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the compulsory purchase of my client’s land is unsuccessful. The provision of a new 

settlement is required be an exemplar of sustainable design and resource efficiency is of 

course an important principle/requirement of policy DM4 of the Harrogate District Local 

Plan (“HDLP”).  

An in-principle resolution to use CPO powers does not provide certainty that those powers 

will be available. The Council has not yet demonstrated that it can successfully promote a 

CPO which will meet the various legal and policy tests necessary to secure confirmation 

of a CPO by the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities & Local Government. If the 

CPO is unsuccessful, a substantial portion of the envisaged settlement will ultimately be 

undeliverable in its entirety, and the overall sustainability of the settlement will likely be 

fatally undermined. This error has not been identified, addressed or corrected within the 

OR.  

The withdrawal of my client’s land was also not considered in the Council’s sustainability 

appraisal (SA), which undermines the Council’s decision to bring forward option 3 for the 

delivery of the DPD. The SA should at least have assess the possible implications for 

sustainably developing a new settlement in this location if my client’s land is not available. 

The SA, and consequently the Council’s rationale for selecting option 3 for the new 

settlement, is flawed. 

The above concerns are, in my view, fundamental to the advice presented the committee 

for consideration and represents an important matter that currently remains 

unaddressed within the OR.  
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