Broads Authority
Broads Plan 2010 Review
Representations received on Sustainability Appraisal (SA/SEA) Scoping Report
Consultation period 25 November 2009-13 January 2010

Respondent:    English Heritage
BP Ref:            BP246
Contact:          Katherine Fletcher, Regional Planner, East of England
	Section
	Comments

	Section 3.2 

Objective SA5


	We welcome this objective. The proportion of listed buildings at risk is very high and it is important that the nature and source of the data is clear. English Heritage’s Register tracks historic buildings listed at grades I and II*. Appendix B refers to data collected by the Broads Authority, which may include grade IIs as well as the highly graded buildings. A comparison of 18% at risk in the Broads, and 1.8% in the East of England, may be misleading if the data sets are different. A footnote would be useful to clarify this.

It is extremely useful to collect data for grade II buildings as these make up the majority of those listed. We note that the report identifies a particular problem relating to listed mills at risk (para 3.3.4) and we hope that this will be addressed in the strategy of the Broads Plan.



	Section 3.3 

Para 3.3.4 
	In the penultimate paragraph on p19, it would be helpful to provide a footnote to reference the survey of listed buildings.



	Section 3.5 

Para 3.5.4
	The baseline trend for preservation of historic assets in the Broads is not evident, nor whether sufficient data is available to establish, or understand, the trend. The level of historic buildings at risk is high and the Broads Plan could take measures to address this as a proactive part of its strategy. The historic environment assets of the Broads face challenges from potential flooding and coastal erosion – these aspects should be included here. The meaning of, and basis for, the final sentence of the paragraph is unclear.



	Section 4 – SWOT analysis
	The number, and percentage, of buildings at risk appears to be high and we recommend that this is recorded in the ‘Weaknesses’ part of the table. Under ‘Threats’, climate change/coastal erosion/flooding all pose a risk to historic assets, including buried archaeology as well as designated historic buildings and monuments.




Respondent:    Environment Agency
BP Ref:            BP265
Contact:          Mr D Evans, Area Manager Eastern

	Section
	Comments

	Appendix A – relevant plans and programmes
	The following are additional policies, plans and programmes we feel are relevant and should be included in Appendix A: 
· Greater Norwich Partnership Water Cycle Study could be a valuable source of information. 

· County Climate Change Action plans for Norfolk and Suffolk. 

· Water Act 2003 - to promote water conservation and maintenance of minimum acceptable flows in the watercourses. 

· The Broadland Rivers Catchment Abstraction Strategy document. 

· Broadland Rivers Catchment Flood Management Plan. 

· PPS25: Development and Flood Risk. 

· Kelling to Lowestoft Ness Shoreline Management Plan.

· Winterton Dunes CHaMP. 

· Broadland Flood Alleviation Programme (BFAP).
· A mention of the River Basin Management Plan in the WFD section. 

· Catchment Sensitive Farming Initiative.

· The Environment Agency Corporate Strategy.


	Objective SA2 – this objective should be more realistic and consider planning and managing an increasing likelihood of flooding and mitigating the adverse effects. 
Objective SA12 – a greater focus on a sustainable tourism would be welcomed.


	

	Section 3 -
Sustainability key issues
	We would look to continue to work with the Broads Authority throughout the review of the Broads Plan to support them in development of indicators and provision of data to track progress. 
A general comment is that a glossary for some of the terms in the table would be helpful and interpreting the Broads Trend column is a little confusing. 
There is no mention of the risk of saline incursion in this section, which is a real sustainability issue for ecology. We would be happy to develop an indicator with you on this and provide data from our monitoring. 
We undertake an annual review of the pollution incidents in the Broads, this data might be relevant here and help influence operational practice of boat yards and boat quality.


	Section 3 –Sustainability performance indicators
	It is assumed that those indicators marked as ‘NTA’ – ‘No trend available’ and NCT ‘No comparable trend’ are as a result of the data being new and not because there is no means of assessment. 
SA1 – Indicators focus entirely on reduction of greenhouse gas emissions and not the second part of the objective covering vulnerability to climate change impacts. Adaptation plans could be included here or perhaps an indicator associated with saline incursion or vulnerability of freshwater ecosystems such as: 

· Frequency of saline incursion to sensitive habitats? 

· Number of businesses with climate change adaptation plans 
It may also be worth considering national indicators 186 and 188 which may give you some guidance. 
As well as flooding water resource issues are likely to be significant in the future and should be considered. 
SA6 – There are other BAP indicators, it is not clear why only 2 have been selected. 
SA7 – We would be happy to provide the baseline data to go into this objective. It also might be appropriate to see an indicator which is linked to mitigation measures and those needing to be in place to enable achievement of ‘Good Ecological Potential’ 
Suggested indicator: 
· Number of/ % of WFD water bodies or % of water body length/ area under Broads Authority management with all mitigation measures in place. 
SA9 – There is no reference in this section to angling access or slipways. A possible indicator could be the number of fishing platforms/ boat launching platforms accessible to those with disabilities.


	Appendix D -
Significance objectives and indicators


	Agree that objectives and indicators suggested for assessing significance are appropriate.
SA7 – the indicators for chemical and biological quality should be replaced with a WFD indicator.

	Overall SA framework
	Agree overall with proposed SA framework. 

One comment is the statement on page 33 that there is no new waste treatment or disposal sites are situated in the Broads feels more like a policy statement. If there is a need for waste treatment facilities then the location should be decided on its overall merits. Transporting waste 

over great distances is in conflict with climate change section.


	General comments
	Paragraph 3.3.6, p21. State of Environment for Water and Soil includes reference to the Water Framework Directive Classification, and the change over from GQA. We can provide the Classification statistics for inclusion in the report as baseline data. 
Paragraph 3.3.5, p30. We would not agree that the main threat to water quality comes solely from diffuse sources. The pressure on water quality and quantity arising from the proposed growth, including the proposed Ecotown, is also an important contributing factor. 
Section 4, p32. Suggested threat: Growth may lead to deterioration in water quality, and exacerbate the water supply issues. 
A greater recognition of adaptation to climate change would be welcomed rather than a focus just on mitigation.



Respondent:    Natural England
BP Ref:            BP264
Contact:          Ms H Ward, Planning and Conservation Adviser
	Section
	Comments

	Table 2.2 Objective SA2
	Would it be more accurate to change the wording of SA2 to manage the risk, rather than reduce it, as it may not be possible to reduce the risk itself given the unpredictability of climate change scenarios?



	Table 3.2 Sustainability Baseline Summary 
Objective SA4
	Objective SA4: There appears to be some confusion in the figures used between Classic schemes and the new Environmental Stewardship Schemes – in preparing the report, we suggest that you confirm these figures with our Broads Land & Sea Management Team leader, Sarah Dawkins.

Objective SA 11:  The number of weeks dredging effort is given, but it does not state within what timescale?

‘TBD’ is not defined in your key – we have assumed it means ‘To Be Decided’?



	Para 3.3.5 
Page 20
	Could include the number of County Wildlife Sites in this list. Would query the wording of ‘A large number of SPAs are also Ramsar sites’ – it’s actually two in the Broads executive area – Broadland, and Breydon Water.


	Para 3.3.5

Page 21
	Last line of first paragraph needs rewording – ‘The Bramerton Pits with their marine crag deposits are remarkable for their rich vertebrate’.

Para 3.3.6 – the water deficiency problem is not just limited to the ‘peak tourist season’, given the interdependence of the hydrological system beyond the Broads executive area boundary. The second paragraph here should make reference to international as well as national and European terms, to cover the Ramsar interest.


	Para 3.3.6

Page 22
	Would question the wording of the first line – ‘Arable cultivation creates areas of uniform texture and colour ....’ Surely this is only the case where mono-cultural agricultural practices are followed?


	Para 3.3.7

Page 23
	It would be interesting to see some statistics on bus use here as well.


	Table 3.4 
Additional indicators SA6
	Needs a definition of ‘appropriate management’. Is the target only for open water?


	Para 3.5.6
Page 30
	We think there is greater certainty over the pressures on water resources than is alluded to in 3.5.6, potentially altering the conclusion of moderately adverse. 


	Appendix A -relevant plans and programmes
	The Birds Directive should refer to SPA sites.


	Appendix A

Page 40
	The PSA target for SSSIs is not just to reverse the decline in bird populations.



	Appendix A

Page 41
	Renewable energy. ‘Ensure that the Broads Plan review supports the development and delivery of renewable energy sources’ – will it include a statement on how applications for onshore wind turbines will be dealt with by the Broads Authority as a planning authority?

	Appendix A Page 44
	We are disappointed with the wording on Biodiversity – ‘Ensure that development does not threaten species or habitats’ – would advocate something more positive, referencing enhancement/habitat creation as a proactive approach.
Reference should be made to Norfolk’s 3rd Local Transport Plan, which is now out to public consultation.


	Appendix A 
	This appendix should also include the Greater Norwich Green Infrastructure Strategy and Delivery Plan.

	Appendix B -Baseline data sources
	Please include Natural England website here: www.naturalengland.org.uk 
Include County Wildlife Sites under local sites.           

	Appendix D – Significance Criteria
	Include County Wildlife Sites here, especially as they and Local Nature Reserves are the only sites realistically likely to increase in number during the life of the Broads Plan.    

Confusion over wording in the rail station usage line – reduction and increase appear to have been transposed.



Respondent:    Norwich City Council
BP Ref:            BP250
Contact:          Mr M Burrell, Planning Policy Team Leader
	Section
	Comments

	Appendix A – relevant plans and programmes
	Suggest the scoping appendix on the Joint Core Strategy for Broadland, Norwich and South Norfolk (Greater Norwich Development Partnership, 2009) is amended to:

1. Reflect the publication of the Proposed Submission Document of the Joint Core Strategy (JCS) and reordering of objectives (gateways are now in objective 8 and access to the Broads in objective 9);

2. Take account of the JCS’s focus on promoting water efficiency in new and existing development to protect scarce water resources and water quality in the Broads (Objective 1 and Policy 3);

3. Take account of the JCS’s focus on promoting linkages between habitats to enable adaptation to climate change, including in the Broads (Objective 9 and Policy 1, also see Strategic Green Infrastructure map on page 35 of the strategy) 



	General comments
	Agree with approach taken.




All comments received will be noted by the Broads Authority in the preparation of the draft Sustainability Appraisal Environmental Report, which will be published for consultation alongside the draft Broads Plan.

Contact information

Broads Strategy Officer, Broads Authority, Dragonfly House, 2 Gilders Way, Norwich NR3 1UB; email: broadsplan@broads-authority.gov.uk; telephone: 01603 610734
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