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Dear Ms Conti
Development Management Policies DPD – Consultation responses to Comprehensive Schedule of Changes Proposed to the DPD by the Authority
Please find enclosed, to forward to the Inspector, a copy of the representations (separate schedule of same) in relation to the above.  Eleven representations were received with the specified consultation period: 25.08.2011-29.09.2011.

The majority of consultation responses make no comment or support the proposed changes.  Where they make comments seeking further amendments, I have set out the Authority’s response thereto, below.

Environment Agency
Comments received do not relate to the proposed changes but rather proposed amendments made at the stage of the Inspector’s Matters and Issues.  The Authority considers that these have been adequately addressed previously and makes no further recommended changes to the DPD, to the Inspector.   
Natural England

Comments received do not relate to the proposed changes but rather errors/omissions of the Sustainability Appraisal and Appropriate Assessment.  The Authority therefore makes no further recommended changes to the DPD, to the Inspector.
Norfolk Geodiversity Partnership
Comments received do not relate to the proposed changes but rather proposed amendments made at an earlier stage of consultation.  The Authority considers that these have been adequately addressed previously and makes no further recommended changes to the DPD, to the Inspector.   
Norwich Powerhouse LLP
Comments received relate to changes proposed to Policy DP22 and DP30.
DP22 – The Authority considers that the changes it proposes to Policy DP22, which came about as a result of consideration/discussion at the examination hearing, are appropriate.  They emphasise (by placing in the policy text, phrasing that already appeared in the reasoned justification – paragraph 5.27) that in exceptional circumstances, groups of more than five dwellings may be acceptable where they meet certain criteria.  The issue of whether mitigation would overcome ‘adverse impacts’ is considered to be implicit within the context of this and other policies.

DP30 – The Authority considers that the matter of CIL has been adequately addressed in response to the Inspector’s Matter and Issues, and during the examination hearing. 
The Authority therefore makes no further recommended changes to the DPD, to the Inspector.
Consequently, the Authority does not wish to recommend any further changes to the DPD as a result of the consultation responses on the Proposed Changes.  
Please let me know if I can be of further assistance.

Yours sincerely

Alan Presslee
Planning Policy Officer 

