Development Control Preferred Options - Sustainability Appraisal - Responses
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We note that both SEA and SA need to be carried out on planning policy documents as part of the LDF process. However, while GWC17
the SEA Directive does not require consideration of geological conservation, the SA process specifically does.

We note the following statement in paragraph 1.8: The requirements to carry out SA and SEA are distinct. However, advice from

the Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) suggests that it is appropriate to combine the two processes in

order to meet both the requirements of the EU Directive and the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.

Combining the two cannot be used as an excuse not to collect geodiversity baseline evidence nor evaluate impacts on

geodiversity in the appraisal process.

We consider that it is unsound to combine these two processes if impacts on geodiversity are not to be included in sustainability

appraisal.

GeoSuffolk was not among the environmental invited to take part in the consultation workshop in August 2005 to develop an GWC17
initial set of objectives and indicators for the SA process (section 2.2).

In August 2005 the Government published PPS9 and in March 2006 its associated Guide to Good Practice. These documents set

out policy guidance on integrating biodiversity and geodiversity in the planning system to promote sustainable development.

Table 2.2 of the SA Report lists the SA Objectives for the Broads. We note that conserving and enhancing geodiversity are not

included among the objectives.

BASELINE INFORMATION GWC17
PPS9 (Key Principles) and its associated Guide to Good Practice (sections 2 and 4.13) state that LDF plans should be based upon

up-to-date information about the environmental characteristics of an area, including geodiversity as well as biodiversity. This

baseline information is central to the SA process.

We note that the description of the current state of the environment in section 2.4.3 does not include geodiversity baseline

information nor does it summarise current issues regarding its conservation. While there are statements about biodiversity,

fauna, flora and landscape there are none about geodiversity assets, features and resources. This is a serious oversight. The

Broads Authority will not be in a position to assess whether its policies have a negative impact on geodiversity if it has not first

surveyed the resource and threats to it. The SA cannot therefore effectively be carried out for impacts on geodiversity.
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the term.

Use of the term Landscape ought to include geomorphology and/or geodiversity. See above. (The Quaternary peats and alluvium GWC16
are important deposits in the Broads.)

EVOLUTION OF THE SUSTAINABILITY BASELINE GWC17
Forecasting changes to the baseline information about the environmental characteristics of the Broads cannot be properly
carried out without including geodiversity in the evidence base.

Organisation

GeoSuffolk

GeoSuffolk

GeoSuffolk

Norfolk
Geodiversity
Partnership

Norfolk
Geodiversity
Partnership

GeoSuffolk

Page 1 of 4



Page Chapter PO No Comments

37 2.5
44 3
44
44 3
51 4
64 5
67 5
26 March 2008

PO4

SUSTAINABILITY PROBLEMS, ISSUES, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Sustainability problems and issues regarding conserving and enhancing geodiversity (geology and geomorphology) as part of the

sustainable development of the Broads have not been considered.

Sustainability Summary, Landscape Protection & Enhancement, includes bullet point 'biodiversity and earth heritage', but Earth

Heritage interests are not tested anywhere within this SA document.

Sustainability Summary, Landscape Protection & Enhancement, includes bullet point ‘biodiversity and earth heritage’, but Earth

Heritage interests are not tested anywhere within this SA document.

Landscaping comments are restricted to hedgerows and trees. Asin the DPD document itself there is no assessment of

landscaping in relation to natural landforms.

ISSUES & OPTIONS ASSESSMENT

This assessment did not evaluate how the implementation of the options would affect geodiversity. As a result is in not possible

to say whether there were any sustainability issues regarding geodiversity needing to be reconciled at the Preferred Options

stage.

PREFERRED OPTIONS ASSESSMENT

This assessment did not evaluate the sustainability effects of the Preferred Options DPD on geodiversity. It is not possible to say
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MONITORING AND REPORTING SUSTAINABILITY

Without proper baseline information that includes geodiversity it will not be possible to monitor and report the significant

environmental effects of implementing the DPD and the SPD.
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No. of Geological SSSIs with geological interest still accessible.
No. of County Wildlife Sites with geological interest still accessible.

No of Regionally Important Geological and Geomorphological Sites (RIGS).
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RELEVANT PLANS, POLICIES AND PROGRAMMES GWC17
The relevant plan, policies and programmes should include information about plans, policies and programmes relevant to

geodiversity. We suggest including the following:

National : Earth Science Conservation in Great Britain: A Strategy 1990. Strategic goals for Earth heritage conservation, including
developing statutory and non-statutory designated sites. Include the Development Control Policies DPD and the Development

and Flood Risk SPD to conserve various categories of Earth heritage site.

Local: Suffolk Geodiversity Action Plan / Norfolk Geodiversity Action Plan. Set out the scope of geo-conservation and

enhancement in Suffolk and Norfolk. (In DPD/SPD): Ensure that development does not threaten geodiversity features

highlighted in the Geodiversity Action Plans.

BASELINE DATA SOURCES GwWC17
GeoSuffolk and the Norfolk Geodiversity Partnership are sources of information for baseline data on Local Sites and geodiversity
in the wider environment of the Broads area.
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first sentence, and so is intended to be covered. But again, as in the main document, there is no assessment of impact on
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first sentence, and so is intended to be covered. But again, as in the main document, there is no assessment of impact on
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Location of development. d) Should include geodiversity along with biodiversity. GWC16
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the opportunity for increasing geodiversity by the creation of geological sections.
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and the improvement of understanding and appreciation of flora, fauna and geological and geomorphological features [our
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We consider the SA process used here is unsound because it has not evaluated impacts of the proposed Development Control
policies on geodiversity. Our grounds for this opinion are presented below (see other entries for this org).
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