
Revisions to the National Planning Policy Framework July 2021 
 
On 20th July 2021, the Government issued revisions to the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). The revised Framework replaces the previous National Planning 
Policy Framework published in March 2012, revised in July 2018 and updated in 
February 2019. 
 
The West Berkshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan and supporting evidence base, 
being at an advanced stage at the date of the 2021 publication of the NPPF, has 
been prepared in the context of the 2018 revised NPPF including 2019 updates. 
Therefore, this assessment has been produced to determine how the relevant 2021 
updates to the NPPF may affect the MWLP in order to determine if it is consistent 
with national policy as required by paragraph 35 of the NPPF (July 2021), including 
updated references to paragraph numbers where applicable. 
 
Based on the outcome of this assessment, it is considered that the 2021 revisions to 
the NPPF would not cause the MWLP to be inconsistent with national policy, and 
can be submitted for examination. 
 

NPPF Revision  Implication for MWLP 

Paragraph 11(a) changed to read: 
  
‘all plans should positively seek 
opportunities promote a sustainable 
pattern of development that seeks to: 
meet the development needs of their 
area; align growth and be sufficiently 
flexible to infrastructure; improve the 
environment; mitigate climate change 
(including by making effective use of 
land in urban areas) and adapt to rapid 
changes its effects.’ 
 

The MWLP includes Policy 1 regarding 
sustainable development, Policy 17 
regarding restoration and after use of 
sites, and Policy 20 regarding 
Biodiversity and Geodiversity. Policy 25 
specifically addresses climate change. 
Therefore it is considered that the 
MWLP is consistent with this revision. 

Paragraph 161 and 162 (previously 
para 157 and 158) changed to read: 
 
‘All plans should apply a sequential, risk-
based approach to the location of 
development – taking into account all 
sources of flood risk and the current and 
future impacts of climate change – so as 
to avoid, where possible, flood risk to 
people and property. They should do this, 
and manage any residual risk, by:  

a) applying the sequential test and then, if 
necessary, the exception test as set out 
below;  

It is considered that Policy 24 (Flooding) 
includes the additional elements 
specified by these paragraphs and 
therefore is consistent with this revision. 
 



b) safeguarding land from development 
that is required, or likely to be required, 
for current or future flood management;  

c) using opportunities provided by new 
development and improvements in green 
and other infrastructure to reduce the 
causes and impacts of flooding, (where 
appropriate through the making as much 
use as possible of natural flood 
management techniques as part of an 
integrated approach to flood risk 
management); and  

d) where climate change is expected to 
increase flood risk so that some existing 
development may not be sustainable in 
the long-term, seeking opportunities to 
relocate development, including housing, 
to more sustainable locations.  

 
 
The aim of the sequential test is to steer 
new development to areas with the lowest 
risk of flooding from any source. 
Development should not be allocated or 
permitted if there are reasonably available 
sites appropriate for the proposed 
development in areas with a lower risk of 
flooding. The strategic flood risk 
assessment will provide the basis for 
applying this test. The sequential 
approach should be used in areas known 
to be at risk now or in the future from any 
form of flooding.  

 

Paragraph 172 changed to paragraph 
176 and amended to read: 
 
‘Great weight should be given to 
conserving and enhancing landscape 
and scenic beauty in National Parks, the 
Broads and Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty which have the highest 
status of protection in relation to these 
issues. The conservation and 
enhancement of wildlife and cultural 
heritage are also important 
considerations in these areas, and 
should be given great weight in National 
Parks and the Broads. The scale and 
extent of development within all these 

Policy 19 (Protected Landscapes) 
intends to reflect the position on 
protected landscapes in the NPPF. It is 
considered that paragraph 176 
enhances protection for areas within the 
setting of protected landscapes. Policy 
19 includes a strong position on 
developments within the setting of 
protected landscapes and therefore it is 
considered to be consistent with this 
revision. 



designated areas should be limited, 
while development within their setting 
should be sensitively located and 
designed to avoid or minimise adverse 
impacts on the designated areas.’ 
Planning 
 

Paragraph 177 – this paragraph 
separates the exceptional 
circumstances test that was previously 
included within para 172 although the 
test itself is not changed. 

As there are no changes to the 
exceptional circumstances test, it is not 
considered that this change needs to be 
considered, however all references to 
paragraph 172 in the MWLP and 
supporting evidence base should now 
be read as paragraph 176.  
 

Paragraph 175 (d) changed to 180 (d) 
and amended to read: 
 
‘development whose primary objective 
is to conserve or enhance biodiversity 
should be supported; while 
opportunities to incorporate improve 
biodiversity improvements in and 
around developments should be 
encouraged integrated as part of their 
design, especially where this can 
secure measurable net gains for 
biodiversity or enhance public access to 
nature where this is appropriate.’ 
 

Policies 17 and 20 both require minerals 
and waste proposals to deliver at least 
10% net gains for biodiversity. 
Therefore it is considered that this is in 
line with the revisions in paragraph 
180(d). 
 
Any reference to paragraph 175 (d) in 
the MWLP or evidence base should 
now be read as paragraph 180 (d). 

Paragraph 204 (c) changed to 
paragraph 210 (c) and amended to 
read:  
 
‘Planning policies should: 
 
…Safeguard mineral resources by 
defining Mineral Safeguarding Areas 
and Mineral Consultation Areas; and 
adopt appropriate policies so that 
known locations of specific minerals 
resources of local and national 
importance are not sterilised by non-
mineral development where this should 
be avoided (whilst not creating a 
presumption that the resources defined 
will be worked);’ 
 
Footnote 70 added: 

The requirement to also identify Mineral 
Consultation Areas is clarified by 
footnote 70 to apply to two tier 
authorities. Therefore it is not 
considered necessary for the MWLP to 
identify Mineral Consultation Areas as 
West Berkshire is a Unitary Authority. 
 
Any reference to paragraph 204 (c) in 
the MWLP or evidence base should 
now be read as 210 (c). 



‘Primarily in two tier areas as stated in 
Annex 2: Glossary’ 
 

Paragraph 205 (f) changed to 
paragraph 211 (f) and amended to read: 
  
‘When determining planning 
applications, great weight should be 
given to the benefits of mineral 
extraction, including to the economy. In 
considering proposals for mineral 
extraction, minerals planning authorities 
should: 
…consider how to meet any demand for 
small scale the extraction of building 
stone at, or close to relic quarries 
needed for the repair of heritage assets, 
taking account of the need to protect 
designated sites; and’ 

There are no building stone quarries in 
West Berkshire, and so it is not 
considered that this change is 
applicable to the MWLP. 

Paragraph 203 changed to paragraph 
209. 
 

Any reference to paragraph 203 in the 
MWLP or evidence base should now be 
read as paragraph 209. 
 

Paragraph 204 a) b) c) d) e) f) g) & h) 
changed to paragraph 210 a) b) c) d) e) 
f) g) & h). 

Any reference to paragraph 204 a) b) c) 
d) e) f) g) & h) in the MWLP or evidence 
base should now be read as paragraph 
210 a) b) c) d) e) f) g) & h). 
 

Paragraph 205 a) b) c) d) e) f) & g)  
changed to paragraph 211 a) b) c) d) e) 
f) & g).  
 

Any reference to paragraph 205 a) b) c) 
d) e) f) & g) in the MWLP or evidence 
base should now be read as paragraph 
211 a) b) c) d) e) f) & g) 
 

Paragraph 206 changed to paragraph 
212. 
 

Any reference to paragraph 206 in the 
MWLP or evidence base should now be 
read as paragraph 212. 
 

Paragraph 207 a) b) c) d) e) f) g) & h) 
changed to paragraph 213 a) b) c) d) e) 
f) g) & h). 
 

Any reference to paragraph 207 a) b) c) 
d) e) f) g) & h) in the MWLP or evidence 
base should now be read as paragraph 
213 a) b) c) d) e) f) g) & h). 
 

Paragraph 208 a) b) c) & d) changed to 
paragraph 214 a) b) c) & d). 
 

Any reference to paragraph 208 a) b) c) 
& d) in the MWLP or evidence base 
should now be read as paragraph 214 
a) b) c) & d). 
 

Paragraph 209 b) c) d) e) & f) changed 
to paragraph 215 b) c) d) e) & f). 
 

Any reference to paragraph 209 b) c) d) 
e) & f) in the MWLP or evidence base 



should now be read as paragraph 215 
b) c) d) e) & f). 
 

Paragraph 210 changed to paragraph 
216. 
 

Any reference to paragraph 210 in the 
MWLP or evidence base should now be 
read as paragraph 216. 
 

Paragraph 211 a) & b) changed to 
paragraph 217 a) & b). 
 

Any reference to paragraph 211 a) & b) 
in the MWLP or evidence base should 
now be read as paragraph 217 a) & b). 
 

  
 
 
   
 


