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1. Summary

About this document

This Sustainability Appraisal assesses the proposmtifications to the Local Plan for the Broads.

This SA assesses the changes shown in the marked up version of the Local Plan for the Broads.

It has used the Publication version SA as a basis.

Changes are shown asd-strike-throughis text is removed andlue underlinefor added text.

Extra documents have been added to the literature review.

The baseline data has been updated to reflect the Annual Monitoring Report (which has just been adopted by the Authority).

= =4 =4 =4 =4 =

Summary of the findings of the SA
Thismatrix identifies the impacts of the Local Plawiicieson the various SA Objectives, taken as a whole.

Please note thatHis table does not include assessment of the vision, the housing or residential mooring numbers and not the specifiedro&qld8rand Open Space
allocations that are related to the relevant policies. It is simply a matrix of the policies.

Please note that this has not been marked up with changes as it serves to summarise the assessments of the individuahgaolizeo the mount of detail within the
table, it is considered that marking up changes to individual cells would make the table hard to read.

Pages of 232

S EEEEREEEEEE R R EEEE
z\z|\z|z|z|z|z|2|2|2|2|2|2|2]|2|2|2|2|8|2|2|0|0 (O
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PolicyMODSP1: DCLG/PINS Model Policy All of the topic areas covered by the Sustainability Appraisal Objectives relatg
aspects of sustainable development and relate to the NPPF and NPPG.
Policy MODDM1: Major Development in tBeoads + |+ + + rAddddd i daid i
PolicyMODDM2 Water Quality and Foul Drainage +|+|? ? ?| +
PolicyMODDM3: Boat wash down facilities +| + ?| + ?
PolicyMODDM4: Water Efficiency +| + ?| 7 21?21?22
PolicyMODSP2: Strategic Flood Risk Policy + +| + + ? ?21?1?]7
PolicyMODDMB5 Development and Flood Risk o S I R S + +| + ? ?21?1?]?
PolicyMODDM®6: Surface water ruoff o S I R S + ? ?21?1?]7?
PolicyMODDMT7 Open Space on land, play, sports fields and allotments +|+|+ + + + ? +
PolicyMODDMS8: Green Infrastructure + +| + + + + +
PolicyMODSP3: Climate Change + + + + + 20?2+ + +
PolicyMODDM9 Climate Smart Checklist ?2/+
PolicyMODSP4: Soils +| + + +
PolicyMODDM10: Peat soils +| + + + + ?17? ?21?1?]|?
PolicyMODSP5: Historic Environment + + +
PolicyMODDM11 Heritage Assets + + +
PolicyMODDM12 Reuse of Historic Buildings +| + + ||+ + + +
PolicyMODSP6: Biodiversity + + + + +
PolicyMODDM13: Natural Environment + + + + +
PolicyMODDM14: Energy demand and performance + + +| + + ? ? ?
PolicyMODDM15: Renewable Energy + |+ + + + + +
PolicyMODSP7: landscape Character + +| +
PolicyMODDM16 Development and Landscape +| + +| + +
PolicyMODDM17: Land Raising +| + + +| +
PolicyMODDM18 Excavated material +| + +| +
PolicyMODDM19 Utilities Infrastructure Development + + + +|? ?
PolicyMODDM20 Protection and enhancement of settlement fringe +| +
PolicyMODDM21: Amenity + + + +
PolicyMODDMZ22; Light pollution and dark skies +| + |+ + +| + + ?
PolicyMODSP8: Access around the Broads + + + + +
PolicyMODSP9: Getting around the Broads +| + + + + + +
PolicyMODDM23: Transport, highways and access + +| + + + ? ? ?
PolicyMODDM?24: Recreation Facilities Parking Areas + +| + + +| + + +
PolicyMODSP10: A prosperous local economy ? +| | +| +
PolicyMODSP11: Waterside sites + +| |+ +
MODDM25: New Employment Development + | ]+ + + + +| + +| |+ +
MODDM26: Protecting General Employment + +| |+ +
MODDMZ27: Business and Farm Diversification ? +|+|+]+
MODDMZ28 Development on Waterside Sites + + + +| |+ +
PolicyMODSP12: Sustainable Tourism +| ||+ +| + + + + |+ +
PolicyMODDM?29: Sustainable Tourism and Recreation Development +|+| ]+ + +| + + + +| + +|+|+]+
PolicyMODDMS30 Holiday AccommodatiogNew Provision and Retention + + + +|+|+]+
PolicyMODSP13: Navigable Water Space +| + + +| + + + + + +
PolicyMODSP14: Mooring Provision + + + + +|+|+]+
PolicyMODDM31: Access to the Water +| |+ + +| + + + + + +
PolicyMODDM32: Riverbank stabilisation + +| + +
PolicyMODDM33: Moorings, mooring basins and marinas. +|+| ]+ + + + + + 21?2 ?]+
PolicyMODSP15: Residential development + + + + +
PolicyMODDM34: Affordable Housing ? ? + ?
PolicyMODDM35: Residential Development within Defined Development Boundar| + + + + + +
PolicyMODDM36: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show People |||+ + |+ + + +
PolicyMODDM37: New Residential Moorings |||+ + + + +| +|+ +
PolicyMODDM38: Permanent and Temporary Dwellings for Rural Enterprise Worl ? +]? . ++|+]+
PolicyMODDM39: Residential Ancillary Accommodation + + + +| + +
PolicyMODDMAQ: Replacement Dwellings +| + +| + +| + +
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EN
EN
EN
EN

V3
V4

ENV5

ENV6
ENV7

ENV8
ENV9

ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5
SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

PolicyMODDMA41: Elderly and Specialist Needs Housing

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

PolicyMODDM42: Custom/seHbuild
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The following table summarises the cumulative effect for each SA objective. The numbers relate to the number of polaiesitinar +/?+. The
overwhelming impact of the policies in combination is positive.

The objectives with the most positives (more than 40) relate to:
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Traffic

Water quality and efficiency
Biodiversity and geodiversity

Landscape

Sustainable resources

Heritage
Design
Health
Economy
Tourism

The objectives with negatives are access to services and facilities, greenfield land and housing delivery.

The objectives with the least positives (less than 10) relate to:

= =4 =4 =

Coastal change

Renewable energy
Povertyand inequality

Waste
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2. Introduction

About this document

1

= =4

= =

This Sustainability Appraisal assesses the proposed modifications to the Local Plan fo
Broads.

This SA assesses the changes shown in the marked up version of thelandat the
Broads.
It has used the Publication version SA as a basis.

Changes are shown asd-strike-throughs text is removed andlue underlinefor added
text.

Extra documents have been added to the literature review.

The baseline data has been upddtto reflect the Annual Monitoring Report (which has ju
been adopted by the Authority).

2.1. About Sustainability Appraisals
A Sustainability Appraisal of tféodifications version of the Local Plan for the Brohds been
prepared and is also publishedr foonsultationBlue underlined texshows additionsRed-cress
throughshows significant deletions.

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) to be
undertaken for Local Plans. The Broads Local Plan SA wiihexahether the effects of the specific
sites/areas allocations and policies, individually or collectively, give rise to sustainability benefits or
disbenefits. TheSA assesses the short, medium and {@rgn social, environmental and economic
effects ofthe individual policy options and the combined effects, in these terms, of the policies for
the whole area.

The process for conducting the sustainability appraisal is over page.

The task of this sustainability appraisal is firstly to assess the shedium and longerm social,
environmental and economic effects of the individual policy options and assess the combined
effects, in these terms, of the policies of the whole area.

2.2. Strategic Environmental Assessment
Strategic Environmental AssessméBEA) involves the systematic identification and subsequent
evaluation of the environmental impacts of a strategic action such as a plan or programme. The
objective of the SEA process is to provide for a high level of protection of the environment, and to
integrate environmental considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans. The relevant
requirements and considerations are set out in the assessment of the effects of certain plans and
programmes on the environment directive and national regoladi

Sustainability appraisals incorporate the requirements of the Environmental Assessment of Plans
and Programmes RegulatioB804,which implement the requirements of the European Directive
2001/42/EC orthe assessment of the effects of certain plans @rogrammes on the environment.
Sustainability appraisal ensures that potential environmental effects are given full consideration
alongside social and economic issues.

2.3. Appropriate Assessment (Habitats)
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regnafi010, as amended, normally referred to as
WGKS 1 FoAdGFda wS3dzA I GA2ya>sQ GNIyalLkasS GKS NBIj dzi N
UK law. The Regulations require a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) to assess potential




PageB of 232

Local Plan for the Broad#lodification consultation versionSustainability AppraisglJanuary 2019

impacts from the @n on European wildlife sites. This plan has been the subject of HRA, and
measures have been embedded within the plan to protect European sites, including in relation to
recreation pressure, tourism and water based activities. The HRA is updated alahgsudien,

informing any modifications in light of potential effects on European sites. The final plan is adopted
with certainty that European sites will not be adversely affected by its implementation. Project level
HRAs will be required to ensure that dééed project designhecures European site protectioA.HRA

of the Modifications version of the Local Plan for the Brohdshas been prepared and is also
published for consultatioh

! http://vww.broads-authority.gov.uk/broadsauthority/how-we-work/transparency/consultations



http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/broads-authority/how-we-work/transparency/consultations
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Sustainability appraisal process

Stage A: Setting the context and objectives,
establishing the baseline and deciding on the scope
1. Identify other relevant policies, plans and
programmes, and sustainability objectives
2. Collect baseline information
3. Identify sustainability issues and problems
4. Develop the sustainability appraisal framework
5. Consult the consultation bodies on the scope of the
sustainability appraisal report

Y

Stage B: Developing and refining alternatives and
assessing effects
1. Test the Local Plan objectives against the
sustainability appraisal framework
2. Develop the Local Plan options including reasonable
alternatives
3. Evaluate the likely effects of the Local Plan and
alternatives
4. Consider ways of mitigating adverse effects and
maximising beneficial effects
5. Propose measures to monitor the significant effects
of implementing the Local Plan

A

Local Plan preparation

Evidence gathering and
engagement

\ 4

Consult on Local Plan in preparation
(regulation 18 of the Town and
Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012).
Consultation may be undertaken more
than once if the Local Planning Authority
considers necessary.

Stage C: Prepare the sustainability appraisal report

Stage C: Prepare the publication
version of the Local Plan

A

Stage D: Seek representations on the
sustainability appraisal report from consultation
bodies and the public

A

Stage E: Post adoption reporting and monitoring
1. Prepare and publish post-adoption statement
2. Monitor significant effects of implementing the Local
Plan

3. Respond to adverse effects

l

Seek representations on the
publication Local Plan (regulation
19) from consultation bodies and

the public

l

Submit draft Local Plan and
supporting documents for
independent examination

l

Outcome of examination
Consider implications for SA/SEA
compliance

Local Plan Adopted

Monitoring
Monitor and report on the
implementation of the Local Plan
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3. Background

3.1. The Boads And The Boads Authority
The Norfolk and Suffolk Broads is Britain's largest protected wetland and third largest inland waterway,
with the status of a national park. It's also home to some of the rarest plants and animals in fReeUK.
Broads areais an internationdly important wetland and a nationally designated protected landscape of
the highest order. Thedesignated Broads area is $1own below. It includes parts of both Norfolk and
Qiffolk counties. This is the geographical scope of the Local Plan.

Broads Authority executive area map

R The Broads

Hickling Hltkl/ng ( S
*(\e Horsey -
»—g & f j \

......

Coataing Ordnance Survey data
© Crown copyright and database right 2014

SUFFOLK

The Broads Authority has astatutory duty to manage the Broads for three specific purposes. Nae of these
purposes takes precedence.

1 Corserving and enhancing the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the Broads;

1 Promoting opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment of the specid qualities of the
Broads by the public; and

1 Proteding the interegss of navigation.

Additionally, in dischargingits functions, the Authority must have regard to:
1 the national importance of the Broads as an area of natural beauty and one which affords
opportunities for open-air recreation;

1 the desirability of protecting the natural resources of the Broads fromdamage; and
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1 the needs of agriculture and forestryand the economic and social irterestsof thosewho live or work
in the Broads.

The Broads Authority isthe local planning authority for the Broads, responsiblefor producingand
updating the Broads Local Planwhich guides development in the area. The areaincludes parts of
Broadand District, South Norfolk Oistrict, North Norfolk District, Great Yarmouth Barough, Norwich Gty
and Waveney Ostrict. The councilsfor those areas do not have planning powersin the Broads area, but
retain all other local authority powers and responsibilities.

32¢KS . NRPIRAQ [20Ff tftly
The Broads Authority is preparing aLocal Plan to replace the adopted Core Strategy (adopted 2007),

Development Management Policies DPD (adopted 2011) and Sites Specifics Local Plan (adopted 2014).

It is also intended that the only saved 1997 Local Plan policy relating tgdhsiand will also be
reviewed. The Local Plan process will review and carry forward and update relevant policies from all
these documents as well as research the potential for a policy response to some other local issues
such as residential moorings, 8ttng homes, second homes and holiday homes, green infrastructure
and economic development.

The Authority will use a sustainahility appraisal to help identify and choose between potential optionsfor
the policies and site allocations. Thastainahility appraisalwill alsoencompassthe Srategic
Environmental Asgssment required by European Directive and UK Rgulations.

This Soping Report is intended to form the basisof this sustainability appraisaland is being sent to the
statutory environmental bodies Environment Agency, Natural Ehgland and Historic Englando obtain
their viewsoniit.

3.3. Previous SustainabilippraisaDocuments
The Issues and Options Local Plan was accompanied by an Interim Sustainability Appraisal which can be
found here:http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ _data/assets/pdf file/0011/710858/BroatiscaiPlan
Issuesand-Optionsinterim-SAFinal.pdf

ThePreferredOptionsLocal Plan was accompanied by a Sustainability Appraisal which can be found here:
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ _data/assets/pdf file/0004/833971/BroatlecalPlanPreferred
OptionsSustainabilityAppraisal.pdf

The Publication Local Plan was accompanied by a Sustainability Appraisal which can be found here:
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0004/1041808/BroatscaiPlanPublication
SustainabilityAppraisal.pdf

3.4. About This Consultation
The Sustainability Appraisal is out for consultation at the same time as the Localtiasuisultation
runs for a period 06 weeks from4 October to 4pm on 1March 2019.



http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/710858/Broads-Local-Plan-Issues-and-Options-Interim-SA-Final.pdf
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/710858/Broads-Local-Plan-Issues-and-Options-Interim-SA-Final.pdf
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/833971/Broads-Local-Plan-Preferred-Options-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/833971/Broads-Local-Plan-Preferred-Options-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/1041808/Broads-Local-Plan-Publication-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/1041808/Broads-Local-Plan-Publication-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
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4. Challenges an@®pportunities
This section identifies some of the principle sustainability challenges and opportunities in the area that are
potentially relevant to the Broads Local Plan.

Strengths

o Extensive, diverse and very highly valued landscape, habitats,flareg and cultural and
heritage assets.

o0 A unique wetland and lodMying area andtatus equivalent to a National Park.

o Formal nature conservation designations of the Broads and many areas within it provide relatively
high levels of policy protection or ceervation.

0 A short undeveloped stretch of coastline.

o High levels of tranquillity through much of the Broads; in particular, a sense of remoteness in some
parts despite these being located close to concentrations of housing and industry.

o0 Attractiveenvionndy > LINPGARAY3I (GKS o6lFara F2NI vyzada 27
residents and visitors.

0 Britain's largest protected wetland and fourth largest inland waterway, with the status equivalent to
a National Park

o High level of interaction with the stounding area, with complementary provision of facilities and

opportunities. For example, employment and development opportunities, community facilities, etc.

in surrounding districts, towns and in Norwich also serve Broads residents, while the Broads

provides recreational and business opportunities to those from the wider area.

Thriving hire boat industry contributing to the local economy.

Many organisations and individuals caring for or promoting the value of various aspects of the Broads.

Importance of he Broads for the identity and recreation of a much wider area.

The age profile of the area shows more oldgred persons than the surrounding area. Older people

are often motivated, educated and experienced and play an important role in the community.

Sibstantial, engaged community of private boat owners.

0 Local boating clubs and classes that enable local people (whether or not boat owners), including
children, to acquire and hone the skills required to become good sailors

o Only few (or localised) visuahpacts from development outside the area of the Broads.

0 Many heritage assets including conservation areas and drainage mills.

o The international significance of the palaechaeological remains within the Broads and the
unusually well preserved organic rema.

o0 A wealth of archaeological deposits that are not well represented elsewhere within the country

O O O O

o

Weaknesses

0 K¢

0 Some of the protected habitats in less than optimal condition and/or vulnerable to change as a result of,

for example, fragmentationipnappropriate land management and pressure from nearby development.
Some areas of fen and some lakes in decline.

o0 Almost the whole of the Broads area subject to, or at risk of, flooding.

o High levels of listed buildings and other heritage assets at riskpamidular problems in finding
compatible and beneficial uses that could help secure the restoration and maintenance of heritage
assets such as wind pumps/drainage mills.

o Continuing (though declining) problems of water quality in the rivers. Ground \gatdity problems.
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o Difficulty of modernising and adapting existing buildings and uses, and accommodating new ones, due to
flood prone nature of the area.
o Decline in traditional industries such as millwrights and reed and sedge cutters.
o High reliance on tarism which can leave the economy vulnerable and mean a loss of resilience as a
result of changes to the holiday/recreational patterns.
o Car dependence of local communities and businesses and fragmentation of settlements.
o0 Depleted local community and/or visr facilities, often through displacement by higher value activities
(principally housing).
0 Tensions and perceptions of incompatibility between interests of conservation, recreation, tourism,
navigation and local communities, and between local interast$ the national value of the Broads.
0 The ageing population could lead to imbalance in the community.
o Lack of housing that is affordable resulting in some people having to commute to places of work.
o Deficiencies of moorings in some places to meet the negdarious waterspace users.
o0 Increasing pressures for land use change around areas of settlement.
0 Resourcing difficulties for organisations that help to manage the environmental assets.
0 Reliance on agricultural subsidies to promote land management far@abnservation.
Opportunities
o Climate change:
A Likely impacts that may create opportunities such as changes in flora, fauna and landscape,
patterns of recreation and changes in agriculture and its practices.
A Adaption through erecting, raising and strengthening flood defences, realignment in more
flood prone locations to make more space for water and linking wildlife habitats to
provide resilience.
A Evolving low carbon lifestyles, construction and patterngoflluse and settlement.
0 Maintaining the recovery and improvement of water quality achieved over the last few decades by long
term and ongoing action across a range of agencies.
o Potential to put in place environmental and recreational management measisreart of the
implementation of major housing and employment growth outside but close to the Broads area.
0 To connect wetland habitats on a landscape scale, to enhance and buffer biodiversity rich areas.
o t20SyGAlf F2NJ NBJA GérstandivafiwaisKobfreigh éhd paskengeKtdfficc NS I Q &
o Changes in patterns of recreation and expectations of visitors, including impacts of earlier major decline
in hire boat fleet and growth of private boat ownership; higher expectation of facilities igreplots,
holiday chalets and other accommodation.
o Potential for complementary and mutually supportive actions and benefits across environmental,
recreational, navigation, and local community issues.
o Provision of jobs, facilities, services and honweddcal residents through the development plans of
constituent Local Authorities.
0 The status of the Broads as equivalent to a National akd in high regard at a local and national
level.
O Training opportunities for traditional skills and crafts.
O Ercouraging sustainability through the design of buildings as well as innovative designs, new

technologies and building in resilience.
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0 Opportunities to encourage both local residents and visitors to join one of the many boating clubs, take
part in organiseavents, go on formal sailing courses and gain recognised Royal Yachting Association
(RYA) qualifications.

To Improve awareness of general public and residents of the special qualities of the Broads
Major highway improvements and the benefits to the comntyind economy they could bring.

Flat land favouring healthy travel modes.

More home based working lessening carbon impacts but retaining wealth in the locality.

o O O O

Threats

o Climate changelikely impacts that may be threats:

A Increased frequency and severity of all sources of flooding

Increased risk of coastal inundation

Changes in water quality and quantity

Increased frequency and severity of saline incursion into fresh water systems

Changes in flora, fauna and landscape

Changes in patterns of recreation

Changes in agriculture and its practices

Redundancy/degradation of infrastructure and material assets

NREAAZ2Y 2F GKS ALISOAFET OKIFNIYOGSNI 2F (GKS | NBI Qa

Loss of archaeology built/landgmaand cultural heritage assets.

Saline intrusion.

Coastal erosion.

LYONBYSyYyGlFf Wadzodz2NDBlFyAaliGAz2yQ yR 20KSNJ OKIy3$s

extensions/enlargements and paraphernalia:

i Metalling of unmade tracks;

U Wi 2 NB& A (poifeiiatioNBf fony paddocks, stables, Manége s, etc.;

U Road, rail and navigation improvements/changes;

U Proliferation of advertisements.

o Potential landscape and economic effects of change, including that driven by market chandesde.g.
prices, biefuel).

0 Changes in patterns of recreation, including impacts of earlier major decline in hire boat fleet and
growth of private boat ownership; higher expectation of facilities for leisure plots, holiday chalets and
other accommodation.

0 Declining boatyard and boatbuilding industry.

0 Loss of local and traditional skills.

o Pinchpoints at bridges, no passing places and low levels of infrastructure allied to industry / business
and even residential could limit potential for more use of water.

o0 Major housing and employment growth planned for nearby areas, and associated potential impacts
such as:

A Water quality and quantity loss arising from effluent input and supply extraction.
ALYONBEI&SR NBONBIFGAZ2Y It LINEa&adeddbare tayfuil@lid K A & A
sensitive localities.
A Traffic growth.
0 Passing of the economies, practices and ways of life that generated and sustained those landscapes.

> >©O > > D> > D> D>
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(0]

(0]

(0]
(0]

(0]

Unsympathetic design, construction and alterations.

Loss of local community and/or visittacilities, often through displacement by higher value activities
(principally housing).

High house prices in the rural areas could affect the willingness of some to train in traditional skills such
as reed and sedge cutting as they would need to commute.

Recent and likely future cuts in budgets and consequent challenges organisations face in light of
reduced funds.

Palaeeenvironmental and organic archaeological remains are especially vulnerable and significant in
the Broads.

Potential damage to protectedildlife sites through activities in the Broads and more development in
the wider area.

Major highway improvements and the threat to the special qualities of the Broads that could result.
Further loss of moorings.

Vulnerability of subsidised public trarm services within the broads (bus and rail).

Drying out of wetland and oxidation of peat, leading to loss of finite environmental and archaeological
archives as well as release of stored carbon
Coastal protection work, which majter the dynamics of marine erosion and sediment transport.
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5. The Sustainability Appraisal Objectivesid Decision Making Criteria
The Scoping Report for the SA was consulted on from 13 October to 14 November 2014. A further
consultation of changes to theASDbjectives was undertaken in April 2q$6e Appendi®). In
general, the proposed approach to the SA was well received.

SA Obijective

ENV1: To reduce the adverse effects of traffic (on roads and water).

ENV2: To improvevater quality and use watezfficiently.

ENV3: To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity.

ENV4: To conserve and enhance the quality and local distinctiveness of landscapes and towns/villag

ENV5: To adapt to and mitigate against the impacts of climate change.

ENV6: © avoid, reduce and manage flood risk.

ENV7: To manage resources sustainably through the effective use of land, energy and materials.

ENV8: To minimise the production and impacts of waste through reducing what is wasteihhgeand recycling
what is |dt.

ENV9: To conserve and enhance the cultural heritage, historic environment, heritage assets and their se

ENV10: To achieve the highest quality of design that is innovative, ini@girend sustainable and reflects loc
distinctiveness.

ENV11To improve air quality and minimise noise, vibration and light pollution.

ENV12: To increase the proportion of energy generated through renewable/low carbon processes with
unacceptable adverse impacts to/on the Broads landscape

ENV13: To reduce vulrability to coastal change.

SOC1: To improve the health of the population and promote a healthy lifestyle.

SCO2: To reduce poverty, inequality and social exclusion.

SOC3: To improve education and skills including those related to local traditidnatries.

SOC4: To enable suitable stock of housing meeting local needs including affordability.

SOC5: To maximise opportunities for new/ additional employment

SOCE&: To improve the quality, range and accessibility of community services and facilities

SOC6bTo ensure new development is sustainability located with good access by means other than a priv.
to a range of community services and facilities.

SOC7: To build community identity, improve social welfare and reduce crime arsbaiafactivity.

ECO1: To support a flourishing and sustainable economy

ECO2: To ensure the economy actively contributes to social and environmentaking!

ECO3: To improve economic performance in rural areas.

ECO4: To offer opportunities for Tourism amdreation in a way that helps the economy, society and the

environment.

The Decision Making Criteria are listed at Appendix F: Decision Making Criteria.
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6. Compatibility of the SA Objectives and Local Plan Objectives

mrnmmmmmrnmgggg@mmmmmmmmmm
212121212515 212/5|31515]8]8/1813/8]8/818/8|8 8
RIN|d|R|d|o|N|s|ld|8EIKID N[ R|la|leo|N|R|No|s
0BJ1 The Broads remains a key national and international asset and a specialplace| + | + |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |2 |+ |+ |+ |+]|+|+]+
work and visit.
OBJ2 | There are areas of truganquillity and wildness, giving a real sense of remoteneg + + ?17 21?71?77
OBJ3 The Broads is a unique, highly va_llued and attractlive gnvironment where the + + + + +|? + +
landscape character and setting is protected, maintained and enhanced.
The rich and varietabitats-and-wildlife-ar@atural environment i€onserved, + |+ |+ |+ + + |+ |+ + +|? + +
oBJ4 L .
maintained, enhanced and sustainably managed.
OBJ5 The cqa;tal section of the Broads is used mnrashaged in a balanced way for peop ++ |+ ]+ + |+ ? +
and wildlife.
Water quality is improved and water is managed to increase capture and efficig + |+ + |+ + + |+ + +
OBJ6 | prevent pollution and reduce nutrients. Flood risk to people, property and
landscapes is managed effectively.
| oBI7 W/firé(_\rl-_ﬁll\ﬁﬁ GKAY1AY3Q Y_Ay_AYi\ééé ?dzﬁdzN\I‘+ + 4+ |+ ]+ |+ ]+ ]+ + + +
o opportunities in an area vulnerable to a changing climate and sea level rise.
S ¢KS FNBIFQa KA&AUlG2NRO SY@ANRBYYSyYyd |yR + + + |+ + + +
o | OBJ8 o . .
o) enhanced. Local cultural traditions and skills are kept alive.
2 OBJ9 | The housing needs of the community are met. 21?20?2220 ?2|?|??|?|?|?|7
fi" Development and change are managed to protect and enhance the specialqug + | + | + | + | + | + | + + |+ |+ + |+ + + |+ |+ + |+ |+
S| oBa1o of the Broads as W(_all as t_he l_"needs of those whp_live in, work in and_ visit the are
S The Broads Authority maintains close cooperatigth the Local Planning
Authorities adjoining its executive area. .
oBJ11 The Brgads,offers E:ommuni:ties and visitorsAoppgrtunities fora healtkly gnd actiy + + + + + |+ + |+ |+
tATSauetS FyR || WONBRAdKAPgE alLJ OS F2
OBJ12| There is a buoyant and successful rural economy. * * M I I
OBJ13 The Broads is renowned for sustainable tourism and supports a prosperous tou + + + |+ |+ ]+
industry.
People enjoy the special qualities of the Broads on land and on water. Access § + | + | + | + +|+ ]+ + |+ + + +l+ |+ |+ |+
0BJ14 recreat!on is managed in ways that maximise opportuniti-es for gnjoyment witho
degrading the natural, heritage or cultural resource. Navigation is protected,
maintained and appropriately enhanced, and people enjoy the waterways safel
OBJ15 The Broads contipues to be important fqr the function, identity and recreation o] + + |+ |+ + | +
the local community as well as over a wideea.
OBJ16| Waste is managed effectively so there is no detriment to the environment. +
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0OBJ2/SOC and ECO objectiydsere are many ?s (uncertain effect). This is becausene hand tranquillity and
wildness can be a reason why tourists come to the area and indeed businesses may relate to the tranquil and wild
nature of the Broads (such as making the most of the dark skies of the Broads througtoagsm), this coulddad

to impacting on the tranquil and wild nature of the Broads itself. There are other objectives and related policies
which seek to protect the tranquillity of certain areas of the Broads.

OBJ1/SOC4, OBJ2/SOC4, OBJ3/SOC4, OBJYBMEMV objectiveg There are many ?s (uncertain effects). This
is because it depends on how schemes to meet the housing need of the popldaabie suitable stock of housing
to meet local needare delivered. There are other objectives and related policies that seeksirethe need is met
in a way that minimises or negates any impact on the environmental objectives.
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7. Assessing the Draft Policies against the Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

The Vision of the Broads Local Plan

PublicationLocal Plan assessmeMoted K 4 I y

FEGSNY L GA DS OAaA2yY KI &

Authority wishes for the two plans to align in this wahe assessment of the vision is genernatigitive.
Final Local Plan assessmeltiere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

y2i

0SSy

Final/Publication version

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENVS8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ah

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Generally the vision seeks to proteghatis
special about the Broads whilst enabling
people to live in, work in and enjoy the areg
So whilst these objectives have been class
as positive specifically, the vision relates i
some way to each objective.

LINE RdzOSR

i2elKSY
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PolicyMODSP1 DCLG/PINS Model Policy

Publication policy assessmeithishas not changed from the Preferred Options policy.

Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttheriinal policy.

Final/Publication version

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10

ENVI1| Al of the topic areas covered by the

ENV12 | Sustainability Appraisal Objectives relate to
ENV13 | aspects of sustainable development and relate
Soc1 the NPPF and NPPG.

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECOS3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Page?0of 232

No Model PolicyThis option has been discarded s normalfor Local Plans to include this poli@hismodel policyis also rolled forward from the 2014 Site Specific
Local Plan.
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Note that this policy has been split into other policies. The table belwws the assessment of the Preferred Options polibge main reason for thishangeis to locate
topic specific parts of this policy in that particular section as well as to make the strategic policies more managsegiaé¢yhivas very big.
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Note that this policy has been split into othgolicies. The table below shows the assessment of the Preferred Options policy. The main reason for this is to locate topic
specific parts of this policy in that particular section as well as to make the strategic policies more manageable
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PolicyMODDM1: Major Development in the Broads

Final policy assessment: This policy is new to the final version of the Local Plan.

Final version

Norfolk County Council version

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

This version would rate in a similar way to the final version. T

ENV1
.| Water guality is important to the special qualities of | 2| Main differences between the policies are: _
ENV2 | 7| the Broads. 1 the NCC version echugies changes fo the Acle Stralgh.t
ENV3 | +| Biodiversity is addressed in the policy. ? wher?as th% FJnaI version dvoes not include :c,anhaxglusmn
N The policy refers to character and this is important tq ? T gbK S dzdS 2F WAAIYAFTAOIYUO )
ENV4 | —| the Broads. =
N Landscape and townscape are special qualities in th ?
ENV5 Broads. Fundamentally the Authority considers that the policy should —
ENV6 refer to changes to the Acle Straight as that scheme will meet
ENV7 the tests of major development, but there is peesumption
ENVS against the A47 coming forward and the requirements set out
ﬁg | Heritage is important to the Broads. 2 the Major Development policy will be addressed through the
= | = — | work to justify and plan such a significant scheme.
ENV1O0
ENV11 Inrelatonto K S dz&d S 2F WAAIYATAOI i
ENV12 criterion 3b, the starting point for planning policy development| |
= is the NPPF. At paragraph 172 the NPPF sets out the major
ENV13 development test in relation to the Broads and National Parkg
SocC1 | ? ; By doing this and through the content of that policy it is clear
soc2 | ? ?| that major development in these protected areas should be
soc3 | 2 ? permitted only exceptionally. It states explicitly that planning
— 23 permission should be refused for major development other th
SOC4 | ? | = | in exceptional circumstances and (not or) where it is
SocCs5 | 2| Rated as uncertain dbere is scope to consider major ? | demonstrated thedevelopment is in the public interest. The
soceat ? development.tha_t could re;ult in benefits relatir.1q to | 2| NPPF also states that great weight should be given to conser
- these SA Objectives; that is to say that the Major =7 and enhancing scenic beauty, landscape, wildlife and cultural
SOC7 | £ Development policy does not stop schemes coming | =1 heritage.
ECO1 | 2| forward if appropriate and meet the requirements of _2
ECO?2 | 2| the policy. ? | The Authority considers that if major development is only to b
ECO3 | ? ? permitted exceptionally (and where the above tests are met)
— | then the benefits accruing from that development, and which
= | form the justification for permitting it, must be significant. On
? this basis, the Authority considers this wording is appropriate
ECO4 and proposalsieed to result irsignificantnet benefits.

o o] ra] o] oo o] ro] o] o] o]

Not having a policy
does not mean that
these issues will not
be considered or
addressed. A policy
does however
provide more
certainty. Indeed the
NPPF refers to Majo
Development and
the Broads so could
be used if required.

This option was not
taken forward as
following discussions
with the Planning
Inspector at the
hearings, it seemed
appropriate for the
Local Plan for the
Broads to introduce &

Broads orientated
Major development
policy to provide
local citeria to help
apply the NPPF
policy.
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PolicyMODDM2: Water Qualityand Foul Drainage

Publication policyassessmentThe changes from the preferred options generally add clarificabanchanges to the assessment

Final policy assessmert:K S YIF Ay OKIFy3S FTNRY (GKS t dzof A Ol Asiwdud efl@&ivel rhake/ENYZine phsttivebliBas ZNWS alrdadyS LG |
rates positive, there is no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Page?4 of 232

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP3
ENV1
ENV2 | +| Thefundamental reason for this policy isto | ?
address water quality and therefore minimis( 5 |
ENV3 | F impact on wildlife.
»| The method used does tend to be screened| ?
ENV4 | | from view.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
[%)]
©| ENvV8
'§ ENV9 Similar scoring but thpublicatienfinal version
21 ENV10 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues V| requires developers to ensure there is capacity at
= not be considered or addressed. A policy does howev  treatment works or that capacity can be made. Thg
_8 ENVI11 provide more certainty. publicationfinal versionis also stronger in its wording
g ENV12 when relating to the hierarchy of disposal methods
g— ENV13 Thisoption was not taken forward awater quality ha Also incorporates the Horning aspect (rather than
2| soci the potential to significantly affect the Broads and with repeating in the HOR site policies). Finally, the
S some properties being isolated away from mains publicationfinal versionbrings in the potential to use
Z| SOC2 sewerage and thus needing alternative methods to reed bed filtration system®Because of the
{% SOC3 dispose of foul water, a policy is prudent. improvements thepublieationfinal policy brings, using
a | The policy requirement could increase the | ? DP3 with no change was discounted.
SOC4 | '| cost of some schemes.
SOC5
SOCE6b
SOC7
| The policy requirement could increase the
ECO1 | '| cost ofsome schemes.
+ Policy applies to commercial development a| ?
ECO2 well.
ECO3
ECO4
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PolicyMODDMS3: Boat wash down facilities

Publication policy assessmeittis policy is the same as the Preferred Options verdlorchanges to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

No Policy

More detailed Policy

Final/Publication version
ENV1
N A key aim of the policy is to reduce coppevels in
ENV2 sediment.
Copper in sediment can harm biodiversity. The pol| ~
ENV3 also relates to biosecurity and invasive species.
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
S| ENV9
=
g‘ ENV10
g | ENVI1
8| ENV12
§ ENV13
> SOcC1
5| soc2
=1 soc3
3| soc4
n
SOC5
SOC&b
SOC7
Eco1 | ?| This extra requirement could add costs to a busine ?
+ Appropriate wash down facilities will mean that
ECO2 businesses contribute to environmental wellbeing.
ECO3
The types of boats affected by this policy are used
| recreation purposes. On one hand this policy
'| requirement helps the environment but on the othe
ECO4 it could be an extra financial burden.

Not having a policy does not mean thg
these issues will not be considered o
addressed. A policy does however
provide more certaintyConsidering the
importance of water quality in the
Broads, not having a policy was
discounted as apption.

The thrust of a more detailed policy will rate the same as th
Publication versionHowever, by being more detailed, this poli
could be overly restrictive and could be more negative again
the economy objectivesAn overly detailed policy spegihg what
measures should be put in place could restrict some more
innovative and viable options coming forwa#sk the publication
policy strikes a balance, a more detailed policy was not take
forward.
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PolicyMODDM4: Water Efficiency

Publication policy assessmeithis policy igenerallythe same as the Preferred Options versaithough the policy now applies to the entire Broads Authority Executive
Area No changes to the assessment.

Final policy assessmefithere have been nchanges to the publication version so no change to the assessvhéme final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2 | + Policy seeks water efficiency.

+ Less water use could mean less need for
ENV3 abstraction.

ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENVS8
ENV9
ENV10

ENV11

Developers may set water efficiency beyond building
ENV12 regulations voluntarily. But policy gives more certainty.
ENV13 With the area being in water stress it seems prudent t
SOC1 tackle this issue.

SOC2
SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

This is an extra requirement and is beyond | ?
SOC4 | | building regulations.
The policy requirement could increase the | ?
SOC5 | | cost of some schemes.

SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2 The policy requirement could increase the
ECO3 cost of some schemes.

ECO4

)

o] ] ~
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PolicyMODSR: Flood Risk

Publication policy assessmeitihere have been some changes to this policy fromPRthederred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather than change the meaning
Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttheriinal policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to CS20
ENV1
ENV2 | + | Flooding carmarm water quality. ?
ENV3
ENV4
+ Flooding is something that can be attributg ?
ENV5 to climate change.
ENVe | + | Policy is on flood risk. ?
ENV7
§ ENV8
'§ ENV9
= ENV10 . .
'8 Flood risk would still be | The general thrust of CS2
T(g ENVI11 considered using the NPPF means it would score
s | _ENV12 but a local policy thatis in lin¢ similar to the Publication
2 ENV13 with the NPPF seems pruder|  version. However CS20
i Soc1 | + | Flooding can harm the health of people 2 in an area prone to such | was produced prior to the
= flooding as it isAs such, not | NPPF and therefore need
9| SOC2 having a policy was updating in order to be
=| socs discounted. found sound.
§ Flood risk can prevent some development| ?
n » | Ormean others need to be designed to
" | address flood risk. Whilst a burden, it is w¢
SOC4 known that flood risk exists in some areas
SOC5
SOCE6b
SOC7
ECO1 Flood risk can prevent some development
ECO?2 or mean others need to be designed to
? | address flood risk. Whilst a burden, it is we
ECO3 known that flood risk exists in some areas
ECO4

Page?27 of 232
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PolicyMODDMS5: Developmentand Flood Risk

Publication policy assessmeitihere have been some changes to this policy from the Preferred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather tharhehaergaing and

assuch theassessment is the same other than a positive at ENV7.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

Final/Preferred Option version

No Policy

No change to DP29

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENV2 Flood risk can harm water quality.
ENV3 Refers toprotected sites.
Policy refers to SuDS which can benefit the
ENV4 landscape in the area.
Flooding is something that can be attributedto | ?
ENV5 climate change.
ENV6 Policy is on flood risk. ?
ENV7 Policy refers to usingrownfield land.
ENVS8
ENV9
ENV10 Response to flood risk could be through design. | ?
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13 Coastal change can relate to flooding.
sSOC1 Flooding can harm the health of people ?
SOC2
SOC3
Flood risk can prevent some development or me| ?
others need to be designed to address flood risk
Whilst a burden, it is well known that flood risk
SOC4 exists in some areas.
SOC5
SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1 Flood risk can preversome development or mear|
ECO?2 others need to be designed to address flood risk[ |
Whilst a burden, it is well known that flood risk
ECO3 exists in some areas. |
ECO4

Flood risk would still be
considered using the NPPH
but a local policy that is in
line with the NPPF seems
prudent in an area prone ta

such flooding as it i®s

such, not having a policy
was discounted.

Thegeneral thrust of DP29
means it would score similg
to the Publication version.
However DP29 was
produced prior to the NPPFH
and therefore needs
updating in order to be
found sound.
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PolicyMODDM6: Surface water ruroff

Publication policy assessmeitihere have been some changes to this policy from the Preferred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather tharhehaergaing and

as such the assessment is the same other than a positive at ENV?7.
Final policy assement: @mpared to the Publication version, the final version of the policy adds some more detail to help apply the policy audémidunding. The

changes would make ENV6 and ENV2 more pesiio change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

More detailed policy which specifies types
of SuDS appropriate to different areas

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENV2 SuDS can improve water quality ?
ENV3 SuDS can be green areas used by biodiversity ?
ENV4 | +| SuDS can add to the landscape of the area ?
SuDS are designed to address flooding which is an issue that could getwitbrse | ?
ENV5 climate change.
ENV6 SuDS address flooding ?
ENV7 | +| The importance of designindJ®S at an early stage emphasigethe policy.
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SuDS address floodisg can protect people and properties. When not used for | ?
SOC1 flood water storage can be an open space appreciated or used by people.
SOC2
SOC3
SuDS are an additional requirement for development but do address flooding a| ?
SOC4 do providesome amenity open space for the community.
SOC5
SOC6al
SOC7
ECO1 SuDS are an additional requirement for development but do address flooding a| ?
ECO?2 do provide some amenity open space for the community.
ECO3
ECO4

SuDS could still be used as
the NPPF and NPPG, but th
policy gives addressing
surface watelemphasis as a
locally important issueAs
such, not having a policy wa
discounted.

A more detailed policy rates the same
the Publication versiompolicy, but could
be more restrictive on development bu
on the other hand provide assistance i
finding the best option for a site. That
being said, local site investigations an
research will still be needed to fully
understand which option is best for the
local circumstanced.he publication
version strikes a balance and therefor
is preferred to a more detéed policy.
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PolicyMODDMY7: Open Space on land, plasports fields and allotmentgpolicy

Publication policy assessmeMote that the Publication version of this policy is generally the same as the Preferred Option, busimplis

Final policy assessmenithe final version of the policy adds text relating to assessing groundwater when considering cemeteries and so ENV2its/eow po

Final version Publication version No Policy
ENV1
ENV2 | +| New criterionrelating to assessing groundwater risk for cemeteries
ENV3 | + Biodiversity could use the open space. + | Biodiversity could use the open space.
ENV4 | +| Open space can add to the town/street/land scape +| Open space can add to the town/street/lasdape
ENV5 No polic
ENV6 | +| Open spaces are areas where water can infiltrate in general +| Open spaces are areas where water can infiltrate in general ? doez n|o¥
ENV7 necessarily
® ENVS8 mean that
< open space
oy 0o dd to the design of the sch 0 dd to the design of the sch 7| Will not be
2| ENv10 | + Open space can add to the design of the scheme +| Open space can add to the design of the scheme ?| gelivered as
% ENV11 could be
3| ENVI2 negotiated
e at planning
5| ENV13 - — - — application
i + Open space is used by people to undertake activities and therefore + Open space is used by people to undertake activities and therefq ? stage. A
=| SOC1 benefits health. benefits health. :
9 policy
.E SOC2 however
v‘L’) sSOC3 gives a more
a 5 Whilst being a requirement for developers to address, can make a sch - Whilst being a requirement for developers to address, can make| ? formal
SOC4 | '| more attractive to future occupiers. " | scheme more attractive téuture occupiers. approach. As
sSoCs such, not
—— - - - — - - having a
Such facilities are appreciated by the community and tend to be delive Such facilities are appreciated by the community and tend to be | ? .
+ ) + ; : policy was
SOCéb close the community that uses them. delivered close the community thaises them. discounted
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

9 'y FEGSNYFGAGS 2LWGA2Y A& (G2 dzy RSNIF 1S 2dzNJ 26y | aaSsa astiftsuinderdaie this siGdy forahedr OS A
entire district. Completing a separate one for the Broads would be duplicating work.
1 We could allocate other areas of open space. This is done to some extent as per the Local Green Space policy whicdorltootttes areas of open/green space.
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PolicyMODDMY. Open Space on land, plasports fields and allotments individual sites

Final policy assessmenmthere have been no changes to the sites allocated for o

pen space etc so the assedshmefihal policyhasnot changed.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Beccles Allotment Beccles Quay Beccles Amenity Belaugh Amenity Bramerton Amenity Bramerton Allotment Outney Play and semi Cantley playing fields Thurne play and field
natural
ENV1
ENV2
Can enhance Can enhance some Can enhance some Can enhance some | + Can enhance some specig +| Can enhance some Can enhance some Can enhance some + Can enhance some
ENV3 some species. species. species. species. species. species. species. species.
Allotments can Part of the character Part of the character Part of the character of + Part of the character of the ?| Allotments can provide Part of the character of ?| May give a formal or ?| May give a formal or
provide a certain of the area. of the area. the area. area. a certain character to the area. more urbanised aspect more urbanised
character to an an area which may be to the character of the aspect to the
area which may welcomed by some bu area. character of the area.
be welcomed by not by others.
some but not by
ENV4 others.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
Allotments Playing fields and Could have a positivg ? | Could have a positive | ?| Could have a pitive Allotments provide Could have a positive Playingields and play | +| Playing fields and pla:
provide healthy play areas enable effect on wellbeing effect on wellbeing as effect on wellbeing as may healthy food and effect on wellbeing as areas enable physical areas enable physical
food and require physical activity. as may enhance the may enhance the enhance the attractivenesg require physical may enhance the activity. activity.
physical activity to attractiveness of an attractiveness of an of an area. activity to maintain attractiveness of an
SOC1 maintain them. area. area. them. area.
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC&b
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Ditchingham play Ellingham playing Gillingham Great Yarmouth park Loddon amenity Oulton Broad park Oulton Broad Rockland allotment Surlingham natural
fields allotments, play and and garden and garden and play Cemetery and semi natural
playing field
ENV1
ENV2
Can enhance some | +| Can enhance some Can enhance some | +| Can enhance some +| Can enhance some Can enhance some Can enhance some Can enhance some + Can enhance some
ENV3 species. species. species. species. species. species. species. species. species.
May give a formal or | ? | May give a formal or May give a formal or | +| Part of the character of | +| Part of the character of Part of the character Part of the character of ?| Allotments can provide g + Part of the character
more urbanised more urbanised more urbanised the area. the area. of the area. the area. certain character to an of the area.
aspect to the aspect to the aspect to the area which may be
character of the area. character of the area| characterof the area. welcomed by some but
Allotments can not by others.
provide a certain
character to an area
which may be
welcomed by some
ENV4 but not by others.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
Playing fields and pla] +| Playing fields and Allotments provide | +| Enables physical activity +| Could have a positive Playing fields and Could have a positive Allotments provide + Enables physical
areas enable physical play areas enable healthy food and effect on wellbeing as play areas enable effect on wellbeing as healthy food and require| | activity.
activity. physical activity. require physical may enhance the physical activity. may enhance the physical activity to
activity to maintain attractiveness of an attractiveness of an maintain them
them. Playing fields area. area.
and play areas also
enable physical
SOC1 activity.
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC&b
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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PolicyMODMS8 Green InfrastructurgGl)

Publication policy assessme@nly minor changes have been made to the Preferred Options version of this policy.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to fgblication version so ho change to the assessnoéithe final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

Page33of 232

ENV1 | + Some types of Gl are afbad routes ?

ENV2
ENV3 | +| One of the fundamental aims of Gl is to benefit biodiversity.

ENV4 | + Gl can enhance the area

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10| + Gl can be incorporated into a scheme.

ENV11
ENV12 Not having a policy does not
mean that Gl will be lost or not
provided. A policy provides morg
certainty.As such, not having a
policy was discounted.

ENV13

Gl can be used by people to provide active lifestyles as well as be | ?
SOC1 appreciated by people thus benefiting wellbeing.

SOC2
SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Gl can enable some schemes to go ahe&mmitigate recreation
SOC4 impact.

SOC5
SOC6éb
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3

+ Some Gl is why people come to the arEar example the long walkin| ?
ECO4 routes.
Another option is to havsite specific Green Infrastructure policieBo some extent other policies in the Local Plan relate to Green Infrastructure such as open space, local
green space and safeguarding disused railway tracks for recreation routes.ighareed for an overarching policy to capture green infrastructure assets that do not have
their own policy.
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PolicyMODSR3: Climate Change

Publication policy assessmeilihere is one change to the politgm the PreferredOptions versiorhat results in a positive against ENythe reference to biodiversity

and adaption.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

No Policy

No change to CS8

Final/Publication version
+ Policy refers to travel plans as a way of minimising ?
ENV1 contributions to climate change.
ENV2
ENV3 Policy refers to enabling biodiversity aolapt.
ENV4
ENV5 Policy is on climate change. ?
ENV6
Managing resources sustainably (in particular in relati| ?
ENV7 to energy) is a fundamental principle of the policy.
&| ENv8
=
| ENV9
2
o]
o) ENV10
§ ENV11
S| ENVL2 The policy refers to renewable energy. ?
o
Z| ENV13
2| soc1
§| soc2
.*(,@, SOC3
Al soca Policy seeks to ensure that development and change | ?
considers climate change. Could add considerations f{ 5
SOC5 development.
Reference to a travel plan which seeks sustainable
SOC&b modes of transport.
SOC7
ECO1
Policy seeks to ensure that development and change | ?
ECO2 considers climate change.
ECO3
Policy seeks to ensure that development atinge ?
ECO4 considers climate change.

Climate change is addressed in the NPPG 4

NPPF so whilst this issue woulgdt be ignored,

a policy in the local plan is prudent to reflect

the risks faced by the Broads in the face of]

climate changeAs such, not having a policy
was discounted.

The general thrust of CS8 would mean that the poli
rates the same. CS8 was produced in 2007 howe\,
and thePublicatiorifinal versionis more up to date

with current climate change thinking.
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PolicyMODDMA Climate Smart Checklist

Publication policy assessmehltthilst there is a change to which development this policy applies, this is a clarification added to the Preferredégitonand is not a
significant change.

Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttheriinal policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

The checklist refers to the potential issues that
4 ENVY could arise as a result of climate change. The iss
% ENV8 included in the checklist can affect all of the SA
2| ENV9 objectives. It is also based on the level of risk the
O| ENV10 applicant is willing to accept and scsisbjective. . .
T The fundamental reason for the checklist is to A lack of pol|_cy does_not neml_ly mean
9| ENV1L . : . that all applicants will not consider their
T ensure that applicants have considered the varig : .
e ) ; . development and climate change issues
o| ENVI12 issues that climate change can bring and reflect . )
o 20+ . : . : ?/+ | However because the Broads is at risk frg
i ENV13 them in their design of they consider them to be | climate change issues. it seems prudent
= risk. Of note, this is an extra requirement f 9 ’ ms p
S| SOC1 k . have a local response to the issées such,
< development proposals to consider. That being not having a policy was discoted
S| _SOC2 said, if climate change issues are addressed in tl g apolicy '
§ SOC3 development, this could aid the use of the
2 soca development for its lifetime and therefore be mo
attractive to occupiers.
SOC5
SOCE6b

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4
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PolicyMODSR!: Soils

Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesktheriinal policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
2F Wy2 1REAOCEOQ KIPFS 6SSy RRSR |a (GKS@ ¢gSNB YAaairyd FTNRY (GKS Lzt AOFGAZ2Y
Final/Publication version No policy

ENV1

Policy seeks to prevent soil erosion and ?
+| therefore the eroded material making its way
ENV2 into water bodies.

ENV3 | + The issue of invasive specitiscussed ?
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6

Policy protects best and most versatile ?
ENV7 agriculturalland.

ENV8
ENV9

ENV10 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues V

ENV11 not be addressed. There are related development

ENV12 management policies as well as the NPPF. This poli

howeverbrings soil related issues togethés such, not
having a policy was discounted.

ENV13

Policy refers to decontaminating land if ?
SOC1 required.

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6al
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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PolicyMODDM10 PeatSoils

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmenrthe changdo the publication versiorlarifies the policy and improves its application but thereaschange to the assessment.

No Policy

A strict policy preventing any change to peat.

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2 | +| Peat has positive effects on water quality ?/-
ENV3 | + Peat has positive effects on biodiversity. ?l-
ENV4
ENVS | + Peat sequesters carbon ?/-
ENV6
+ Policy would seek the effective use of land to minimise pg ?/-
ENV7 disruption.
(%]
.g ENV8
E ENV9 | +| There is great potentidbr archaeology within the peat. ?/-
S| ENV10
& ENVi1
a
S| ENV12
Q.
< | ENV13
)
=| SOC1
3
&] SOcC2
2| socs
a o A consideration for development, but does not prevent
SOC4 | | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
| A consideration for development, but does not prevent
SOC5 | | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2 | | A consideration for development, but does not prevent
ECO3 | | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
ECO4

Peat has positive effects on water quality

Peat has positive effects on biodiversity.

Peat sequesters carbon

Policy would seek the effective use of land to minimise
peat disruption.

There is great potential for archaeology within the peat.

It is likely that not having policy
could still see peat lost/disrupted

depending on the specific detai

and location of the schem&Vith

peat having so many important

gualities and being at risk from
change in the Broads, a policy i

prudent. As such, not having a

policy was discourtd.

Could restrict the delivery of new homes

Could restrict the delivery of new employment
opportunities.

Could restrict the delivery of tourism and economy
facilities.

The publication policy strikes a balance and is not rated negative on the aspects a stricter policy would be

. As suditatienpeersion is preferred.
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PolicyMODSP5: Historic Environment andPolicyMODDM11 Heritage Assets

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publication versicBP5The only change to theublication version of this policy relates to disseminating

information/findings and this would make ENV9 more positive, S0 no change to the asseséitientinal policy

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to CS5 and C&& DP5

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Heritage assets contribute to local
distinctiveness.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENVS8

ENV9

-+

Policy relates to heritage.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

+ Heritage and culture have traditional skills

associated with them.

SOC4

SOC5

SOCab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Heritage and historic assets feature quite strongly in th

NPPF and NPPG however with heritage and culture b

fundamental to the Broads it is prudent to have a locg
policy.As such, not having a policy wasatiunted.

The general thrust of these policies would result in
similar assessment to that of tHeublicationand final
version ThePublicationand finalversionare not that

dissimilar to the CS and DP policies. Some differen

Ay Of dzRS (KS . NP éxéeptionalS A
g GSNI 233SR KSNAGI ISHe
potential for interpretation.As the publication and

final version addressed these extissues the
publicationand finalversion is preferred.
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PolicyMODDM12: Reuse of Historic Buildings

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.
Final policy assessmerithe changes to the publicatisrersion of this policy seek to ensure high quality design and retention of important features as well as brings holida
accommodation in line with the policy requirements of permanent residential. This would make ENV4, 9 and 10 more positofeege ¢ the assessmertf the final
policy(as they are already rated as positive)

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2
ENV3 | + Policy refers to protected species and habitats.

ENV4 | + By reusing buildings, there could be benefitsthe local area. ?

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9

ENV10
ENV11 Heritage and historic assets feature quite
ENV12 strongly in the NPPF and NPPG however wit
heritageand culture being fundamental to the
ENV13 Broads it is prudent to have a local polig.
SOC1 such, not having a policy was discounted.

SOC2
soc3 | + By reusing historic buildings, there is a need for some traditional industries. ?
SOC4
SOC5
SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1
EcO2 | +| Employment is an accepted use of the building. ?

ECO3
ECO4 | + Tourism is an accepted use of the building. ?

By reusing buildings, there could be effective use of materials and embodied energ
Linked to the above, rsuing buildings could reduce waste associated with demolitio
Policyrelates to reuse of historic buildings.

Design is an important element of the policy.

+l+ |+ |+
SCIIEN] RN N

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Local Plan for the Broad#lodification consultation versionSustainability AppraisglJanuary 2019
PolicyMODSHR5: Biodiversity

Publication policy assessmeitis is a new policy that is formed from parts of POSP2 and POSP3.
Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publicatiension so no change to the assessmeithe final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
2F Wy2 1R{f{AOCEQ KIPFS 6SSy RRSR |a (GKS@&@ ¢gSNB YAaaryd FTNRY (GKS Lzt AOFGAZ2Y
Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3 | +| The policy relates to biodiversity. ?

ENV4

Linking fragmented habitats can help wildlife adapt to climate| ?
ENV5 change.

ENV6
ENV7
ENVS8

ENV9
ENV10 | +| Biodiversityprovisionscan be designed into schemes. ?

ENV11 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues V

ENV12 not be addressed. There are related development

ENV13 management policies as well as the NPPF. This poli

howeverbrings together the headline issues to conside
As such, not having a policy waiscounted.

People appreciate biodiversity. Enjoyment of biodiversity can| ?
SOC1 promote a healthy lifestyle through being an attraction on wal

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6al
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

One of the reasons tourists come to the area is to see the ?
ECO4 wildlife.
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PolicyMODDM13: Natural Environment

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmefithe changetotheJ2 £ A O&8 NBFf SOiGa G(KIG G§KS GSN¥Y WKAIK SYPANRYYSyilobnfto @I f dzSC
brownfield land is not changed so Bbange to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP1

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

Policy relates to biodiversity.

ENV4

ENV5

Linking fragmented habitats can help wildlifg <

adapt to climate change.

ENV6

ENV7

ENVS8

ENV9

ENV10

Biodiversityprovisionscan be designed into
schemes.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

People appreciate biodiversity. Enjoyment o] “

biodiversity can promote a healthy lifestyle
through being an attraction on walks.

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOCab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Biodiversity is one of the reasons people col *

to the Broads.

The NPPF and NPPG address biodiversity. Howeve
considering mucldevelopment in the Broads is on
brownfield land, that element of the policy has been
introduced. Furthermore, with biodiversity being so
important in the Broads it seems prudent to have a log

policy.As such, not having a policy was discounted.

Generallyrates the same as thRublicationand final
version ThePublicationand finalversionhowever
clarifies some aspects as well as emphasises th¢
importance of species on brownfield larbthese
changes mean that the publicati@nd finalversion is
preferred.
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Policy RIBDM14: Energy demand and performance

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optigassion which addslarity to the policyNo change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP7

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

Reducing energy demand is one way of mitigating climate change.| *

ENV6

ENV7

The policy seeks the effectiuse of materials to minimise energy
demand.

ENVS8

ENV9

+| The policy refers to heritage assets and energy efficiency.

ENV10

+| Design will be important to meet the fabric first element of the poligq ?

ENV11

ENV12

Policyrelates to energy demand and renewable energy.

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

This requirement is a consideration for development proposals.

SOC5

SOC&b

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

This requirement is aonsideration for development proposals.

ECOS3

ECO4

This requirement is a consideration for development proposals.

Not having a policy does not mean that
energy demand would not be a consideratiq
for proposals. A policy however does add

more certainty that it will beconsidered As
such, not having a policy was discounted

The general thrust of DP7 would result i
the same assessment as tReblication
and finalversion The policy did need
updating to reflect changes in regulation
such as the Code for Sustainable Hsm
not being in place any morés such, the
publicationand finalversion is preferred.
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PolicyMODDM15: Renewable Energy

Publication policy assessmeio changes from the Preferréptions version.

Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttheriinal policy.

Page43of 232

Final/Publication version No Policy
+ The impact of proposalsn transport is a ?
ENV1 consideration.
ENV2
ENV3 | + Biodiversity is an important consideration. ?
.| The impact of renewable energy on the protecteg ?
ENV4 landscape of the Broads is a key consideration.
+ Renewable energy is onveay of mitigating climate | ?
ENV5 change.
ENV6
| ENV7 |+ The policy refers to the use of brownfield land. | ?
>
S| ENV8
-_% + The impact of renewable energy on the cultural | ?
O| ENV9 heritage of the Broads is a key consideration.
.8 ENV10 Not having a policy does not mean that proposal
g ENV11 will not address the SA objectives but considerin
o : the Broads is a protected landscape with many
< The policy refers to renewable energy. ?
> ENV12| + poticy oy special qualities, it is prudent to have a local polig
‘= | ENV13 As such, not having a policy was discounted.
% soc1
w| SOC2
>
?| socs
SOC4
+ Renewable energy proposals that meet the policy ?
SOC5 requirements can provide jobs.
SOCE6b
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

The policy is the same &gvelopment Management DPD pol2i?8



Local Plan for the Broad#lodification consultation versionSustainability AppraisglJanuary 2019

PolicyMODSF: Landscape Character

Publication policy assessmeitis is a new policy that is formed from parts of POSP2 and POSP3.

Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesktheriinal policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
2F Wy2 1Rf{AOCEQ KIPFS 6SSy IRRSR |a (GKS&@ ¢gSNB YAaairy3d FTNRY (GKS Lzt AOFGAZ2Y

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4 | +| The policy is about landscape. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8

Policy refers to the historic anzlltural
ENV9 environment.
The design of development can minimise | ?

ENV10 impacts on landscape character. Not having a policy does not mean that these issues V
ENV11 not be addressed. There are related development
ENV12 management policies as well as the NPPF. This poli
howeverbrings together the issues that are important t
ENV13 . . .
the area.As such, not having a policy was discounted
SOC1

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6al
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

1)

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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PolicyMODDM16: Development and_andscape

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optigassion which addslarity to the policyNo change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

No Policy

No change to DP2

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
Some of the traditional characteristics of the| 7
Broads which the policy seeks to protect
ENV3 benefit biodiversity.
This policy seeks to protect the landscape of
ENV4 the Broads.
ENV5
ENV6
on| ENV7
()
% ENV8
% The landscape and culture and heritage are
O| ENV9 linked.
b Design is important to protecting landscape
‘®| ENV10 character.
o
% ENV11
2| ENV12
S| ENV13
-% People appreciate the landscape of the
‘g SOC1 Broads.
| soc2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOCE6b
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy doe®t mean that landscape will no
be an important consideration, but as the Broads is a
nationally protected landscape, it is prudent to have ¢

local policy As such, not having a policy was discounte

The general thrust of DP2 would score in a similar V|
to the Publicationand finalversion ThePublication
and finalversionhas been drafted to separate
landscaping from landscape and improve the polic
using officer experience of using the current policy|
The publicatiorand finalversion is therefore
preferred.
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PolicyMODDM17: Land Raising

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion whichaddsclarity to the policyThe change to the criterion D makes theippl
rate stronger against ENV9.

Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttheriinal policy.
Final/Publication \ersion No Policy
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ENV1

ENV2
ENvV3 | + Policy refers to impact on biodiversity.

ENV4 | +/ Land raising can impact on landscape
ENV5

Whilst land raising may make one plot safer from flooding, the impact is move( ?
ENV6 elsewhere.

ENV7

ENV8
Proposals need to have regard to archaeolagy other heritage assets. . . .
ENVO | * P 9 ol g Not having a policy may still mean th

Land raising has design implicationsarms of differencen height between ?| this is a consideration. That being sa|
ENV10 adjacent plots/land holdings this is a new policy, introduced to

ENV11 reflect practice that is ongoing in the
ENV12 Broads and not addressed using
ENV13 current policies. It the_refore seems
prudent to address this issue in the
SOC1 Local PlanAs such, not having a polio
SOC2 was discounted.

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOCab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3

ECO4
Another option could be a ban on land raising, but this seems unreasonable whEnlthieation versiosets criteria for proposals to addregshat is to say that land
raising could be acceptable if certain criteria are adequately met.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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PolicyMODDM18: Excavated material
Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmerithere have been no changes to teblication version so no change to the assessnoéitie final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENVS | +
ENV9
ENV10

Seeks to ensure that vegetation is thvatich | ?
is normal for the area. 2

+

-+

Seeks re use of spoil or disposal in an ?
acceptable manner. Py

+

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues v
ENV11 not be considered or addressed. A polilnes however
ENV12 provide more certainty and seeks to ensure that this
ENV13 issue, which can often be an afterthought, is considerg

early on in the proces#s such, not having a policy wa
SOC1 )

discounted.

SOC2

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOCéb
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECOS3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Pdicy MODDM19: Utilities Infrastructure Development

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion whichaddsclarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmenithe change to the Publication version is to consider impacts on the historic environment so that would make ENV9 meregaositthange to

the assessmentf the final policy(as ENV9 was already stive).

No Policy

As per DP9 with no
amendments.

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
Policy seeks to ensure that utilities infrastructure does not affect the setting of and landsctyse of| 7
ENV4 Broads.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy emphasises the opportunities for sharing masts.
$| ENVS
% Policy seeks to ensure that utilities infrastructure does not affect the setting of and landscape ar| ~
.% ENV9 heritage assets of thBroads.
O| ENVIO
8| ENviL
g ENV12
; ENV13
=| soc1 Health of the community is emphasised in the policy.
g CKSNB NB a42YS I NBla sKAOK INB y2z2i &SNBSR (-
8 This policy does not necessarily act as a halt to improvements, but emphasises the importance
% S0C2 landscape of the Broads.
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC&b
SOC7
ECO1 See SOC2.
ECO2
ECO3 See SOC2.
ECO4

Not having a policy does
not mean that these issue
will not be considered or
addressed. A policy does
however provide more
certainty. As the Broads i
a protected landscape, it
seems prudent to cover
this issue in the Local Pla
As such, not having a
policy was discounted.

Same rating as thBublication
and finalversion but the
Publicationand finalversion
relates to other utilities
infrastructure such as power
cables. Theublicationand
final version is therefore
preferred.




Page49 of 232

Local Plan for the Broad#lodification consultation versionSustainability AppraisglJanuary 2019
PolicyMODDM20: Protection and enhancement of settlement fringe landscape character

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Optivassion which addslarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assess@entS G Kl G GKS O

have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

Highlights how landscape features can benefit biodiversityexample
hedgerows.

ENV4

Fundamental aim of the policy is to protected landscape.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENVS8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOCeéb

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

)

Some development on the settlement fringe in the past has an economic
element (as well as recreation) such as horsiculture. The policy does not sto
change, but sets criteria that proposals shoatttiress.

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issue
would not be addressed as the Broads is a national
protected landscape. The policy is drafted to reflect
ongoing practice and emerging themes from
determining planning applicationés such, not having
policy was discounted.

SN
[N
A
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PolicyMODDM21: Amenity

Publication policy assessmeifthere are no changes to the Preferred Options politye changes to DP28 bring in other important considerations and therefore the publication version of
this policy is preferredtinal policy assessmeiithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy
Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP28

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10

The policy emphasises air quality, noise, vibration lggidt pollution. ? +| Although thePublicatioriFinal versionintroduces

+ i . . . - .
ENV11 No policy does no'_[ mean vibration as an important consideration.
that development will result

ENV12 in amenity issues. A policy
ENV13 however gives some

By addressing amenity, there could be benefits to mental health ar] ? certainty and specific + | Although thePublicatioriFinal versionintroduces other
wellbeing of neighbours by reducisgress of from noise or light criteria to assess amenity issues which can affect mental and physical
pollution for example. The policy addresses other issues like vermi applications againss health.

SOC1 which can affect physical health. such, not having a policy
sSOC?2 was discounted.

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOCéb

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Some of the elements the policy addresses could besottiable if not| ? +| Some of the elements the policy addresses could be
SOC7 addressed. anti-sociable if not addressed.

ECO1

Ensures development considers social and environmental wellbein| ? +| Ensures development considers social and
ECO2 environmental wellbeing.

ECO3
ECO4
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PolicyMODDMZ22: Light pollution and dark skies

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmenithe only change to the publication version improves wording optiiey to help its applicatioso no change to the assessment of the final

version.
Final/Publication version No Policy Rely on DP28 only
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3 There is evidence that biodiversity can be harmed by light pollution.
ENvV4 | +| The dark skies of the Broads which is between urban areas is distinct.
ENVS | + Efficient use of lighting can save energy and thus redocgributions to climate change.
ENV6
ENV7 Efficient use of lighting can save energy.
ENV8
n
g ENV9 Dot oollut be reduced b S8sioned sch Whilst DP28 mentions light
8 ENV10| + *ght pofittion can be reduced by a wewsigned scheme. No policy does not mean tha| pollution, it does not give the
=| ENv11 |+ The policy seeks to reduce light pollution. light pollution in the Broads detail that the
9 ENV12 will not be considered. The | PublicatioriFinalversiondoes
,8 ENVI3 evidencehowever points to and na does it reflect the
g — - - - - - the Broads being intrinsically dark sky evidence.
g ¢KSNB Aa SOUARSYOS uKbU tAIKG LE2ttdiuAzy OF dark and therefore the NPPR  Furthermore DP28 is more
SOC1 seeing stars. ;
> seeks to protect such areas| about amenity whereas the
‘= | SOC2 The local policy reflects the PublicatioriFinal version
_E sSOC3 data collectedAs such, not relates more towards
= . . o
2| soca havmg a policy was _trapqun_hty. The_ _
3 discounted. publicationFinalversion is
?| socs
therefore prefered.
SOCE6b
Some could consider reducitight pollution will increase crime and arttocial activity; however
there is no firm evidence of this. It is argued by some that well mounted security lights do no
dazzle would be witnesses. Furthermore, tackling light pollution is not necessarily talboing
SOC7 off lights, just using them when needed and making sure they are designed well.
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Maintaining the dark skies of the Broads could benefit tourispeople could come to the Broads ~
ECO4 to experience thelark skies.
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PolicyMODSH: Getting to the Broads

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.

Final policy assessmenithere have been nchanges to the publication version so no change to the assessrhém final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

Policy seeks a reduction in motor vehicles and more use of sustainable modes of
transport.

?

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

Modes other than single occupancy car use tend to emit fewer greenhouse gasse

ENV6

ENV7

ENVS8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

+

Walking and cycling are actittevel modes and alternatives to the car.

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOCab

The policy is about accessibility and in particular accessing places by sustainable
modes of transport.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+ There is seasonal congestion in some areas of the Broads which could affect tou

By promoting alternative modes of transport, such congestion could be reduced.

Not having a policy does not mean that
sustainable modes of transport will not be
promoted. But because of the local congestic
issues in part of the Broads, such a policy se¢
appropriate.As such, not having a policy wa
discounted.

Note that this policy is very similar @ore Strategpolicy CS16 with only some slight text changes.
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PolicyMODSP: Recreational accessround the Broads

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. The migerafreatding a reference to

historic environment adds a + next to ENV9 however.
Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy Note that the changes to the assessment

2W2Y LI2f A0 Q KIS 6SSy RRSR |a GkSe
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Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

+| Policy relates to water usage.

ENV2

+| Refers to natural environment.

[ESVNREN]

ENV3

ENV4

Policy refergo staithes and slipways which are assets to settlements.

[BN)

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Refers to historic environment.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Many aspects of the policy enable actlifestyles.

SOC2

SOC3

The use of water is traditional.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOCeéb

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECOS3

ECO4

+

Many aspects of the policy will benefit tourism.

Not having a policy does not mean that suc

issues will not beonsidered. With the Broads

being a watethased equivalent to a National

Park, it seems prudent to have a policy on us

the water.As such, not having a policy was
discounted.

Note that this policy is very similar @ore Strategyolicy CSZwith only some slight text changes.

Lz f AOIF GAZ2Y {! @
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PolicyMODDMZ23: Transport, highways and access

Publication policy assessmeilihere are no changes to the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessmenithere hae been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessntiemfinal policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP11

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Policy includes criteria which address the impaai@felopment on ?
ENV1 roads.
ENV2
ENV3 Policy refers to protected species and habitat.
Theelement of the policy referring to links to the water could make
ENV4 somewhere quite distinctive.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENVS8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11 Policy refers to adverse effect on light pollution.
ENV12
ENV13
sSOC1 Walking and cycling are active modes of transport. ?
SOC2
SOC3
Travel plans could be required by some development which could | ?
burden but also reflects that the development needs to consider its
SOC4 impact on thehighway network.
SOC5
SOCEb The policy is about accessing a site using a range of transport moqg ?
SOC7
ECO1
Travel plans could be required by some development which could | ?
burden but also reflects that thdevelopment needs to consider its
ECO2 impact on the highway network.
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that su
issues will not be considered. With the
Broads being urban in a few areas, but

mostly rural it is appropriate for a policy tq

reflect these local circumstance&s such,
not having a polig was discounted.

The general thrust of DP11 would score in
similar way to thePublicatioriFinal version
The differences are:

1 ThePublicatioriFinal versionrefers to
adverse effect on light pollution and sq
rates more positively against ENV11.

1 ThePublicatiorFinalversionrefers to
adverse effect on landscape characte
SO rates more positively against ENV4

As such, the publicatigRinal version is

preferred,
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PolicyMODDM?24: Recreation Facilities Parking Areas

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clattiiy policy.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

No Policy

Final/Publication version
The parking areas could reduary impact vehicles parked in ?
ENV1 inappropriate areas could have.
ENV2
ENV3 The policy emphasises avoiding impacts on biodiversity.
ENV4 | +| Design and impact on landscape is emphasised in the policy.
ENV5
ENV6
Whilst not part of thepolicy itself, there is reference in the ?
reasoned justification of using existing car parking facilities if
o| ENV7 possible.
()
2| ENV8
(&)
% ENV9
O| ENV1O The policy does emphasise the importance of design. ?
.8 ENV11 | +| The policy does refer to addressilight pollution. ?
@©
2| ENV12
NEENE
% By enabling somewhere to leave vehicles, the use of a particulg ?
© recreation facility could be increased with associated mental an
'g| SOC1 physical health benefits.
2| soc2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC&b
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Such facilities would provide for the parking of vehicles of tourig ?
ECO4 enabling them to enjoy the attraction.

Not having a policy does not mean that such park
areas will not be provided. A policy provides
emphasis on the importance of such parking areas
well as criteria to help suitable deliwerAs such, not
having a policy was discounted.
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PolicyMODSP10: A prosperous local economy
Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmerithere have been no changes to the publication versidhe policy but the final supporting text makes clear that this policy does not apply to Al

usesso but this does not change the assessment offihal policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to CS22

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOCeéb

SOC7

The policy refers to the special qualities of the Broads. A ? as |

are many other detailed policies relating to the special qualitig ~

which would be used to help determine planning applications

ECO1

ECO2

ECOS3

ECO4

+

Policy relates to employment, businesses and the economy.

Not having a policy does ho
mean that issues relating to
economic development will nof
be addressd. A policy brings
together the relevant issues. A
such, not having a policy was
discounted.

Not much of the original CS22 has been rolled forwal
to the publicatioriFinalversion & it was quite narrow in
scope. As such, the publicatiGiinal version is
preferred.
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PolicyMODSP11: Waterside Sites

Publication policy assessmeitis is a new policy and has not been assessed bédfasezery similar to the CS23 with very minor changes.

Final policy assessmefithe only change to the Publication version of the policy is additiexahple recreation facilities such as moorings and angling. This does not
change the policy assessmaritthe final policyas these are examples that are given in the policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6
w| ENV7
< ENVS Not having a policy does not
‘g mean that issues relating to
2| ENV9 waterside sites will not be
Ol ENV10 addressed as there are other
3 ENV11 policies in the Local Plan that
g ENV12 may cover them. The issues
<CE' ?| addressed in the policy will not
> ENV13 be covered in national policy
S| socC1 however. Considéng how
.E sSOC2 important waterside sites are t¢
s the Broads, a policy seems
% SOC3 prudent. As such, not having ¢

SOC4 policy was discounted.

socs | + Relates to the provision of jobs

SOCE6b

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2 + Policy relates to employment, businesses and the economy/|

ECO3 Waterside sites are important to tourism in the area.

ECO4
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PolicyMODDM25: New Employment Development

Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmenithe changes to the publication version of the poliake it clear that A1 uses are not considered a new employment use and reference to the

historic environmen{ENV9Rnd designated sites is includéeNV3) As a result the final policy rates positively when compared to ENV9 and ENV3.

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Final version Publication version
ENV1 | +| Seeks to minimise impact on highways. Seeks to minimise impact on highways. ?
ENV2 | +| Seeks to protecivater quality. Seeks to protect water quality. ?
ENV3 | + Seeks to protect designated sites. ?
ENV4 | +| Seeks to protect landscape character. Seeks to protect landscape character. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 | +| Seeks to promote previoustieveloped land. Seeks to promote previously developed land. ?
ENV8
ENVO | +| Seeks to protect heritage assets ?
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
soc] | + Seeks to protect amenity. Seeks to protect amenity. ?
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
socs | + Relates to the provision of jobs Relates to the provision of jobs
Seeks to be located in an area that can be access: Seeks to be located in an area that can be accessed by ?
+| by modes of transport other than single occupancy modes of transport other than single occupancy car usg
SOCE6b car use. Also refers to hormsedbusinesses. Also refers to homdased businesses.
SOC7
ECO1 K
Eggz +| In general relates to economic development. In general relates teconomic development. —:
ECO4 2

Whilst the issues addressed in thig
policy will likely be addressed
without a policy, there is npolicy
relating to new employment
development which this policy seek
to relate to. It brings together many
issues which proposals need to
ensure they take account of. As sud
it is prudent to have this policy in th
Local Plan.
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Policy MODDM26Protecting General Employment

Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmeifithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesktheriinal policyNote that the changes to the assessment
2F Wy2 1 REAOCEOQ KIPFS 6SSy RRSR |a GKS@&@ ¢gSNB YAaaryd FTNRY (GKS Lzt AOFGAZ2Y

Final/Publication version No Pdicy No change to DP18

ENV1 L

ENV2 ]

ENV3 L

ENV4 |

ENV5 ]

ENV6 L
gl ENV7 |
2| ENvVS8 ||
,i ENV9 Not having a policy does not
e ENV10 mean that these issues will no[ |
i be addressed. However — The publicatiorFinalversion of this policy is similar to
T ENVI11 considering how important || DP18, but there is some changes to the wording to
2| ENVI2 employment sites are to the | | update the text and to add clarification. As su€iP18
i ENV13 economy of the Broads and thg | would rate similarly to the publicatighinalversion, but
= socl land suitable foemployment [ | the publicatioriFinalversion is preferred as it is more u
S land use is limited in the Broad—{ to date and clearer
S| _SOC2 it is prudent to have a policy or__|
3| soc3 employment sites. |
P soca -

socs | + Relates to the provision of jobs ? ?

SOCéb L

SOC7 ]

ECO1

ECO2 + The policy seeks the retention of employment areas thus 5 +

ECO3 benefiting the economy. '

ECO4
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PolicyMODDMZ27: Business and Farm Diversification

Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change tdDP19

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOCeéb

SOC7

The policy refers to thether policies in the local plan that may be
relevant to proposalsRates positive on SCO5 as relates to the
provision of jobs

-~

ECO1

ECO2

ECOS3

ECO4

Policy enables suitable diversification to enable a business or fz
to continue to succeed and the site to continue as an employme
site.

+

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will no
be addressed. However
considering how important
employment sites and farms
are to the economy and
enjoyment of the Broads and
acknowledging that some
change is required to enable
them to continueto succeed, it
is prudent to have a policy on
diversification.

The publicatiorfFinal version of this policy is similar to
DP19, but there is some changes to the wording to
update the text and to add clarification. As such, DP1{
would rate similarly to the publicati&inaln version, but
the publicatioriFinal version is preferred as it imore up
to date and clearer.
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PolicyMODDMZ28 Development onWatersideSites

Publication policy assessmeithis is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessmerithe changes to the policy in the final Local Plan are more abaartdering and make the policy clearer rather than changing the thrust of it. The

assessment of the final policy is not different to that of the publication version.

Final/Publication vesion

No Policy

No change tdDP20

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

+

Refers specifically to water quality.

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Refers to amenity of adjacent land uses.

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

+

Relates to the provision of jobs

SOC6ah

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECOS3

ECO4

Waterside sites covered by the policy tend to be businesses or
benefit tourists.

Not having a policy does not

mean that these issues will no| |

be addressed. However
considering how important
waterside sites are to the
economy and enjoyment of the
Broads, it iprudent to have a
policy on tourism. Furthermore

locally, smaller boatyards are[ |

struggling to be viable and as
such there are currently
concerns about what to do with
such sites and there could be
more in the future.

|

o] o] +]

The thrust of the publicatioffrinal policy and DP20 are
the same, but the detail and wording is different. As
such DP20 would rate similar to the publicatiemal
version, but the publicatiofirinalversion is preferred as
this is more up to datelearerthan DP20. It has also
been informed by the Employment Topic Paper.
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PolicyMODSRHL2: Sustainable Tourism

Publication policy assessmeitthis policy has changed, but the general thrust is the same. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assesttherfinal policy.

No Policy

Keep original policies from Core
Strategy
(CS9, 11, 12, 19, 21)

Final/Publication version
ENV1 | +| Policy refers to sustainable transport
ENV2 Policy refers to water quality and sewer capacity.
+ Policy refers to the area having capacity to accommodate the visitor
ENV3 impact.
ENv4 | +| Policy referdo being of a suitable scale to protect character of landscap| ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
$| ENVS8
% ENV9 Policy refers to being of a suitable scale to protect character of landsca| ?
-_% ENV10 Many of the aspects covered in tipelicy are design responses. ?
@)
< |_ENV11
8| ENVI2
S
% ENV13
£| SOocC1
Qo
©| SOC2
IS Some of the tourist industries in the Broads are based on traditional ski| ?
2 +| such as sailing. Also some of the attractions in the area (like reijspn
?| socs| | traditional skills.
SOC4
socs | +| Tourism is an employer in the area. ?
SOCéb
SOC7
Eco1 | * 7
ECO2 | *| Tourism is an employer in the area and tourists spend money thus i
EcO3 | +| benefitting the local economy. ?
ECO4 | * ?

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will no
be addressed. However
considering how important
tourism is to the economy and
also reflecting the special
purposes of the Brads
Authority, it is prudent to have
a policy on tourism.

The general thrust of each of these
current Core Strategy policies woul
result in similar scoring as the
PublicatioriFinalversion. However,
the PublicatiorFinal version
generally combines the thst of all
of the existing policiesThe
publication’Finalversion is preferred
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PolicyMODMZ29: Sustainable Tourism and Recreation Development

Publication policy assessmeitthis policy has changed, but the general thrust is the same. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessmeithanges to the publication version on one hand aid clarification and do not change the thrust of the policy but on tharudhetate to the scale
of development allowed and remvoes the test relating to other offers in more sustainable locatlesechanges would effectively make ENV4 more positive So ho
change to the assessmeat the final policas ENV4 is already a +)

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP14

ENV1 | +| Policy refers to sustainabteansport ?

ENV2 | +| Refers to unacceptablenpacts on the natural environment. ?

ENV3 | +| Policy emphasises protected sites. ?

ENV4 | +| Development must contribute positively towards landscape character. ?

ENV5

ENV6

ENvV7 | +| Policy seeks to prevent use of greenfield land atalws farm diversification. ?
»| ENV8
,S ENV9 | +| Policy emphasises the special qualities of the Broads.
(&) - - P - .

To respond to the requirements of the policy, design is important. ?

% ENV10| + P d poticy g P . . The general thrust dbP14
e) Not having a policy does not . o
~1 ENV11 : . would score in a similar way tq
I mean that these issues will not . .
9| ENV12 . . the PublicatiorFinal version.
] be addressed. With tourism suc N .
S . The Publicatiofrinalversion

ENV13 an important element of the
<% - - - . - : however expands on DP14

Active travelcan benefit health and by protecting what is special aboutthe | ?| economy as well as the specia o .

> + : . s o emphasising more issues tha
=| SOC1 Broads, there are benefits to wellbeing. qualities of the Broads, it is .
= rudent to have a local tourism proposals need to considerhe
2| _SOc2 P p publicationFinalversion is
[ Some of the tourist industries in the Broads are based on traditional skills sy ? policy. preferred
U%) +| as sailing. Also some of the attractionghe area (like mills) rely on traditional

SOC3 skills.

SOC4
socs | +| Tourism is an employer in the area.

soceab | +| Policy refers to sustainable transport ?
SOC7
ECO1 | + K
ECO2 | +| Tourism is an employer in the area and tourists spend moneyhbnsfitting i
EcO3 | +| the local economy. ?
ECO4 | + ?

Page63of 232



Pageb4 of 232

Local Plan for the Broad#lodification consultation versionSustainability AppraisglJanuary 2019
PolicyMODDM30: Holiday Accommodatiorr New Provision and Retention

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clattity policy.No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithe publication version is amended to remove the five bed space rule and add a criterion about the scale of developneectiaibes would

make ENV4 more positive so no change to assessaig¢he final policyas ENV4 is already a +)

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP15

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Policy emphasises importance of landscape.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

+

Policy emphasises importance of design.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC5

SOCeéb

+

Because holiday homes can often be in rural araeagy from facilities and
services, the policy seeks to retain them in such a use rather than convertil
permanent residential. If permanent residential then the issue of being rem
from facilities and services is greater as different types of fadlitill be
needed such as school and GP.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Tourism is an employer in the area and tourists spend money thus benefit

the local economy.

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be addressed. Becay
there is local pressur® convert some
holiday accommodation to permanent as

well as the Broads being an areas much
visited by tourists who need somewhere t
stay, such a policy is required.

The general thrust of DP15 woulg
score in a similar way to the
PublicatioriFinal version The
PublicatioriFinal versionhowever
expands on DP15 emphasising
more issues that proposals need {
consider.The publicatiofinal
version is preferred.
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PolicyMODSPB: Navigable Water Space

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the Noliclyange to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenithere have been no changes to the publication version so no change to thermaesgsf the final policy.

No Policy

No change to CS13 and CS15

Final/Publication version
ENV1 Policy refers to controlling sediment from roads.
ENV2 | + Policy refers to controlling sediment.
ENV3
Navigation is something that distinct to the Broads so maintaining
ENV4 navigable water space will enable navigation.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy seeks effective use of dredged material.
9| ENVS
=
g ENV9
| ENV10
(@]
< | _ENV11
8| ENVI2
o
g. ENV13
> By ensuring the Broads is navigable, there will be health benefits
S through activities associated with the Broads and navigation as we
_E SOC1 wellbeing from people enjoying the Broads experience.
2| soc2
A Sailing is a traditional skilllsing the water in various ways is
SOC3 traditional to the area.
SOC4
SOC5
SOCEb Using water could be one way of accessing services and facilities.
SOC7
ECO1 Use of the water is an important industry in the area.
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4 People come to the Broads to experience it from water.

Not having a policy does not mean that the
Broads will not benavigable. This is a
fundamental requirement of the Broads
Authority. Such a policy is prudent howeve
considering that navigation is such an
important element of the Broads and indee
is a requirement for the Broads Authority.

These policies would scorarslarly to the
PublicatiorFinal versionbut the
PublicatioriFinal versioncombines these
policies.The publicatiofFinalversion is
preferred.
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PolicyMODDM31: Access to the Water

Publication policy assessme@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policyisTdreeamendment that results in a + next

to ENV9.

Final policy assessmemihen assessing thaal version, the changes refer to other policies in the Local Plan. Whilst it could be assessed that this change could/ effective
make the policy positive ainst each SA Objective, whilst this is noted, this may be a too simplistic appraoch to assessing the policy as agablicibs read together
anyway and so the original assessment has not been changed.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP12

ENV1 | + Policy seeks to ensure access to the water is done in the right way. | ?

ENV2 | +| Refers to the requirements of the Water Framework Directive. ?

ENV3 | +| Refers to thescology of the Broads. ?

ENvV4 | +| Refers to the landscape of the Broads. ?

ENV5

ENVe | + Refers to flood risk.

ENV7 | + Policy refers to not prejudicing future development or change. ?
$| ENVS
% ENV9 | + Policy refers to historienvironment.
% ENV10
= | ENV11 i
3 ENVI1Z Not havinga policy does not mean that such Pﬂfglrgggé?ﬂ;?gzlt:;;i??ﬁ: the
g issues will not be addressed but a policy is PublicatiorEinal versionis ver
Z| ENVI3 prudent considering how important access t¢ . t0 DP12 but add 'ty .
> There will be health benefits through activities associated with the Bro| ? | the water is in the Broad#s such, not having S|1n|_ar 0 oot ut adads a_C”Tir'Or
= +| and navigation as well as wellbeing from people enjoying the Broads policy was discounted rebell_tlng tz; ei:t|ng_nav_|gat|ofn. ed
8| soci experience. publicatiorn/Finalversion is preferred.
'S
G SOC2
»n| SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

socsb | + Using water could be one way of accessing services and facilities. ?

SOC7

EcO1 | + Use of the water is an important industry in the area. ?

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4 | +| People come to the Broads &xperience it from water. ?
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PolicyMODDM32: Riverbank stabilisation

Publicaton policy assessmer®@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the Noliclyange to the assessment.

Final policy assessmemihenassessing the publication version, the changes refer to other policies in the Local Plan. Whilst it could be assessedhiwadi¢hcould

effectively make the policy positive against each SA Objective, whilst this is nogeghahibe a too simplistapproach to assessing the policy as all policies need to be

read together anyway and so the original assessment has not been charmedther change clarifies that quay heading may be acceptable in areas where quay heading i

part of the character rathethan a blanket statement of beingigsable within all settlements and as this change would effectively make ENV4 more positive, there is no

change to the assessment as ENV4 is already positive.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP13

ENV1

One of the causes of erosion of riverbanks is wash from boats, so riverbank
stabilisation can reduce the impact of boat traffic.

ENV2

ENV3

+

The policy refers to biodiversity.

ENV4

-+

The policy referso the character of the location being an important consideration ?

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

The policy refers to the character of the location being an important consideratiq ~

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOCeéb

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean thg
these issues will not be addressed. Wi
there being many stretches of riverban

in the Broads, of varying need of

stabilisation and being located in area

of differing character, a policy is
prudent.

DP13 is similar to the
PublicatioriFinal versionso would
rate the same. However, the
Publication/Final versionadds
criterion relating to the existing
uses in the area and reference t
the Riverbank Stabilisation Guid
The publicatiofFinalversion is
preferred.
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PolicyMODSP# Mooring Provision

Publicaton policy assessmer®nly some minor changes to the Preferi@gtions version which adds clarity to the policy. Stating that existing short stay moorings will be
protected does not change the ratiniyo change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmefithere have been no changes to the publication version so aogehto the assessment.
Final/Publication version No Policy

The provision ofvell-designedand well located moorings can reduce the impact of | ?
ENV1 moored boats on the navigable water space.
ENV2

ENV3
ENV4 | +| The policy refers to an attractive area. ?

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENVS8

ENV9 ? _ _
ENV10 Not having a pollcyloes_ not mean
that these issues will not be

ENVI11 addressed. With the Broads being

ENV12 navigable waterway with many

ENV13 businesses reliant on the use of
water as well as visitors enjoying

SOC1 : .

being on the water, a policy on

SOC2 moorings seems prudent.
sSOC3 Using the water is a traditional skill and moorings enable this. ?

SOC4
SOC5

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
+

+ The policy refers to locating moorings in areas where there are good services and | ?
SOCab facilities.

SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Moorings are used by visitors to the area as well as local businesses.

+ |+ ]+ 1+
.\)‘ .\)‘ .\)‘ .\)
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PolicyMODDMS33 Moorings, mooring basins and marinas.

Publicaton policy assessmer®@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options vensioich adds clarity to the policido change to the assessment.

Final policy assessmernthe first change to the Publication version is to clarify the thresholds and numbers of moorings to be sought for visitmsmbloe second

change is to clarify whas meant by ancillary facilities. Both changes aim to clarify the policy and do not change the thrust of the poli®gairéments and so there are

no changsto the assessment.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP16

SustainabilityAppraisal Objectives

The provision of welllesigned and well located moorings can reduce the impact of moored

ENV1 boats on the navigable water space.
ENV2 Policy refers to the Water Framework Directive. Also requires appropriate waste water disp ?
ENV3 | + Policy refers to ecology of therea.
ENV4 Policy refers to the character of the location.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy refers to not prejudicing future development or change. ?
ENV8
ENV9
Design is a key consideration as many ofdtieria of the policy refer to elements of design ?
ENV10 such as to reflect the location etc.
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
soC1 The amenity of neighbours is referred to in the policy. ?
SOC2
The provision of welllesigned andvell located moorings can reduce the impact of moored | ?
SOC3 boats on the navigable water space.
SOC4
SOC5
SOCEb The policy refers to locating moorings in areas where there are good services and facilities| ?
SOC7
ECO1 , » , , ?
Mooringsare used by visitors to the area as well as local businesses. The requirement for [
Eggi ? contributions (on site or off site) of 2 or 10% moorings is a consideration for new developm—,')
Moorings are used by visitors the area. Policy also seeks new moorings through onsite or | ?
ECO4 offsite contributions.

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will not
be considered. With the Broads

being anavigable waterway with
many businesses reliant on the
use of water as well as visitors
enjoying being on the water, a
policy on moorings seems
prudent.

With regards to thel0%/2
contributions to visitor moorings
requirement, if there was no
policy on ths, moorings would
not come forward in this way.
This could impact the availability
of moorings although the scale i
not known as it depends on
schemes coming forward
(effectively windfall). This
element of the policy enables
another mooring delivery

method.

As such, not having a policy wa|
discounted

Generally, DP16 would scof
in the same way as the
PublicatioriFinal version
However there are many
changes proposed to the
current policy which clarify
the policy. The reference to
the moorings design guide
could see the design
element of new moorings
improved. Also the inclusior]
of off-site contributions
towards the delivery othe
10%/2visitor moorings
could enable more scheme
to come forward that
sticking to onrsite provision.
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PolicyMODSP®5: Residential development

Publicaton policy assessmeniote that this policy now incorporates PODM31 (see nétbase note that the ObjectiveNssessed Housing Need figure is appraised

separately in this SAhe assessment of the Publication version of this policy rates the same as the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessmefithe change to the publication version seeks to clarifyattteal housing target taking into consideration permissions, completions and the Duty to

Cooprate agreement with Great Yarmouth Borough Council. No change to the assessment.

Final/Publication version.

No Policy

No change to CS18 CS24

SustainabilityAppraisal Objectives

ENV1

By locating development in areas with good facilities and high levels of access, there could bg *~

car journeys when compared to locating dwellings in other locations.

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

By locating housing in areas with services there is less impact on the land$zapeter from
individual developments. The policy also directs towards brownfield land which is often in nee
regeneration and this can benefit the character of the area.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

The policy directs to brownfield land whicbuld be reused for housing.

ENVS8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

The policy fundamentally is about new housing development.

SOC5

SOCab

By locatingdevelopment in areas with good facilities and high levels of access, there could be
car journeys when compared to locating dwellings in other locations.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does
not mean that these issue
will not be addressed.
However with the Broads
Authority having a housing
need for the first time but
being a nationally
protected landscape as
well as a majority rural
area, it is prudent to have

a policy relating to the
location of residential
developmern.

These policies would scor
in a similar way to the
PublicatioriFinal version.
The Publicatiofirinal Local
Plan combines these two
policies.
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Policy PODM31: New housing in the Broads Authority Executive Area

In the publication version of the Local Plan, this policy merges with the strategic policy.

Publication version

No Policy

Meeting the entire OAN in the Broads Executive Area

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

By locating development in areas with good ?
facilities and high levels of access, there could b
fewer car journeys when compared to locating
+| dwellings in other locations.
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
By locating housing in areas with services there | ?
less impact on the landscape character from
N individual developments. The policy also directs
towards brownfield land which is often in need of
regeneration and this can benefit the charactdr
ENV4 the area.
ENV5
The issue of flood risk is raised in the allocations
N and development boundary policiessipporting
text. The approach taken regardingeeting the
ENV6 OAN is conducive to minimising flood risk.
The policy directs to brownfield land which could| ?
+| be reused for housing.
ENV7
ENVS8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
soc4 | +| The policy fundamentally is about new housing | ?

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direct housing to more
sustainable locations. However, suitable land in sustainable locations
the Borough of Great Yarmouth is limited. This could lead to allowing
housing in more rural pastof Great Yarmouth where there could be a
need for more car journeys to access services and facilities (when
compared to housing being located in an area with many services and
facilities where there is a choice of transport modes).

Not having a policy does ng
mean that hese issues will
not be addressed. Howeve

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direct housing to locations
where development already existsottever developing land in other
locationsin the Borough of Great Yarmoutiould have landscape impact
as the land could be prominefitom the Broads and there could be
isolated dwellings which also could impact landscape character.

with the Broads Authority
having a housing need for

the first time but being a
nationally protected
landscape as well as a

majority rural area, it is

?/-

The issue of flood risk is raised in the allocations and development
boundary policies. However if the entire OAN were to be met, there cg
be pressure to allocate or develop areas that areisk of flooding.

prudent to have a policy
relating to how the housing
need in the area will be met,

?/-

The policy directs to brownfield land which could beused for housing.
However in order to meet the OAN there could be pressure to develop
gardens or greenfield land.

This approach would meet the entire OAN in B®ads.
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No Policy

Meeting the entire OAN in the Broads Executive Area

Publication version

development. This could be rated as a ? as the
residual need will be addressed in the wider Gre
Yarmouth Borough, but thBroads Authority
Executive Area as a whole will deliver more than
the OAN.

SOC5
By locating development in areas with good
facilities and high levels of access, there could b
fewer car journeys when compared to locating
dwellings in other locations.

SOC6al

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direousing to more

sustainable locations. However, suitable land in sustainable locations
the Borough of Great Yarmouth is limited. This could lead to allowing
housing in more rural parts of Great Yarmouth where there could be a
need for more car journeyt® access services and facilities (when
compared to housing being located in an area with many services and
facilities where there is a choice of transport modes).
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Objectively Assessed Housing Need SA Assessment

Publicaton policy assessmenteeting need in Waveney and Central Norfolk HMA and working with Great Yarmouth to meet the need in that HMA optionlgffective

comprises the following other policies. Pleageto those assessments as well. The assessment below effectively summarises these individual policy approaches.

1 Allocations at the Utilities Site (PUBNORL1), Pegasus site (PUBOUL3), Hedera House at Thurne (PUBTHU1) and lgiRUg&ST€xEgptokesby.
1 Development Boundaries policP(UBDM3%

Furthermore, the completions and permissions since April 2046 count towards the OA&hd this is set out in the Housing Topic P4per

Some of the options rate as-?4t is important to note that there are othgrolicies in the Local Plan that would provide a frameworlditerminingplanning applications

if such a policy approach was adopted. That being said, the publication version approach does provide many positives.

Final policy assessmen®Rlease note tat whilst the housing target element of the policy has changed, the Objectively Assessed Need for the Broads and how this is

addressed in the Local Plan has not changed sasbessmenof the final policyis the same as the Publicai SA.

A Lower OANPerhaps to
reflect the environmental
constraints of the area.

Meeting need in Waveney and Centra| Meeting the entire need of the Broads in thg A higher OANPerhaps to enable
Norfolk HousingMarket Areas and Executive Area. the delivery of more affordable
working with Great Yarmouth to meet Homes.
the need in that HMA.
Overall the approach taken in this Development boundaries and
local plan is positive. It places allocations direct housing to me
development in areas which have sustainable locations. However, suitab
good access to services afatilities land in sustainable locations in the
residents need and want to use (like Borough of Great Yarmouth is limited.
schools, doctors and supermarkets) This could lead to allowing housing in
The same can be said with the more rural parts of Great Yarmouth
development boundaries (as set oul where there could be a need for more
in the Settlement Study. Therefore car journeys to access séres and
+ . . ?1- o . ?/- +
residents have the opportunity to facilities (when compared to housing
not use single occupancy car use. being located in an area with many
services and facilities where there is a
Stokesby rates negative on this sco choice of transport modes).
however as that village has very
limited services. There is a topic
paper that sets out the reasons for
allocating this site. Thurne also rate
ENV1 negative. |
The locations for development are Some locations away from the main | ?/-
very likely to have mains sewage urban areas may not have mains
+ | connection rather than rely on ?/- | sewage connections and therefore neg +
packagereatments works and septic to rely on package treatment works or
ENV2 tanks. septic tanks. ]
Whilst all sites need to go through g Additionallocations for development | ?/- . . -
. This would rate in a similar waj
HRA assessment at Plan Level at tf could be near protected sites. .
” : . to the second option of
8 very least, in general, the locations | . )
Q . meeting the entire need of the
= + | the development boundaries and th| ?/- . . +
o : L Broads in theExecutiveArea.
ko) allocations are within urban areas .
o ; That is to say that there could
O and not directly near to protected
~ . be pressure for development
3 ENV3 Sites. located in inappropriate areas —
'© Whilst assessment of landscape Development boundaries and ?l- ppropriate )
- . . . . . . . of the Broads. That being said
o impacts and design responses will allocations direct housing to locations :
o ; there could be other areas in
< need to be addressed when schem where development already exists. .
> . . : . the Broads that are suitable. A
= are designed, by have the allocatior However developing land in other o :
= . . ) . such, it is uncertain.
i + and development boundaries within o/ locations in the Borough of Great +
-% urbanareas, it could be that the ' Yarmouth coulchave landscape impact .
I . . . Please note that the Housing
® impact on landscape character is as the land could be prominent from :
3 o . Topic Paper does address the
2 minimal. the Broads and there could be isolated . .
. . . potential to increase OAN to
dwellings which also could impact
enable more affordable
ENVA4 landscape character. housing |
As per ENV1 assessment, the Development in other locations could | ?/- '
locations of development and lead toreliance on the private car.
development boundaries meartisat
people do not have to rely on the
private car. As such, overall +.
+ ?1- +
Stokesby and Thurne however does
not have the same types of serviceg
and facilities as the other allocation:
ENVS5 in the Local Plan. ]
Flood risk is an important issue to The issue of flood risk is raised in the | ?/-
address in the Broads. The allocations and development boundary
allocations however address the policies. However if the entire OAN
sequential and exceptions tést were to be met, there could be pressu
to allocate or develop areas that are af
With regards to the development risk of flooding.
5 boundaries, it can be seen that thes o/ 5
" | encompass areas that are at risk of| '
flooding. We asked stakeholders fol
their thoughts and this seems
acceptable in the Broads as
residential moorings are directed to
development boundaes and by
ENV6 their very nature are located in

This could rate positive
against the environmental
criteria as it could result in
less development bringing
associated negative effects

However, it would rate
negative against meeting
the housing need of the
population as well as
supporting aflourishing
economy as less houses
would be planned for.

’Housing Topic Papetttp://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planningolicies/development/futurelocaf?/--plan/evidencebase?

® Settlement Studyhttp://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planningpolicies/development/futurelocatplan/evidencebase?

*Land at Tiedam Topic Papéttp://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planningpolicies/development/futurelocatplan/evidencebase?
° Sequential Testttp://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planningolicies/development/futurelocatplan/evidencebase?



http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local?/--plan/evidence-base2
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
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A higher OANPerhaps to enable

the delivery of more affordable

Homes.

A Lower OANPerhaps to
reflect the environmental
constraints of the area.

Meeting need in Waveney and Centra| Meeting the entire need of the Broads in the
Norfolk HousingMarket Areas and Executive Area.
working with Great Yarmouth to meet
the need in that HMA.
waterbodies.
Generally positive as most The policy directs to brownfield land | ?/-
allocations are on brownfield land. which could be reused for housing.
+ | Stokesby allocation is on greenfield| ?/- | However in order to meet th©AN
land however. there could be pressure to develop
ENV7 gardens or greenfield land.
ENVS8
ENV9
ENV10
The allocations and development In order to meet the OAN there could | ?/-
boundary have facilities and service be pressure to allow development in
+ | which could reduce the need to ?/- | isolated areas which could lead to
travel by car (other than Thurne anc reliance on the private car.
ENV11 Stokesby as discussed previously).
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
The current approach over provides This approach would meet the entire | ?/-
in Waveney and Central Norfolk OAN in all the HMAs in the Broads.
»| HMAs. It under provides in Great
. | YarmouthHMA. However, the
/ . +
+ Broads as a whole has over provide
and Great Yarmouth Borough Coun
intend to meet the entire need of
SOC4 the Borough in their area
SOC5
As mentioned previously, most Development boundaries and ?/-
allocations and located in areas wel allocations direct housing to more
provided with services and facilities, sustainable locations. However, suitab
So would rate +. land in sustainable locations in the
Borough of Great Yarmouth is limited.
Stokesby and Thurneave limited Thiscould lead to allowing housing in
+ | access to services and facilities angd ?/- | more rural parts of Great Yarmouth
therefore rate-. where there could be a need for more
car journeys to access services and
facilities (when compared to housing
being located in an area with many
services and facilities where there is a
SOC6ab choice of transport modes).
SOC7
+ Housing provides homes for the + Housing provides homes for the ?l-
ECO1 workforce. workforce.
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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PolicyMODDM34: Affordable Housing

Final policy assessmerithe change to the publication version of the policy does not alter the thrust dfrthbpolicy.The changseeks to explain the offite

contributions approach as well as clarify that North Norfolk part of the Broads will have a different approach by virhe#nof & designated rural area. The changes to the

threshold (to 69 dwelling schemes) reflect tlehanges to the 2018 NPPF. Generally the final policy rates the same as the Publication Version.

Final/Publication version Preferred Options Version No Policy No change to DP23
? By locating affordable housing in areas with good facilities and The general thrust of DP23 woul
high levels of access, there could be fewer car journeys when score in a similar way to the
ENV1 compared to locating dwellings in other locations. PublicatioriFinalversion. There
ENV?2 couldbe some slight differences
as the Publicatiofrinal version
ENV3 . a A . _
LY 2NRSNJI 02 0SS Ay - — - - - - also includes:
? . . By locating housing in areas with services there is less impact —_
policy approach relating to rural L 1 Starter tbmes: This could
ENV4 : . . the landscape character from individual developments. . .
exceptions sites (which are located be more positive against
ENVS5 outside of development boundaries), SOCH4 as the dwellings
ENV6 0KS wasSldsSSyidaltQ This is not a delivered would be
w| ENV7 location has been removed. reasonable YadzAaalofSQ
-g ENVS . alternative. to buy a home.
© The changes however could result in 1 Clarity regarding
@ . . The NPPF say . .
= | ENV9 more afbrdable housing coming that Local circumstances for reducing
O Envio forward. Plannin affordable housing: On one
3 9 hand this could be negative
< | ENV11 Authorities
= ENV12 It therefore seems that the changes t must ensure a when compared to DP23 aj
g— the policy have made the policy not a wide ranae of less affordable housing
> ENV13 positive as it can be, but there are homes a?1d in could be delivered but on
2| soci other policies in the Local Plan to articular the other hand more
.E SOC2 provide a framework for determining Fneet the positive as more housing in
*?, rural exception site applications. affordable general could be provided
7 1S0c3 Furthermore, as set out in the Housin _ : — housina need | T Textrelating to size and
SOC4 | +| Topic Paper, delivery of Affordable Affordable housing meets the needs of some in the community as set (g)ut - tenure: This could be more
sSOC5 Housing in the Broads is difficult due evidence positive against SOC4 as tf
2| to the Government set thresholds an By locating affordable housing in areas wgthod facilities and ' dwellings delivered would
the usual size of residential planning high levels of access, there could be fewer car journeys when 0S5 WadzAutofs
SOCEab applications. This policy could go son | .ompared to locating dwellings in other locations. Fundamentally, DP23 has been
SOC7 way to helping the delivergf rated as not being in conformity
affordable housing in the Broads. with the NPPF. This is mainly
ECO1 because of the Rural Exception
ECO2 Site element of the policy. As
ECO3 such, this policy needs to be
amended to ensure conformity
ECO4 with the NPPF.
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PolicyMODDM35: ResidentiaDevelopment within Defined Development Boundaries

Publicaton policy assessmer®@nly some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the Noliclyange to the assessment.

Final policy assessmenmthere have been no changesthe publication version so no change to the assessmgtiie final policy

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP22, HOR1, HOV1, OU
TSAS.

Additional development boundaries

Employment directed to
development boundaries.

SustainabilityAppraisal Objectives

By locating affordable housing in development

boundaries which area areas with good facilities
and high levels of access, there could be fewer
journeys when compared to locating dwellings i

ENV1 other locations.
ENV2
ENV3
By locating housing in areas with services therg ~
less impact on the landscape character from
ENV4 individual developments.
ENV5
The issue of flood risk is raised in the supportin
ENV6 text of the policy and also on the related maps.
There is less likelihood of greenfield ldpeing
developed by directing development to
development boundaries. Development
boundaries exclude larges parts of residential
ENV7 gardens.
ENV8
Archaeology is referred to in the Oulton Broads| ~
ENV9 part of the policy.
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
Development Boundaries enable the delivery of ~
SOC4 housing.
SOC5
By locating affordable housing in development
boundaries which area areagth good facilities
and high levels of access, there could be fewer
journeys when compared to locating dwellings i
SOCE6b other locations.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having golice does not
mean that these issues will
not be considered. There are
some areas in the Broads
suitable for windfall
development because of the
services and facilities that is
nearby. A policy relating to
development boundaries that
reflects the Settlerant Study
is prudent.

These policies would score in a similar w
to the PublicatioriFinal Local Plan
However thePublicatioriFinal version
combines these five policies.

There are some changes proposed to

some of the development boundaries:

1 The change to HOV1 removes car
parks and thus protects them from
development. This could be more
positive in relation to tourism and the
economy of the area as the car
parking brings visitors to the area
who spend money in the shops.

i The change to OUL1 dslan area of
garden. Thigould be a more positive
approach to delivery of housing as
more land is in the development
boundary. There is no change to the
landscape impact as this area is
screened by another garden. This
could be more negative in relatido
efficient use of land as garden land i
not previously developed land.

1 The change to HOR1 removes some
areas of gardens that are prominent
in the street and landscape. This
could be more positive against
efficient use of land as it removes
some gardendnd from the
development boundary.

The assessment of the publicatiGinal

policy is therefore more positive against

related SA Objectives and is therefore
favoured.

The Settlement Study and Development Boundaries Topic Paper have asse
settlements anddentified that there are some areas which are as sustainablg¢
the four areas with development boundaries. There could be more areas
available for residential developme(go more positive against SCO4pwever
there are limited areas within the Broagart of the settlements for
development (so by going with this policy the impact on landscape characte
could be negative).

One area which was being considered as having a development boundary Vv
Stalham Staithe. This area generally scored well in étigeBient Study. This
scoring however relies on the ability to cross the A149 using the pedestrian
refuge as many facilities and services are fairly close to the Staithe area ong
A149 is crossed. Regarding the pedestrian refuge, the following orgjanisa
were contacted:

0 Local businesses operating in the staithe: Consider the route important
visitors to the staithe area to visit the town. The refuge could be improve
The time taken to get to the town centre could be around 12 minutes or

o Norfalk County Council Highways initial opinion: refuge appears to be w
used and there have been no reports incidents at the refuge in the last f
years (although the absence of such accidents does not necessarily ind
a route is safe). While Staithe®& is suitable for two way traffic in peak
tourist season, the pressure for tourist parking could restrict its width. Th
other roads are all primarily single track lanes with little or no passing
provision and not ideally suited to any material increas&affic
movements.

o Parish Councd The pedestrian routes between the refuge and the staith
and to the town are both very well used particularly in the summer mont
with more visitors to the Broads. Consider that the routes need to be
improved to makemore obvious to drivers on the A149 and to pedestrian
who could use it.

Another consideration is the impact of development in the area on the chara

of the staithe. The Conservation Area-Repraisal is to be adopted by the end

of the summerReflecting the work undertaken in relation to the-appraisal:

0 lItis not clear where new development would go as the staithe area has
much infill development

0 The mixed land uses are part of the character.

o Community consider the area is at capacitgdhere is likely to be
opposition to a development boundary in the area.

On balance, while the services and facilities in Stalham can be accessed by
pedestrians using the pedestrian refuge, further development in the area ha
the potential to negativelympact the character of the area and also the highw
network. As such, a development boundary for the Stalham Staithe area is 1
proposed to be taken forward.

It is important to note that there are other areas where residential developm
can take plae outside of development boundarigsallocations, rural enterprise
related dwellings.

The residential moorings policy directs towards development boundaries.
However, polices in the Site Specific section of the Local Plan state that the
some area that should be deemed as next to a development boundary for
residential mooring purposes to reflect the services and facilities nearby (na

Brundall, Stalham and Beccles).

An option considered during the
Issues and Options consultation
was to reinsta¢ the 1997 Local
Plan approach of development
boundaries applying to residential
and employment land uses. On
reflection it was felt that this could
stifle the economy(therefore
scoring negative against the
economy objectives)rhat being
said, access to these employment
sites by employees and visitors
could be easier by a variety of
modes in employment was
directed to development
boundaries (so positive against
SCO6ab)rhere would likely be lotg
of exceptions e.g. boatyards and
tourism developmentvhich could
result in a complicated policfhe
areas where the development
boundaries are chosen are not
necessarily appropriate for
employment.
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































