP2 Policy Modification
No. No.
MC1 Settlement Areas - New policy — replaces PD1 and PD2 and sets out main
development principles inside and outside the boundary
and so changes the nature of the plan.
MC2 | Ardley Site Allocation - New policy to allocate a housing site and so changes
the nature of the plan.
MC3 Kirtlington Site - New policy to allocate a housing site and so changes
Allocation the nature of the plan.

MC4 Kirtlington Reserve - New policy to reserve a housing site and so changes
Site Allocation the nature of the plan.

MC5 | Steeple Aston Site - New policy to allocate a housing site and so changes
Allocation the nature of the plan.

MC6 | Steeple Aston Site - New policy to allocate a housing site and so changes
Allocation the nature of the plan.

MC7 Steeple Aston - New policy to reserve a housing site and so changes
Reserve Site the nature of the plan.
Allocation

MC8 Upper Heyford site - New policy to allocate a housing site and so changes

allocation the nature of the plan.

MC9 Green Infrastructure - New policy to define a network on the Policies Map and

Network so changes the nature of the plan.
MC10 | Local Gaps - New policy to define gaps on the Policies Map and so
changes the nature of the plan.
MC11 | Local Green Spaces PD7 Retained policy with some new LGS proposals which
change the nature of the plan.
MC12 | Protection of PD4 Retained policy with some modifications which do not
Important Views, change the nature of the plan.
Vistas and Skylines
MC13 | Light Pollution PD6 Retained policy with some modifications which do not
change the nature of the plan.
MC14 | Housing Development - New policy — replaces PD5 (part), PH1, PH3, PH4, PH5
and PH6 and so changes the nature of the plan.
MC15 | Affordable Housing PH2 Retained policy with some modifications which do not
Allocation change the nature of the plan.
MC16 | Sustainable Travel - New policy to define an active travel network and so
and Traffic Calming changes the nature of the plan.
MC17 | Local Employment PC1 Retained policy with some modifications which do not
change the nature of the plan.
MC18 | Health Facility PC2 Retained policy with some modifications which do not
change the nature of the plan.

2.11 Policies PD3 (Development Adjacent Heyford Park), PD5 (Building & Site Design, other
than elements taken forward in new Policy MC14) and PC3 (New Cemetery) have been

deleted.




2.12 MCNPF reviewed the comments made on the draft MCNP2 and the MCNPF meeting in
July 2025 approved the main modifications to be made to the final version of the plan. The
details of that and the other informal and statutory engagement activities over the project
duration are covered in the separate Consultation Statement.

2.13 Also published across the two Regulation 14 periods, and submitted as separately
published appendices to the MCNP2, are the following documents:

Modifications Statement

SEA Screening Opinion (email correspondence)

SEA Scoping Report (Appendix 1)

SEA Report (Appendix 2) and Addendum report

Heritage Impact Statement — Kirtlington (Appendix 7)
Housing Needs Assessment (Appendix 3)

Housing Site Assessment Report (Appendix 6)
Landscape & Local Gap Study (Appendix 4)

Treescapes Benefits & Opportunities Report (Appendix 5)
Neighbourhood Area Designation Decision Statement (Appendix A)
MCNPF Constitution (Appendix B)

Village Settlement Areas Definition (Appendix C)

Local Green Spaces Criteria (Appendix D)

Heritage & Character Report (Appendix K)

Village Traffic Mitigation Report (Appendix M)



3. CONDITION A: REGARD TO NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY

3.1 The Neighbourhood Plan has been prepared with full regard to national policies as set out in
the versions of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) from July 2021 up to December
2024. MCNPF has also taken into account the online Planning Practice Guidance in respect of
formulating Neighbourhood Plans. In overall terms, there are four NPPF paragraphs that provide
general guidance on neighbourhood planning, to which the Neighbourhood Plan has directly
responded:

General Paragraphs

3.2 MCNPF believes MCNP2 continues to “support the delivery of strategic policies contained in
local plans ... and ... to shape and direct development that is outside of these strategic policies”
(§13). It considers the MCNP2 contains only non-strategic policy proposals or proposals that
refine strategic policy to fit the circumstances of the Area without undermining the purpose and
intent of those strategic policies (§18). It also considers that MCNP2 sets out more “detailed
policies for specific areas” including “the provision of infrastructure and community facilities at a
local level, establishing design principles, conserving and enhancing the natural and historic
environment and setting out other development management policies” (§29).

3.3 MCNPF considers that MCNP2 has again provided the community with the power to
develop a new shared vision for the Area that will shape, direct and help to deliver sustainable
development by influencing local planning decisions as part of the statutory development plan.
MCNP2 contains site allocations to deliver approx. 60 new homes which accords with adopted
strategic policy (§30). The Plan is underpinned by relevant and up-to-date evidence. The
allocations are considered to be adequate and proportionate, for the first half of the Plan period,
following which a further review can re-consider the situation. The assessment focused tightly
on supporting and justifying the policies concerned (§32).

Specific Paragraphs

3.4 Each policy engages one or more specific paragraphs of the NPPF. Those that are
considered to be of the most relevance and substance are identified in Table A below.



Table A: Neighbourhood Plan & NPPF Regard Summary

Policy No. Policy Title Commentary

MCA1 Settlement Areas This policy promotes balanced growth relative the status of the villages in the District settlement
hierarchy while protecting Mid-Cherwell’'s countryside and ensuring sustainability in alignment with
strategic policy. The use of settlement boundaries (on the Policies Map) to define seven of the village
‘areas’ is the essence of the plan-led system in establishing the extent to which each settlement has
been planned to grow or not (§13).

MC2 Ardley Site Allocation The site proposals of these policies have been assessed per the PPG method (§41-042) and by using

MC3 Kirtlington Site Allocation the SEA and testing community opinion. That process has used various NPPF policies on promoting

MC4 Kirtlington Reserve Site Allocation housing growth and protecting the built and natural environment and a planning judgement has been

MC5 Steeple Aston Site Allocation made to balance those competing objectives as described in the plan and site assessment report.

MC6 Steeple Aston Site Allocation Specific matters on some sites are addressed in the consideration of Local Plan general conformity in

MC7 Steeple Aston Reserve Site Allocation | Table B below.

MC8 Upper Heyford site allocation

That judgement has had regard to the housing requirement figure provided by CDC in its draft Local
Plan per §69, noting the figure has yet to be tested at examination. The total number of homes
provided for by these policies (approx. 60 homes) falls short of the CLP figure of 100 homes. MCNPF
has objected to the Local Plan figure on the basis that the figure is arbitrary and the HELAA evidence
base contains too many errors to be valid. In addition, shortly before Reg 15 submission of MCNP2,
the Government announced that neighbouring Heyford Park is to be designated as a New Town of up
to 13,000 dwellings. This changing context of local housing provision should be taken into account
alongside MCNPF’s objection to the arbitrary number proposed in the CLP.

In reserving two sites, MCNPF is mindful of the PPG (§41-09) that ‘neighbourhood plans should
consider ... allocating reserve sites to ensure that emerging evidence of housing need is addressed.
This can help minimise potential conflicts and ensure that policies in the neighbourhood plan are not
overridden by a new local plan’. Should the adopted Local Plan contain a higher housing requirement
figure than 60 homes then a review of Plan policies for the second half of the Plan period can be
carried out..

The sites in Ardley and Kirtlington are subject in part to surface water flooding (mostly at the 1:1000
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probability level but hardly at all at the 1:30 level). PPG §7-023 requires that a sequential approach be
taken to all forms of flood risk. The Site Assessment report has followed this approach by comparing
those sites with others identified in each settlement — it is not considered appropriate to compare them
to sites in other settlements as the allocation strategy (and direction given by the emerging Local Plan)
is very much settlement specific. In each case, the assessment has concluded that there are no
suitable and deliverable alternative sites that are not subject to flood risk that are sequentially
preferable to those chosen. The isolated and low-medium nature of the flood risk on each site is such
that development schemes meeting all the development principal requirements should be possible and
offer the opportunity to improve the longer term management of local flood risk. Detailed flood risk
assessments will be required by every planning application at the next stage and the allocation policies
require the mitigation measures recommended by those assessments are part of the submitted
proposals. For those reasons it is considered the sequential test provisions have been met.

At Kirtlington special regard has been had to the potential for the allocated and reserved sites to harm
designated heritage assets (NPPF §203/§215). A detailed Heritage Impact Statement (Appendix 7)
has been prepared to demonstrate that any residual, less than substantial harm that may result from
the proposals is outweighed by the public benefit of delivery of new homes in the village. The
assessment has concluded that the definition of the Registered Park and Conservation Area require
amendment because of errors made at the time of their designations.

Regard has also been had to the two Steeple Aston sites lying within a Minerals Safeguarding Area
(per §223) and the need to avoid sterilising minerals deposits. In both cases, the allocated sites are
small and adjoin the village boundary and have no practical potential to materially prejudice any future
extraction of the deposits which cover a much wider area.

MC9

Green Infrastructure Network

The policy seeks to protect and enhance biodiversity and other natural environmental assets across
the Area per NPPF §188 and §192 and PPG §8-05. In doing so it defines and describes the different
features of the network on the Policies Map.

MC10

Local Gaps

The policy seeks to recognise and prevent the potential for some settlements in the Area to coalesce
with the much larger, expanding settlements of Bicester and Heyford Park per the NPPF §132/133
provisions on character and design, as well as with §187 on respecting the intrinsic character of the
countryside.

MC11

Local Green Spaces

The policy responds to NPPF §106 by identifying green spaces that are considered to meet the three
tests of §10 and is worded to follow the provisions of §108.
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MC12

Protection of Important Views, Vistas
and Skylines

The policy seeks to protect valued landscapes as defined by a number of important views, vistas and
skylines per NPPF §87. That character is essential to defining the Area and, with respect to the views
of the church towers and spires, its heritage value per NPPF §203.

MC13 Light Pollution This policy has had regard to NPPF §198 in seeking to limit the harm caused by light pollution across
what is mostly a very rural area.

MC14 Housing Development The policy has used its housing needs assessment evidence to define an appropriate mix of housing
types and tenures relevant to maintaining a wide ranging housing stock across the area, per NPPF
§63-§66. It also carries forward the MCNP1 car parking policy provisions as a way of managing the
effects of traffic and parking, especially in small villages, per NPPF §109 and §112.

MC15 Affordable Housing Allocation This policy encourages rural exception sites of affordable housing to come forward per NPPF §82.

MC16 Sustainable Travel and Traffic Calming | This policy seeks to promote active travel in the Area (NPPF §111) and to ensure transport
considerations (especially parking) contribute to maintaining the villages as high quality places to live
and enjoy (per NPPF §109).

MC17 Local Employment The policy reflects the importance of rural employment opportunities for local communities, per NPPF
§88 and §89.

MC18 Health Centre The policy encourages the improvement in capacity and access to local health services, per NPPF

§98.

3.5 As a result of this analysis of the policies, MCNPF considers the MCNP2 as a whole, and in respect of each policy, has had regard to national
policy and therefore meets this basic condition.
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4. CONDITION D: CONTRIBUTING TO ACHIEVING SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

4.1 The scope of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of MCNP?2 is sufficiently broad
to encompass some social and economic metrics. The SEA report (and its Addendum)
published separately conclude that the potential for adverse sustainability effects has been
satisfactorily avoided or mitigated and that there will be a number of social, economic and
environmental benefits.

4.2 As a result, it is considered the MCNP2 will contribute to the achievement of sustainable
development and will therefore meet this basic condition.
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5. CONDITION E: GENERAL CONFORMITY WITH THE STRATEGIC
POLICIES OF THE DEVELOPMENT PLAN

5.1 The Neighbourhood Plan has been prepared to ensure its general conformity with the
adopted development plan, that is the Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 (CLP) adopted in July
2015. CDC considers all the CLP policies to be of a strategic nature (per PPG §41-076). An
assessment of the general conformity of each policy is contained in Table B below.

5.2 At the time of the submission of the MCNP2, CDC had recently submitted its Cherwell Local
Plan Review 2042 (CLPR) for examination consulted on in December 2024 with some
modifications. It proposes a housing requirement figure of 100 homes for the MCNP designated
area (Policy RUR1) for the plan period 2024 — 2042 and has modified the settlement hierarchy
so that Steeple Aston is a Category A village; Kirtlington, Upper Heyford, Middleton Stoney,
Middle Aston and Lower Heyford are Category B villages; and all others fall into Category C.

5.3 It allows for neighbourhood plans to propose development outside of existing built-up limits
in the A and B villages within certain criteria. It does not propose any further growth of Heyford
Park in the plan period beyond the provisions of the adopted CLP. There are also new Local
Landscape Designations (Policy COM11) and Settlement Gaps (COM13) that apply to parts of
the area, notably around Heyford Park and between Bicester and Middleton Stoney. MCNPF
considers that its policies are complementary in nature, and in conformity with these new LP
policies.

5.4 The MCNP2 will be examined and made before the CLPR is adopted. However, MCNPF
does not wish to see the CLPR replace any significant local policies and so has paid special
attention to its evidence and reasoning. For the most part there is agreement on the main
strategic policy issues but MCNPF does not consider the proposed housing requirement figure
for the Area is sound. It has objected, not because it has an alternative figure to justify and work
to, but because it considers its parishes have exhausted the supply of suitable and available
sites. It will make its case at the forthcoming examination but notes that a review of housing
numbers can be considered in a further review of Plan policies for the second half of the Plan
period.

5.5 A summary of the general conformity of the policies with adopted strategic policy is set out
in Table B below.
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Table B: Neighbourhood Plan & Strategic Policy General Conformity Summary

No. Policy Title & Refs Commentary

MCA1 Settlement Areas In defining settlement boundaries for the Category A and B villages, the policy balances the presumption in
favour of development (PSD1) and the efficient use of land to meet housing needs (BSC1 and BSC2) on the
one hand with the protection and enhancement of the surrounding countryside (ESD13).

MC2 Ardley Site Allocation The site assessment work for these proposals has taken into account all the relevant strategic policies in

MC3 Kirtlington Site Allocation respect of the choice of sites and the key development and design principles (as primarily mitigation

MC4 Kirtlington Reserve Site Allocation measures) in the policy wording. Note should be taken of the findings of the Heritage Impact Statement for

MC5 Steeple Aston Site Allocation the Kirtlington sites (Appendix 7), referred to in Table A.

MC6 Steeple Aston Site Allocation

MC7 Steeple Aston Reserve Site Allocation | Specific policy issues have been addressed in Table A above where national policy has been translated into

MC8 | Upper Heyford Site Allocation development plan policies: flood risk (ESD6 and ESD7), heritage (ESD15) and minerals (M8 of the
Oxfordshire Minerals & Waste Local Plan 2017) and are therefore not repeated here.

MC9 Green Infrastructure Network The policy refines at a greater level of detail the general green infrastructure provisions of ESD17 but its
intent and wording are consistent with that policy.

MC10 | Local Gaps The policy gives a spatial expression to the general provisions of ESD13 in respect of acknowledging the
role that the openness of the countryside plays in defining the identity and character of the setting of those
villages closest to the large and expanding nearby settlements of Bicester and Heyford Park.

MC11 Local Green Spaces The CLP contains no strategic policy that relates to Local Green Spaces but those proposed in this policy
may otherwise fall within the remit of policies BSC10, BSC11, ESD10, ESD13 and/or ESD17.

MC12 | Protection of Important Views, Vistas The policy gives a spatial expression to the general provisions of ESD13 and ESD15 in respect of

and Skylines acknowledging the role that a small number of key views, vistas and skylines make in defining special local
landscape character and historic rural settlements.

MC13 | Light Pollution The policy refines the provisions of ESD15 and is consistent with its wording.

MC14 | Housing Development The policy firstly refines the housing mix provisions of BSC3 and BSC4 to reflect the area-specific

assessment of housing stock and tenure needs of this Area. Secondly, its parking provisions are consistent




with the transport provisions of SLE4.

MC15 | Affordable Housing Allocation The policy complements Villages3 in giving additional encouragement to rural exception site proposals.

MC16 | Sustainable Travel and Traffic Calming | The policy adds value to SLE4 by defining an active travel network in the Area and encouraging its
improvement.

MC17 | Local Employment The policy is consistent with SLE1 in supporting local economic development.

MC18 | Health Centre The policy continues to support proposals to improve access to local primary care services as the local

population increases at Heyford Park, in line with INF1.

5.6 As aresult of this analysis of the policies, MCNPF considers the MCNP2 as a whole, and in respect of each policy, is in general conformity with the

strategic policies of the development plan and therefore meets this basic condition.
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6. CONDITION F: COMPATABILITY WITH EU-DERIVED OBLIGATIONS

6.1 The MCNP2 has been screened by CDC under both the Environmental Assessment of
Plans & Programmes Regulations 2004 (for the need for a strategic environmental assessment
(SEA)) and the ‘Habitats Regulations’ 2017 (for the need for an Appropriate Assessment (HRA).
CDC issued its screening opinion in 2023 and concluded that an SEA was necessary. The
screening opinion (in the form of email correspondence) is published separately. CDC’s HRA
screening opinion is published alongside this document at Reg.16 stage.

6.2 The SEA was scoped in accordance with the Regulations in 2023. A Draft SEA report was
then published alongside the first (2024) and second (2025) Regulation 14 versions of the
MCNP2 and the Final SEA report (together with its Addendum) has both informed and taken
into account changes made through this process. It concludes that the MCNP2 will not have
any significant environmental effects, given its policy wording, especially relating to the
mitigation measures set out in the site allocation/reservation policies MC2-MC8.

6.3 MCNPF has been mindful of the fundamental rights and freedoms guaranteed under the
European Convention on Human Rights in process of preparing the MCNP2 and considers that
it complies with the Human Rights Act. The Plan has been subject to extensive engagement
with those people local to the area who could be affected by its policies and their views have
been taken into account in finalising the Plan.

6.4 In respect of Directive 2008/98/EC — the Waste Framework Directive — MCNP2 does not
include any policies in relation to the management of waste. In respect of Directive 2008/50/EC
— the Air Quality Directive — MCNP2 includes some policies relevant to Air Quality. The policies
are not considered to breach the requirements of the Air Quality Directive as they comprise
small-scale interventions and do not negate from the framework for measurement and
improvement of air quality set in the Directive.

6.5 As a result, the MCNPF considers the MCNP2 does not breach and is otherwise
compatible with all relevant EU-derived obligations and therefore meets this basic condition.
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