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1. Summary

About this document
e This Sustainability Appraisal reflects the Inspector’s Report.
e ltis called the FINAL SA of the Local Plan for the Broads.
e It uses the Modifications SA as a base but includes the changes to the Modifications that are discussed in the Inspector’s Report.
e Changes are not marked up in this version.
e As this version is not informing policy preparation, but reflecting the final Local Plan, including the Inspector’s Report, there are no changes/updates to the
literature review or baseline assessment.

Summary of the findings of the SA

This matrix identifies the impacts of the Local Plan policies on the various SA Objectives, taken as a whole. Please note that this table does not include assessment of the
vision, the housing or residential mooring numbers and not the specific Local Green Space and Open Space allocations that are related to the relevant policies. It is simply a
matrix of the policies.

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Policy SP1: DCLG/PINS Model Policy All of the topic areas covered by the Sustainability Appraisal Objectives relate to
aspects of sustainable development and relate to the NPPF and NPPG.

C

Policy DM1: Major Development in the Broads + |+ + 2?2?20

Policy DM2: Water Quality and Foul Drainage

Policy DM3: Boat wash down facilities

Policy DM4: Water Efficiency

Policy SP2: Strategic Flood Risk Policy

Policy DM5: Development and Flood Risk

Policy DM6: Surface water run-off

|+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM7: Open Space on land, play, sports fields and allotments

+ |+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM8: Green Infrastructure +

+ |+ [+ |+ |+
0|+
+

Policy SP3: Climate Change

Policy DM9: Climate Smart Checklist ?/+

Policy SP4: Soils

+
+

Policy DM10: Peat soils +] + +

Policy SP5: Historic Environment

Policy DM11: Heritage Assets

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM12: Re-use of Historic Buildings +|+ + |+

Policy SP6: Biodiversity

Policy DM13: Natural Environment

+ |+ |+ |+
o+ [+ |+

Policy DM14: Energy demand and performance

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM15: Renewable Energy + +

Policy SP7: landscape Character

Policy DM16: Development and Landscape

+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+

Policy DM17: Land Raising

Policy DM18: Excavated material

Policy DM19: Utilities Infrastructure Development

+ |+ |+ |+ [+ |+ |+
+

Policy DM20: Protection and enhancement of settlement fringe +

Policy DM21: Amenity

Policy DM22: Light pollution and dark skies ++]|+ + +

Policy SP8: Access around the Broads

Policy SP9: Getting around the Broads

Policy DM23: Transport, highways and access

+ |+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+ [+ |+

Policy DM24: Recreation Facilities Parking Areas

Policy SP10: A prosperous local economy ?

Policy SP11: Waterside sites

DM25: New Employment Development ]+ 4]+ + + + +] +

DM26: Protecting General Employment

DM27: Business and Farm Diversification ?

DM28: Development on Waterside Sites + +

Policy SP12: Sustainable Tourism

+

Policy DM29: Sustainable Tourism and Recreation Development

+l+ |+ |+ |+ |+ [+ ]|+ |+
|+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM30: Holiday Accommodation — New Provision and Retention

Policy SP13: Navigable Water Space

Policy SP14: Mooring Provision

|+ |+ |+ |+ [+ |+ |+ ]|+ ]|+ ]+
+l+ |+ |+ |+ |+ [+ |+ |+]|+ ]|+ ]|+ ]|+

+
+
+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM31: Access to the Water

Policy DM32: Riverbank stabilisation

Policy DM33: Moorings, mooring basins and marinas.

Policy SP15: Residential development

Policy DM34: Affordable Housing

Policy DM35: Residential Development within Defined Development Boundaries

Policy DM36: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show People

+ |+ |+ o+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+
+ |+ |+ o+ ||+ ]+ |+ |+

Policy DM37: New Residential Moorings

+
Ol o o I N

III4- + |+ ||+ |+
+
+

Policy DM38: Permanent and Temporary Dwellings for Rural Enterprise Workers

Policy DM39: Residential Ancillary Accommodation

+

+ |+ ||+
+
+

Policy DM40: Replacement Dwellings +]+ +

+ |+ |+

Policy DM41: Elderly and Specialist Needs Housing +]+ + |+ +

Policy DM42: Custom/self-build °/+

Policy DM43: Design + +] + |+ |+ +

Policy SP16: New Community Facilities +]+]? +| +

Page 4 of 239




Page 5 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6

ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

SOc4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Policy DM44: Visitor and Community Facilities and Services

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

Policy DM45: Designing Places for Healthy Lives

+

Policy DM46: Safety by the Water

Policy DM47: Planning Obligations and Developer Contributions

Policy DM48: Conversion of Buildings

Policy DM49: Advertisements and Signs

Policy DM50: Leisure plots and mooring plots

+

Policy DM51: Retail development in the Broads

?/+

+ |+ o]

Policy ACL1: Acle Cemetery Extension

Policy ACL2: Acle Playing Field Extension

RV PN

Policy BEC1: Former Loaves and Fishes, Beccles

Policy BEC2: Beccles Residential Moorings (H. E. Hipperson’s Boatyard)

Policy BRU1: Riverside chalets and mooring plots

Policy BRU2: Riverside Estate Boatyards, etc.

Policy BRU3: Mooring Plots

Policy BRU4: Brundall Marina

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy BRUS: Land east of the Yare public house

Policy BRU6: Brundall Gardens

Policy CAN1: Cantley Sugar Factory

Policy CHE1: Greenway Marine Residential Moorings

+l+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DIL1: Dilham Marina (Tyler’s Cut Moorings)

Policy DIT1: Maltings Meadow Sports Ground, Ditchingham

Policy DIT2: Ditchingham Maltings Open Space, Habitat Area and Alma Beck

|+ |+ |+ |||+ ]+

Policy FLE1: Broadland Sports Club

Policy GTY1: Marina Quays (Port of Yarmouth Marina)

Policy HOR1: Car Parking

Policy HOR2: Horning Open Space (public and private)

Policy HOR3: Waterside plots

Policy HOR4: Horning Sailing Club

o I o S S I I

+ |+ |+ [+ |

Policy HORS5: Crabbett’s Marsh

Policy HOR6: Horning - Boatyards, etc. at Ferry Rd. & Ferry View Rd.

+

Policy HOR7: Woodbastwick Fen moorings

+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+

Policy HOR8: Land on the Corner of Ferry Road, Horning

Policy HOR9: Ropes Hill Dyke Residential Moorings

+

Policy HOV1: Green Infrastructure

Policy HOV2: Station Road car park

+

+

Policy HOV3: Brownfield land off Station Road, Hoveton

+

-J

-J

Policy HOV4: BeWILDerwood Adventure Park

Policy HOV5: Hoveton Town Centre

Policy LOD1: Loddon Marina Residential Moorings.

+ |+ |+ ||+

+ [+ |+ [+

+ |+ |+

Policy NOR1: Utilities Site

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy NOR2: Riverside walk and cycle path

+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ [+ ||+

Policy ORM1: Ormesby waterworks

Policy OUL1: Boathouse Lane Leisure Plots

+

Policy OUL2: Oulton Broad - Former Pegasus/Hamptons Site

Policy OUL3 - Oulton Broad District Shopping Centre

Policy POT 1: Bridge Area

Policy POT2: Waterside plots

+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy POT3: Green Bank Zones

Policy SOL1: Riverside area moorings

Policy SOM1: Somerleyton Marina Residential Moorings

Policy STA1: Land at Stalham Staithe (Richardson’s Boatyard)

Policy STO1 Land adjacent to Tiedam, Stokesby

Policy TSA1: Cary’s Meadow

Policy TSA2: Thorpe Island

+

|+ |+ |+ |+ |||+ ]+ ]+

Policy TSA3: Griffin Lane — boatyards and industrial area

Policy TSA4: Bungalow Lane — mooring plots and boatyards

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy TSA5: River Green Open Space

Policy THU1: Tourism development at Hedera House, Thurne

Policy WHI1: Whitlingham Country Park

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy SSTRI: Trinity Broads

Policy SSUT: Upper Thurne

Policy SSCOAST: The Coast

++ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

+ oo+ |+

Policy SSROADS: Main road network

+ [+ [+ |+ |+

Policy SSMILLS: Drainage Mills

Policy SSPUBS: Waterside Pubs Network

Policy SSSTATIONS: Railway stations/halts

Policy SSTRACKS: Former rail trackways

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy SSLGS: Local Green Space

Policy SSSTAITHES: Staithes

Policy SSA47: Changes to the Acle Straight (A47T)

+ |+ |+ |+ |+

D |
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The following table summarises the cumulative effect for each SA objective. The numbers relate to the number of policies that are either +/?/-. The table shows that the

overwhelming impact of the policies in combination is positive.

| o] o f| vw| ol | 9| o ] 2| Y Q| A N| o] | 0|8 N 9] o] o o

> = = =2 =2 =2 =2 =2 =2 S S| SS9 ]9l 9l8d V| ol ol o] ©

z| z| z| z| z| z| z|z| z| 2| 2| 2| 2| ol | ol 0| 9|8 | ol | ©| ©

wl w wl wl w w i i w w w w w (%] (%] (%] (%] (%] 72 (%] w i w w

+ 47 | 49 | 74 | 93 | 22 | 38 | 41 7 57 | 51|19 | 4 2 |53 | 4 |24 (29|19 |37 |16 |42 | 32 | 27 | 60

? 9 4 4 6 4 5 6 4 4 4 4 4 4 6 6 6 13 9 8 6 17 | 14 | 14 | 18

- 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0

?/+ 3 3 3 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

The objectives with the most positives (more than 40) relate to:
e Traffic
e Water quality and efficiency
e Biodiversity and geodiversity
e landscape
e Sustainable resources

e Heritage
e Design

e Health

e Economy
e 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:
e (Coastal change
e Renewable energy
e Poverty and inequality
e Waste
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2. Introduction

About this document

e This Sustainability Appraisal reflects the Inspector’s Report.

e Itis called the FINAL SA of the Local Plan for the Broads.

e |t uses the Modifications SA as a base but includes the changes to the Modifications that are
discussed in the Inspector’s Report.

e Changes are not marked up in this version.

e As this version is not informing policy preparation, but reflecting the final Local Plan,
including the Inspector’s Report, there are no changes/updates to the literature review or
baseline assessment.

2.1. About Sustainability Appraisals
The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) to be
undertaken for Local Plans. The Broads Local Plan SA will examine whether the effects of the specific
sites/areas allocations and policies, individually or collectively, give rise to sustainability benefits or
dis-benefits. The SA assesses the short, medium and long-term social, environmental and economic
effects of the 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 short, medium and long-term 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 Assessment (SEA) 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 regulations.

Sustainability appraisals incorporate the requirements of the Environmental Assessment of Plans
and Programmes Regulations 2004, which implement the requirements of the European Directive
2001/42/EC on the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes 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 Regulations 2010, as amended, normally referred to as
‘the Habitats Regulations,’ transpose the requirements of the EU Habitats and Birds Directives into
UK law. The Regulations require a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) to assess potential
impacts from the plan 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 alongside the plan,
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 detailed project design secures European site protection. A HRA
of the Final version of the Local Plan for the Broads has has been prepared.
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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

v

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 Broads And The Broads 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 the UK. The
Broads area is an internationally important wetland and a nationally designated protected landscape of
the highest order. The designated Broads area is shown below. It includes parts of both Norfolk and
Suffolk counties. This is the geographical scope of the Local Plan.

Broads Authority executive area map

The Broads

Hickling Hickling ( R )
kﬂmd /—(\e Horsey -
» ‘\Y‘ f\
A
*/

gham

Containg Ordnance Survey data
© Crown copyright and database right 2014

SUFFOLK

The Broads Authority has a statutory duty to manage the Broads for three specific purposes. None of these
purposes takes precedence.

e Conserving and enhancing the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the Broads;

e Promoting opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment of the special qualities of the
Broads by the public; and

e Protecting the interests of navigation.

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

e the desirability of protecting the natural resources of the Broads from damage; and
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e the needs of agriculture and forestry and the economic and social interests of those who live or work
in the Broads.

The Broads Authority is the local planning authority for the Broads, responsible for producing and
updating the Broads Local Plan which guides development in the area. The area includes parts of
Broadland District, South Norfolk District, North Norfolk District, Great Yarmouth Borough, Norwich City
and Waveney District. The councils for those areas do not have planning powers in the Broads area, but
retain all other local authority powers and responsibilities.

3.2. The Broads’ Local Plan
The Broads Authority has prepared a Local 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 to Thorpe Island will also be
reviewed. The Local Plan process reviewed and carried forward and updated 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, floating homes, second homes and holiday homes, green infrastructure
and economic development.

The Authority will used the sustainability appraisal to help identify and choose between potential options
for the policies and site allocations. The sustainability appraisal encompasses the Strategic Environmental
Assessment required by European Directive and UK Regulations.

The Scoping Report formedthe basis of this sustainability appraisal and the environmental bodies
Environment Agency, Natural England and Historic England were aksed their views on it.

3.3. Previous Sustainability Appraisal Documents
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/Broads-Local-Plan-
Issues-and-Options-Interim-SA-Final.pdf

The Preferred Options Local Plan was accompanied by a Sustainability Appraisal which can be found here:
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0004/833971/Broads-Local-Plan-Preferred-
Options-Sustainability-Appraisal.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/Broads-Local-Plan-Publication-
Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf

The Modifications Local Plan was accompanied by a Sustainability Appraisal which can be found here:
https://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0004/1461649/Broads-Local-Plan-
Modification-Sustainability-Appraisal.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/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
https://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/1461649/Broads-Local-Plan-Modification-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
https://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/1461649/Broads-Local-Plan-Modification-Sustainability-Appraisal.pdf
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4. Challenges and Opportunities

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, flora, fauna and cultural and
heritage assets.

A unique wetland and low-lying area and status equivalent to a National Park.

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

A short undeveloped stretch of coastline.

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.

o Attractive environment, providing the basis for most of the Broads’ economy and recreation for
residents and visitors.

o 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 surrounding 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.

o Thriving hire boat industry contributing to the local economy.

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

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

o The age profile of the area shows more older-aged persons than the surrounding area. Older people
are often motivated, educated and experienced and play an important role in the community.
Substantial, engaged community of private boat owners.

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

Only few ( or localised) visual impacts from development outside the area of the Broads.

Many heritage assets including conservation areas and drainage mills.

The international significance of the paleo-archaeological remains within the Broads and the
unusually well preserved organic remains.

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

Weaknesses

o Some of the protected habitats in less than optimal condition and/or vulnerable to change as a result of,
for example, fragmentation, inappropriate land management and pressure from nearby development.
Some areas of fen and some lakes in decline.

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

High levels of listed buildings and other heritage assets at risk, and particular 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 water quality 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.
Decline in traditional industries such as millwrights and reed and sedge cutters.
High reliance on tourism which can leave the economy vulnerable and mean a loss of resilience as a
result of changes to the holiday/recreational patterns.
Car dependence of local communities and businesses and fragmentation of settlements.
Depleted local community and/or visitor facilities, often through displacement by higher value activities
(principally housing).
o Tensions and perceptions of incompatibility between interests of conservation, recreation, tourism,
navigation and local communities, and between local interests and the national value of the Broads.
o 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 needs of various waterspace users.
o Increasing pressures for land use change around areas of settlement.
o Resourcing difficulties for organisations that help to manage the environmental assets.
o Reliance on agricultural subsidies to promote land management for nature conservation.
Opportunities
o Climate change:
= Likely impacts that may create opportunities such as changes in flora, fauna and landscape,
patterns of recreation and changes in agriculture and its practices.
= 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.
= Evolving low carbon lifestyles, construction and patterns of land use and settlement.
o 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 measures as part of the
implementation of major housing and employment growth outside but close to the Broads area.
To connect wetland habitats on a landscape scale, to enhance and buffer biodiversity rich areas.
Potential for revival in the use of the area’s rivers and railways for freight and passenger traffic.
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 for leisure plots,
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 homes for local residents through the development plans of
constituent Local Authorities.
o The status of the Broads as equivalent to a National Park — held in high regard at a local and national
level.
O Training opportunities for traditional skills and crafts.
O Encouraging sustainability through the design of buildings as well as innovative designs, new

technologies and building in resilience.
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O

O O O O

Opportunities to encourage both local residents and visitors to join one of the many boating clubs, take
part in organised events, 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 community and economy they could bring.

Flat land favouring healthy travel modes.

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

Threats

O

Climate change - likely impacts that may be threats:
= |Increased frequency and severity of all sources of flooding
= Increased risk of coastal inundation
= Changes in water quality and quantity
® |ncreased 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
Erosion of the special character of the area’s landscape and built heritage through:
= |oss of archaeology built/landscape and cultural heritage assets.
= Saline intrusion.
= (Coastal erosion.
= |ncremental ‘suburbanisation’ and other changes, including through domestic and holiday home
extensions/enlargements and paraphernalia:
» Metalling of unmade tracks;
» ‘Horsiculture’ — proliferation of pony paddocks, stables, Manége s, etc.;
» Road, rail and navigation improvements/changes;
» Proliferation of advertisements.
Potential landscape and economic effects of change, including that driven by market changes (e.g. food
prices, bio-fuel).
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.
Declining boatyard and boatbuilding industry.
Loss of local and traditional skills.
Pinch-points 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.
Major housing and employment growth planned for nearby areas, and associated potential impacts
such as:
=  Water quality and quantity loss arising from effluent input and supply extraction.
® |ncreased recreational pressure, on both visitor ‘honeypots’ and remoter, more tranquil and
sensitive localities.
= Traffic growth.
Passing of the economies, practices and ways of life that generated and sustained those landscapes.
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O O O O

Unsympathetic design, construction and alterations.

Loss of local community and/or visitor facilities, 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.

Palaeo-environmental and organic archaeological remains are especially vulnerable and significant in
the Broads.

Potential damage to protected wildlife 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 transport 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 may alter the dynamics of marine erosion and sediment transport.
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5. The Sustainability Appraisal Objectives and 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 the SA Objectives was undertaken in April 2016 (see Appendix A). In
general, the proposed approach to the SA was well received.

SA Objective

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

ENV2: To improve water quality and use water efficiently.

ENV3: To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity.

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

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

ENV6: To avoid, reduce and manage flood risk.

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

ENVS8: To minimise the production and impacts of waste through reducing what is wasted, re-using and recycling
what is left.

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

ENV10: To achieve the highest quality of design that is innovative, imaginative, and sustainable and reflects local
distinctiveness.

ENV11: To improve air quality and minimise noise, vibration and light pollution.

ENV12: To increase the proportion of energy generated through renewable/low carbon processes without
unacceptable adverse impacts to/on the Broads landscape

ENV13: To reduce vulnerability 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 traditional industries.

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

SOCS5: To maximise opportunities for new/ additional employment

SOC6a: To improve the quality, range and accessibility of community services and facilities.

SOC6b: To ensure new development is sustainability located with good access by means other than a private car
to a range of community services and facilities.

SOC7: To build community identity, improve social welfare and reduce crime and anti-social activity.

ECO1: To support a flourishing and sustainable economy

ECO2: To ensure the economy actively contributes to social and environmental well-being.

ECO3: To improve economic performance in rural areas.

ECOA4: To offer opportunities for Tourism and recreation 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

EEEEEEEEEEEEEmmmmmmmmmmm
222222222 sEIKIBBIRIBIRIRIAIBIBIS IS
B INWB|Uild N lBEIRIRIPFIN|W IS0 | |N (RN S
oBI1 The Broads remains a key national and international asset and a special placetolive, |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ [+ [+ |+ |+ |? |+ |+ |+ |+ ]|+]|+]|+
work and visit.
0BJ2 | There are areas of true tranquillity and wildness, giving a real sense of remoteness. | + + + + + E 21?7 ?
OBJ3 The Broads is a unique, highly valued and attractive environment where the + + |+ + + |+ + |+ +|? + +
landscape character and setting is protected, maintained and enhanced.
OBl The rich and varied natural environment is conserved, maintained, enhanced and + 0+ |+ |+ + + |+ | + + + | ? + +
sustainably managed.
OBJS The coastal section of the Broads is used and managed in a balanced way for people + |+ |+ |+ + |+ ? +
and wildlife.
Water quality is improved and water is managed to increase capture and efficiency, + |+ + |+ + + | + + +
0OBJ6 prevent pollution and reduce nutrients. Flood risk to people, property and
landscapes is managed effectively.
OB)7 ‘Climate-smart thinking’ minimises future adverse impacts and makes use of + + + |+ |+ |+ + |+ |+ |+ |+ + + +
o opportunities in an area vulnerable to a changing climate and sea level rise.
2 OBJS The area’s historic environment and cultural heritage are protected, maintained and + + + |+ + + +
3 enhanced. Local cultural traditions and skills are kept alive.
3l 0B19 | The housing needs of the community are met. AR R R R + |+ +
s Development and change are managed to protect and enhance the special qualities | + | + | + | + | + | + | + |+ |+ + |+ S I I I I I O I O
% OBJ10 of the Broads as well as the needs of those who live in, work in and visit the area.
8 The Broads Authority maintains close cooperation with the Local Planning
- Authorities adjoining its executive area. .
oBI11 The Broads offers communities and visitors opportunities for a healthy and active + + + + + |+ + |+ |+
lifestyle and a ‘breathing space for the cure of souls’.
OBJ12 | There is a buoyant and successful rural economy. * * R
OBJ13 The Broads is renowned for sustainable tourism and supports a prosperous tourism + + + |+ |+ |+
industry.
People enjoy the special qualities of the Broads on land and on water. Access and + |+ |+ |+ + |+ |+ + |+ + + + |+ |+ |+ |+
oBJ14 recreation is managed in ways that maximise opportunities for enjoyment without
degrading the natural, heritage or cultural resource. Navigation is protected,
maintained and appropriately enhanced, and people enjoy the waterways safely.
0BI1S The Broads continues to be important for the function, identity and recreation of + + |+ |+ + |+
the local community as well as over a wider area.
OBJ16 | Waste is managed effectively so there is no detriment to the environment. +
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OBJ2/SOC and ECO objectives — there are many ?s (uncertain effect). This is because on one 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 through astro-tourism), this could lead
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.

0OBJ1/S0C4, 0BJ2/S0OC4, OBJ3/SOC4, OBJ5/SOC4, OBJ9/ENV objectives — There are many ?s (uncertain effects). This
is because it depends on how schemes to meet the housing need of the population/enable suitable stock of housing
to meet local needs are delivered. There are other objectives and related policies that seek to ensure the 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

Publication Local Plan assessment: Note that an alternative vision has not been produced to then be assessed. The vision is the same as the Broads Plan’s vision and the
Authority wishes for the two plans to align in this way. The assessment of the vision is generally positive.

Final Local Plan assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

ENV1
ENV2 | +
ENV3 | +
ENV4 | +
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENVS | +
ENV10
ENV11

Generally the vision seeks to protect what is
special about the Broads whilst enabling
ENV12 people to live in, work in and enjoy the area.
ENV13 So whilst these objectives have been classed
as positive specifically, the vision relates in
some way to each objective.

SOoC1 | +
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7 | +
ECO1
ECO2 |+
ECO3
ECO4 | +

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy SP1: DCLG/PINS Model Policy

Publication policy assessment: This has not changed from the Preferred Options policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

All of the topic areas covered by the

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

SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Page 19 of 239

No Model Policy. This option has been discarded as it is normal for Local Plans to include this policy. This model policy is 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 below shows the assessment of the Preferred Options policy. The main reason for this change is to locate
topic specific parts of this policy in that particular section as well as to make the strategic policies more manageable; this policy was very big.
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Note that this policy has been split into other policies. 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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Policy DM1: 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

ENV1
. Water quality is important to the special qualities of ?
ENV2 the Broads.
ENV3 | +| Biodiversity is addressed in the policy. ?
. The policy refers to character and this is important to ?
ENV4 the Broads.
. Landscape and townscape are special qualities in the ?
ENV5 Broads.
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9 | +| Heritage is important to the Broads. ?
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
soct | ? -
soc2 |°? ¢
soc3 | ? 7
soca | ? 1?7
socs | ?| Rated as uncertain as there is scope to consider major | ?
S0C6ab | ? development that could result in benefits relating to 7]
> these SA Obijectives; that is to say that the Major EX
S0¢7 ‘| Development policy does not stop schemes coming -
ECO1 | ?| forward if appropriate and meet the requirements of i
Eco2 | ?| the policy. ?
ECO3 | ? 1?7
?
?
ECO4

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

main differences between the policies are:

e the NCC version excludes changes to the Acle Straight
whereas the Final version does not include such an exclusion

e The use of ‘significant’ in relation to net benefits in criterion
3b;

Fundamentally the Authority considers that the policy should
refer to changes to the Acle Straight as that scheme will meet
the tests of major development, but there is no presumption
against the A47 coming forward and the requirements set out in
the Major Development policy will be addressed through the
work to justify and plan such a significant scheme.

In relation to the use of ‘significant’ in relation to net benefits in
criterion 3b, the starting point for planning policy development
is the NPPF. At paragraph 172 the NPPF sets out the major
development test in relation to the Broads and National Parks.
By doing this and through the content of that policy it is clear
that major development in these protected areas should be
permitted only exceptionally. It states explicitly that planning
permission should be refused for major development other than
in exceptional circumstances and (not or) where it is
demonstrated the development is in the public interest. The
NPPF also states that great weight should be given to conserving
and enhancing scenic beauty, landscape, wildlife and cultural
heritage.

The Authority considers that if major development is only to be
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
and proposals need to result in significant net benefits.

[~[ ] ][] ] ] 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 Major
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 a
Broads orientated
Major development
policy to provide
local criteria to help
apply the NPPF

policy.
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Policy DM2: Water Quality and Foul Drainage

Publication policy assessment: The changes from the preferred options generally add clarification. No changes to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: The main change from the Publicaiton version is to remove ‘septic tanks’ and this would effectively make ENV2 more positive but as ENV2 already
rates positive, there is no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to DP3

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2 The fundamental reason for this policy is to ?
address water quality and therefore minimise |
ENV3 impact on wildlife.
The method used does tend to be screened ?
ENV4 from view.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENVS
o
>| ENV9
3| ENV1O0
o)
O ENV11
3
T ENV12
8 ENV13
<
2 Soc1
-,‘é S0C2
© S0C3
§ The policy requirement could increase the ?
SOC4 cost of some schemes.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
The policy requirement could increase the
ECO1 cost of some schemes.
Policy applies to commercial development as ?
ECO2 well.
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty.

This option was not taken forward as water quality has
the potential to significantly affect the Broads and with
some properties being isolated away from mains
sewerage and thus needing alternative methods to
dispose of foul water, a policy is prudent.

Similar scoring but the final version requires
developers to ensure there is capacity at a treatment
works or that capacity can be made. The final version is
also stronger in its wording when relating to the
hierarchy of disposal methods. Also incorporates the
Horning aspect (rather than repeating in the HOR site
policies). Finally, the final version brings in the
potential to use reed bed filtration systems. Because of
the improvements the final policy brings, using DP3
with no change was discounted.
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Policy DM3: Boat wash down facilities

Publication policy assessment: This policy is the same as the Preferred Options version. No changes to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

More detailed Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
. A key aim of the policy is to reduce copper levels in
ENV2 sediment.
. Copper in sediment can harm biodiversity. The policy
ENV3 also relates to biosecurity and invasive species.
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
S0C1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
Eco1l | ?| This extra requirement could add costs to a business.
. Appropriate wash down facilities will mean that
ECO2 businesses contribute to environmental wellbeing.
ECO3
The types of boats affected by this policy are used for
5| recreation purposes. On one hand this policy
| requirement helps the environment but on the other
ECO4 it could be an extra financial burden.

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be considered or
addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. Considering the
importance of water quality in the
Broads, not having a policy was
discounted as an option.

The thrust of a more detailed policy will rate the same as the
Publication version. However, by being more detailed, this policy
could be overly restrictive and could be more negative against
the economy objectives. An overly detailed policy specifying what
measures should be put in place could restrict some more
innovative and viable options coming forward. As the publication
policy strikes a balance, a more detailed policy was not taken
forward.
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Policy DM4: Water Efficiency

Publication policy assessment: This policy is generally the same as the Preferred Options version although the policy now applies to the entire Broads Authority Executive
Area. No changes to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the 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
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12

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

S0C2
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.

SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1

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

-~

.‘,‘ "’l .,Jl o

ECO4
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Policy SP2: Flood Risk

Publication policy assessment: There have been some changes to this policy from the Preferred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather than change the meaning.
Final policy assessment: There 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 CS20
ENV1
ENv2 | + | Flooding can harm water quality. ?
ENV3
ENV4
. Flooding is something that can be attributed | ?
ENV5 to climate change.
ENV6 + | Policy is on flood risk. ?
ENV7
ENV8
3| ENV9
2
5| ENV10
E_J Flood risk would still be The general thrust of CS20
o| ENVI1 considered using the NPPF, means it would score
3| ENV12 but a local policy thatisin line | similar to the Publication
g ENV13 with the NPPF seems prudent version. However CS20
& soc1 + | Flooding can harm the health of people ? in an area prone to such was produced prior to the
e flooding as it is. As such, not NPPF and therefore needs
3| S0C2 having a policy was updating in order to be
©
£| SOC3 discounted. found sound.
©
‘g Flood risk can prevent some development ?
n 5 | or mean others need to be designed to
* | address flood risk. Whilst a burden, it is well
Nele} known that flood risk exists in some areas.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 Flood risk can prevent some development
ECO2 or mean others need to be designed to
? | address flood risk. Whilst a burden, it is well
ECO3 known that flood risk exists in some areas.
ECO4
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Policy DM5: Development and Flood Risk

Publication policy assessment: There have been some changes to this policy from the Preferred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather than change the meaning and
as such the assessment is the same other than a positive at ENV7.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
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Final/Preferred Option version No Policy No change to DP29
ENV1
ENvV2 | +| Flood risk can harm water quality. ?
ENvV3 | + | Refersto protected sites. ?
. Policy refers to SuDS which can benefit the ?
ENV4 landscape in the area.
. Flooding is something that can be attributed to ?
ENV5 climate change.
ENVe | + | Policyis on flood risk. ?
ENvV7 | +| Policy refers to using brownfield land.
ENV8
(%]
Sl ENV9
E ENV10 | +| Response to flood risk could be through design. ' Flood risk would still be The general thrust of DP29
O| ENV11 considered using the NPPF, | means it would score similar
3 ENV12 but a local policy that is in to the Publication version.
© o .
3 ENv13 | +| Coastal change can relate to flooding. line W'th the NPPF seems Howeve.r DP29 was
3 y 5 prudent in an area prone to | produced prior to the NPPF
2zl SOC1 |+ Flooding can harm the health of people ; such flooding as it is. As and therefore needs
3| soc2 such, not having a policy updating in order to be
©
£ sOC3 was discounted. found sound.
©
é’ Flood risk can prevent some development or mean | ?

others need to be designed to address flood risk.

2
" | Whilst a burden, it is well known that flood risk
SOC4 exists in some areas.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 Flood risk can prevent some development or mean
£CO2 others need to be designed to address flood risk. [ |
? | Whilst a burden, it is well known that flood risk —
ECO3 exists in some areas. I
ECO4
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Policy DM6: Surface water run-off

Publication policy assessment: There have been some changes to this policy from the Preferred Options policy, but this clarifies things rather than change the meaning and

as such the assessment is the same other than a positive at ENV7.
Final policy assessment: Compared to the Publication version, the final version of the policy adds some more detail to help apply the policy and aid understanding. The
changes would make ENV6 and ENV2 more positive. No 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 get worse with ?
ENV5 climate change.
ENV6 SuDS address flooding ?
ENV7 The importance of designing SUDS at an early stage emphasised in the policy.
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SuDS address flooding so 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 and ?
Noler! do provide some amenity open space for the community.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 SuDS are an additional requirement for development but do address flooding and ?
£CO2 do provide some amenity open space for the community.
ECO3
ECO4

SuDS could still be used as per
the NPPF and NPPG, but this
policy gives addressing
surface water emphasis as a
locally important issue. As
such, not having a policy was
discounted.

A more detailed policy rates the same as
the Publication version policy, but could
be more restrictive on development but
on the other hand provide assistance in
finding the best option for a site. That
being said, local site investigations and
research will still be needed to fully
understand which option is best for the
local circumstances. The publication
version strikes a balance and therefore
is preferred to a more detailed policy.
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Policy DM7: Open Space on land, play, sports fields and allotments policy
Publication policy assessment: Note that the Publication version of this policy is generally the same as the Preferred Option, but made simpler.

Final policy assessment: The final version of the policy adds text relating to assessing groundwater when considering cemeteries and so ENV2 is now positive.

Final version Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2 | +| New criterion relating to assessing groundwater risk for cemeteries

ENvV3 | +| 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/land scape ?

ENVS5 N li

ENV6 | +| Open spaces are areas where water can infiltrate in general + | Open spaces are areas where water can infiltrate in general ? dgepsonlg

ENV7 necessarily

ENVS mean that
gl _ENvo wil not be

> . .

2 ? .

g ENV10 | +| Open space can add to the design of the scheme + | Open space can add to the design of the scheme delivered as

lg ENV11 could be

= ENV12 negotiated

(%] .

© at plannin

2 ENV13 apzlicatiorg1

Z . Open space is used by people to undertake activities and therefore . Open space is used by people to undertake activities and therefore ? stage. A

2] soc1 benefits health. benefits health. .

= policy

_r-é S0C2 however

®©  s0cC3 gives a more

[%2]

a 5 Whilst being a requirement for developers to address, can make a scheme 5 Whilst being a requirement for developers to address, can make a ? formal
SOC4 "| more attractive to future occupiers. " | scheme more attractive to future occupiers. approach. As
SOCS such, not

having a
. Such facilities are appreciated by the community and tend to be delivered . Such facilities are appreciated by the community and tend to be ? oIicI svas
SOC6ab close the community that uses them. delivered close the community that uses them. p Y

discounted.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

entire district. Completing a separate one for the Broads would be duplicating work.

An alternative option is to undertake our own assessment on open space in the Broads. However, the Authority’s constituent districts undertake this study for the

We could allocate other areas of open space. This is done to some extent as per the Local Green Space policy which allocates some other areas of open/green space.




Page 30 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy DM7: Open Space on land, play, sports fields and allotments - individual sites

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the sites allocated for open space etc so the assessment of the final policy has not changed.

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 species. 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 but area. character of the area.
be welcomed by not by others.
some but not by
ENV4 others.
ENVS5
ENV6
ol ENV7
2
Bl ENV8
Rl
8 ENV9
s ENV10
S| ENV11
Q
<<| ENV12
2
= ENV13
s Allotments Playing fields and Could have a positive Could have a positive ?| Could have a positive Allotments provide Could have a positive Playing fields and play +| Playing fields and play
;?; 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
A food and require physical activity. as may enhance the may enhance the enhance the attractiveness 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
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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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 a | +| 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. character of 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
ol ENV7
2
S| ENVS
2
8 ENV9
© ENV1O0
Sl ENV11
Q
<| ENV12
2
Z_(—:: ENV13
o Playing fields and play | + | Playing fields and Allotments provide Enables physical activity. Could have a positive Playing fields and + | Could have a positive Allotments provide +| Enables physical
g 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.
3 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
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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Policy M8: Green Infrastructure (Gl)

Publication policy assessment: Only minor changes have been made to the Preferred Options version of this policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

Some types of Gl are off-road routes ?

+

ENV1

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

ENv4 | +| Glcanenhance 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 more
. Gl can be used by people to provide active lifestyles as well as be ? certainty. As such, not having a

SOC1 appreciated by people thus benefiting wellbeing. policy was discounted.
SOC2
SOC3

ENV13

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Gl can enable some schemes to go ahead — to mitigate recreation
SOC4 impact.

SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3

. Some Gl is why people come to the area. For example the long walking | ?
ECO4 routes.

Another option is to have site specific Green Infrastructure policies. To 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. There is a need for an overarching policy to capture green infrastructure assets that do not have
their own policy.
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Policy SP3: Climate Change

Publication policy assessment: There is one change to the policy from the Preferred Options version that results in a positive against ENV3 —the reference to biodiversity
and adaption.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
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Final/Publication version No Policy No change to CS8
. Policy refers to travel plans as a way of minimising ?
ENV1 contributions to climate change.
ENV2
ENV3 | +| Policy refers to enabling biodiversity to adapt.
ENV4
ENV5 | +| Policyis on climate change. ?
ENV6
. Managing resources sustainably (in particular in relation | ?
ENV7 to energy) is a fundamental principle of the policy.
ENV8
(%]
2 ENVO
E ENV10
8 ENV11 Climate change is addressed in the NPPG and
f:‘{ ENV12 | +| The policy refers to renewable energy. ? | NPPF so whilst this issue would not be ignored, The general thrust of CS8 would mean that the policy
g ENVI3 a policy in the local plan is prudent to reflect rates the same. CS8 was produced in 2007 however
S the risks faced by the Broads in the face of and the Publication/final version is more up to date
2zl SOcC1 climate change. As such, not having a policy with current climate change thinking.
% SOC2 was discounted.
§_soc3
§ soc4 | ?| Policy seeks to ensure that development and change ?
considers climate change. Could add considerations for [ 5]
SOC5 ? development. .
. Reference to a travel plan which seeks sustainable
SOC6ab modes of transport.
SOC7
ECO1
. Policy seeks to ensure that development and change ?
ECO2 considers climate change.
ECO3
. Policy seeks to ensure that development and change ?
ECO4 considers climate change.
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Policy DM9: Climate Smart Checklist

Publication policy assessment: Whilst there is a change to which development this policy applies, this is a clarification added to the Preferred Option version and is not a
significant change.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENVS5

ENV6

The checklist refers to the potential issues that

ENVY could arise as a result of climate change. The issues
o ENV8 included in the checklist can affect all of the SA
% ENV9 objectives. It is also based on the level of risk the
2 Envio applicant is willing to accept and so is s.ubj'ectlve. A lack of policy does not necessarily mean
(@) The fundamental reason for the checklist is to . . . .
=| ENV11 . : . that all applicants will not consider their
a ensure that applicants have considered the various . .
‘o . . . development and climate change issues.
< ENV12 issues that climate change can bring and reflect . .
g ?/+ . . . . ?/+ | However because the Broads is at risk from
2 ENV13 them in their design of they consider them to be of . . .

. L . climate change issues, it seems prudent to
Py risk. Of note, this is an extra requirement for .
=| SOC1 . . have a local response to the issue. As such,
o development proposals to consider. That being not having a policy was discounted
© .
£ S0C2 said, if climate change issues are addressed in the g a policy
© . .
| SOC3 development, this could aid the use of the
>
2 soca development for its lifetime and therefore be more
attractive to occupiers.
SOC5
SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4
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Policy SP4: Soils

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment

of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No policy

ENV1

ENV2

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

ENV3

The issue of invasive species discussed.

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

Policy protects best and most versatile
agricultural land.

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Policy refers to decontaminating land if
required.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

S0C2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be addressed. There are related development
management policies as well as the NPPF. This policy
however brings soil related issues together. As such, not
having a policy was discounted.
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Policy DM10: Peat Soils

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.

Final policy assessment: The change to the publication version clarifies the policy and improves its application but there is no change 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. ?/-
ENV4
ENV5 | +| Peat sequesters carbon ?/-
ENV6
. Policy would seek the effective use of land to minimise peat ?/-
ENV7 disruption.
" ENV8
< ENvV9 | +| There s great potential for archaeology within the peat. ?/-
i3]
2 ENV10
0
9 Envi1
a
‘ol ENV12
5 Envi3
E SOC1
4l soc2
£
2 SOC3
a S| A consideration for development, but does not prevent
SOC4 " | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
5 A consideration for development, but does not prevent
SOC5 " | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2 S| A consideration for development, but does not prevent
ECO3 " | development but seeks minimal peat disruption.
ECO4

It is likely that not having a policy
could still see peat lost/disrupted
depending on the specific detail
and location of the scheme. With
peat having so many important
qualities and being at risk from
change in the Broads, a policy is
prudent. As such, not having a
policy was discounted.

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.

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 such, the publication version is preferred.
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Policy SP5: Historic Environment and Policy DM11: Heritage Assets

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version of SP5. The only change to the publication version of this policy relates to disseminating
information/findings and this would make ENV9 more positive, so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to CS5 and CS6 and DP5

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Heritage assets contribute to local
distinctiveness.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy relates to heritage.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

Heritage and culture have traditional skills
associated with them.

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Heritage and historic assets feature quite strongly in the
NPPF and NPPG however with heritage and culture being
fundamental to the Broads it is prudent to have a local
policy. As such, not having a policy was discounted.

The general thrust of these policies would result in a
similar assessment to that of the Publication and final
version. The Publication and final version are not that
dissimilar to the CS and DP policies. Some differences
include the Broads being an area of ‘exceptional
waterlogged heritage’, the ‘unknown’ factor and the
potential for interpretation. As the publication and
final version addressed these extra issues the
publication and final version is preferred.
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Policy DM12: Re-use of Historic Buildings

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: The changes to the publication version of this policy seek to ensure high quality design and retention of important features as well as brings holiday
accommodation in line with the policy requirements of permanent residential. This would make ENV4, 9 and 10 more positive so no change to the assessment of 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 re-using buildings, there could be benefits to the local area. ?

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9

ENV10

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

S0C2
soc3 | +| By re-using historic buildings, there is a need for some traditional industries. ?
Soc4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7

ECO1
ECO2 +| Employment is an accepted use of the building. ?

By reusing buildings, there could be effective use of materials and embodied energy.

Linked to the above, re-suing buildings could reduce waste associated with demolition.

Policy relates to re-use of historic buildings.

+ |+ [+ |+
(LS N EL Ul LU )

Design is an important element of the policy.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

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

The policy is very similar to the Development Management DPD policy DP6 with only minor changes.
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Policy SP6: Biodiversity

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy that is formed from parts of POSP2 and POSP3.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2
ENvV3 | +| The policy relates to biodiversity. 2

ENV4

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

ENV6
ENV7
ENV8

ENV9
ENV10 | + | Biodiversity provisions can be designed into schemes. ?

ENVI1 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
ENV12 not be addressed. There are related development
ENV13 management policies as well as the NPPF. This policy

People appreciate biodiversity. Enjoyment of biodiversity can 2| however brings together the headline issues to consider.

+ * . - .
SOC1 promote a healthy lifestyle through being an attraction on walks. As such, not having a policy was discounted.

S0C2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
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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Policy DM13: Natural Environment

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: The change to the policy reflects that the term ‘high environmental value’ is not in the current NPPF, but the thrust of the text in relation to
brownfield land is not changed so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP1

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

Policy relates to biodiversity.

ENV4

ENV5

Linking fragmented habitats can help wildlife
adapt to climate change.

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

Biodiversity provisions can be designed into
schemes.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

People appreciate biodiversity. Enjoyment of
biodiversity can promote a healthy lifestyle
through being an attraction on walks.

S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Biodiversity is one of the reasons people come
to the Broads.

The NPPF and NPPG address biodiversity. However,
considering much development 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 local
policy. As such, not having a policy was discounted.

Generally rates the same as the Publication and final
version. The Publication and final version however
clarifies some aspects as well as emphasises the
importance of species on brownfield land. These
changes mean that the publication and final version is
preferred.




Page 41 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy PUBDM14: Energy demand and performance

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 DP7

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3

ENV4
ENV5 | +| Reducing energy demand is one way of mitigating climate change. ?

ENV6

The policy seeks the effective use of materials to minimise energy ?
ENV7 demand.

ENVS8
ENvVo | +| The policy refers to heritage assets and energy efficiency. ?

ENV10 | +| Design will be important to meet the fabric first element of the policy. | ? The general thrust of DP7 would result in
Not having a policy does not mean that the same assessment as the Publication
energy demand would not be a consideration and final version. The policy did need
for proposals. A policy however does add updating to reflect changes in regulations
ENV13 more certainty that it will be considered. As such as the Code for Sustainable Homes
sOC1 such, not having a policy was discounted. not being in place any more. As such, the
publication and final version is preferred.

ENV11
ENV12 | +| Policy relates to energy demand and renewable energy. ?

S0C2

SOC3
soc4 | ?| Thisrequirementis a consideration for development proposals. ?

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7

ECO1
Eco2 | ?| Thisrequirement is a consideration for development proposals. ?

ECO3
Eco4 | ?| Thisrequirement is a consideration for development proposals. ?
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Policy DM15: Renewable Energy
Publication policy assessment: No changes from the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

Final/Publication version
The impact of proposals on transport is a
ENV1 consideration.
ENV2
ENV3 Biodiversity is an important consideration.
The impact of renewable energy on the protected
ENV4 landscape of the Broads is a key consideration.
Renewable energy is one way of mitigating climate
ENV5 change.
ENV6
ENV7 The policy refers to the use of brownfield land.
g ENV8
'§ The impact of renewable energy on the cultural
o ENV9 heritage of the Broads is a key consideration.
@)
=| ENV10
K]
g ENV11
3 ENvI2 The policy refers to renewable energy.
E ENV13
=
g soci
£ soc2
>
Y s0C3
SOC4
Renewable energy proposals that meet the policy
SOC5 requirements can provide jobs.
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that proposals
will not address the SA objectives but considering
the Broads is a protected landscape with many
special qualities, it is prudent to have a local policy.
As such, not having a policy was discounted.

The policy is the same as Development Management DPD policy DP8.




Page 43 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy SP7: Landscape Character

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy that is formed from parts of POSP2 and POSP3.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment

of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

The policy is about landscape.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy refers to the historic and cultural
environment.

ENV10

The design of development can minimise
impacts on landscape character.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be addressed. There are related development
management policies as well as the NPPF. This policy
however brings together the issues that are important to
the area. As such, not having a policy was discounted.
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Policy DM16: Development and Landscape

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to DP2

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
Some of the traditional characteristics of the
Broads which the policy seeks to protect
ENV3 benefit biodiversity.
This policy seeks to protect the landscape of
ENV4 the Broads.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
¢ ENV8
% The landscape and culture and heritage are
2 ENV9 linked.
© Design is important to protecting landscape
3| ENViO character.
g ENV11
2— ENV12
>
% ENV13
E People appreciate the landscape of the
§ SOC1 Broads.
2 S0C2
S0C3
SOc4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that landscape will not
be an important consideration, but as the Broads is a
nationally protected landscape, it is prudent to have a

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

The general thrust of DP2 would score in a similar way
to the Publication and final version. The Publication
and final version has been drafted to separate
landscaping from landscape and improve the policy
using officer experience of using the current policy.
The publication and final version is therefore
preferred.
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Policy DM17: Land Raising

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. The change to the criterion D makes the policy
rate stronger against ENV9.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENvV3 | +| Policy refers to impact on biodiversity. ?
ENv4 | +| Land raising can impact on landscape ?
ENVS5

. Whilst land raising may make one plot safer from flooding, the impact is moved ?
ENV6 elsewhere.
ENV7
ENV8

Proposals need to have regard to archaeology and other heritage assets. ?

ENVY | + P g &Yy & Not having a policy may still mean that

. Lar.1d raising has design implications in terms of difference in height between ?| this is a consideration. That being said
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

current policies. It therefore seems
prudent to address this issue in the
S0C1 Local Plan. As such, not having a policy
SOC2 was discounted.

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Another option could be a ban on land raising, but this seems unreasonable when the Publication version sets criteria for proposals to address — that is to say that land
raising could be acceptable if certain criteria are adequately met.

ENV13

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives




Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

Policy DM18: Excavated material
Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1

ENV2
ENV3 | +| Seeks to ensure that vegetation is that which ?
is normal for the area. ?

ENV4 | +
ENV5

ENV6
ENV7 | +| Seeks re use of spoil or disposal in an ?
acceptable manner. ?

ENV8 | +
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

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

early on in the process. As such, not having a policy was
SOC1 .

discounted.

SOC2

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy DM19: Utilities Infrastructure Development

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.

Final policy assessment: The change to the Publication version is to consider impacts on the historic environment so that would make ENV9 more positive so no change to
the assessment of the final policy (as ENV9 was already positive).

Final/Publication version No Policy As per DP9 with no
amendments.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

. Policy seeks to ensure that utilities infrastructure does not affect the setting of and landscape of the ?

ENV4 Broads.

ENV5

ENV6

ENvV7 | +| Policy emphasises the opportunities for sharing masts. ?

ENV8
4 Policy seeks to ensure that utilities infrastructure does not affect the setting of and landscape and ? . .
S + . Not having a policy does
5| ENV9 heritage assets of the Broads. ;
9 not mean that these issues . N
2 ENVIO . . Same rating as the Publication
2 will not be considered or ) .
o . and final version, but the
= ENV11 addressed. A policy does . ) .
a3 however provide more Publication and final version
O ENVI2 . P . relates to other utilities
2 certainty. As the Broads is .
<| ENV13 . infrastructure such as power
N — — - a protected landscape, it bles. Th blicati d
2 soc1 |+ Health of the community is emphasised in the policy. ?l seems prudent to cover Cf:c_ els. ? pu. L;atlo? an
-r.é There are some areas which are not served by good broadband or don’t have mobile phone coverage. | ? | this issue in the Local Plan ina ver5|ofn 'S dere ore
® ?| This policy does not necessarily act as a halt to improvements, but emphasises the importance of the As such, not having a preferred.
§ S0OC2 landscape of the Broads. policy was discounted.

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1 ?| See SOC2. ?

ECO2

ECO3 ?| See SOC2. ?

ECO4
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Policy DM20: Protection and enhancement of settlement fringe landscape character

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment. Note that the changes to the assessment of ‘no policy’
have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2

. Highlights how landscape features can benefit biodiversity for example ?
ENV3 hedgerows.
ENV4 Fundamental aim of the policy is to protected landscape. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9

ENV10

ENV11 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues
ENV12 would not be addressed as the Broads is a nationally

protected landscape. The policy is drafted to reflect
ENV13 ongoing practice and emerging themes from
SOC1 determining planning applications. As such, not having a
S0C2 policy was discounted.

+

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Some development on the settlement fringe in the past has an economic ?
element (as well as recreation) such as horsiculture. The policy does not stop
ECO3 change, but sets criteria that proposals should address.

ECO4

-J
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Policy DM21: Amenity

Publication policy assessment: There are no changes to the Preferred Options policy. The changes to DP28 bring in other important considerations and therefore the publication version of
this policy is preferred. Final policy assessment: There 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

ENV11

The policy emphasises air quality, noise, vibration and light pollution.

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

By addressing amenity, there could be benefits to mental health and
wellbeing of neighbours by reducing stress of from noise or light
pollution for example. The policy addresses other issues like vermin
which can affect physical health.

SOC2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

Some of the elements the policy addresses could be anti-sociable if not
addressed.

ECO1

ECO2

Ensures development considers social and environmental wellbeing.

ECO3

ECO4

No policy does not mean
that development will result
in amenity issues. A policy
however gives some
certainty and specific
criteria to assess
applications against. As
such, not having a policy
was discounted.

Although the Publication/Final version introduces
vibration as an important consideration.

Although the Publication/Final version introduces other
amenity issues which can affect mental and physical
health.

Some of the elements the policy addresses could be
anti-sociable if not addressed.

Ensures development considers social and
environmental wellbeing.
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Policy DM22: Light pollution and dark skies

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: The only change to the publication version improves wording of the policy to help its application so no change to the assessment of the final

version.
Final/Publication version No Policy Rely on DP28 only
ENV1
ENV2
ENvV3 | +| There s evidence that biodiversity can be harmed by light pollution.
ENv4 | +| The dark skies of the Broads which is between urban areas is distinct.
ENv5 | +| Efficient use of lighting can save energy and thus reduce contributions to climate change.
ENV6
ENvV7 | +| Efficient use of lighting can save energy.
ENV8
" ENVS Lieht oolluti be reduced b I -desizned sch Whilst DP28 mentions light
< ENV10 | +) H8M POTiUtion can be reduced by a wefl-designed scheme. No policy does not mean that | pollution, it does not give the
g ENvV11 | +| The policy seeks to reduce light pollution. light pollution in the Broads detail that the
'-OE ENV12 will not be considered. The Publication/Final version does
= evidence however points to and nor does it reflect the
8| ENvi13 R :
T — - - - - - the Broads being intrinsically dark sky evidence.
g . The.re is evidence that light pollution can be bad for people’s health. People enjoy dark skies and dark and therefore the NPPF Furthermore DP28 is more
i S0C1 seeing stars. seeks to protect such areas. about amenity whereas the
Z| S0C2 The local policy reflects the Publication/Final version
'rgs SOC3 data collected. As such, not relates more towards
‘© having a policy was tranquillity. The
+| S0c4 . s . .
2 discounted. publication/Final version is
SOC5 therefore preferred.
SOC6ab
Some could consider reducing light pollution will increase crime and anti-social activity; however
5 there is no firm evidence of this. It is argued by some that well mounted security lights do not
" | dazzle would be witnesses. Furthermore, tackling light pollution is not necessarily about turning
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 tourism — people could come to the Broads
ECO4 to experience the dark skies.
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Policy SP8: Getting to the Broads

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the 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 gasses.

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

+

Walking and cycling are active travel modes and alternatives to the car.

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

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 tourists.
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 congestion
issues in part of the Broads, such a policy seems
appropriate. As such, not having a policy was
discounted.

Note that this policy is very similar to Core Strategy policy CS16 with only some slight text changes.
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Policy SP9: Recreational access around the Broads

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. The minor change of adding a reference to
historic environment adds a + next to ENV9 however.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy
ENvV1 | +| Policy relates to water usage. ?

ENv2 | +| Refersto natural environment. ?

ENV3
ENv4 | +| Policy refers to staithes and slipways which are assets to settlements. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7

ENVS8
ENV9 +| Refers to historic environment. ?

ENV10
ENV11

Not having a policy does not mean that such
issues will not be considered. With the Broads
ENV12 being a water-based equivalent to a National
ENV13 Park, it seems prudent to have a policy on using
the water. As such, not having a policy was

discounted.

soc1 | +| Many aspects of the policy enable active lifestyles. ?

soc2
soc3 | +| Theuse of water is traditional. ?

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Many aspects of the policy will benefit tourism. ?

+

Note that this policy is very similar to Core Strategy policy CS17 with only some slight text changes.
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Policy DM23: Transport, highways and access

Publication policy assessment: There are no changes to the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: There 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 DP11

Policy includes criteria which address the impact of development on

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1 roads.
ENV2
ENV3 Policy refers to protected species and habitat.
The element of the policy referring to links to the water could make
ENV4 somewhere quite distinctive.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11 Policy refers to adverse effect on light pollution.
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1 Walking and cycling are active modes of transport.
SOC2
SOC3
Travel plans could be required by some development which could be a
burden but also reflects that the development needs to consider its
S0OC4 impact on the highway network.
SOC5
SOC6ab The policy is about accessing a site using a range of transport modes.
SOC7
ECO1
Travel plans could be required by some development which could be a
burden but also reflects that the development needs to consider its
ECO2 impact on the highway network.
ECO3
ECO4

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

mostly rural it is appropriate for a policy to
reflect these local circumstances. As such,
not having a policy was discounted.

The general thrust of DP11 would score in a
similar way to the Publication/Final version.
The differences are:

e The Publication/Final version refers to
adverse effect on light pollution and so
rates more positively against ENV11.

e The Publication/Final version refers to
adverse effect on landscape character
so rates more positively against ENVA4.

As such, the publication/Final version is

preferred,
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Policy DM24: Recreation Facilities Parking Areas

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

Final/Publication version
. The parking areas could reduce any 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 the policy itself, there is reference in the
reasoned justification of using existing car parking facilities if
ENV7 possible.
o ENV8
>
5| ENV9
= ENVIO0 The policy does emphasise the importance of design.
o : N - -
=l ENV11 The policy does refer to addressing light pollution.
i)
O ENV12
8
<| ENV13
g By enabling somewhere to leave vehicles, the use of a particular
2 recreation facility could be increased with associated mental and
C . .
® SOC1 physical health benefits.
3 soc2
(%]
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Such facilities would provide for the parking of vehicles of tourists
ECO4 enabling them to enjoy the attraction.

Not having a policy does not mean that such parking
areas will not be provided. A policy provides
emphasis on the importance of such parking areas as
well as criteria to help suitable delivery. As such, not
having a policy was discounted.
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Policy SP10: A prosperous local economy

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version of the policy but the final supporting text makes clear that this policy does not apply to Al
uses so but this does not change the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to CS22

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

-

The policy refers to the special qualities of the Broads. A ? as there
are many other detailed policies relating to the special qualities
which would be used to help determine planning applications.

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+

Policy relates to employment, businesses and the economy.

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

Not much of the original CS22 has been rolled forward
to the publication/Final version as it was quite narrow in
scope. As such, the publication/Final version is
preferred.
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Policy SP11: Waterside Sites

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before. It is very similar to the CS23 with very minor changes.

Final policy assessment: The only change to the Publication version of the policy is addition of example recreation facilities such as moorings and angling. This does not
change the policy assessment of the final policy as these are examples that are given in the policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENVS5
ENV6
ENV7

ol ENVS Not having .a policy dogs not

< mean that issues relating to

g ENV9 waterside sites will not be

o] ENVIO0 addressed as there are other

@) L

=l ENV11 policies in the Local Plan that

3 ENV12 may cover them. The issues

g ? | addressed in the policy will not

i ENV13 be covered in national policy

=l soc1 however. Considering how

® i tant waterside sites are to
gl soc2 impor :

‘m the Broads, a policy seems

| S0C3 .

3 prudent. As such, not having a
SOC4 policy was discounted.
socs | +| Relates to the provision of jobs

SOC6ab
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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Policy DM25: New Employment Development

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.

Final policy assessment: The changes to the publication version of the policy make it clear that Al uses are not considered a new employment use and reference to the
historic environment (ENV9) and designated sites is included (ENV3). As a result the final policy rates positively when compared to ENV9 and ENV3.

Final version Publication version No Policy

ENV1 | +| Seeksto minimise impact on highways. + | Seeks to minimise impact on highways. ?

ENV2 | +| Seeks to protect water quality. + | Seeks to protect water quality. ?

ENV3 | +| Seeks to protect designated sites. ?

ENvV4 | +| Seeks to protect landscape character. + | Seeks to protect landscape character. ?

ENVS5

ENV6

ENV7 | +| Seeksto promote previously developed land. + | Seeks to promote previously developed land. ?

ENV8
ol ENvo | +| Seeks to protect heritage assets ?
% ENV10 Whilst the issues addressed in this
% policy will likely be addressed
o| ENV11 without a policy, there is no policy
3l ENV12 relating to new employment
g ENV13 development which this policy seeks
2 .
<| soc1 | +| Seeks to protect amenity. + | Seeks to protect amenity. ? to .relate to..lt brings together many
2 issues which proposals need to
3| S0C2 ensure they take account of. As such,
©
£l socC3 it is prudent to have this policy in the
% soca Local Plan.
>
(%)

socs | +| Relates to the provision of jobs + | Relates to the provision of jobs

Seeks to be located in an area that can be accessed 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 use.
SOC6ab car use. Also refers to home-based businesses. Also refers to home-based businesses.

SOC7

ECO1 1?7

ECO2 . ) ?

+| In general relates to economic development. + | In general relates to economic development. X
ECO3 ?
ECO4 ?
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Policy DM26: Protecting General Employment

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP18

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7

ENV8

ENV9 Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will not
ENV10 N . . . L
be addressed. However — The publication/Final version of this policy is similar to
considering how important || DP18, but there is some changes to the wording to
ENV12 employment sites are to the update the text and to add clarification. As such, DP18
ENV13 economy of the Broads and that would rate similarly to the publication/Final version, but
soct land suitable for employment | | the publication/Final version is preferred as it is more up
land use is limited in the Broads —— to date and clearer
S0C2 it is prudent to have a policy on ||
S0OC3 employment sites.

SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1

ENV11

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Relates to the provision of jobs ? ?

+

ECO2 The policy seeks the retention of employment areas thus
ECO3 benefiting the economy.

ECO4
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Policy DM27: Business and Farm Diversification

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.
Final policy assessment: There 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 DP19

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

-

provision of jobs

The policy refers to the other policies in the local plan that may be
relevant to proposals. Rates positive on SCOS5 as relates to the

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

site.

Policy enables suitable diversification to enable a business or farm
+| to continue to succeed and the site to continue as an employment

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will not
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 continue to succeed, it
is prudent to have a policy on
diversification.

The publication/Final 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, DP19
would rate similarly to the publicatio/Final n version, but
the publication/Final version is preferred as it is more up
to date and clearer.
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Policy DM28: Development on Waterside Sites

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy and has not been assessed before.
Final policy assessment: The changes to the policy in the final Local Plan are more about re-ordering 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 version No Policy No change to DP20

ENV1 |

ENv2 | +| Refers specifically to water quality. ? +

ENV3 —

ENV4 .

ENV5 |

ENV6 |

ENVY Not having a policy does not ||
o ENV8 mean that these issues will not
% ENV9 be addressed. However
% ENV10 considering how important
(@) waterside sites are to the — The thrust of the publication/Final policy and DP20 are
2 ENVI1 economy and enjoyment of the || the same, but the detail and wording is different. As
S| ENVI12 Broads, it is prudent to havea | | such DP20 would rate similar to the publication/Final
<| ENVI3 policy on tourism. Furthermore, version, but the publication/Final version is preferred as
E sOC1 | +| Refers to amenity of adjacent land uses. 2| locally, smaller boatyards are [, thisis more up to date clearer than DP20. It has also
o struggling to be viable and as |— been informed by the Employment Topic Paper.
©
£|_S0C2 such there are currently |
©
| SOC3 concerns about what to do with
> . —
“ soca such sites and there could be

socs | +| Relates to the provision of jobs more in the future.

SOC6ab

SOC7 L

eco1 7] B

ECO2 . Waterside sites covered by the policy tend to be businesses or ; Lt

ECO3 benefit tourists. ? +

ECO4 ? +
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Policy SP12: Sustainable Tourism

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

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

Keep original policies from Core
Strategy
(Cs9, 11,12, 19, 21)

Final/Publication version
ENvV1 | +| 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 refers to being of a suitable scale to protect character of landscape. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
(%]
&l ENv9 | +| Policy refers to being of a suitable scale to protect character of landscape. ?
E ENV10 | +| Many of the aspects covered in the policy are design responses. ?
o
O| ENV11
a
® ENV12
8] ENvV13
<
2 soci
8| soc2
% Some of the tourist industries in the Broads are based on traditional skills ?
2 + | such as sailing. Also some of the attractions in the area (like mills) rely on
' soc3 traditional skills.
SOC4
socs | +| Tourismis an employer in the area. ?
SOC6ab
SOC7
Ecol | * 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 not
be addressed. However
considering how important
tourism is to the economy and
also reflecting the special
purposes of the Broads
Authority, it is prudent to have
a policy on tourism.

The general thrust of each of these
current Core Strategy policies would
result in similar scoring as the
Publication/Final version. However,
the Publication/Final version
generally combines the thrust of all
of the existing policies. The
publication/Final version is preferred
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Policy DM29: Sustainable Tourism and Recreation Development

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

Final policy assessment: Changes to the publication version on one hand aid clarification and do not change the thrust of the policy but on the other hand relate to the scale
of development allowed and remvoes the test relating to other offers in more sustainable locations. These changes would effectively make ENV4 more positive so no

change to the assessment of the final policy (as ENV4 is already a +).

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP14

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENv1 | +| Policy refers to sustainable transport ?
ENvV2 | +| Refersto unacceptable impacts on the natural environment. ?
ENV3 | +| Policy emphasises protected sites. ?
ENv4 | +| Development must contribute positively towards landscape character. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 | +| Policy seeks to prevent use of greenfield land and allows farm diversification. ?
ENV8
ENvV9 | +| Policy emphasises the special qualities of the Broads. ?
ENV10 | +| Torespond to the requirements of the policy, design is important. ?
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
. Active travel can benefit health and by protecting what is special about the ?
SOC1 Broads, there are benefits to wellbeing.
S0C2
Some of the tourist industries in the Broads are based on traditional skills such ?
+ | as sailing. Also some of the attractions in the area (like mills) rely on traditional
SOC3 skills.
S0c4
SOC5 + | Tourism is an employer in the area. ?
SOC6ab | +| Policy refers to sustainable transport ?
SOC7
ECO1 |+ 7
ECO2 + | Tourism is an employer in the area and tourists spend money thus benefitting i
EcO3 | +| thelocal economy. ?
ECO4 |+ ?

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues will not
be addressed. With tourism such
an important element of the
economy as well as the special
qualities of the Broads, it is
prudent to have a local tourism

policy.

The general thrust of DP14
would score in a similar way to
the Publication/Final version.
The Publication/Final version
however expands on DP14
emphasising more issues that
proposals need to consider. The
publication/Final version is
preferred
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Policy DM30: Holiday Accommodation — New Provision and Retention

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: The publication version is amended to remove the five bed space rule and add a criterion about the scale of development. These changes would
make ENV4 more positive so no change to assessment of the final policy (as 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

SOC6ab

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

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Tourism is an employer in the area and tourists spend money thus benefitting
the local economy.

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be addressed. Because
there is local pressure to convert some
holiday accommodation to permanent as
well as the Broads being an areas much
visited by tourists who need somewhere to
stay, such a policy is required.

The general thrust of DP15 would
score in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The
Publication/Final version however
expands on DP15 emphasising
more issues that proposals need to
consider. The publication/Final
version is preferred.
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Policy SP13: Navigable Water Space

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of 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 is distinct to the Broads so maintaining

ENV4 navigable water space will enable navigation.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7 | + .

Policy seeks effective use of dredged material.

ENV8 +
§ ENV9
§l_ENV10
8| ENv11
8l Envi2
o
g ENV13
i By ensuring the Broads is navigable, there will be health benefits
P +| through activities associated with the Broads and navigation as well as
_E SOC1 wellbeing from people enjoying the Broads experience.
g soc2
a Sailing is a traditional skill. Using the water in various ways is

+ -

SOC3 traditional to the area.

SOc4

SOC5

SOC6ab | +| 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 be navigable. This is a
fundamental requirement of the Broads
Authority. Such a policy is prudent however
considering that navigation is such an
important element of the Broads and indeed
is a requirement for the Broads Authority.

These policies would score similarly to the
Publication/Final version but the
Publication/Final version combines these
policies. The publication/Final version is
preferred.
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Policy DM31: Access to the Water

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. There is one amendment that results in a + next
to ENVO.

Final policy assessment: When assessing the final version, the changes refer to other policies in the Local Plan. Whilst it could be assessed that this change could effectively
make the policy positive against each SA Objective, whilst this is noted, this may be a too simplistic appraoch to assessing the policy as all policies need to be read together
anyway and so the original assessment has not been changed.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP12

ENvV1 | +| Policy seeks to ensure access to the water is done in the right way. ?

ENV2 | +| Refersto the requirements of the Water Framework Directive. ?

ENv3 | +| Refersto the ecology of the Broads. ?

ENv4 | +| Refersto the landscape of the Broads. ?

ENV5

ENV6 +| Refers to flood risk.

ENV7 | +| Policy refers to not prejudicing future development or change. ?

ENV8
o ENvg | +| Policy refers to historic environment.
2
g ENV10
o]
o| ENV11 ) . Policy would rate the same as the
= Not having a policy does not mean that such L . .
3 ENV12 . . L. Publication/Final version. The
‘= issues will not be addressed but a policy is . . L
S| ENVI3 . . Publication/Final version is very
9 prudent considering how important access to imilar to DP12 but add riterion
< There will be health benefits through activities associated with the Broads | ? | the water is in the Broads. As such, not having a > .a ° .u a §a C ero
P S . . . . relating to affecting navigation. The
£ +| and navigation as well as wellbeing from people enjoying the Broads policy was discounted blication/Final N P d
3 soc1 experience. publication/Final version is preferred.
C
© soc2
3
»n| SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab | +| 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

EcOo4 | +| People come to the Broads to experience it from water. ?
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Policy DM32: Riverbank stabilisation

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: When assessing the publication version, the changes refer to other policies in the Local Plan. Whilst it could be assessed that this change could
effectively make the policy positive against each SA Objective, whilst this is noted, this may be a too simplistic approach to assessing the policy as all policies need to be
read together anyway and so the original assessment has not been changed. The other change clarifies that quay heading may be acceptable in areas where quay heading is
part of the character rather than a blanket statement of being suitable 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 refers to 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 consideration.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be addressed. With
there being many stretches of riverbank
in the Broads, of varying need of
stabilisation and being located in areas
of differing character, a policy is
prudent.

DP13 is similar to the
Publication/Final version so would
rate the same. However, the
Publication/Final version adds
criterion relating to the existing
uses in the area and reference to
the Riverbank Stabilisation Guide.
The publication/Final version is
preferred.
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Policy SP14 Mooring Provision

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. Stating that existing short stay moorings will be

protected does not change the rating. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

The provision of well-designed and well located moorings can reduce the impact of
ENV1 moored boats on the navigable water space.

ENV2

ENV3

The policy refers to an attractive area.

+

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

Using the water is a traditional skill and moorings enable this.

+

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

. The policy refers to locating moorings in areas where there are good services and
SOC6ab facilities.

SOC7

ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

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

+ |+ |+ |+

.\,‘ .‘,‘ .\)‘ ~

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

Please note that the Preferred Options version is the same as the original CS14.
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Policy DM33 Moorings, mooring basins and marinas.

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: The first change to the Publication version is to clarify the thresholds and numbers of moorings to be sought for visitor moorings. The second
change is to clarify what is meant by ancillary facilities. Both changes aim to clarify the policy and do not change the thrust of the policy or its requirements and so there are
no changes to the assessment.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP16

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

The provision of well-designed 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 disposal. | ?
ENV3 Policy refers to ecology of the area. ?
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 of the criteria 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 well-designed and well located moorings can reduce the impact of moored ?
SOC3 boats on the navigable water space.
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab The policy refers to locating moorings in areas where there are good services and facilities. ?
SOC7
ECO1 ?
Moorings are used by visitors to the area as well as local businesses. The requirement for |
ECO2 contributions (on site or off site) of 2 or 10% moorings is a consideration for new development. ||
ECO3 ?
Moorings are used by visitors to 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 a navigable 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 the contributions
to visitor moorings requirement,
if there was no policy on this,
moorings would not come
forward in this way. This could
impact the availability of
moorings although the scale is
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 was
discounted

Generally, DP16 would score
in the same way as the
Publication/Final 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 inclusion
of off-site contributions
towards the delivery of the
visitor moorings could
enable more schemes to
come forward that sticking
to on-site provision.
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Policy SP15: Residential development

Publication policy assessment: Note that this policy now incorporates PODM31 (see next). Please note that the Objectively Assessed Housing Need figure is appraised
separately in this SA. The assessment of the Publication version of this policy rates the same as the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: The change to the publication version seeks to clarify the actual 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

ENV1

By locating development in areas with good facilities and high levels of access, there could be fewer
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 landscape character from
individual developments. The policy also directs towards brownfield land which is often in need of
regeneration and this can benefit the character of the area.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

The policy directs to brownfield land which could be re-used for housing.

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

The policy fundamentally is about new housing development.

SOC5

SOC6ab

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

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does
not mean that these issues
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
development.

These policies would score
in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version.
The Publication/Final 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

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

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3
By locating housing in areas with services there is
less impact on the landscape character from
individual developments. The policy also directs
towards brownfield land which is often in need of
regeneration and this can benefit the character of

ENV4 the area.

ENVS5
The issue of flood risk is raised in the allocations
and development boundary policies/supporting
text. The approach taken regarding meeting the

ENV6 OAN is conducive to minimising flood risk.
The policy directs to brownfield land which could
be re-used for housing.

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

SOC3

SOC4 The policy fundamentally is about new housing

Not having a policy does not
mean that these issues 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 how the housing
need in the area will be met.

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direct housing to more
sustainable locations. However, suitable land in sustainable locations in
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 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).

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direct housing to locations
where development already exists. However developing land in other
locations in the Borough of Great Yarmouth could have landscape impacts
as the land could be prominent from the Broads and there could be
isolated dwellings which also could impact landscape character.

?/-

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

The policy directs to brownfield land which could be re-used 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 the Broads.
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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 Great
Yarmouth Borough, but the Broads 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 be
fewer car journeys when compared to locating
dwellings in other locations.

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

?/-

Development boundaries and allocations direct housing to more
sustainable locations. However, suitable land in sustainable locations in
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 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).
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Objectively Assessed Housing Need SA Assessment

Publication policy assessment: Meeting need in Waveney and Central Norfolk HMA and working with Great Yarmouth to meet the need in that HMA option effectively
comprises the following other policies. Please go to those assessments as well. The assessment below effectively summarises these individual policy approaches.
e Allocations at the Utilities Site (PUBNOR1), Pegasus site (PUBOUL3), Hedera House at Thurne (PUBTHU1) and land at Tiedam (PUBSTO1), Stokesby.
e Development Boundaries policy (PUBDM34)

Furthermore, the completions and permissions since April 2015 also count towards the OAN and this is set out in the Housing Topic Paper?.

Some of the options rate as ?/-. It is important to note that there are other policies in the Local Plan that would provide a framework for determining planning applications

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

Final policy assessment: Please note that 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 so the assessment of the final policy is the same as the Publication SA.

A Lower OAN. Perhaps to
reflect the environmental
constraints of the area.

Meeting need in Waveney and Central | Meeting the entire need of the Broads in the A higher OAN. Perhaps to enable
Norfolk Housing Market 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 more
development in areas which have sustainable locations. However, suitable
good access to services and facilities 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 out where there could be a need for more
N in the Settlement Study?). Therefore 2/ car journeys to access services and 2/
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 score 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 rates
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 need
package treatments works and septic to rely on package treatment works or
ENV2 tanks. septic tanks.
Whilst all sites need to go through a Additional locations for development ?/- . . .
. This would rate in a similar way
HRA assessment at Plan Level at the could be near protected sites. .
. . to the second option of
very least, in general, the locations of . .
. meeting the entire need of the
P + | the development boundaries and the | ?/- X )
> . L Broads in the Executive Area.
= allocations are within urban areas .
5] : That is to say that there could
% and not directly near to protected be or re for development
S| ona ||t s o geert
a Whilst assessment of landscape Development boundaries and ?/- pprop . .
‘T . ) . . . . . of the Broads. That being said,
= impacts and design responses will allocations direct housing to locations .
Py . there could be other areas in
2 need to be addressed when schemes where development already exists. .
. . . . the Broads that are suitable. As
= are designed, by have the allocations However developing land in other . .
= . o . . such, it is uncertain.
o . and development boundaries within 2/ locations in the Borough of Great
© HY A .
£ urban areas, it could be that the Yarmouth could have landscape impacts .
© . . . Please note that the Housing
k7] impact on landscape character is as the land could be prominent from .
> o . Topic Paper does address the
n minimal. the Broads and there could be isolated . .
. . . potential to increase OAN to
dwellings which also could impact
enable more affordable
ENV4 landscape character. housing
As per ENV1 assessment, the Development in other locations could ?/- '
locations of development and lead to reliance on the private car.
development boundaries means that
people do not have to rely on the
i . +.
. private car. As such, overall 2/-
Stokesby and Thurne however does
not have the same types of services
and facilities as the other allocations
ENV5 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 test®. were to be met, there could be pressure
to allocate or develop areas that are at
With regards to the development risk of flooding.
5 boundaries, it can be seen that these 2/-
" | encompass areas that are at risk of '
flooding. We asked stakeholders for
their thoughts and this seems
acceptable in the Broads as
residential moorings are directed to
development boundaries 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 a flourishing
economy as less houses
would be planned for.

Housing Topic Paper: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local?/--plan/evidence-base2

2 Settlement Study: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base?2

3 Land at Tiedam Topic Paper: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
4 Sequential Test: 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
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
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A Lower OAN. Perhaps to
reflect the environmental
constraints of the area.

Meeting need in Waveney and Central | Meeting the entire need of the Broads in the A higher OAN. Perhaps to enable
Norfolk Housing Market Areas and Executive Area. the delivery of more affordable
working with Great Yarmouth to meet Homes.
the need in that HMA.
waterbodies.
Generally positive as most The policy directs to brownfield land ?/-
allocations are on brownfield land. which could be re-used for housing.
Stokesby allocation is on greenfield ?/- | However in order to meet the OAN
land however. there could be pressure to develop
ENV7 gardens or greenfield land.
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
The allocations and development In order to meet the OAN there could ?/-
boundary have facilities and services be pressure to allow development in
which could reduce the need to ?/- | isolated areas which could lead to
travel by car (other than Thurne and 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.
HMA:s. It under provides in Great
Yarmouth HMA. However, the .
Broads as a whole has over provided
and Great Yarmouth Borough Council
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 well allocations direct housing to more
provided with services and facilities. sustainable locations. However, suitable
So would rate +. land in sustainable locations in the
Borough of Great Yarmouth is limited.
Stokesby and Thurne have limited This could lead to allowing housing in
access to services and facilities and ?/- | 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 ?/-
ECO1 workforce. workforce.
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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Policy DM34: Affordable Housing

Final policy assessment: The change to the publication version of the policy does not alter the thrust of the final policy. The change seeks to explain the off-site

contributions approach as well as clarify that North Norfolk part of the Broads will have a different approach by virtue of it being a designated rural area. The changes to the

threshold (to 6-9 dwelling schemes) reflect the changes 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 would
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. Publication/Final version. There
ENV2 could be some slight differences
ENV3 as the Publication/Final version
In order to be in line with our district’s - — - - - - also includes:
. . By locating housing in areas with services there is less impact on o
policy approach relating to rural o e Starter Homes: This could
ENV4 . . . the landscape character from individual developments. o .
exceptions sites (which are located be more positive against
ENV5 outside of development boundaries), SOC4 as the dwellings
ENV6 the ‘sequential’ test relating to This is not a delivered would be
ENV7 location has been removed. reasonable ’sugcable’hand enable more
. to buy a home.
o , Iternative. . .
< ENV8 The changes however could result in 'T'heerlil]sli;:lia . e  (Clarity regarding
S|_ENV9 more affordable housing coming that Local 4 circumstances for reducing
-8 ENV10 forward. Planning affordat?le housing: On o.ne
- e hand this could be negative
3| ENV11 Authorities
T It therefore seems that the changes to must ensure a when compared to DP23 as
g ENV12 the policy have made the policy not as wide range of less affordable housing
<| ENV13 positive as it can be, but there are . could be delivered but on
2 S homes and in
Z| soci other policies in the Local Plan to particular the other hand more
2 <o provide a framework for determining meet the positive as more housing in
'g oc3 rural exception site appli.cations. . affordable general c?uld be'provided
3 Furthermore, as set out in the Housing housing need e Text relating to size and
Soc4 Topic Paper, delivery of Affordable Affordable housing meets the needs of some in the community. as st fut o tenure: This could be more
SOCS Housing in the Broads is difficult due evidence. positiye agair?st SOC4 as the
to the Gov.ernment set th'resholds' and By locating affordable housing in areas with good facilities and dwelll.ngs delivered would
the L"su‘-’fl size of resu:!entlal planning high levels of access, there could be fewer car journeys when be ‘suitable’.
SOC6ab appllcatlons.. This pollc.y could go some compared to locating dwellings in other locations. Fundamentally, DP23 has been
SOC7 way to helping the delivery of 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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Policy DM35: Residential Development within Defined Development Boundaries

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
No change to DP22, HOR1, HOV1, OUL1,

No Policy

TSAS.

Additional development boundaries

Employment directed to
development boundaries.

Final/Publication version
By locating affordable housing in development
boundaries which area areas with good facilities
and high levels of access, there could be fewer car
journeys when compared to locating dwellings in
ENV1 other locations.
ENV2
ENV3
By locating housing in areas with services there is
less impact on the landscape character from
ENV4 individual developments.
ENVS5
The issue of flood risk is raised in the supporting
ENV6 text of the policy and also on the related maps.
There is less likelihood of greenfield land being
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
2 ENV9 part of the policy.
2| ENV10
0
‘3] ENV11
(@]
T ENV12
‘© ENV13
Q
& soci
2| soc2
=
® S0C3
é Development Boundaries enable the delivery of
Al S0c4 housing.
SOC5
By locating affordable housing in development
boundaries which area areas with good facilities
and high levels of access, there could be fewer car
journeys when compared to locating dwellings in
SOC6ab other locations.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a police 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 Settlement Study
is prudent.

These policies would score in a similar way
to the Publication/Final Local Plan.
However the Publication/Final version
combines these five policies.

There are some changes proposed to
some of the development boundaries:

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.

The change to OUL1 adds an area of
garden. This could 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 relation to
efficient use of land as garden land is
not previously developed land.

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 garden land from the
development boundary.

The assessment of the publication/Final
policy is therefore more positive against
related SA Objectives and is therefore
favoured.

The Settlement Study and Development Boundaries Topic Paper have assessed
settlements and identified that there are some areas which are as sustainable as
the four areas with development boundaries. There could be more areas
available for residential development (so more positive against SCO4). However
there are limited areas within the Broads part of the settlements for
development (so by going with this policy the impact on landscape character
could be negative).

One area which was being considered as having a development boundary was
Stalham Staithe. This area generally scored well in the Settlement 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 once the
A149 is crossed. Regarding the pedestrian refuge, the following organisations
were contacted:

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

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

o Parish Council — The pedestrian routes between the refuge and the staithe
and to the town are both very well used particularly in the summer months
with more visitors to the Broads. Consider that the routes need to be
improved to make more obvious to drivers on the A149 and to pedestrians
who could use it.

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

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

of the summer. Reflecting the work undertaken in relation to the re-appraisal:

o ltis not clear where new development would go as the staithe area has seen
much infill development

o The mixed land uses are part of the character.

o Community consider the area is at capacity and there 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 has
the potential to negatively impact the character of the area and also the highway
network. As such, a development boundary for the Stalham Staithe area is not
proposed to be taken forward.

It is important to note that there are other areas where residential development
can take place outside of development boundaries — allocations, 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 there are
some areas that should be deemed as next to a development boundary for
residential mooring purposes to reflect the services and facilities nearby (namely
Brundall, Stalham and Beccles).

An option considered during the
Issues and Options consultation
was to reinstate 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). That 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). There would likely be lots
of exceptions e.g. boatyards and
tourism development which could
result in a complicated policy. The
areas where the development
boundaries are chosen are not
necessarily appropriate for
employment.
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Policy DM36: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show People

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: The change to the publication version of the policy clarifies the need that is referred to and removes the requirement to be on brownfield land. This
means that ENV7 is no longer positive although it does not follow that the policy rates negative against ENV7 — it is neutral as it depends on the specific scheme and it is not
as though greenfield land is promoted in the policy.

No Policy

Final version Publication version
Policy requires proposals to ensure there is no impact on safe and Policy requires proposals to ensure there is no impact on safe
ENV1 efficient operation of the highway network. and efficient operation of the highway network.
Policy requires proposals to be serviced thus addressing water Policy requires proposals to be serviced thus addressing water
ENV2 quality. quality.
ENV3 Reference to Natura 2000 sites. Reference to Natura 2000 sites.
Policy requires proposals to respect the landscape and special Policy requires proposals to respect the landscape and special
ENV4 qualities of the area. qualities of the area.
ENV5
ENV6 Proposals need to have regard to all types of flood risk. Proposals need to have regard to all types of flood risk.
@ ENV7 Policy refers to previously developed land.
% ENVS Policy requires proposals to be serviced Policy requires proposals to be serviced
% Policy requires proposals to respect the heritage and special Policy requires proposals to respect the heritage and special
S| ENV9 qualities of the area. qualities of the area.
% By meeting the various criteria requirements, proposals should By meeting the various criteria requirements, proposals should
sl ENV1O be well designed. be well designed.
Q
< ENV11
:% ENV12
£| ENV13
8
gl SOC1
< This policy could address social exclusion and inequality by being This policy could address social exclusion and inequality by being
in place to assess applications for the needs of a particular group in place to assess applications for the needs of a particular group
SOC2 in society. in society.
SOC3
This policy will be able to assess applications for Gypsy and This policy will be able to assess applications for Gypsy and
Nele} Traveller sites. Traveller sites.
SOC5
Policy requires sites or pitches to be well located to services and Policy requires sites or pitches to be well located to services and
SOC6ab facilities. facilities.
SOC7

Without a policy,
proposals will need to be
assessed using existing
policies which could
address these issues. A
criteria based policy
however meets the
requirements of the
Government Policy and
will set out what proposals
will need to address
clearly. As such, not having
a policy was discounted
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Final version Publication version No Policy

ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Show People Need

The Needs Assessment (2017) concludes that there is not a Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople need for the Broads Authority area. As such, no sites are allocated
for this land use type. The Authority has a criteria based policy to assess such applications if they were to come forward. The lack of need rates as neutral against SOC4. If

there was a need, this would rate positively against SOC4. In relation to the other SA objectives, the location and design of sites will be assessed against Policy PUBDM35:
Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show People which is assessed previously.
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Policy DM37: New Residential Moorings

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. One change would rate more positive against
ENV4 as this relates to ensuring that the associated residential paraphernalia is considered up front.
Final policy assessment: The changes to the policy specify the residential moorings target, removes introduces proximity to three key services (ENV1 and SOC2), adds

Norwich to the potential areas suitable for residential moorings, clarifies what is meant by ancillary facilities, includes criteria relating to scale of development (ENV4) and

refers to the need for a management plan (SOC7). The changes to the assessment of the policy are shown in the table below.

Final version Publication version No Policy No change to
DP25
Policy seeks to ensure that residential moorings do not impede Policy seeks to ensure that residential moorings
navigation. The policy requires them to be located proximate to do not impede navigation. Residential moorings is not
three key services or adjacent to or within a development addressed in the NPPF and
boundary so in theory services can be walked to or there is NPPG. That being said,
ENV1 public transport to use. criteria/guidance/policies The policy
Policy refers to providing sewerage pump out etc. Policy refers to providing sewerage pump out relating to other would rate the
ENV2 etc. development could be <ame as the
ENV3 Policy refers to ecology and wildlife. Policy refers to ecology and wildlife. u.sed.in determir}ing _ Publication
- - applications for residential .
Policy refers to local character and includes reference to the . . version as
Policy refers to local character moorings.
oL _ENV4 scale of the proposals. there have
g ) been minimal
2| ENV5 Furthermore, thereis a
] ) . changes to
21 ENV6 move in the Housing and DP25. The
o The policy directs residential moorings to marinas and The policy directs residential moorings to Planning Act 2016 to only ch;:\nge is
3| ENV7 boatyards. marinas and boatyards. understand the need for .
2 . to give
5 ENvS houseboats (the definition
gl . . . examples of
L Envo of which aligns with the the types of
2] Authority’s definition for ancillar
3| ENV10 residential moorings). . y
© ENVIL services that
'© . . would be
*2 ENV12 Finally, with the Broads useful for
2 being navigable and with . .
ENV13 - residential
people on the Broads living .
SOC1 The policy refers to safe access and egress. The policy refers to safe access and egress. in boats, residential moorings. The
- - - - . publication
The policy requires these moorings to be proximate to moorings could be version is
SOC2 settlements and services. welcomed.
therefore
SOC3 On reflecti he ab . preferred
Residential moorings provide somewhere for those who live in Residential moorings provide somewhere for Jn reflecting the above, it
S0c4 their boat to stay. those who live in their boat to stay. is not reasonable to have
SOCS no policy relating to
- - - — - - - - — residential moorings.
SOC6ab The residential moorings are to be within or adjacent to The residential moorings are to be within or
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Final version Publication version No Policy No change to
DP25
development boundaries or located proximate to three key adjacent to development boundaries
services
The management plan criterion is a way to monitor and guide ?

use of the moorings and potentially reduce any anti-social
+| behaviour that could arise. The potential to have residential
moorings in Norwich could provide passive sercurity by the

SOC7 river.
Residential moorings bring natural surveillance to marinas as Residential moorings bring natural surveillance | ?
+| well as an income from renting the mooring. + | to marinas as well as an income from renting
ECO1 the mooring.
ECO2
ECO3
. Ensures that residential moorings are not at the expense of N Ensures that residential moorings are not at the | ?
ECO4 visitor or short stay moorings. expense of visitor or short stay moorings.

Houseboat Need
The Needs Assessment (2017) concludes that there is a houseboat/residential mooring need for the Broads Authority area of 63. Sites are allocated later in the Local Plan
for around 41 residential moorings. With ten residential moorings permitted at Waveney River Centre, this leaves around 12 moorings to be found. As the Residential
Moorings Topic Paper explains, to date, the Authority has undertaken the following tasks in relation to residential moorings:
1. Since 2011, there has been a policy to guide planning applications for proposals for residential moorings.
2. During the Publication stage of the Sites Specifics Local Plan (2014), a proposal for residential moorings at Brundall Gardens was put forward and subsequently
included in that Local Plan.

3. Acallforresidential moorings was undertaken as part of the Issues and Options consultation in 2016. One site was submitted for consideration — Hipperson's
Boatyard which is assessed within this document.

4. A second call for residential moorings, targeted at boatyards and marinas located in line with the adopted policy’s location criteria was undertaken summer 2017.
Nominations were received for residential moorings at Greenway Marine, Loddon Marina, Beauchamps Arms and Berney Arms®. These have all been assessed in
this report.

5. The Authority also suggested, in the same letter, that those marinas or boatyards that do have people living on boats within them may wish to formalise this
through the planning system. The Authority received one query with regards to information on how to receive planning permission for residential moorings in a
boatyard.

6. The Development Management criteria based policy relating to residential moorings is to be rolled forward into the Local Plan.

5 Please note that Loddon Marina, Beauchamps Arms and Berney Arms are owned by the same person. They were contacted in relation to Loddon Marina but decided to nominate the two
pubs as well.
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By allocating sites for 41 residential moorings as well as undertaking a call for residential mooring sites on two occasions as well as having a criterion based policy to

help determine applications the Authority has sought to meet its needs whilst ensuring the sites do not harm the special qualities of the Broads and are not in an
isolated location.

Whilst not meeting the entire needs of residential moorings in the Broads could be a negative against SOC4, in order to protect the special qualities of the Broads, such sites
need to be allocated in line with the criteria in PUBDM36.

The sites allocated for residential moorings are Brundall Gardens (BRU6), Hipperson’s Boatyard (BEC2), Greenway Marine ((CHE1), Ropes Hill Dyke, Horning (HOR9),
Somerleyton Marina (SOM1) and Loddon Marina (LOD1). These are assessed later in the SA.

The sites not allocated for residential moorings, which came forward as a result of the call for sites for residential moorings are Beauchamps Arms, Berney Arms and
Waveney River Centre (although see previous). Again, these are assessed later in the SA.
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Policy DM38: Permanent and Temporary Dwellings for Rural Enterprise Workers

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

Existing policy with no changes

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENVS5
ENV6 Depends on the design of the development and the actual
5 location. Whilst there may not be specific criteria addressing each
ENV7 "| and every SA objective in the policy, proposals will be assessed
ENV8 using all relevant policies in the local plan.
ENV9
«»n| ENV10
2
5| ENV11
0
o] ENV12
o
E ENV13
| socC1
o
& soc2
E . Such businesses that may ‘benefit’ from this policy could improve
4| soc3 the skills of the community.
% 5 This does not necessarily meet the Objectively Assessed Housing
*g SOC4 "| need, but meets the functional needs of a particular business.
“l socs
As such sites are outside of development boundaries, it is likely
that they are not going to be sustainably located with good
access to services and facilities. This is acknowledged and the
policy seeks to ensure that such development is thoroughly
SOC6ab justified.
SOC7
ECO1 |+
The policy enables development that is aimed at ensuring a
ECO2 |+ . . )
business continues to run and therefore benefit the local
ECO3 | + ;
economy and continues to employs people.
ECO4 | +

Without a policy, such
applications would be assessed
against other criteria in the
Local Plan and likely fail as they
will probably be outside of
development boundaries. As
such a functional need of a
business may not be met thus
potentially affecting its ability
to continue to be in operation.
As such, not having a policy was
discounted

Generally positive although rates negative in relation to
access to services and facilities as the very nature of the
enterprise dwelling is outside of a development boundary.
The changes bring into the policy and reasoned justification
some useful guidance and criteria for preparing and assessing
such applications. With the special qualities of the Broads
Executive Area, a policy that is more detailed than the NPPF
and more detailed than the existing policy is deemed
necessary by the Authority.
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Policy DM39: Residential Ancillary Accommodation

Publication policy assessment: Whilst this policy looks different to the Preferred Options version, the general thrust of the policy is the same. The changes add clarity. Note
however that the ‘sequential’ test in relation to location of the Accommodation could have a positive impact on landscape character and this is shown in the table below.
This policy (and the Preferred options version on reconsidering what the policy could result in) is also a + against social exclusion and health and wellbeing.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2

ENV3
ENvV4 | +| The sequential approach to location could help protect landscape character. ?

ENV5

ENV6
ENV7 | +| Policy seeks re-use of existing buildings. ?

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10 | + Design isanimportant factor in the policy. 7| Nothaving a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be considered or

ENV11 addressed. A policy does however provide
ENV12 more certainty. Officer experience indicates
ENV13 that the Authority does get some of these
applications and a lack of policy is not
helpful. Note that there was a policy on this
issue in the 1997 Local Plan. The publication
version is therefore preferred

The provision of suitable accommodation near to family members who can provide support rates positive ?
SOC1 against wellbeing.
SOC2 +| The policy seeks to provide accommodation for family members in need. ?

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3
soc4 | +| Does enable annexes in appropriate location which could meet the need of some of society. ?

SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

An alternative to allow ancillary accommodation not integral to the dwelling is a potential but would be contrary to many other policies in the Local Plan and therefore is
deemed not reasonable.
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Policy DM40: Replacement Dwellings

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy and removes repetition. No change to the

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to DP24

assessment.
Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
ENvV3 | +| Policy refers to culture.
Policy refers to contribution of the existing
+ -
ENV4 building to the character of the area.
ENV5
ENVe | +| Flood riskis included within the policy.
. The policy addresses replacing existing dwellings
ENV7 on the same footprint so using the same land.
" ENV8
< . The policy refers to buildings of historic or
*8’ ENV9 cultural importance.
Lg ENV10 | +| Policy refers to the importance of design.
8| ENV11
S ENvV12
Q
<| ENV13
Z| soci
©
£l S0C2
8
% soc3
< The replacement dwelling could more meet the
+| needs of the occupier — for example in relation to
S0C4 money spent on heating the current dwelling.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues
will not be addressed. This type of application is
popular in the Broads and therefore a policy
addressing this topic is prudent.

DP24 would score in a similar way to the Publication
version. There are three main differences between the
policies. The first is improving the wording to criterion

B (same rating). The second is to criterion C which
relates to positive contribution to the character and
appearance of the area (more positive in relation to
landscape and local distinctiveness). The third is the

last sentence about ensuring demolition (no change to
rating). The publication version is therefore preferred.
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Policy DMA41.: Elderly and Specialist Needs Housing

Publication policy assessment: This is a new policy.

Final policy assessment: The policy has been simplified and reference to development boundaries added. The amendment is reflected in the assessment below (SOC6ab).

There is no change to the assessment other than the explanatory text.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

Policy seeks to protect species and habitats.

ENV4

Policy seeks to protect landscape character.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy seeks to protect heritage assets

ENV10

Design of the facility can address many aspects of the policy.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Such facilities provide care and support for those in need.

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

This is a new policy. A need for the Broads Authority has not been calculated and
as such this rates as a neutral against providing housing needs. This criteria
based policy can help assess any planning applications.

SOC5

These facilities provide job opportunities.

SOC6ab

This policy requires proposals to be located within a development boundary.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues

will not be addressed. This type of application could

arise in the Broads as a reflection of the population

profile and therefore a policy addressing this topic is
prudent.
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Policy DM42: Custom/self-build

Publication policy assessment: There are no changes to this policy from the Preferred Options stage.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Please note that the amendments to the

rating simply add text that was missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+/?

Potentially rates positive against the SA Objectives as the policy states
that applications will be assessed against other relevant policies of the
Local Plan.

These schemes are another way of delivering housing (SOC4).

Such schemes can be of striking design (ENV10).

+/?

Not having a policy does not mean that proposals for self-build will not address
these issues. With the Government seeking to raise the level of self-build it
seems prudent to have a policy.
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Policy DM43: Design

Publication policy assessment: Only some minor changes to the Preferred Options version which adds clarity to the policy. The policy now requires a certain number of
dwellings above a certain threshold to be compliant with an optional building regulations standard — this was encouraged in the preferred options.

Final policy assessment: The change to design policy brings together accessibility and adaptability, removes reference to lifetime homes (as it is part of M4(2) requirement)
and corrects the threshold and percentage of homes required to meet M4(2). The changes make things clearer and do not alter the intentions of the policy so there is no
change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to DP4

ENV1

+

Policy refers to ease of movement as well as relating to cycle storage.

ENV2

ENV3

Policy refers to biodiversity.

ENV4

+

Policy refers to landscape, landscaping and local character.

ENV5

ENV6

Policy refers to flood risk.

ENV7

Policy refers to adaptability of homes as well as the design reflecting local features etc.

ENV8

Policy refers to waste management.

ENV9

Policy refers to local character.

ENV10

+ |+ [+ [+ |+

Policy fundamentally seeks excellent design.

I Y| I I 0

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

Now requires accessible above a certain threshold.

SOC5

SOC6ab

Policy refers to ease of movement as well as relating to cycle storage.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Whilst the NPPF and NPPG have
policies and guidance relating to
design, with the Broads being a
protected landscape it is prudent
to have a local policy.

DP4 would score in a similar way to
the Publication/Final version. There
are some changes however that
could improve the rating of the
Publication/Final Local Plan when
compared to DP4. Landscaping —a
new element could see a more
positive score on local distinctiveness
and landscape character. Wheelchair
access and lifetime homes — could
see a more positive score relating to
suitable housing stock and exclusion.
The publication/Final version is
therefore preferred.
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Policy SP16: New Community Facilities

Publication policy assessment: There are no changes to this policy from the Preferred Options stage.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

Not having a policy does not mean that these facilities
ENV12 would not be delivered. The majority of the built up part
ENV13 of a settlement that has part of its boundary within the
Such facilities can be used for exercise classes. | ? | Broads isin a neighbouring Local Planning Authority Area.
+| Also meeting up with others from the It may be more prudent to have the facility in that part of
soc1 community can benefit wellbeing. the settlement, where it is easily accessible by the

Such venues can be places to meet and hold 2 | majority. This is why a policy that seeks to justify the need
S0C2 + events to involve the community. for a venue is included in the Local Plan.
Such facilities can be used for education ?
SOC3 purposes.
SOC4

SOC5

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Such venues tend to be located near to the ?
SOC6ab community they serve.
soc7 | +| Suchvenues are important to a community. ?

ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Page 87 of 239
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Policy DM44: Visitor and Community Facilities and Services

Publication policy assessment: There is a slight change to this policy. The historic environment is referred to (see ENV4).
Final policy assessment: The changes make the policy clearer to use and removes a requirement relating to there being an alternative facilitiy available. The change serves
to provide greater protection to community facilities and would make SCO2, 6 and 7 more positive (but the assessment of the final policy has not changed as they are

already positive).

No Policy

No change to DP27

Final/Publication version
Policy refers to access by choice of transport modes. Also refers to any change of use only if another
ENV1 facility is in an equally convenient location.
ENV2 Policy seeks to ensure such facilities have low running costs including water usage.
ENV3 Policy refers to impact on biodiversity.
ENV4 Policy refers to landscape character.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy refers to a permanent use of the venue as well as referring to other facility in the area.
oL ENV8
Sl ENve Policy refers to historic environment
E; ENV10 Policy seeks to ensure such facilities have low running costs through the design.
Ol ENnv11
3
‘ol ENV12
g Envis
2 Such facilities can be used for exercise classes. Also meeting up with others from the community can
5l SocC1 benefit wellbeing.
2 soc Such venues can be places to meet and hold events to involve the community.
g SOC3 Such facilities can be used for education purposes.
Soc4
SOC5
Policy refers to access by choice of transport modes. Also refers to any change of use only if another
SOC6ab facility is in an equally convenient location.
SOC7 Such venues are important to a community.
ECO1
ECO2 Policy welcomes a permanent use of the facility.
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not
mean that these facilities would
not be delivered. The majority
of the built up part of a
settlement that has part of its
boundary within the Broads is
in a neighbouring Local
Planning Authority Area. It may
be more prudent to have the
facility in that part of the
settlement, where it is easily
accessible by the majority. This
is why a policy that seeks to
justify the need for a venue is
included in the Local Plan. The
other elements of the policy
reflect the local characteristics
such as the Broads being a
protected landscape.

DP27 would score in a
similar way to the
Publication/Final version.
The Publication/Final
version however has a
new element relating to
running costs and
maintenance and
management. This would
score more positive on
water and energy
efficiency (ENV2 and
ENV10). This would also
ensure the venue be
available for use in
perpetuity. The
publication/Final version
is therefore preferred.
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Policy DM45: Designing Places for Healthy Lives

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed from the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

+

The policy fundamentally seeks to protect and
improve the health and wellbeing of the
community and visitors to the Broads.

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Whilst not having a policy does not mean that health will
not be considered, a policy ensures it is an important
consideration when working up proposals. Furthermore,
in Norfolk, the Local Planning Authorities are working with
Norfolk County Council Public Health to seek to
incorporate health more into planning. The Broads is also
of great benefit to health through physical activity as well
as appreciating the landscape and experience of the
Broads. It therefore seems prudent to have a policy
relating to health and wellbeing.
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Policy DM46: Safety by the Water

Publication policy assessment: The changes to this policy add clarity to what type of developments this policy applies to. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

More prescriptive and detailed policy.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

The policy states that safety provision needs
to address landscape impacts.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

The policy states that safety provision needs
to address heritage assets.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

The policy seeks to help people in the water
and prevent them from drowning.

S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that safety by the water
will not be addressed. It would rely on negotiations at the
planning application stage. A policy provides more certainty.
As such, not having a policy was discounted

This would rate positive in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. However the preferred
policy gives flexibility to reflect local circumstances
such as water depths and speed of flow of water as
well as number and type of people likely to be at
risk. Having a prescriptive policy could not reflect
such local characteristics. The publication/Final
version is therefore preferred.
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Policy DM47: Planning Obligations and Developer Contributions

Publication policy assessment: The Strategic Policy has not changed. The Development Management Policy has changed slightly to add clarification. No change to the
assessment.

Final policy assessment: The change to the policy removes potential types of schemes towards obligations may be sought. This does not alter the assessment of the policy
as contributions towards a particular scheme type listed can still be sought even if it is not listed. No change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to DP30 or CS21

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3 |°?
ECO4 | +

This is a ? against the SA Objectives because it
depends on the specific ‘infrastructure’ which
the development is obliged to contribute
towards or provide.

No policy does not mean that these issues will not be DP30 and CS21 scores in a similar way to the
addressed as planning obligations are traditional and Publication/Final version. However there are some
accepted way for development to ensure its impacts are changes such as the addition of moorings to the list of
acceptable. A policy is prudent to set out and make clear | infrastructure and the removal of reference to CIL. The

some local priorities. publication/Final version is therefore preferred.

ECO2 and ECO4 are positive. Developer
obligations are required to make a
development acceptable to an area

benefitting the environment and society

(depending on the specific infrastructure).

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy DM48: Conversion of Buildings

Publication policy assessment: There are some minor changes to add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: The change to the policy removes a criterion that may be seen as straying into heritage policies. So whilst this policy may on the face of it not seem
as strong in terms of heritage following its removal, the heritage policy would come into play if a building has such internal features etc that make it worthy of retention.
The criterion has been made less detailed, but the general requirement still seeks retention of the features that are important to the character of the building. ENV9 is still
positive, but re-worded.

No Policy

No change to DP21

Final/Publication version
Policy refers to the capacity of highway network as well as if outside development boundary, being in a ?
ENV1 sustainable location.
ENV2 Policy seeks improved environmental performance of the building.
ENV3 Policy refers to biodiversity. ?
ENV4 Policy refers to positive contribution to the appearance of the locality. ?
ENV5
ENV6
Policy relates to conversion of buildings so using something that is already there. Policy seeks improved ?
" ENV7 environmental performance of the building.
2 Envs By converting the building, there would be less waste from demolition. ?
E ENV9 Policy refers to the features that contribute positively to the character of the building. ?
'QQ ENV10 The policy seeks high quality design. ?
'g ENV11
§ ENV12
2l ENV13
'_g soc1 Policy requires a structural survey to ensure building is safe. ?
'4§ SOC2
2l soc3 The building may have features that rely on traditional skills such as thatching. ?
SOC4 If other uses are not feasible or viable, potential for residential. ?
SOC5 If used for tourism or employment, would provide job opportunities. ?
SOC6ab If outside development boundary policy refers to being in a sustainable location. ?
soc7 | ?| The building could be run down and not used and therefore attract anti-social behaviour such as vandalism. | ?
ECO1 If used for tourism or employment, would bring money into the area. ?
ECO2
ECO3 If used for tourism or employment, would bring money into the area. ?
ECO4 Policy states that the building could be used for tourism. ?

Not having a policy does

not mean that these issues

will not be addressed as
part of conversion

proposals. There are many

buildings in the Broads
that have the potential to

be converted and with the

special qualities of the
Broads, it is prudent to

have a policy that seeks to

emphasise their
importance. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted

DP21 would scorein a
similar way to the
Publication/Final version.
The Publication/Final
version clarifies the
difference between
conversion inside and
outside of the
development boundary.
It also clarifies a criterion
about making a positive
contribution to the
landscape to make it
worthy of retention
(which could be more
positive in relation to
landscape and local
distinctiveness as well as
potentially heritage
objectives). Other
changes relate to
highway capacity (so
more positive in relation
to ENV1 and ENV6ab)
and environmental
performance (more
positive against ENV2
and ENV7). The
publication/Final version
is therefore preferred.
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Policy DM49: Advertisements and Signs

Publication policy assessment: The changes add clarity in the main, but the addition of considering road, rail and water users results in a positive against ENV1 as below.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to DP10

Final/Publication version
ENV1 Policy refers to impact on road, railway and water users.
ENV2
ENV3
The policy seeks to minimise signing and protect the special
ENV4 qualities of the Broads.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy seeks amalgamation with other existing signage.
ENV8
Policy states that particular regard will be had to impact on
é’ ENV9 conservation areas and heritage.
Bl ENV1O Policy seeks well designed signage.
()
8| ENv11
3| ENV12
g ENV13
Q
<| soci
F| SOoC2
©
£| SOC3
3
9| SOc4
(%]
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
The policy seeks to ensure that signs are well designed and well
located and avoids proliferation. So a business can still advertise
ECO2 but the design needs to be acceptable for the Broads.
ECO3
The policy seeks to ensure that signs are well designed and well
located and avoids proliferation. So a business can still advertise
ECO4 but the design needs to be acceptable for the Broads.

Not having a policy does not mean that signage
and adverts will have a negative impact on these
issues. There is a need for signage in the Broads to
reflect moorings, speed limits, business adverts
and so with the special qualities of the Broads and
the desire to avoid poorly designed or a
proliferation of signs, a policy is prudent. As such,
not having a policy was discounted

The general thrust of policy DP10 would
score in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. There are
some changes that would score more
positively against heritage, landscape
and design however. The
publication/Final version is therefore
preferred.
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Policy DM50: Leisure plots and mooring plots

Publication policy assessment: The changes add clarity. The insertion of ‘not normally’ rather than a blanket ban could be seen as not as positive as the Preferred Options

policy, however there are other policies to help guide such development. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to DP17

As per Publication version, but
allowing Leisure Plots

Final/Publication version
Mooring plots provide an area for boats to ?
+| moor and can reduce impact of boats on
ENV1 navigable waterways.
ENV2
ENvV3 | +| Planting can be used by biodiversity. ?
. The fundamental aim of the policy is to reduce | ?
ENV4 landscape character impact.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
3
2| ENV8
(S]
L ENV9
o]
9 Envio
a
© ENV11
S Policy refers to renewable energy generation ?
i ENV12 equipment.
S| ENV13
g
3 SOC1
3| soc2
(%]
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 +| Such plots are used by those boating on the ?
Broads and there will be benefits to tourism | 5]
ECO2 |+ . f
and the economy in the area through money E3
ECO3 |+ spent by these people. L
ECO4 |+ ?

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be addressed. A
policy is prudent however as this kind of
development is not specifically addressed
in the NPPG or NPPF and is a common
type of development/land use in the
Broads. Furthermore the Broads is a
protected landscape. As such, a policy
seems prudent.

Of note, some specific mooring and
leisure plots have their own site specific
policy (see later in document).

The general thrust of DP17 will score
the same as the Publication Local
Plan, however there are the
following changes to DP17 which will
rate more positive in relation to
landscape character and local
distinctiveness:

e Additional text relating to
mooring plots to be used for
mooring of boats an uses
incidental to that activity.

e Wording around generally
kept free of above ground
structures.

e  Wording about provision of
additional shrub planting
and wind shadow.

e Text around seasonal
storage of equipment.

The assessment of the publication
policy is therefore more positive
against related SA Objectives and is
therefore favoured.

This scores in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version, but is a
negative against landscape impact as
these plots change the character of
the countryside and is therefore
preferred.
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Policy DM51.: retail development in the Broads.

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

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

+/?

Because the policy refers to other policies of the Local
Plan, these SA Objectives are rated as ?/+.

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

Retail provision can result in job opportunities.

SOC6ab

The policy refers to national policy which sets a
sequetion test and town centre first approach.

SOC7

ECO1

The policy seeks to ensure development in one area
does not affect town centres.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Tourism is a main town centre use according to the
NPPF.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues
will not be addressed. A policy is prudent however as
this kind of development is not specifically
addressed in the NPPG or NPPF and is a common
type of development/land use in the Broads.
Furthermore the Broads is a protected landscape. As
such, a policy seems prudent.

Of note, some specific mooring and leisure plots
have their own site specific policy (see later in
document).
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Policy ACL1: Acle Cemetery Extension

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed since the Preferred Options.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to ACL1

Final/Publication version

ENV1

ENV2 + | The policy emphasises the need to understand if groundwater pollution will be an issue.

ENV3 + | The policy emphasises good management to benefit biodiversity.

There is a criterion in the policy that seeks good landscaping as part of the scheme. Currently the
+/? | land use is agriculture and the proposed new land use is a cemetery. They are different in terms

ENV4 landscape impact as the cemetery is more organised.

ENV5

ENV6

On one hand, this is greenfield land in agriculture use. According to East Region land
? classification the soil class in this area is good to moderate. On the other hand, cemeteries are

g ENV7 green infrastructure so what will replace the agriculture land is not urban development per se.
>
8| ENVS
8-
-8 ENV9
= ENV10 + The policy seeks good design of boundary treatments.
T Envil + | Policy seeks to avoid light pollution.
Q
<t| ENV12
2
=| ENV13
o]
2| soci
©
‘g SOC2
(%]

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

. By locating the cemetery extension next to the existing one the cemetery will be in one place in
SOC6ab an accessible location of the town.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not
mean that proposals for a
cemetery will not address these
issues. There could also be scope
for a cemetery to come forward
elsewhere. That being said, the
Parish Council have assessed
other areas of land and this area
is most suitable as it is a natural
extension to the cemetery as well
as being out of flood risk. The
policy gives more certainty in
terms of allocating a suitable
location for a cemetery and
highlighting criteria to address
that reflect the special qualities
of the Broads. As such, not having
a policy was discounted

The original ACL1 would rate
in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version.
The Publication/Final
version however includes
criterion relating to light
pollution as well as
managing the site to benefit
biodiversity and therefore
scores more positively
against ENV3 and ENV11
and is therefore preferred.
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Policy ACL2: Acle Playing Field Extension

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed since the Preferred Options.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

This is an extension to the existing sports field and therefore provides a

+
ENV1 hub of such uses rather than spreading them around the town.
ENV2
ENV3
There is a criterion in the policy that seeks good landscaping as part of
/7 the scheme. Currently the land use is agriculture and the proposed new
" | land use is a sports field. They are different in terms landscape impact
ENV4 as a sports field is more organised.
ENV5
ENV6
g ENV7
2
Bl ENVS
8-
-8 ENV9
= ENV10 + The policy seeks good design of boundary treatments.
T Envil + | Policy seeks to avoid light pollution.
3 ENVI2
2
% ENV13
8 soci + Sports fields enable physical activity.
‘E SOC2
(%]
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
. By locating the sports field extension next to the existing one they will
SOC6ab be in one place in an accessible location of the town.
SOC7 + | Such facilities are welcomed and used by the community.
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean
that proposals for a sports field will
not address these issues. There could
also be scope for a sports field to come
forward elsewhere. That being said
this area is most suitable as it is a
natural extension to the current sports
field and is near other sports facilities.
The policy gives more certainty in
terms of allocating a suitable location
for a sports field and highlighting
criteria to address that reflect the
special qualities of the Broads. As such,
not having a policy was discounted
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Policy BEC1: Former Loaves and Fishes, Beccles

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed since the Preferred Options.

Final policy assessment: The changes to the policy highlight suitable uses of the site and sets out that residential could be acceptable on the upper floor which could enable

live/work units (which has resulted in a positive against SOC4). The amended policy also refers to the character of the area as well as appearance (and this change would
make ENV4 more positive but as it is positive already, it has not been changed).

Final version Publication version No Policy Another land use is acceptable for
the former pub
ENV1 The Authority considers that this
ENV2 site is suitable to form part of the
network of visitor facilities in the
ENV3 .
Poli ks i h including th poli e h form of a pub or other tourist
o |c.y seeks improvement to the area including the : o |cy.see s |mpr9vement to the area facility to reflect its location close
ENV4 public realm including the public realm .
to where boats are moored in
ENV5 Beccles.
Policy refers to flood risk. Policy refers to flood risk.
ENVE s ____ s ____ Not having a
ENV7 Policy seeks re use of the existing building. Policy seeks re use of the existing building. policy does not .
) If employment were to be included
ENV8 mean that this . . . .
9 . . in the policy, this alternative would
2 site will not come L. .
5 ENV9 forward for use in rate more positively against ECO1.
'_GEJ ENV10 Policy emphasises that design is important. Policy emphasises that design is important. an abpropriate If residential was included in the
(@) PP .p . policy this alternative would rate
—| ENV11 way. This is a . .
a ) : positively against SOC4.
| ENV12 fairly prominent
9 site in Beccles and
1 _ENV13 has been Other uses could have a more or
F On one hand pubs could enable unhealthy lifestyles On one hand pubs could enable unhealthy redundant for less vulnerability to flood risk
% but on the other hand are a place to socialise. lifestyles but on the other hand are a place some time. As which would be reflected in the
£l SOocC1 to socialise. ) assessment.
© such the
gl SOC2 ity is k
a Author.lty 1S een The Publication version does not
SOC3 for it to be . .
- - - - brought back into rate negatively against these
The pollcy. potentially aI.Iows residential on upper g o objectives as tourist use still
SOC4 floors subject to flood risk. : : . benefits the economy and the need
SOC5 Some new jobs will be created. Some new jobs will be created. for housing has been met in
This area is easily accessed by various modes of This area is easily accessed by various Waveney district. The local need in
transport dues to its location close to the Broads and modes of transport dues to its location Beccles is being delivered as part of
SOC6ab town centre. close to the Broads and town centre. the development plan for the rest
SOC7 Pubs are appreciated by the community. Pubs are appreciated by the community. of Beccles in Waveney District
The business that brings this back into use will The business that brings this back into use Council’s Local Planning Authority
ECO1 contribute and be part of the local economy. will contribute and be part of the local Area.
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Final version

Publication version

No Policy

Another land use is acceptable for
the former pub

economy.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+

There could be a tourist use of the building.

There could be a tourist use of the building.




Page 100 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

Policy BEC2: Beccles Residential Moorings (H. E. Hipperson’s Boatyard)

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed since the Preferred Options.
Final policy assessment: The changes refer to clarifying the number of residential moorings allowed (no change to the assessment), the character of the area (ENV4 and 9
positive), the need for conditions to guide the number of vessels (see ENV4), the requirement potentially for a HRA (ENV3 already positive) and the need for a management
plan (SOC7 positive).

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Final Version Publication version
ENV1
ENV2
Policy refers to the site being within SSSI Impact Zone and the Policy refers to the site being within SSSI Impact Zone
ENV3 potential need for HRA.
Policy requires proposals to enhance the conservation area if
opportunities arise and the conditions relating to size and scale of
ENV4 boats.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
Policy requires proposals to enhance the conservation area if
ENV9 opportunities arise.
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
Residential moorings provide somewhere for those who live in Residential moorings provide somewhere for those who live in
Nele} their boat to stay. their boat to stay.
SOC5
Whilst not adjacent to a development boundary, this is on the edge Whilst not adjacent to a development boundary, this is on the
of Beccles and walking distance to many services and facilities. edge of Beccles and walking distance to many services and
SOC6ab facilities.
Whilst a management plan will have other benefits, it was initially
SOC7 mooted as a way to tackle anti-social behaviour if it arises.
Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses. Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses.
ECO1 Furthermore, residential moorings bring natural surveillance to Furthermore, residential moorings bring natural surveillance to

Not having a policy does
not mean that these
issues will not be
considered or addressed.
Indeed an application
could still come forward
for residential moorings
in this area. However,
because of the site not
being next to a
development boundary
as well as having some
important local
characteristics (SSSI
impact zone) a policy is
prudent that reflects the
sustainable location of
the site as well as
important criteria to be
considered. The
Authority also undertook
a call for residential
moorings, highlighting
the criteria to address
and this site came
forward and meets the
criteria well. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted
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Final Version

Publication version

No Policy

marinas as well as an income from renting the mooring.

marinas as well as an income from renting the mooring.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4
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Policy BRU 1: Riverside chalets and mooring plots
Publication policy assessment: There is a minor change with the addition of reference to water quality which rates as a positive against ENV2 as shown below.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENv2 | +| Policy refers to water quality.
ENV3
The policy emphasises the importance of
+| design but is stronger in its wording that the
ENV4 original.
ENV5
. The policy refers to the issue of flood risk but
ENV6 is stronger in its wording that the original.
ENvV7 | +| The policy enables replacement buildings.
¢ ENV8
2
Bl ENV9
'_an . The policy emphasises the importance of
% ENV10 design.
2 ENvV11l | +| Amenity issues are included within the policy.
8 Envi2
2| ENVi3
8| soc1i
£
g SOC2
a . Enables use of the water which is traditional
SOC3 in the Broads.
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Policy refers to enabling enjoyment of the
ECO4 Broads.

Not having a policy does not mean that these objectives
will be impacted negatively but a policy provides more
certainty and sets out criteria which development needs
to meet. With the specific location characteristics and

constraints a policy is prudent for this area of the Broads.

As such, not having a policy was discounted

Policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. However the wording
relating to ENV4 and ENV6 is stronger in the
Publication/Final version. The assessment of the
publication/Final policy is therefore more positive
against related SA Objectives and is therefore
favoured.
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Policy BRU2: Riverside Estate Boatyards, etc., including land adjacent to railway line
Publication policy assessment: The main change to the Preferred Options version is enabling change to length of occupancy. This could see the policy rate more positive
against ECO4 which is a plus already. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: The change is the removal of wording that says this area is suitable for residential moorings. This has been removed because of the highway
constraints. Whilst it may be that this wording change is negative against SOC4 in terms of providing enough residential moorings to meet the need, this was not an
allocation but rather text that would support windfall. The policy does not say that residential moorings are not allowed and as such the assessment of the final policy
against SOC4 is neutral. This assessment is made knowing that new allocaions for 16 more residential moorings are made in the Local Plan.

Final Version Publication version No Policy No change to Sites
Specifics 2014
version.
ENV1
ENV2 | +| Policy refers to water quality Policy refers to water quality This policy would
- — - - — - tei imil
ENV3 | +| Policy seeks additional tree or shrub planting. Policy seeks additional tree or shrub planting. ii :hI: a simiiar way
ENv4 | +| Policy refers to setting of the boatyards Policy refers to setting of the boatyards Publication/Final
ENV5 version. The
ENVe | +| Policy refers to flood risk Policy refers to flood risk differences are:
Not having a * Stronger
. ENV7 olic doesgnot wording relating
9] ENvVS poTicy to wind shadow
N mean that these (more positive
2 ENV9 issues will not be inst ECO4
O| ENvi0o | +| Policy refers to design elements. Policy refers to design elements. considered or agains )
s addressed. A * Permanent
2| ENV11 ) ) occupation of
5| ENV12 policy does buildings is not
S however provide I dt
z| ENV13 more certainty for aflowed to
= clarify this part
o SOC1 development .
© . . of the policy (no
c proposals in this
2 S0C2 area. As such, not change to
é’ . Enables use of the water and boatyard industries which is Enables use of the water and boatyard industries h y I' scoring).
SOC3 traditional in the Broads. which is traditional in the Broads. avmg a policy The assessment of
- - - was discounted T .
The policy states that the area is generally suitable for the publication/Final
residential moorings. Residential moorings provide policy is therefore
SOC4 somewhere for those who live in their boat to stay. more positive
SOC5 against related SA
Objectives and is
S0C6ab therefore favoured.
SOC7
ECO1 | +| Seeks retention of boatyards. Seeks retention of boatyards.
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Final Version

Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites

stronger in its wording that the original.

Specifics 2014
version.
ECO2
ECO3
Seeks to address the issue of wind shadow but is stronger Seeks to address the issue of wind shadow but is
ECO4 in its wording that the original.
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Policy BRU3: Mooring Plots

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

Policy seeks additional tree or shrub planting.

ENV4

Policy refers to the open character.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

Design elements referred to.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Enables use of the water which is traditional
in the Broads.

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+

Seeks to address the issue of wind shadow.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty for development proposals in this
area. As such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Stronger wording relating to wind shadow (more
positive against ECO4).

e Quay heading replaced with moorings. This would
rate more positively on design (ECO10) as
according to the Authority’s Mooring Guide there
are other ways to moor than quay heading.

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy BRU4: Brundall Marina

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: The change is the removal of wording that says this area is suitable for residential moorings. This has been removed because of the highway
constraints. Whilst it may be that this wording change is negative against SOC4 in terms of providing enough residential moorings to meet the need, this was not an
allocation but rather text that would support windfall. The policy does not say that residential moorings are not allowed and as such the assessment of the final policy
against SOC4 is neutral. This assessment is made knowing that new allocaions for 16 more residential moorings are made in the Local Plan.

Final Version Publication version No Policy No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.
ENV1
ENV2 Policy refers to water quality Policy refers to water quality
Policy seeks additional tree or shrub planting. Policy seeks additional tree or shrub

ENV3 planting.

ENV4 Policy refers to setting of the boatyards Policy refers to setting of the boatyards

ENV5

ENV6 Policy refers to flood risk Policy refers to flood risk

ENV7

ENV8 Not having a
4 policy does not This policy would rate in a similar way to the
2| _ENVS mean that these | Publication/Final version. The difference is:
2 ENV10 Policy refers to design elements. Policy refers to design elements. issues willnotbe | Stronger wording relating to wind shadow
Ol ENnV11 considered or (more positive against ECO4).
3 ENV12 addressed. A e Stronger wording relating to permeable
g policy does surfaces and drainage (more positive
g ENV13 however provide against ENV6).
2 soci more certainty The assessment of the publication/Final policy
% S0C2 for development | is therefore more positive against related SA
'E Enables use of the water which is traditional in Enables use of the water which is traditional propzsals |r;1th|st Objectives and is therefore favoured.
§ SOC3 the Broads. in the Broads. arhe:\;ins Zucol’i:O

The policy states that the area is generally was diicointe\tl:l
S0OC4 suitable for residential moorings.
SOC5
SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1 Seeks retention of boatyards. Seeks retention of boatyards.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4
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Policy BRUS: Land east of the Yare public house

Publication policy assessment: This policy has not changed since the Preferred Options version. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

Protection would benefit biodiversity.

ENV4

+

Adds to the visual amenity of the area.

ENV5

ENV6

Enables flood capacity. Stronger wording than
the original is this regard.

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty for development proposals in this
area. As such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Stronger wording relating to retaining flood
capacity (more positive against ENV6).

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy BRU6: Brundall Gardens

Publication policy assessment: Change to the policy improves reference to water quality. Please note that the Preferred Options policy was the same as the Sites Specifics

2014 policy.

Final policy assessment: The changes refer to clarifying the number of residential moorings allowed (no change to the assessment), the need for conditions to guide the
number of vessels (ENV4 is positive), the requirement potentially for a HRA (ENV3 already positive) and the need for a management plan (SOC7 positive).

No Policy

Final Version Publication version
ENV1
ENV2 | +| Policy refers to water quality. Policy refers to water quality.
. Policy refers to the site being within SSSI Impact Zone and the potential
ENV3 need for HRA.
ENv4 | +| Policy refers to conditions relating to size and scale of boats.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
§ ENV9
g ENV10
8| ENv11
8l Envi2
e
ol ENV13
3
= SOC1
F| soc2
2| soc3 | +| Enables use of the water which is traditional in the Broads. Enables use of the water which is traditional in the Broads.
©
§ The policy states that the area is generally suitable for residential The policy states that the area is generally suitable for
n +| moorings. Residential moorings provide somewhere for those who live in residential moorings. Residential moorings provide
SOC4 their boat to stay. somewhere for those who live in their boat to stay.
SOC5
SOC6ab
. Whilst a management plan will have other benefits, it was initially mooted
SOC7 as a way to tackle anti-social behaviour if it arises.
ECO1 +| Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses. Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses.
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy
does not mean that
these issues will not
be considered or
addressed. Indeed an
application could still
come forward for
residential moorings
in this area.
However, because of
the site not being
next to a
development
boundary as well as
having some
important local
characteristics a
policy is prudent that
reflects the
sustainable location
of the site as well as
important criteria to
be considered. As
such, not having a
policy was
discounted
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Policy CAN1: Cantley Sugar Factory

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to refer to receptors in the area in relation to impact on views. No change to the assessment. Please note that the Preferred
Options policy was the same as the Sites Specifics 2014 policy.
Final policy assessment: The change requires having regard to the setting of nearby designated heritage assets so ENV9 is positive.

No Policy

Final Version Publication version
ENV1 | +| Policy encourages use of water for freight. + | Policy encourages use of water for freight. ?
ENV2 | +| Policy seeks to protect water quality. + | Policy seeks to protect water quality. ?
ENvV3 | +| Policy emphasises biodiversity. + | Policy emphasises biodiversity. ?
. Policy seeks to improve impact on landscape although it is N Policy seeks to improve impact on landscape although itis | ?
ENV4 acknowledged that it is a large industrial complex. acknowledged that it is a large industrial complex.
ENV5
ENV6 | +| Policy emphasise issue of flood risk. + | Policy emphasise issue of flood risk. ?
ENvV7 | +| Policy seeks to not extend beyond the built up area. + | Policy seeks to not extend beyond the built up area. ?
" ENV8
< . Policy requires having regard to the setting of nearby designated
S| ENVY heritage assets.
g . Policy seeks to improve impact on landscape although it is N Policy seeks to improve impact on landscape although itis | ?
| ENV10 acknowledged that it is a large industrial complex. acknowledged that it is a large industrial complex.
(%]
's| gNnv1i1l | +| Policy raises issue of light pollution. + | Policy raises issue of light pollution. ?
[@]
2 ENV12
>
£| ENV13
_r-é SOC1 +| Policy highlights amenity on nearby residents. + | Policy highlights amenity on nearby residents. ?
2 soc2
>
Y s0C3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 |+ + ?
Cantley is important to the local economy and the policy T Cantley is important to the local economy and the policy [5]
ECO2 acknowledges this. — acknowledges this. L
ECO3 |+ + ?
ECO4

Not having a policy does not
mean that development at
Cantley would not address

these issues. With the sugar
beet factory being such an

important contributor to the
local economy as well as
being located in a protected
landscape, a policy for the
area is prudent. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted
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Policy CHE1: Greenway Marine Residential Moorings

Publication policy assessment: A new policy
Final policy assessment: The changes refer to clarifying the number of residential moorings allowed (no change to the assessment), the need for conditions to guide the
number of vessels (ENV4 is positive), the requirement potentially for a HRA (ENV3 already positive) and the need for a management plan (SOC7 positive). Note that the
changes to the assessment of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

No Policy

Final Version Publication version
ENvV1 | +| Refersto junction visibility issue. Refers to junction visibility issue. ?
ENv2 | +| Policy refers to water quality. Policy refers to water quality. ?
ENV3 | +| Policy refers to SSSI nearby and the potential need for HRA. Policy refers to SSSI nearby ?
ENv4 | +| Policy refers to conditions relating to size and scale of boats. ?
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
w| ENvV9 | +| Refersto being near to conservation area. Refers to being near to conservation area. ?
()
2
48 ENV10
5] ENV11
@)
w| ENV12
i)
©
g ENV13
<| SOC1
2
=| sS0C2
'rg: soc3 | +| Enables use of the water which is traditional in the Broads. Enables use of the water which is traditional in the Broads. | ?
g The policy states that the area is generally suitable for residential moorings. The policy states that the area is generally suitable for ?
a +| Residential moorings provide somewhere for those who live in their boat to residential moorings. Residential moorings provide
Nele} stay. somewhere for those who live in their boat to stay.
SOC5
SOC6ab
. Whilst a management plan will have other benefits, it was initially mooted ?
SOC7 as a way to tackle anti-social behaviour if it arises.
ECO1 ?
ECO2 . . . . : .
+| Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses. Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting businesses.
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy
does not mean that
these issues will not
be considered or
addressed. Indeed
an application could
still come forward
for residential
moorings in this
area. However,
because of the site
not being next to a
development
boundary as well as
having some
important local
characteristics a
policy is prudent
that reflects the
sustainable location
of the site as well as
important criteria to
be considered As
such, not having a
policy was
discounted
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Policy DIL1: Dilham Marina (Tyler’s Cut Moorings)

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes to add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Policy refers to the open character.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

Design elements referred to.

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Enables use of the water which is traditional
in the Broads.

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+

Seeks to address the issue of wind shadow.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty for development proposals in this
area. As such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Stronger wording relating to wind shadow (more
positive against ECO4).

e Quay heading replaced with moorings. This would
rate more positively on design (ECO10) as
according to the Authority’s Mooring Guide there
are other ways to moor than quay heading.

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy DIT1: Maltings Meadow Sports Ground, Ditchingham

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes to add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

. The policy requires new car parking to be justified as well as requires a

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1 travel plan.
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4 The policy seeks to maintain the open character of the area.
ENV5
ENV6 Flood risk is emphasised in the policy.
The reference to the sand and gravel will enable sustainable management
ENV7 of resources.
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10 Design is emphasised in the policy.
ENV11 Light pollution is mentioned in the policy.
ENV12
ENV13
Not only does the policy relate to a venue that offers sport facilities which
SOC1 have related health benefits, amenity of neighbours is important.
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
The venue is a sports centre and is an important facility for the
SOC6ab community.
The venue has facilities that can be used by various groups in the
SOC7 community.
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be considered or
addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. Such a facility is
not that common in the Broads and so a
policy is prudent. As such, not having a
policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is:

Reference to design (more positive
ENV10)

Reference to light pollution (more
positive ENV11)

Flood risk is included (more positive
ENV6)

The assessment of the publication/Final
policy is therefore more positive against
related SA Objectives and is therefore
favoured.




Page 113 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy DIT2: Ditchingham Maltings Open Space, Habitat Area and Alma Beck

Publication policy assessment: No changes to policy since the Preferred Options.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENV2 By protecting the Beck, the ecological value is also protected. ?
ENV3 ?
The open space and habitat area adds to the local distinctiveness ?
ENV4 of the development.
Open space helps mitigate impacts from climate change. For ?
ENV5 example as a permeable area when it rains.
As above regarding the open space. Regarding the Beck, this is ?
ENV6 important for drainage.
ENV7
ENV8
The open space enhances the setting of the scheme as a whole ?
ENV9 which includes the silk mill which is of historic interest.
ENV10 Open space is an important element of the design of the scheme. ?
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
soC1 The open space and play area enable active lifestyles. ?
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
There is a pedestrian path through the open space. The play areais | ?
SOC6ab close to the residents.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not necessarily mean
the Beck, open space and habitat area will
change. The policy does add a level of
protection however. As such, not having a
policy was discounted
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Policy FLE1: Broadland Sports Club

Publication policy assessment: No changes to policy since the Preferred Options.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy
. The policy requires new car parking to be ?
ENV1 justified as well as requires a travel plan.
ENV2
. Policy emphasises that the site is near a ?
ENV3 designated site.
ENV4
ENV5
ENVe | +| Flood risk is emphasised in the policy. ?
ENV7
ENV8
$
2| ENV9
§ ENV10 | +| Designis emphasised in the policy. ?
o]
38 - — - - - 5
= ENVI1 | + Light pollution is mentioned in the policy. " | Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
2 ENV12 not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
2 ENV13 provide more certainty. Such a facility is not that common
i Policy relates to a venue that offers sport > in the Broads and so a policy is prudent. As such, not
F| soci * facilities which have related health benefits. having a policy was discounted
©
c
3 SOC2
3| soc3
(%)
SOC4
SOC5
. The venue is a sports centre and is an ?
SOC6ab important facility for the community.
. The venue has facilities that can be used by ?
SOC7 various groups in the community.
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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Policy GTY1: Marina Quays (Port of Yarmouth Marina)

Publication policy assessment: Changes improve reference to the natural environment but these are already rated as positive as shown below. No change to the assessment. Please note
that the Preferred Options policy was the same as the Sites Specifics 2014 policy. The alternative option is rated as uncertain or could have negative effects. As such, the publication version
is preferred. See also the HELAA for an assessment of both options for the site.
Final policy assessment: Policy now refers to archaeology and the setting of the conservation area. ENV4 was already positive, so no change to ENV4, but ENV9 is now positive.

Allowing holiday homes and residential

Final Version

Publication version

No Policy

and increasing size of allocation.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
Water quality is included in the policy. Water quality is included in the policy.
ENV2
Its role as a landscape buffer could benefit Its role as a landscape buffer could benefit
wildlife. wildlife.
ENV3
Landscaping and the neighbouring Bure Landscaping and the neighbouring Bure
ENV4 Park is addressed in the policy. Park is addressed in the policy.
ENV5
Flood risk is emphasised in the policy. Flood risk is emphasised in the policy.
ENV6
This is previously developed land. This is previously developed land.
ENV7
ENV8
Refers to archaeology & setting of the
ENV9 conservation area.
Design is emphasised in the policy with Design is emphasised in the policy with
some criteria to address. some criteria to address.
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4

Not having a policy does
not mean that change
will not happen in this

area or that the
proposals will not
address these issues.
This is a previously
developed site that has
not been used for a
number of years and so

the Authority considers a

policy prudent. As such,
not having a policy was

discounted

2/-

Impact of traffic on the junction
could be an issue.

?/+

Water quality would be a
consideration in the policy (as per
the publication version).

Would extend the built up area
further into the rural transition
area.

Traffic related amenity issues
could occur.

Agent’s proposal sees some
holiday accommodation in front
of flood defences.

Whilst some land in the proposed
allocation may be flood defence,
other parts seem to not be
previously developed land.

?/+

Design would be a consideration
in the policy (as per the
publication version).

Could result in residential
development.
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Final Version Publication version No Policy Allowing holiday homes and residential
and increasing size of allocation.
The future use of this site could result in The future use of this site could result in ? ? The future use of this site could
SOC5 jobs. jobs. result in jobs.
SOC6ab
By enabling change to this area, there By enabling change to this area, there could | ? + By enabling change to this area,
could be a reduction in graffiti. be a reduction in graffiti. there could be a reduction in
SOC7 graffiti.
ECO1 -
ECO2 The future use could benefit the economy The future use could benefit the economy i 5 | The future use could benefit the
ECO3 and/or tourism. and/or tourism. ? ’ economy and/or tourism.
ECO4 ?
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Policy HOR1: Car Parking

Publication policy assessment: Change means policy now addresses surface water and this is assessed below.
Final policy assessment: There is a minor change but this does not alter the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
. Supports cycle parking and seeks retention of the car
ENV1 park in such a use.
ENV2
ENV3
. Relates to changes to improve impact on local area and
ENV4 conservation area.
ENV5
ENvVe | +| Refersto surface water.
ENV7
g ENV8
'§ . Relates to changes to improve impact on local area and
‘5] ENV9 conservation area.
@)
=| ENV10
K]
© ENV11
Q
& ENV12
>
£| ENV13
_r-é soc1 | +| Refersto cycle parking which enables active travel.
2| soc2
>
Y s0C3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 Seeks retention of car park. There is the opportunity
ECO2 for those who travel by car to park and either go to
+| work in the town or spend money in the town.
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A
policy does however provide more certainty. The
car park is an important asset to the area and a
policy is therefore prudent. As such, not having a
policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e  Original policy referred to what to address in
order to change the land use. Publication version
seeks protection of the car park and therefore
could be more positive against ENV1 (traffic) and
ECO4 (visitors).

e Publication version also refers to cycle parking and
therefore could be more positive in relation to
SOC1 (health) and ENV1 (traffic) and SOC6ab
(access)

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy HOR2: Horning Open Space (public and private)

Publication policy assessment: No change to policy.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014
version.
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
. The open space adds to the attractiveness and character of ?
ENV4 the village.
. Open space helps mitigate impacts from climate change. For | ?
ENV5 example as a permeable area when it rains.
ENV6 | +| Asabove regarding the open space. ?
ENV7 This policy would rate in a similar way
" ENVS to the Publication/Final version. The
Sl ENv9 | +| Enhances the setting of the conservation area. ? difference is:
g ENV10 e Improving the mapping to identify
'-OS areas of roads and car park.
= ENV11 Not having a policy does not mean that these issues willnot | ¢  Amending policy to address the
§ ENV12 be considered or addressed. A policy does however provide private open space of the pub
8 ENV13 more certainty. The open space in this area is very garden (could be more positive
i Open space can enable active lifestyles as well as be an area | ? prominent and enhances the area so a policy is prudent. As against ECO4 (visitors).
% SOC1 * to enjoy with benefits to mental health and wellbeing. such, not having a policy was discounted The assessment of the
© SO0 publication/Final policy is therefore
© more positive against related SA
§ S0C3 Objectives and is therefore favoured.
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
The open space adds to the appeal of the area to visitors. ?
+| For the pub in particular, it is an asset which could attract
ECO4 customers.
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Policy HOR3: Waterside plots

Publication policy assessment: Change means policy now addresses surface water and this is assessed below.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENvV2 | +| Policy refers to upgrading private sewerage systems.
ENV3
. Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character
ENV4 of the area.
ENV5
ENVe | +| Policy refers to flood risk and surface water.
ENV7
ENV8
. Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character
ENV9 of the area.
Design elements referred to. The wording change to moorings
. from quay headings is more positive when compared to the
original as there are other less obtrusive ways to moor a
ENV10 vessel.
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
S0C2
soc3 | +| Enables use of the water which is traditional in the Broads.
soc4 | +| Policy allows appropriate upgrades to the existing buildings.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Eco4 | +| Refersto windshadow.

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A policy
does however provide more certainty. As such, not

having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Quay heading replaced with moorings.
This would rate more positively on design
(ECO10) as according to the Authority’s
Mooring Guide there are other ways to
moor than quay heading.

e The area to which this policy applies has
increased when compared to the 2014
adopted policy. The development
boundary is proposed to be removed
from this area.

The assessment of the publication/Final policy

is therefore more positive against related SA

Objectives and is therefore favoured.
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Policy HOR4: Horning Sailing Club

Publication policy assessment: Change means policy now addresses surface water but this was positive already. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014
version.
ENV1
ENV2
. Policy refers to the Natura 2000 sites. Similar to the original policy, but ?
ENV3 stronger wording.
ENv4 | +| Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character of the area. | ?
. Policy seeks impermeable surfaces. Similar to the original policy, but ?
ENVS5 stronger wording.
ENV6 | +| Policy seeks impermeable surfaces and refers to flood risk. ?
ENV7 This policy would rate in a similar way to
the Publication/Final version. The
2 ENV8 difference is:
% ENvV9 | +| Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character of the area. | ? e Providing impermeable surfaces
9] i i ? ) ) ther th ki iti
2 ENv10 | +| Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character of the area. | 7| . having a policy does not mean that these (r)an ET\IFV6)an seeking (more positive
—| ENV11 issues will not be considered or addressed. A L .
a . . . e Avoid impact on navigation rather
S| ENVI2 policy does however provide more certainty. . .
S E i . . than consider (more positive on
g The sailing club is an important asset to the
2 ENV13 ) ) ) ECO4 and SOC3).
N — - — - - - area in a prominent location and therefore a h di d clari g
2 soc1 |+ Sailing in general is an activity which benefits health and wellbeing. ? policy is prudent. As such, not having a policy | * Other wording to ai c arity an
) . readability of the policy.
ol SOC2 was discounted o .
£ — - - 5 The assessment of the publication/Final
g SOC3 | ¥ sailing is a locally important skill. ’ policy is therefore more positive against
Y socsa related SA Objectives and is therefore
SOC5 favoured.
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Seeks retention/improvements to the car park. Also seeks to avoid ?
+| impacting navigation. Similar to the original policy, but stronger
ECO4 wording.
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Policy HORS: Crabbett’s Marsh

Publication policy assessment: No change to policy since Preferred Options version.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

Nature conservation is referred to in the
policy.

ENV4

Policy generally relates to impact of change on
the character of the area.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy generally relates to impact of change on
the character of the area.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. The Marsh is an important
feature in the area and therefore a policy is prudent. As
such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in the same way to the
Publication/Final version. Change puts some detail into
the reasoned justification rather than leaving it in the
policy. No change to the thrust of the policy as a result.
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Policy HOR6: Horning - Boatyards, etc. at Ferry Rd. & Ferry View Rd.

Publication policy assessment: Changes improve reference to surface water and heritage assets and are assessed below.

Final policy assessment: The changes reflect the site being near to a pumping station and so there could be amenity issues (no change to assessment). An upper cumulative
limit of residential moorings is included in the policy (no change to SOC4). Finally, the policy now states that there should be no moorings on the banks of the SPA/SAC but
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as ENV is positive already there is no change to the assessment although the explanatory text has been updated.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.
ENV1
ENV2 Policy refers to water pollution.
Policy refers to biodiversity and no moorings
ENV3 on the bank of the SPA/SAC.
Policy generally relates to impact of change on
ENV4 the character of the area.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 Policy addresses surface water. ) ) ] o
" This policy would rate in a similar way to the
o ENV8 Publication/Final version. The difference is:
S| _ENV9 Policy addresses nearby heritage assets. e Stronger wording relating to wind shadow (more
Lg ENV10 positive against ECO4).
= Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will | e  Ferry Corner removed from this policy as it will
2 ENV11 not be considered or addressed. A policy does however have its own policy.
S ENV12 provide more certainty. With the varied land usesin this | ¢  Other amendments aid clarity and readability of
i ENV13 area, a policy is prudent. As such, it is prudent to have a policy.
= S0C1 policy for this area The assessment of the publication/Final policy is
I therefore more positive against related SA Objectives
£| S0C2
© and is therefore favoured.
§ SOC3
Area is deemed suitable for residential
SOC4 moorings.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 Area is treated as a general employment area
ECO2
ECO3 Area is treated as a general employment area
ECO4 Seeks to address the issue of wind shadow.
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Policy HOR7: Woodbastwick Fen moorings

Publication policy assessment: No change to Preferred Options policy.

Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014
version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

Policy emphasises importance of protecting biodiversity

ENV4

+

Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character of the area.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

+

Policy generally relates to impact of change on the character of the area.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

Policy states that the area is not deemed suitable for houseboats or
residential moorings and seeks removal of these. Residential moorings
provide somewhere for those who live in their boat to stay.

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

On one hand seeks to prevent moorings but on the other hand seeks to avoid
impacting navigation.

Not having a policy does not mean that
these issues will not be considered or
addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. The area is an
important boating resource, but very
sensitive in terms of landscape, wildlife
and habitats, and also with potential to
impinge on navigation. A policy is
therefore prudent. As such, it is prudent
to have a policy for this area

This policy would rate in a similar way to
the Publication/Final version. The
difference is quay heading replaced with
moorings. This would rate more
positively on design (ECO10) as
according to the Authority’s Mooring
Guide there are other ways to moor than
quay heading. The publication/Final
version is therefore preferred.
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Policy HORS: Land on the Corner of Ferry Road, Horning

Publication policy assessment: Policy now refers to surface water assessed below.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy | Do not separate out from HORS8

Allow other land uses in this area

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

ENV6

+

Policy now refers to surface water

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Amenity of nearby uses highlighted in
the policy.

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

Enables residential units, albeit
occupied by someone employed by the
business.

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

+ |+ |+ |+

Lower part of the units to be used for
employment which can also benefit
visitors (for example, a fishing business
isin place at the time of writing)

T[]~

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will not be
considered or addressed. A policy does however provide more
certainty.

If left part of HORS8 this would score in a similar way to POHOR7.
However there would be some differences in the scoring in relation to
housing (S0C4) which would be more negative when compared to the
POHOR9 Publication version. These Live/Work units are a unique offer

in the Broads — parking, mooring, business and residential combined. As
such, it is prudent to have a policy for this area.

If housing were allowed on all levels or not just
restricted to the manager or employee of the
business then this would score more positive

on SOC4 (housing) but more negative in
relation to ENV6 (flood risk).

If all the building was to be employment uses
only this would be negative when compared to
the Publication/Final version in relation to
SOC4 (housing) but more positive in relation to
the Employment objectives as more space for
employment. There could also be amenity
issues, but that would depend on the type of
employment located there. The
publication/Final version is therefore preferred.




Page 125 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy HOR9: Horning Residential Moorings (Ropes Hill)
Final version assessment: This is a new policy.

Final version

No policy

ENV1

ENV2

Refers to foul water and capacity at the Water Recycling Centre.

ENV3

Policy refers to SSSI nearby and the potential need for HRA.

ENV4

Policy refers to conditions relating to size and scale of boats.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

Refers to the design/location of the car park and amenities block.

ENV11

Policy refers to light pollution

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

Residential moorings provide a form of residential accommodation.

SOC5

SOC6ab

Horning has a shop, pubs, employment opportunities, school.

SOC7

Whilst a management plan will have other benefits, it was initially mooted as a
way to tackle anti-social behaviour if it arises.

ECO1

Residential moorings can enhance security. Can also provide a regular income.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues
will not be considered or addressed. Indeed an
application could still come forward for residential
moorings in this area and in future, when the
development boundary for Somerleyton is adopted,
will meet the locational criteria. However, because of
the site having some important local characteristics a
policy is prudent that reflects important criteria to be
considered As such, not having a policy was discounted
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Policy HOV1: Green Infrastructure

Publication policy assessment: No change to Preferred Options policy which is the policy in the Sites Specifics 2014.

Final policy assessment: There is a minor change to the wording of part of the policy, but this provides clarity and does not change the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

Green Infrastructure is used by biodiversity

ENV4

Green Infrastructure adds to the
landscape/townscape of an area.

ENV5

Green Infrastructure can provide shade, flood
storage, haven for biodiversity — some of the issues
which climate change could cause.

ENV6

This Green Infrastructure can provide flood storage
capacity.

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Part of the area has public access and therefore can
be used by the public, perhaps for exercise.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC2

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A policy
does however provide more certainty. With the
contribution the GI makes to the area, it is prudent
to have a policy. As such, not having a policy was
discounted
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Policy HOV2: Station Road car park

Publication policy assessment: No change to Preferred Options policy.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

+

Seeks retention of the car park in such a use.

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Relates to changes to improve impact on local
area.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Relates to changes to improve impact on local
area.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Seeks retention of car park. There is the
opportunity for those who travel by car to
park and either go to work in the town or
spend money in the town.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. The car park is an important asset
to the area and a policy is therefore prudent. As such, not
having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is that the
original policy referred to what to address in order to
change the land use. Publication version seeks
protection of the car park and therefore could be more
positive against ENV1 (traffic) and ECO4 (visitors). The
publication/Final version is therefore preferred.
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Policy HOV3: Brownfield land off Station Road, Hoveton

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes add clarification. No change to the assessment.

The changes mean that the policy now refers to the nearby Scheduled Monument (no change to assessment as ENV4 and ENV9 already positive) as well as the potential for

a HRA (ENV3 now positive).

Final version

Publication version

No Policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Policy refers to justifying a need for additional car parking. 5 Policy refers to justifying a need for additional car ?
ENV1 " | parking.
ENV2 Policy refers to water pollution. + | Policy refers to water pollution. ?
ENV3 Policy refers to the potential need for HRA. ?
Design is emphasised as an important factor and so too is the setting of the N Design is emphasised as an important factor ?
ENV4 Schedule Monument (bridge).
ENV5
ENV6 Flood risk is emphasised in the policy. + | Flood risk is emphasised in the policy. ?
ENV7 Policy refers to previously developed land. + | Policy refers to previously developed land. ?
ENV8
The building next to the King’s Head potentially has heritage value. Policy N The building next to the King’s Head potentially has ?
ENV9 also refers to the bridge which is a Scheduled Monument. heritage value.
ENV10 Design is emphasised as an important factor. + | Design is emphasised as an important factor. ?
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
S0C1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4 ? . ?
The policy allows for a range of uses for the land ranging from housing to — The Pollcy allows ff)r a range of uses for the.land EX
SOC5 . L . ? | ranging from housing to pubs. So effect against each :
pubs. So effect against each objective would depend on the final land-use. |— .7 . —
SOC6ab 7 | objective would depend on the final land-use. ?
Such sites could attract anti-social behaviour such as graffiti. N Such sites could attract anti-social behaviour such as ?
SOC7 graffiti.
ECO1 ?
Th licy all f f for the land | 5]
ECO2 The policy allows for a range of uses for the land ranging from housing to N PO oy aflows Pr a range or uses for e_ an ?
ubs. So effect against each objective would depend on the final land-use ? | ranging from housing to pubs. So effect against each 2]
ECO3 pubs. & ) P ’ objective would depend on the final land-use. |
?
ECO4 !

Not having a policy
does not mean that
there will not be
positive change to
these areas and that
these issues will not be
addressed. Indeed
applications can come
in any time for change
to these areas of
brownfield land.
However, a policy gives
a positive indication
that the Broads
Authority would like to
see change in this area.
It also sets out criteria
schemes need to
address. Being
brownfield land and
run-down buildings
(apart from the
building next to the
King’s Head) a policy is
prudent. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted
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Policy HOV4: BeWILDerwood Adventure Park

Publication policy assessment: New policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy
ENvV1 | +| Policy refers to access routes. ?
ENv2 | +| Policy refers to water quality. ?
ENV3 | +| Policy refers to protected species. ?
ENvV4 | +| Policy refers to the trees and woodland. ?
ENV5
ENVe | +| Policy refers to flood risk. ?
N Policy approach of dividing area into different | ?
ENV7 uses seeks efficient use of land.
@ ENV8
2
*8 ENV9
'.OE ENV10
| ENVI11 Not having a policy does not mean that there will not be
2 ENV12 positive change to this site. However given that this is a
g unique tourist attraction, important to the local economy
i ENV13 : : and that change can happen regularly at this site, a policy
£ .| The policy supports the retention of the ?| is prudent. As such, not having a policy was discounted
Q| SsocC1 facility that is an outdoor adventure centre.
c
®  S0C2
é soc3 | +| Policy relates to an education centre. ?
SOC4
socs | +| The Park employs local people. ?
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 ?
The policy supports the retention of the ]
ECO2 . . . . ’
+| facility contributes to the tourism offer in the EX
ECO3 Broads. -
ECO4 ?
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Policy HOV5: Hoveton Town Centre

Publication policy assessment: In part, this replaces the former HOV 4 from the Sites Specifics Local Plan 2014.

Final policy assessment: Whilst there are changes to the policy, the general thrust of the policy has not changes sihce the publication assessment so no change to the

assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

ENV1

The policy seeks to address the issue of people crossing the road through
considering placement of retail units.

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Policy seeks improvements to the public realm.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

The policy promotes extensions and re-use of vacant buildings.

ENV8

ENV9

Policy refers to the historic nature of the town.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

Policy enables growth and change to the town centre which could result in
more job opportunities.

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Fundamentally, the policy seeks to protect and improve where appropriate the
vitality and viability of the town centre.

| V| Y| Y

Not having a policy does not mean that there
will not be positive change to the town
centre. However given that this is the only
part of town centre in the Broads, it is
important to the local economy and that
change can happen regularly at this site, a
policy is prudent. As such, not having a policy
was discounted
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Policy LOD1: Loddon Marina Residential Moorings

Publication policy assessment: A new policy
Final policy assessment: The changes refer to the need for conditions to guide the number of vessels (ENV4 is positive), the requirement potentially for a HRA (ENV3 already

positive) and the need for a management plan (SOC7 positive).

Final version

Publication version

No Policy

Allocating for more than 10 and
up to 40.

Refers to High Street and Church Plain issues

Refers to High Street and Church Plain issues

ENV1
Policy refers to water quality. Policy refers to water quality.
ENV2
Policy refers to SSSI nearby and the potential Policy refers to SSSI nearby
need for HRA.
ENV3
Policy refers to conditions relating to size and
ENV4 scale of boats.
8 ENnvs
Sl ENnve
0
O| ENV7
2 ENV8
g Refers to being in a conservation area. Refers to being in a conservation area.
<
2
E
g
s ENV9
3| ENV10
(%]
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
S0C2
Enables use of the water which is traditional in Enables use of the water which is traditional
SOC3 the Broads. in the Broads.
The policy states that the area is generally The policy states that the area is generally
suitable for residential moorings. Residential suitable for residential moorings. Residential
oler! moorings provide somewhere for those who live moorings provide somewhere for those who

Not having a policy
does not mean that
these issues will not
be considered or
addressed. Indeed an
application could still
come forward for
residential moorings
in this area.
However, because of
the site not being
next to a
development
boundary as well as
having some
important local
characteristics a
policy is prudent that
reflects the
sustainable location
of the site as well as
important criteria to
be considered As
such, not having a
policy was
discounted

Many more than ten could have
an impact on highways that is
more difficult to mitigate.

More boats being lived on could
have more of an impact on
water quality.

More boats being lived on could
see more people accessing the
SSSI or being near to the SSSI.

More residential moorings with
associated residential
paraphernalia could have a
greater impact on the character
of the area.

Enables use of the water which
is traditional in the Broads.

The policy states that the area is
generally suitable for residential
moorings. Residential moorings
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No Policy

Allocating for more than 10 and
up to 40.

Final version Publication version

in their boat to stay. live in their boat to stay.

SOC5
SOC6ab
Whilst a management plan will have other
+| benefits, it was initially mooted as a way to tackle

SOC7 anti-social behaviour if it arises.
ECO1
ECO2 . . .

Seeks retention of boatyards thus not affecting Seeks retention of boatyards thus not
ECO3 businesses. affecting businesses.
ECO4

provide somewhere for those
who live in their boat to stay.

Many more than ten could
change the type of operation at
this boatyard which could be a
benefit or negative to the local
economy. The effect is
uncertain.
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Policy NOR1: Utilities Site

Publication policy assessment: Whilst the thrust of the policy is the same, there is some detail that is assessed below. Reference to high quality landscaping scheme (ENV4) and reference to
self/custom build (SOC4). Final policy assessment: The changes refer to historic environment and setting of heritage assets (ENV9 now positive) and clarifying that a suitable solution for

access is required (no change to assessment as it refers to all modes of transport).

Final version Publication version No Policy No change to Sites
Specifics 2014 version.
ENV1
ENV2 Policy seeks water efficient dwellings. Policy seeks water efficient dwellings. ?
Brownfield land can have biodiversity value, but this will be Brownfield land can have biodiversity value, but this ?| Not having a
understood more as part of the planning application. There is will be understood more as part of the planning policy does not
scope for mitigation or compensation which can provide application. There is scope for mitigation or mean that
biodiversity gains. Policy seeks protection and enhancement compensation which can provide biodiversity gains. these issues
of natural assets. Policy seeks protection and enhancement of natural will not be
ENV3 assets. considered or
Poli ks a high lit i t and high lit Poli ks a high lit i t and high ? dd d.A . .
olicy seg s a high quality environment and high quality o |c.y seeks a |g quality environment and hig a resse This policy would rate
ENV4 landscaping scheme. quality landscaping scheme. policy does . o
. - — - - — in a similar way to the
" Has various elements that address this objective such as Has various elements that address this objective such ? however o .
4 . . . . . . . . . . Publication/Final
> walking, cycling, and flood risk. Note there will be emissions as walking, cycling, and flood risk. Note there will be provide more version. The difference
§ from developing the site, but the policy seeks the emissions from developing the site, but the policy certainty. With i tha.t the original
] development itself to consider climate change. seeks the development itself to consider climate this area of .
(@) . . policy refers to ways of
=| ENV5 change. Norwich being - .
& - - - - - - > - - - - - ) benefiting recreational
‘© ENV6 Area is at risk of flooding but policy emphasises this. Area is at risk of flooding but policy emphasises this. ? brownfield saying ‘where this can
<% Site is brownfield land. Refers to the potential for minerals Site is brownfield land. Refers to the potential for ? land and be satisfactorily
2 ENVY that can be used as part of the development. minerals that can be used as part of the development. un(fi(?rused,‘ a achieved as part of the
£ positive policy R
‘3| ENVS that seeks overall scheme’ which
© .
< Policy refers to historic environment and setting of heritage change can is not as strong as the
% ENV9 assets benefit the revised policy. The
=) . . .
“1 ENV1O Policy includes design elements. Policy includes design elements. ?l' Broads and publication/Final
- - — - - — . version is therefore
ENV11 Policy seeks walking and cycling links Policy seeks walking and cycling links Norwich. A preferred
ENV12 policy is
therefore
ENV13 prudent. As
SOC1 Policy seeks walking and cycling links Policy seeks walking and cycling links ? such, not
SOC2 having a policy
was
SOC3 .
- - - - - - - - discounted
As part of mixed use scheme, residential dwellings are As part of mixed use scheme, residential dwellings are
expected and the scale could trigger affordable housing. expected and the scale could trigger affordable
S0c4 Policy encourages self/custom build. housing. Policy encourages self/custom build.
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Final version

Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites
Specifics 2014 version.

SOC5

Employment land could come forward as part of a mixed use
scheme.

Employment land could come forward as part of a
mixed use scheme.

SOC6ab

Located centrally to Norwich with many facilities nearby like
sports centres, supermarket and shops.

Located centrally to Norwich with many facilities

nearby like sports centres, supermarket and shops.

SOC7

ECO1

Employment land could come forward as part of a mixed use
scheme.

Employment land could come forward as part of a
mixed use scheme.

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

.Stronger wording than the original Sites Specific policy in
relation to offering benefits for recreation and tourism.

.Stronger wording than the original Sites Specific
policy in relation to offering benefits for recreation
and tourism.
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Policy NOR2: Riverside walk and cycle path

Publication policy assessment: No changes to Preferred Options Policy.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

+

Provides for walking and cycling.

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

ENV5

Cycling and walking are more sustainable
modes of transport.

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy refers to archaeology potential.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Walking and cycling are healthy forms of
transport.

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

Will provide links for walking and cycling to
get to services and facilities.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Will add to the walking and cycling network
thus adding to recreation opportunities.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. This route would benefit visitors
and residents of Norwich in many ways so safeguarding
the land through this policy is prudent. As such, not
having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is that the
original policy only refers to walking. The
publication/Final version is therefore preferred.
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Policy ORM 1: Ormesby waterworks

Publication policy assessment: The minor changes add clarification. No change to the assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment

of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

Policy relates to a waterworks site and any
changes to the site.

ENV3

Policy seeks biodiversity enhancements and
protecting designated sites.

ENV4

Policy seeks landscape enhancements.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

Policy refers to light pollution.

(B¢

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

S0C2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

Potentially positive as new development in
areas served by Essex and Suffolk Water will
need adequate water to be extracted from
the area.

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. With the waterworks being so
important to the local area, but located in a designated
landscape, a policy is prudent. As such, not having a policy
was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is that the
original policy does not mention light pollution
specifically as an important factor in this area. The
publication/Final version is therefore preferred.
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Policy OUL1: Boathouse Lane Leisure Plots

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes add clarification. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Policy seeks general openness of the area to
reflect the local character. Policy refers to
boundary treatments.

ENV5

ENV6

Policy emphasises flood risk.

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy refers to archaeology.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC3

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

. The policy provisions in general assist in

recreation use of the area and the Broads.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. The area forms an important part
of the setting of Oulton Broad and the trees and
shrubbery contribute to a semi-natural appearance so it is
prudent to have a policy. As such, not having a policy was
discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is that the
Publication/Final version is worded in a stronger way in
relation to the number of buildings allowed which
could be more positive against ENV4 and is therefore
favoured.
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Policy OUL2: Oulton Broad - Former Pegasus/Hamptons Site

Publication policy assessment: Some changes relating to conservation area and self-custom build as assessed at ENV9 and SOC4.

Final policy assessment: the wording change clarifies how the conservation area should be considered so no change to the assessment of the final policy as ENV4 and ENV9
are already positive.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to Sites Specifics 2014
version.
ENV1
ENV2
?| Brownfield land can have biodiversity value, but this will be understood ?
more as part of the planning application. There is scope for mitigation or
ENV3 compensation which can provide biodiversity gains.
ENv4 | *| Policy seeks a high quality landscaping ?
ENVS5
ENVe | *| Areais at risk of flooding but policy emphasises tis. ?
ENvV7 | *| Siteis brownfield land ? This policy would rate in a similar way
0 to the Publication/Final version. The
;02: ENV8 - difference is:
Sl ENVY |t Refers to the Conservation Area. Not having a policy does not mean that these . . L
o icvi i issues will not be considered or addressed. A * High quality landscaping is
Ol ENv10 | *| Policy includes design elements. ? ' i o required (more positive on
= policy does however provide more certainty. ENVA)
2 ENVI1 With this area of Oulton Broad being .« A . ‘ d saf ;
9 ENV12 brownfield land and underused, a positive ppropriate and saie access to
2 . ) the water is also required
ENV13 policy that seeks change can benefit the Broads iy
F d Oulton Broad. A policy is theref (more positive on ECO4).
Z| soci | +| Policy seeks slipways etc. to access the water. ? ana Lufton Broad. A policy Is therefore The assessment of the
g prudent. As such, not having a policy was ublication/Final policy is therefore
‘5| S0C2 discounted P o p v
§ S0C3 more positive against related SA
2 - - - - Objectives and is therefore favoured.
+| As part of mixed use scheme, residential dwellings are expected and the | ?
SOC4 scale could trigger affordable housing. Also encourages self-build.
socs | *| Employment land could come forward as part of a mixed use scheme. ?
SOC6ab | *| Located in a town with many facilities nearby. ?
SOC7
ECO1 7]
ECO2 +| Employment land could come forward as part of a mixed use scheme.
ECO3
Eco4 | *| Policy seeks slipways etc. to access the water. ?
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Policy OUL3 - Oulton Broad District Shopping Centre

Publication policy assessment: New policy.

Final policy assessment: The wording of the policy has changed to be the same as Waveney Council’s version. The thrust of the policy is the same as the Publication version,
but the assessment has been amended slightly to assess the specific criteria and considerations referred to in the final version.

Final version Publication version No Policy
Policy refers to highway safety and parking. ?

+

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6

ENV7
ENVS +| Policy refers to litter. 5

Policy refers to character of the area ?

+

ENV9

ENV10 Not having a policy will not
ENV11 Polcy refers to fumes ?| necessarily result in negative
changes to the Centre. The policy
ENV12 reflects the evidence produced in
ENV13 relation to the Centre and therefore
SOC1 it is prudent to have such a policy. As
SO0C2 such, not having a policy was
discounted

+

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

There are job opportunities as the Centre. + | There are job opportunities as the Centre.

+

The District Centre is well located to be accessed by a variety of The District Centre is well located to be accessed
SOC6ab means of transport. by a variety of means of transport.

SOC7
ECO1 The policy is a positive stance regarding protecting and seeking The policy is a positive stance regarding protecting
£CO2 improvements to the Centre. and seeking improvements to the Centre.

ECO3
ECO4
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Policy POT1 — Bridge Area

Publication policy assessment: This policy was not included in the Preferred Options, but is now in the Publication Version. Not necessarily a new policy as it is rolled over

from the Sites Specifics, but is new to this Local Plan.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment

of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to the Sites Specifics POT1.

ENV1

+

Refers to cycle parking.

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

Refers to the dark skies of the area. Also refers to
public realm improvements.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

Policy seeks proposals to respect the bridge.

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

Seeks to protect the amenity of locals.

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

Job opportunities at the Bridge Area.

SOC6ab

Refers to cycle parking.

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

Generally a positive stance taken to the area
which is important to tourism and the economy
of the Broads.

Not having a policy will not necessarily result in
negative changes to the Bridge Area. This is one
of the busiest parts of the Broads with different
types of land use and as such a policy that
guides change in that area is prudent. As such,
not having a policy was discounted

Policy seeks proposals to respect the bridge.

Seeks to protect the amenity of locals.

Job opportunities at the Bridge Area.

Refers to cycle parking.

Generally a positive stance taken to the area which is
important to tourism and the economy of the Broads.

The publication version is more positive in relation to ENV1 and ENV4 and is therefore favoured of the original.
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Policy POT2: Waterside plots

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.
ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
. Policy seeks to prevent over developmentand | ?
ENV4 suburbanisation and to reflect local character.
ENV5
ENVe | +| Floodriskis a key consideration. ?
ENV7
" ENV8 v —— Iocallv isted 5 This policy would rate in a similar way to the
g ENVY |+ any properties in the area are locally listed. | - Publication/Final version. The difference is:
o ,| General design principles reflect the local ? e Light pollution is specifically mentioned
'_Oa ENV10 character (ENV11)
= +| Reference made to light pollution. ? i i i i
] ENV11 entp Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will *  Quay heading replacgq with moor!ngs. This
©| ENV12 . . would rate more positively on design (ECO10)
T not be considered or addressed. A policy does however ) L, . .
g - . . . as according to the Authority’s Mooring Guide
2 ENV13 provide more certainty. As such, not having a policy was
. there are other ways to moor than quay
= SOC1 discounted .
= heading.
'rgs SOC2 The assessment of the publication/Final policy is
s s0C3 therefore more positive against related SA Objectives
é’ soca and is therefore favoured.
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Properties tend to be holiday homes which ?
+| enable recreation use of the area and
ECO4 contribute to tourism.
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Policy POT3: Green Bank Zones

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options version which is the same as the original Sites Specifics 2014 policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2

ENV3
ENvV4 | +| Policy seeks to retain open nature of the area. | ?

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

+

The plots could act as flood storage. ?

Not having a policy does not mean that these areas will be
developed on. A policy does however provide more
ENV12 certainty. The zones are an important contributor to the

ENV13 character of this area and enable views out from the
soc1 Broads and therefore a policy to protect them seems
prudent. As such, not having a policy was discounted
SOC2

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy SOL1: Riverside area moorings

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options version.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

ENV4

+

Policy seeks general openness of the area and
reflects local character. Any changes will need
to be sensitively designed and landscaped.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

. The policy provisions in general assist in

recreation use of the area and the Broads.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. Management of a potential
proliferation of development in this area has been an
issue going back some years so a policy is prudent. As
such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Quay heading replaced with moorings. This would
rate more positively on design (ECO10) as
according to the Authority’s Mooring Guide there
are other ways to moor than quay heading.

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy SOM1: Somerleyton Marina Residential Moorings
Final version assessment: This is a new policy.

Final version

No policy

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENV2 Refers to foul water.
ENV3 Policy refers to SSSI nearby and the potential need for HRA.
ENV4 Policy refers to conditions relating to size and scale of boats.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11 Policy refers to light pollution
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4 Residential moorings provide a form of residential accommodation.
SOC5
A key service is located nearby through a primary school and the train station is
within walking distance and has peak hour services. Potential for a new shop to
SOC6ab be put in place in the near future. However site next to a proposed
development boundary and the wider village has a draft allocation in a
forthcoming local plan of tens of dwellings.
s0c7 Whilst a management plan will have other benefits, it was initially mooted as a
way to tackle anti-social behaviour if it arises.
ECO1 Residential moorings can enhance security. Can also provide a regular income.
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. Indeed an application
could still come forward for residential moorings in this
area and in future, when the development boundary for
Somerleyton is adopted, will meet the locational
criteria. However, because of the site having some
important local characteristics a policy is prudent that
reflects important criteria to be considered As such,
not having a policy was discounted
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Policy STA1: Land at Stalham Staithe (Richardson’s Boatyard)

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the policy from the Preferred Options version.
Final policy assessment: The change to the policy just aligns the wording to DM37 but does not change the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the
assessment of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2 Policy refers to water pollution.
Planting referred to in the policy could benefit
ENV3 biodiversity.
Planting referred to in the policy can benefit the
ENV4 landscape.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
" ENV8
<l ENvY Policy refers to archaeology assessment.
3| ENV10
o]
Ol ENV11
a
‘=l ENV12
8] ENV13
<
2 soci
4 soc2
£
m SOC3
§ Residential moorings provide somewhere for those
Nele} who live in their boat to stay.
SOC5
The area is recognised for facilities and services
being fairly accessible using the pedestrian refuge
SOC6ab over the A149
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2 The area is recognised as a boatyard and
ECO3 employment area.
ECO4

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will

not be considered. Richardson’s Boatyard is one of the

largest in the Broads. With the area being important for
general employment as well as having potential for

residential moorings (albeit not adjacent to a

development boundary) a policy is prudent. As such, not

having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Stronger wording relating to wind shadow
(more positive against ECO4).

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA

Objectives and is therefore favoured.
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Policy STO1 Land adjacent to Tiedam, Stokesby

Publication policy assessment: A new policy. Please note that this does rate negatively against some SA objectives. Please see the related Topic Paper® for discussion.

Final policy assessment: The change to the policy sets out how many dwellings are acceptable but does not change the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes
to the assessment of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy
5 The access into the site could be an issue that ?

ENV1 " | needs addressing.

ENV2

ENV3

. Seeks to retain hedgerows and mature trees. Policy | ?

ENV4 refers to character of the village.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7 .I Land is greenfield land. ?
§ ENV8
S| ENVY
lg ENV10 | +| Importance of design emphasised. ? No policy would mean that there are no negative or
= positive effects on the criteria. Note that without this
2 ENV11 policy residential dwelling would not likely be permitted
g ENV12 due to its location away from services and facilities.
i ENV13 Taking the issues discussed in the Topic Paper in the
% soc1 | +| Seeksthe protection of the amenity of neighbours. | ? round, it has been decided to allocate the land for some
© dwellings.
5 SOC2
é SOC3

soc4 | +| Would contribute to housing need in the Borough. | ?

SOC5
SOC6ab il Few facilities provided in the village. ?

SOC7

. More dwellings could result in support of the local ?
ECO1 businesses.

ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

6 Land at Tiedam, Stokesby Topic Paper: 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

Page 147 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019
Policy TSA1: Cary’s Meadow

Publication policy assessment: No change to the preferred options policy which is the same as the Sites Specifics 2014 version. Please note that the slight change to the
Sites Specifics Local Plan 2014 version is simply to aid understanding and provide clarification. The Publication version is therefore treated as being the same as the original
policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2

. The meadow is protected in its current use which benefits ?
ENV3 biodiversity.
. The rural nature of the meadow is important to the city and ?
ENV4 the cityscape in this area.

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9

Not having a policy does not mean that these
ENV10 issues will not be considered or addressed. A policy
ENV11 does however provide more certainty. Carey’s
ENV12 Meadow is a valuable site for wildlife and popular
open space for the local community. The policy
signals the Authority’s continuing commitment to
its protection and improvement. As such, not
having a policy was discounted

ENV13

. The open space enables users to walk around and appreciate | ?
SOC1 the area to benefit health and wellbeing.

S0C2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

The area is used for recreation. ?

+
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Policy TSA2: Thorpe Island

Publication policy assessment: Replaces the 1997 saved policy. It should be noted that much change has happened on the Island since 1997 and so the tone of the policy
has changed to reflect the situation as it is now and to reflect the various Planning Inspector and Judge’s decisions.
Final policy assessment: Change to the policy for the Eastern part of the Island are the removal of reference to the residential moorings policy (no change to assessment as
it does not say residential moorings will not be allowed so remains neutral) and clarifying that upgrades to buildings is related to continued boatyard use (no change to
assessment as economy objectives are already positive). In relation to the central part of the island, the changes are to provide clarity to the initial policy wording (ENV4
now rated positive). And for the Western end, reference to the site not being suitable for residential moorings is removed policy (no change to assessment as it does not
say residential moorings will not be allowed so remains neutral) and ‘low key’ is defined (ENV4 rated positive).

No Policy

Final version Publication version No change to 1997 Local Plan version
Limited change to the Island would likely
Refers to issue of car parking. Refers to issue of car parking. mean limited moored boats or parked
ENV1 cars.
Refers to issue of water qualit Refers to issue of water qualit Limited change to the Island would likely
ENV2 q v q v mean limited impacts on water quality.
ENV3 Policy seeks biodiversity enhancements. Policy seeks biodiversity enhancements.
- Seeks t tch devel t
General thrust of the policy is to protect the eeks to preven C ange or deveiopmen
other than essentially needed at Eastern
character of the area.
@ ENV4 end.
£ ENVS
% ENV6 Refers to the issue of flood risk. Refers to the issue of flood risk.
o
.,—5 ENV7
g ENV8
= . . . . Seeks t tch devel t
< States impact of change on Conservation States impact of change on Conservation eeks to preven C ange or developmen
> . . other than essentially needed at Eastern
£ Area will be managed. Area will be managed.
Sl ENV9 end.
£ States impact of change on Landscape will States impact of change on Landscape will
42 be managed. Seeks to improve the current be managed. Seeks to improve the current
a mooring format and associated mooring format and associated
ENV10 paraphernalia paraphernalia
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3

Whilst not having a
policy does not
mean that change
on the Island
cannot be assessed
as there are
numerous other
relevant policies in
the Local Plan.
That being said,
the use of the
Island can have
effects on nearby
communities and
being in a
Conservation Area
as well, it seems
prudent to have a
policy. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted
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No Policy

Final version Publication version No change to 1997 Local Plan version

States impact of change on amenity of States impact of change on amenity of ?
SOC4 neighbours will be managed. neighbours will be managed.

Enables part of the site to remain in Enables part of the site to remain in Seeks to prevent change or development ?

boatyard use and there could be job boatyard use and there could be job other than essentially needed at Eastern
SOC5 opportunities. opportunities. end.

SOC6ab

SOC7
ECO1 7]
ECO2 . Permits development needed to support the Permits development needed to support Permits development needed to support i
ECO3 boatyards needs on the eastern end. the boatyards needs on the eastern end. the boatyards needs on the eastern end. ?
ECO4 ?
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Policy TSA3: Griffin Lane — boatyards and industrial area
Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options version which is the same as the original Sites Specifics 2014 policy.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy

. Policy reflects the highway constraints in the ?
ENV1 area.

ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8

. Policy highlights the listed building and the ?
ENV9 need for an archaeological assessment.

ENV10

Not having a policy for this area does not mean that
change will not consider these issues. The policy seeks to
ENV11 support the value of the boatyards and dockyard, while
ENV12 ensuring that full regard is given to the desirability of
ENV13 achieving environmental improvements, and to the
constrained road access to the area. As such, not having a
S0C1 policy was discounted
SOC2

SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

The area is a general employment area and a
boatyard thus benefitting the local economy | ?
and also visitors.

+
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Policy TSA4: Bungalow Lane — mooring plots and boatyards

Publication policy assessment: Minor changes to the Preferred Options policy. No change to the assessment.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
ENvV1 | +| Refersto poorroad access.
ENV2
Seeks retention of trees and enhancements to
+| the landscaping which can benefit
ENV3 biodiversity.
ENvV4 | +| Policy refers to design and landscaping
ENV5
. The issue of flood risk is emphasised in the
ENV6 policy.
ENV7
§ ENVS
S| ENV9
g ENV10 | +| Policy refers to design and landscaping
8l Envil
o
gl ENV12
3
> ENV13
F| soci
©
£l soC2
3
3| s0C3
(%]
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
The mooring plots and boatyard are generally
+| protected and enable the use of the Broads
ECO4 for recreation and tourism purposes.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
provide more certainty. This is a small riverside area of
mooring plots, chalets and boatyards important to the
Broads and therefore a policy is prudent. As such, not
having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Permanent occupation of buildings is not allowed
to clarify this part of the policy (no change to
scoring).

e  Stronger wording relating to semi-rural character
(more positive in relation to ENV4)

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA Objectives

and is therefore favoured.
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Policy TSA5: River Green Open Space

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options version which is the same as the original Sites Specifics 2014 policy.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8

Such open spaces are used by biodiversity.

This open space is an asset to the urban area.

?
?
?

2]

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy emphasises flood risk.

The open space is an asset to the ?
ENV9 Conservation Area.

ENV10
ENV11

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
ENV12 not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
ENV13 provide more certainty. This is a welcomed well-kept and
Whilst small in area, has the potential to ? well used open space that is important to the area and

benefit the health and wellbeing of the therefore a policy is prudent. As such, not having a policy

population as a usable space but also a place was discounted
SOC1 to sit and enjoy the river.

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy THU1: Tourism development at Hedera House, Thurne

Publication policy assessment: There are some changes to the Preferred Options policy and these are assessed below in red. Note that the Preferred Options version was

the same as the 2014 Sites Specifics version.
Final policy assessment: The change relates to hertige/historic environment which already rates positive so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

Final/Publication version
ENV1
ENV2 | +| Policy specifically refers to issue relating to water.
ENvV3 | +| Landscaping can benefit biodiversity.
ENv4 | +| The policy emphasises the importance of reinforcing local distinctiveness.
ENVS5
ENvVe | +| Refersto flood risk.
ENvV7 | +| Theland is brownfield land.
ENV8
o ENvg | +| Refersto nearby heritage assets.
>
'§ ENV10 | +| Designisimportant as emphasised in the policy.
3l ENv1l
8 Envi2
o
o ENV13
<
> SOC1
5| SOC2
©
% SOC3
g‘ soca | +| The policy enables the provision of some market housing.
(%)
SOC5
According to the Settlement Study’, the facilities in Thurne are limited. This policy has been rolled forward from the Sites Specifics
Local Plan where this allocation was put forward at publication stage and assessed as part of the examination. The Inspector
SOC6ab recommended the inclusion of this allocation®.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
Eco4 | +| The policy requires the provision of improved holiday accommodation.

Proposals to
regenerate this area
could still come
forward but this policy
sets out important
criteria to be
addressed. Note that
without this policy
residential dwelling
would not likely be
permitted due to its
location away from
services and facilities.
As such, not having a
policy was discounted

7 Settlement Study: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2

8 See section 82 of the Inspector’s Report: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0011/508268/Inspector-Report-for-Sites-Specifics-Local-Plan-June-2014-inc-Main-Modifications.pdf



http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/508268/Inspector-Report-for-Sites-Specifics-Local-Plan-June-2014-inc-Main-Modifications.pdf
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Policy WHI1: Whitlingham Country Park

Publication policy assessment: Some changes to add clarification. Another changes sees a positive against SOC6.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment
of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

ENvV1 | ?| Policy refers to justifying car parking.
ENV2
ENV3 | +| Seeks biodiversity enhancements and biosecurity measures.
. Refers to design and high quality materials. Refers to riverside landscape
ENV4 setting.
ENV5
ENV6
ENvV7 | +| Refersto shared use of buildings.
g ENVS
E ENv9 | +| Refersto the registered park and gardens
8l ENvio | +| Refersto design and high quality materials.
S| ENV11
e
o ENVI2
3| ENVI3
S| soci | +| Refersto benefitting health and wellbeing of the users.
(3]
= soc2
2 soc3 | +| Many usesin the area relate to traditional skills such as sailing.
(%]
SOoc4
socs | ?| The policy enables future uses that provide jobs.
SOC6ab | +| Policy refers to maximising access by the water and public transport.
SOcC7
ECO1 |7 , ,
The policy enables future uses that benefit the economy.
ECO2 |7
ECO3
EcO4 | +| The provisions of the policy in general benefit visitors.

Not having a policy does not mean
that these issues will not be
considered or addressed. The Country
Park provides an area for quiet
recreation despite being so close to
Norwich. This Policy reflects the
importance of the Whitlingham
Country Park to the Broads and the
community and encourages further
future enhancement of its facilities,
but sets out the constraints and
considerations that this would need to
address. As such, not having a policy
was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e High quality design and materials (more
positive against ENV10)

e Impact on other uses and quiet
enjoyment(more positive against ECO4
as well as SOC1)

e Biodiversity enhancements and
biosecurity measures (more positive
against ENV3)

e Health and wellbeing (more positive
against SOC1)

e Visitor experience (more positive
against ECOA4)

e Justifying car parking (relates to ENV1
but this is not saying that car parking is
not allowed, just that it needs to be
justified)

The assessment of the publication /Final

policy is therefore more positive against

related SA Objectives and is therefore
favoured.
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Policy SSTRI: Trinity Broads

Publication policy assessment: Changes do not alter the thrust of the Preferred Options policy but add clarification. Same assessment as the Preferred Options version.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
. By limiting boat traffic, the impact on the water can be
ENV1 reduced.
. The policy could result in improved water quality when
ENV2 compared to a policy which does not control boat activity.
. By controlling boating activity, the biodiversity in the area
ENV3 could flourish.
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
@ ENV8
2| ENV9
0
-_Oa ENV10
= ENV11
‘®| ENV12
o
1 _ENV13
2| soc1 | +| Tranquillity benefits mental wellbeing.
E SOC2
% SOC3
v SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
On one hand the controlling of boating activity could be
5| seen as a negative against this objective, but on the other
"| hand, the policy seeks to protect the tranquillity which
ECO4 people may come to the Broads to experience.

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A
policy does however provide more certainty.
With this area being so important for
tranquillity, it is prudent to have a policy. As
such, not having a policy was discounted

This policy would rate in a similar way to the
Publication/Final version. The difference is:

Removes trial period wording (no effect on
scoring)

Refers to light pollution (more positive
against ENV11)

Includes the built up part rather than just
the more rural part of the area (no effect
on scoring, just that the policy refers to a
wider area).

The assessment of the publication/Final policy
is therefore more positive against related SA
Objectives and is therefore favoured.
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Policy SSUT: Upper Thurne

Publication policy assessment: Changes do not alter the thrust of the Preferred Options policy but add clarification. Same assessment as the Preferred Options version.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Final/Publication version
. By limiting boat traffic, the impact on the water can be
ENV1 reduced.
. The policy could result in improved water quality when
ENV2 compared to a policy which does not control boat activity.
. By controlling boating activity, the biodiversity in the area
ENV3 could flourish.
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
@ ENV8
2| ENV9
0
-_Oa ENV10
= ENV11
‘®| ENV12
o
1 _ENV13
2| soc1 | +| Tranquillity benefits mental wellbeing.
E SOC2
% SOC3
v SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
On one hand the controlling of boating activity could be
5| seen as a negative against this objective, but on the other
"| hand, the policy seeks to protect the tranquillity which
ECO4 people may come to the Broads to experience.

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A
policy does however provide more certainty.
With this area being so important for
tranquillity, it is prudent to have a policy. As
such, not having a policy was discounted.

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e Removes trial period wording (no effect
on scoring)

e Refers to light pollution (more positive
against ENV11)

e Includes the built up part rather than just
the more rural part of the area (no effect
on scoring, just that the policy refers to a
wider area).

The assessment of the publication/Final

policy is therefore more positive against

related SA Objectives and is therefore

favoured.
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Policy SSCOAST: The Coast

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options. The Preferred Options was the same as the Sites Specific 2014 version.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy

Final/Publication version No Policy

ENV1
ENV2

Policy seeks to ensure the area remains an area for low key ?
ENV3 quiet recreation and as a wild bird and seal refuge.
The policy seeks minimal changes which will ensure the ?
ENV4 character is generally not affected.

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

Not having a policy does not mean that these
issues will not be considered or addressed. A policy
ENV12 does however provide more certainty. With the
Policy is in line with the Shoreline Management Plan for the | ? | coast being so important for people and wildlife it
ENV13 area. is prudent to have a policy. As such, not having a
Many people enjoy the coast in this area for the beach itself | ? policy was discounted.

SOC1 but also to see the seals and their pups.

SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2

ECO3
Eco4 | +| The coastis a key area for recreation and tourism. ?

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
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Policy SSROADS: Main road network

Publication policy assessment: No changes to the Preferred Options. The Preferred Options was the same as the Sites Specific 2014 version.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy

Final/Publication version No Policy
Policy relates to the impact of development ?
ENV1 and change on the road network.

ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues will
ENV12 not be considered or addressed. A policy does however
ENV13 provide more certainty. As such, not having a policy was

soc1 | +| Safety is an important part of the policy. ? discounted.

S0C2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

. A well-functioning transport network can ?
ECO1 benefit the economy.

ECO2
ECO3
ECO4
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Policy SSMILLS: Drainage Mills

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the Preferred Options version adds clarification. No change to assessment.
Final policy assessment: There 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 Sites Specifics 2014 version.

The mills tend to be isolated and need boats or cars to access them.
However proposals to mills will need to consider access as set out in other

5
"| policies of the Local Plan. The effect will depend on the detailed
ENV1 proposal for the site.
ENV2 | +| Any works to the mills needs to consider water quality. ?
ENV3 | +| Any works to the mills needs to consider biodiversity. ?
ENv4 | +| Mills are distinctive in the landscape. ?
ENV5
Mills tend to be in areas of flood risk. However proposals to mills will need
?| to consider flood risk as set out in other policies of the Local Plan. The
ENV6 effect will depend on the detailed proposal for the site.
ENV7
ENVS Not having a policy does not mean
Many mills are listed or locally listed assets ? that these issues will not be The general thrust of the original polic
ENVS | + Y y . ) addressed. Mills are a prominent & Id . imil & ph y
,| Mills are locally distinctive and therefore any change needs to be well ? | feature in the landscape of the Broads would score in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. However the
Publication/Final version policy does clarify
some elements of the existing policy and is

therefore favoured.

ENV10 designed. and of varying state of repair. It is

ENV11 prudent to have a policy on such

ENV12 locally important and appreciated

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

ENV13
SOC1

soc2
soc3 | +| Changes to the mills will require particular traditional skills. ?

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2

ECO3
ECO4 +| The Mills are an attraction in the Broads. ?
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Policy SSPUBS: Pubs Network
Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the Preferred Options version adds clarification. No change to assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy. Note that the changes to the assessment

of ‘no policy’ have been added as they were missing from the publication SA.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics 2014 version.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV1
ENV2 Policy includes a criteria on foul drainage ?
ENV3
ENV4
ENVS5
ENV6 Policy included a criteria on flood risk. ?
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11 Policy includes a criteria on light pollution. ?
ENV12
ENV13
On one hand pubs could enable unhealthy lifestyles | ?
SOC1 but on the other hand are a place to socialise.
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab Pubs are an important facility to the community. ?
50C7 ?
Pubs are a business in themselves and this policy ?
seeks their protection and changes which are
acceptable in relation to other policies as well as
ECO1 improve the viability of the pubs.
ECO2
ECO3
Pubs are an important asset used by visitors to the | ?
ECO4 area as well as locals.

Not having a policy does not mean that these issues
will not be considered or addressed. A policy does
however provide more certainty. With pubs an
essential element to the tourist network in the
Broads it seems prudent to have a policy. As such,
not having a policy was discounted.

This policy would rate in a similar way to the

Publication/Final version. The difference is:

e provide benefits to river/water users (such as
canoe slipways and electric charging points)

e provide well designed cycle parking facilities

e address light pollution

The assessment of the publication/Final policy is

therefore more positive against related SA

Objectives and is therefore favoured.
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Policy SSSTATIONS: Railway stations/halts

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the Preferred Options version adds clarification. No change to assessment.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.
Final/Publication version No Policy
ENV1 | +| The halts are fundamental to the use of trains. | ?

ENV2
ENV3

The policy emphasises the importance of the ?
ENV4 visual quality of the halts/stations.
The halts are fundamental to the use of trains | ?
ENV5 which are a sustainable form of transport.

ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10

The policy emphasises the importance of ? Whilst not having a policy does not mean that the

ENV11 addressing light pollution. halts/stations will change, the policy gives some

ENV12 protection as well as states improvements the Authority

would like to see. As such, not having a policy was
discounted.

ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5

SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

. The halts are fundamental to the use of trains | ?
ECO4 which can help tourists travel.
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Policy SSTRACKS: Former rail trackways

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the Preferred Options version adds clarification. One change makes ENV3 more positive as shown below.
Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

No Policy

No change to Sites Specifics
2014 version.

Final/Publication version
ENV1 If the trackways become Public Rights of Way, they will offer routes for walking and cycling.
ENV2
As they are now, these trackways will provide benefits for biodiversity. If they become a Public Right
ENV3 of Way, that benefit will still remain. Policy refers to potential recreation impacts issue.
Public Rights of Way can add an element of local distinctiveness to an area as well as enabling people
ENV4 to enjoy the landscape.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7 This land is not used at the moment and the policy seeks to safeguard it for use in the future.
o ENV8
2 Trackways are historic in nature and therefore seeking to safeguard them will enable a link to the past
(S]
% ENV9 railways.
©| ENV10
a
i ENV11
8] ENV12
<
2 ENV13
% SOC1 If the trackways become Public Rights of Way, they can be used for active travel.
C
®| SOC2
[%2]
A Soc3
SOC4
SOC5
Such trackways could link people to some services and facilities which can then be accessed by
SOC6ab walking and cycling.
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4 Such trackways, if delivered as Public Rights of Way, become another attraction in the area.

Whilst not having a policy
does not mean that the
potential for using these
trackways in the future

will be lost because of
development and change,
a policy that identifies
these local trackways is
prudent. The Integrated
Access Strategy in
particular emphasises the
important of these former
rail trackways. As such,
not having a policy was
discounted.

XNS7 would score the same as
the Publication/Final version,
but is only applicable to one
trackway. The
Publication/Final version
applies to three trackways and
the benefits that safeguarding
can bring can be spread to
other areas of the Broads.
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Policy SSLGS: Local Green Space Policy

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the policy itself would make ENV4 more positive. Note that there has been a change to the actual sites of Local Green Space
with one at Chedgrave being removed, Chedgrave Common being added. These changes do not affect the assessment below and are assessed in the Local Green Space

Topic Paper® and on the following page. Final policy assessment: The only change is replacing ‘exceptional circumstances’ with ‘very special circumstances’ but in terms of
assessment of the policy, there is no change to the assessment of the final version.

Final/Publication version

No Policy

Allocate other areas

ENV1

ENV2

ENV3

+

These green spaces benefit wildlife.

ENV4

+

These green spaces are important to local communities and benefit the landscape/townscape.

ENV5

ENV6

ENV7

ENV8

ENV9

ENV10

ENV11

ENV12

ENV13

SOC1

+

Local Green Spaces can be used by people to enable active lifestyles as well as benefitting wellbeing.

SOC2

SOC3

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

SOC4

SOC5

SOC6ab

SOC7

ECO1

ECO2

ECO3

ECO4

No policy does not mean
these areas will not be
protected and will be lost.
But these sites have been
nominated by the
community as areas
important to them and
therefore it is prudent to
have this policy. As such, not
having a policy was
discounted.

Further areas could be
allocated. Two calls for Local
Green Space sites has been
undertaken. A number of
allocations have been
received and assessed. It is
not intended to complete a
third call for sites.
Furthermore, some
important spaces are
already protected as Open
Space.

% Local Green Space Topic Paper: http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2
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Policy SSLGS: Local Green Space Individual Sites

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Bridge Green, Potter Chedgrave Part of Waveney Land surrounding The Stone Pit, The playing field,
Heigham Common Meadow that is not Beccles Rowing Club, Station Road, Station Road,
open space, Off Puddingmoor, Geldeston Geldeston
Puddingmoor,
Beccles
Beccles
ENV1
ENV2
Positive to some Likely to be Likely to be Likely to be important Likely to be important Likely to be
extent, although a important for some important for some for some species. for some species. important for some
+| well maintained area species. species. species.
primarily for public
ENV3 use.
Well maintained area Contributes to the Contributes to the Contributes to the local Contributes to the Contributes to the
+| that contributes to local character. local character. character. local character. local character.
ENV4 the local character.
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
o
.5 ENV8
(8]
21 ENV9
o]
Ol Envio
a
'© ENV11
8 Envi2
E ENV13
'-g An area more for An area to walk An area to walk Not accessible, but Not accessible, but An area to walk
% sitting and resting around so benefits around so benefits appreciated by the appreciated by the around so benefits
*g +| rather than activity, physical health and physical health and community. community. physical health and
n but benefits wellbeing. wellbeing. wellbeing.
SOC1 wellbeing.
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

The sites discussed in the Topic Paper that have not been taken forward to the Local Plan are additional options. However, as these have not passed the tests in the Topic

Paper, these are effectively unreasonable options and therefore not assessed.

Further areas could be allocated. Two calls for Local Green Space sites has been undertaken. A number of allocations have been received and assessed. It is not intended to

complete a third call for sites. Furthermore, some important spaces are protected as Open Space.
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Policy SSSTAITHES: Staithes

Publication policy assessment: The Publication version of the Staithes policy rates the same, although some text has changed. The changes text sees extra explanatory text
next to ENV9.

Final policy assessment: There have been no changes to the publication version so no change to the assessment of the final policy.

Final/Publication version No Policy
Staithes are areas where boats can be unloaded safely thus not impacting on the ?
+| navigable parts of the Broads. These facilities could also make using boats for
ENV1 transporting goods more appealing.

ENV2

ENV3
ENV4 | +| Astaitheis a distinctive feature to parishes. ?

ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8

Staithes are part of the cultural heritage of the area. Policy seeks to protect their ?
ENV9 character and setting.

ENV10 Not having a policy does not necessarily mean that

ENV11 staithes will be lost as the Authority does have

ENV12 some legal powers regarding staithes. A policy is

another way of protecting staithes. As such, not
having a policy was discounted.

ENV13
SOC1
S0C2

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

Staithes can be used for the offloading of traditional building materials such as ?
SOC3 thatch.

SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1

ECO2 Staithes have the potential to benefit the local economy by being somewhere for
ECO3 tourists to moor as well as enabling the off-loading of goods.

<[]~

ECO4
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Policy SSA47: Changes to the Acle Straight (A47T)

Publication policy assessment: Minor change to the Preferred Options version adds clarification. No change to assessment.
Final policy assessment: The policy content is mostly the same as the Publication version of the policy. A slight change has resulted in a change to the explanatory text for ENV7, but not the

assessment.
Final/Publication version No Policy Allocate site for
dualling
The policy seeks to emphasise the importance of the wider environment of the Broads and seeks to ensure these are considered as
ENV1 changes to the Acle Straight are planned and delivered.
ENV2 The policy refers to water quality from surface water run-off.
ENV3 The policy refers to biodiversity being an important consideration.
ENV4 The policy emphasises the importance of impacts of change on the landscape. Such a policy would
ENV5 still set out criterial
ENV6 The policy refers to surface water run off similar to the
. Publication version so
ENV7 The policy says that provision of transport infrastructure needs to be balanced against the special qualities of the Broads. erg:riliz:tcﬁse::t would rate the same.
. ) H , with
ENV8 issues will not be owever, without an

The policy emphasises that some assets could be affected by changes to the road.

Sustainability Appraisal Objectives

ENV9
ENV10 The design of any changes is essential to reduce any impact they could have to the area.
ENV11 Light pollution is emphasised in the policy.
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
One of the reasons for more significant changes to the road could be to improve journey times to benefit the economy. The policy
SOC5 does not stop changes to the Acle Straight, but sets out important issues which a scheme needs to consider.
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1 See SOCS.
ECO2
ECO3 See SOCS.
On one hand the requirement for stopping places to enable people to appreciate the scenery could benefit tourism. Also any
improvements in journey time that changes may bring could benefit tourists. But more significant changes to the road could change
ECO4 the landscape and views in the area which tourists enjoy.

addressed. But there
is scope for changes
to the road to come
forward in the
timeframe of this
Local Plan. With this
being the only Trunk
road that passes
through the Broads, it
seems prudent that
there is a policy which
sets out the local
issues that need to be
addressed. As such,
not having a policy
was discounted.

agreed scheme design
it is not clear how
much land is needed
for any future
dualling. Furthermore,
dualling could not
come forward in the
plan period. Indeed
the Publication
version is wider than
solely dualling — it
refers to changes to
the Acle Straight,
including the safety
improvements the
Government have
promoted for the
road. As such, the
publication version is
the preferred policy.
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8. Other sites put forward for consideration during the Preferred Options/Publication Consultation but not taken forward.

The following sites were put forward for consideration during the Preferred Options/publication consultation or on discussions with Development Management Officers but on assessment (Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment and
Sustainability Appraisal) have not been included within the Publication/final Local Plan. Whilst the residential moorings sites have not passed the tests of the Topic Paper and therefore could be seen as unreasonable sites, they have still been assessed

in the SA as there is a residential moorings need that the Local Plan seeks to meet.

Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew -

Care home for elderly

Marina Quays - Residential — market

and holiday

21A Church Close, Chedgrave - Market
residential

Blackgate Farm, Great Yarmouth -
Gypsy and Traveller site

Broadland Nurseries, Ormesby St
Margaret - Market residential

Land opposite Morrison's, Beccles -

Hotel

Increased car usage of junction
could be an issue.

? | Increased car usage of junction
could be an issue.

Increased car usage of junction could

be an issue but Highways England
content impact on roundabout

Site is around 2 miles from services

and facilities. Likely reliant on car
use.

Access to the site could be
problematic due to level changes
and other destinations nearby.

ENV1 acceptable.
ENV2
Whilst no species surveys have ? | Whilst no species surveys have Note that a SSSI is adjacent to the Whilst no species surveys have
been completed, the site is been completed, the site is site. been completed, the site is
greenfield and could be important greenfield and could be important greenfield and could be
for ecological networks. for ecological networks. important for ecological
ENV3 networks.
Could impact on the conservation Extends built development further | ? | Depending on design and location, Site provides an undeveloped
area and views to the Broads. from edge of Great Yarmouth could have a negative impact on gateway to Beccles.
which could have a landscape landscape character.
ENV4 impact.
ENV5
Site is mostly at risk of flooding. Site is mostly at risk of flooding. Site is mostly at risk of flooding. Housing proposed in areas not at Site is mostly at risk of flooding.
ENV6 risk of flooding.
Is greenfield land Whilst some of the site is derelict Is greenfield land (garden) Is greenfield land (garden) Land is occupied by a nursery, but Is greenfield land
land and this could be an efficient unsure if this is classed as
use of such land, the proposal agricultural land. If is agricultural
§ extends the site to land that is land, then this is not included in
s currently in other uses which may the previously developed land
2 ENV7 be greenfield and brownfield land. definition in the NPPF.
9 Envs
2 Could impact on the conservation
9  ENV9 area.
<
> ENVIO
3 ENVI1
<
s ENV12
3 ENV13
SOC1
S0C2
SOC3
SOC4 Would be for elderly care home Would be for residential + | Would be for residential Would be for gypsy and traveller site Would be for residential
Care home would provide Note that whilst not in use now, Would replace the nursery
employment was a commercial premises which
SOC5 would have employed people.
Well located to services and On the edge of Great Yarmouth + | Well located to services and Well located to services and facilities. Site is around 2 miles from services Well located to services and
facilities. which has many services and facilities. and facilities. Likely reliant on car facilities albeit on the edge of
SOCb6ab facilities. use. Beccles.
SOC7
Care home would provide Note that whilst not in use now, Would replace the nursery Hotel would provide employment
employment opportunities. was a commercial premises which opportunities.
would have employed some
ECO1 people.
ECO2
ECO3
Hotel could be used by tourists to
ECO4 the area.
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Beauchamps Arms — Residential Berney Arms — Residential Moorings Waveney River Centre — Residential St Olaves New Cut — Residential
Moorings Moorings Moorings
Concerns regarding road access Concerns regarding road access Navigation colleagues concerned that this
ENV1 and junctions with main road. and junctions with main road. could impact navigation.
ENV2
2/ Located near to designated ?/- Located within a designated
ENV3 ) sites. site.
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
[
=2 ENVI1O0
9 ENVIL
9 ENVI2
(|
5 _ENV13
g soci
<
2 SoC2
g socs3
% Residential moorings providea | + Residential moorings provide a Residential moorings provide a . . . .
=) . . . . . . Residential moorings provide a form of
g + | form of residential form of residential form of residential + - .
A ) ) ) residential accommodation.
Nele} accommodation. accommodation. accommodation.
SOC5
Isolated from services and Isolated from services and Whilst provides pub and shop on Whilst there is a nearby pub, one peak bus
facilities. facilities. site, isolated from other facilities service, the train station is further than
like GP, pharmacy and perhaps walking distance away and many other
’ L day to day facilities will need to be driven
work opportunities.
50C6ab PP to.
SOC7
ECO1
£CO2 Residential moorings can Residential moorings can Residential moorings can enhance Residential moorings can enhance
+ | enhances security. Can also + | enhance security. Can also security. Can also provide a regular | + security. Can also provide a regular
ECO3 provide a regular income. provide a regular income. income. income.
ECO4

These sites are not allocated in the Local Plan for the following reasons. Also see the HELAA, Residential Moorings topic Paper and Towards allocations - Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment which can all be found here:
http://www.broads-authority.gov.uk/planning/planning-policies/development/future-local-plan/evidence-base2

Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew
Scores negatively against many objectives in the Sustainability Appraisal.

Marina Quays

Much uncertainty around the impacts of this development. Scores negatively against flood risk.

21A Church Close, Chedgrave
Much uncertainty around the impacts of this development. Scores negatively against greenfield land. Objectively

Assessed Housing Need for the Broads Authority part of Central Norfolk Housing Market Area met and exceeded so no
need to allocate this garden site.

Blackgate Farm, Great Yarmouth
Flood risk is the main concern here. There could be more suitable areas in other parts of the Borough to allocate land for
permanent Gypsy and Travellers.

Broadland Nurseries, Ormesby St Margaret
Scores negatively against many objectives in the Sustainability Appraisal.

Land opposite Morrison’s, Beccles
Scores negatively against many objectives in the Sustainability Appraisal.

Beauchamps Arms and Berney Arms
Scores negatively against transport and roads and access to facilities.

Waveney River Centre
Scores negatively against access to services and facilities.

St Olaves New Cut
Scores negatively against access to services and impact on navigation.
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9. Cumulative effects of the Publication Local Plan

This matrix identifies the impacts of the Local Plan policies on the various SA Objectives, taken as a whole. Please note that this table does not include assessment of the
vision, the housing or residential mooring numbers and not the specific Local Green Space and Open Space allocations that are related to the relevant policies. It is simply a
matrix of the policies.

ENV1
ENV2
ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOC4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

C

Policy SP1: DCLG/PINS Model Policy All of the topic areas covered by the Sustainability Appraisal Objectives relate to
aspects of sustainable development and relate to the NPPF and NPPG.

Policy DM1: Major Development in the Broads +| + + 22?2 ?|?]?

Policy DM2: Water Quality and Foul Drainage

Policy DM3: Boat wash down facilities

Policy DM4: Water Efficiency

Policy SP2: Strategic Flood Risk Policy

Policy DM5: Development and Flood Risk

Policy DM6: Surface water run-off

++ |+ |+ |+ ]+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+
RRC IR O IRL U B ILC U I RV

Policy DM7: Open Space on land, play, sports fields and allotments

+ |+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM8: Green Infrastructure +

+ |+ [+ |+ |+
|+
+

Policy SP3: Climate Change

Policy DM9: Climate Smart Checklist ?/+

Policy SP4: Soils

+
+

Policy DM10: Peat soils + |+ +

Policy SP5: Historic Environment

Policy DM11: Heritage Assets

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM12: Re-use of Historic Buildings +| + ]+

Policy SP6: Biodiversity

Policy DM13: Natural Environment

+ |+ |+ |+
o+ |+ |+

Policy DM14: Energy demand and performance

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM15: Renewable Energy + +

Policy SP7: landscape Character

Policy DM16: Development and Landscape

+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+

Policy DM17: Land Raising

Policy DM18: Excavated material

Policy DM19: Utilities Infrastructure Development

++ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+

Policy DM20: Protection and enhancement of settlement fringe +

Policy DM21: Amenity

Policy DM22: Light pollution and dark skies ++ ]+ + +

Policy SP8: Access around the Broads

Policy SP9: Getting around the Broads

Policy DM23: Transport, highways and access

+ |+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM24: Recreation Facilities Parking Areas

Policy SP10: A prosperous local economy ?

Policy SP11: Waterside sites

DM25: New Employment Development ]+ 4]+ + + + +] +

DMZ26: Protecting General Employment

DM27: Business and Farm Diversification ?

DM28: Development on Waterside Sites + + +

Policy SP12: Sustainable Tourism +

+

Policy DM29: Sustainable Tourism and Recreation Development

+ [+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ |+
+ [+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM30: Holiday Accommodation — New Provision and Retention

Policy SP13: Navigable Water Space

Policy SP14: Mooring Provision

|+ |+ |+ |+ |+ [+ [+ |+ ]|+ ]+
++ [+ |+ |+ |+ [+ [+ |+ ]|+ ]|+ ]|+ ]|+

+
+
+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DM31: Access to the Water

Policy DM32: Riverbank stabilisation

Policy DM33: Moorings, mooring basins and marinas.

Policy SP15: Residential development

Policy DM34: Affordable Housing

Policy DM35: Residential Development within Defined Development Boundaries

Policy DM36: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show People

+ |+ |+ o+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+
+
+ |+ |+ o+ [+ |||+ ]+ |+

Policy DM37: New Residential Moorings

+
O+ [+ |+ |+ |+

Ilmp + |+ ||+ |+
+
+

Policy DM38: Permanent and Temporary Dwellings for Rural Enterprise Workers

Policy DM39: Residential Ancillary Accommodation

+

+ |+ ||+
+
+

Policy DM40: Replacement Dwellings +| 4+ +

+ |+ |+

Policy DM41: Elderly and Specialist Needs Housing + |+ + |+ +

Policy DM42: Custom/self-build °/+

Policy DM43: Design + + |+ +l+| ]+ + +

Policy SP16: New Community Facilities ++]7?

Policy DM44: Visitor and Community Facilities and Services 4|+ |+ + + |+ ++ |+ + |+ +

Policy DM45: Designing Places for Healthy Lives +

Policy DM46: Safety by the Water + + +

Policy DM47: Planning Obligations and Developer Contributions ?

Policy DM48: Conversion of Buildings o I A T + 2?2+ ?]? ?

Policy DM49: Advertisements and Signs + + + +| + ?

Policy DM50: Leisure plots and mooring plots + +| + + £+ +

+ |+ o]

Policy DM51: Retail development in the Broads ?/+ +| 4+
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ENV1
ENV2

ENV3
ENV4
ENV5
ENV6
ENV7
ENV8
ENV9
ENV10
ENV11
ENV12
ENV13
SOC1
SOC2
SOC3
SOc4
SOC5
SOC6ab
SOC7
ECO1
ECO2
ECO3
ECO4

Policy ACL2: Acle Playing Field Extension

+

+

-
+
+
+
+

Policy BEC1: Former Loaves and Fishes, Beccles

+
+
+
~
+
+
+
+
+

Policy BEC2: Beccles Residential Moorings (H. E. Hipperson’s Boatyard)

Policy BRU1: Riverside chalets and mooring plots

Policy BRU2: Riverside Estate Boatyards, etc.

Policy BRU3: Mooring Plots

Policy BRU4: Brundall Marina

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy BRUS: Land east of the Yare public house

Policy BRU6: Brundall Gardens

Policy CAN1: Cantley Sugar Factory

Policy CHE1: Greenway Marine Residential Moorings

+l+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy DIL1: Dilham Marina (Tyler’s Cut Moorings)

Policy DIT1: Maltings Meadow Sports Ground, Ditchingham

Policy DIT2: Ditchingham Maltings Open Space, Habitat Area and Alma Beck

|+ | F |+ [+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ ]+

Policy FLE1: Broadland Sports Club

Policy GTY1: Marina Quays (Port of Yarmouth Marina)

Policy HOR1: Car Parking

Policy HOR2: Horning Open Space (public and private)

Policy HOR3: Waterside plots

Policy HOR4: Horning Sailing Club

o+ |+ |+ |+ ]+

+ |+ |+ |+ |

Policy HORS5: Crabbett’s Marsh

Policy HOR6: Horning - Boatyards, etc. at Ferry Rd. & Ferry View Rd.

Policy HOR7: Woodbastwick Fen moorings

o o o N S S I
+

o o o N S S I
+

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy HOR8: Land on the Corner of Ferry Road, Horning

Policy HOR9: Ropes Hill Dyke Residential Moorings

+

Policy HOV1: Green Infrastructure

Policy HOV2: Station Road car park

+
+

Policy HOV3: Brownfield land off Station Road, Hoveton

-J

Policy HOV4: BeWILDerwood Adventure Park

Policy HOV5: Hoveton Town Centre

Policy LOD1: Loddon Marina Residential Moorings.

+ |+ |+ ||+

+ |+ [+ ||+

Policy NOR1: Utilities Site

|+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+
+
~J
~J
~J
+
~J

+ |+ |+ |+ |

Policy NOR2: Riverside walk and cycle path

+ |+ |+
+l+ |+ |+ |+ ||+

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy ORM1: Ormesby waterworks

Policy OUL1: Boathouse Lane Leisure Plots

Policy OUL2: Oulton Broad - Former Pegasus/Hamptons Site

Policy OUL3 - Oulton Broad District Shopping Centre

Policy POT 1: Bridge Area

Policy POT2: Waterside plots

+
+
+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Policy POT3: Green Bank Zones

Policy SOL1: Riverside area moorings

Policy SOM1: Somerleyton Marina Residential Moorings

Policy STA1: Land at Stalham Staithe (Richardson’s Boatyard)

Policy STO1 Land adjacent to Tiedam, Stokesby

Policy TSA1: Cary’s Meadow

Policy TSA2: Thorpe Island

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ ]+ ]|+

+

Policy TSA3: Griffin Lane — boatyards and industrial area

Policy TSA4: Bungalow Lane — mooring plots and boatyards

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy TSAS5: River Green Open Space

Policy THU1: Tourism development at Hedera House, Thurne

Policy WHI1: Whitlingham Country Park

+ |+ |+ |+
+
+

Policy SSTRI: Trinity Broads

Policy SSUT: Upper Thurne

Policy SSCOAST: The Coast

+ |+ |+ |+ [+ |+ |+
+ ||+ |+

Policy SSROADS: Main road network

+ |+ |+ [+ [+

Policy SSMILLS: Drainage Mills

Policy SSPUBS: Waterside Pubs Network

Policy SSSTATIONS: Railway stations/halts

Policy SSTRACKS: Former rail trackways

+ |+ |+ |+

Policy SSLGS: Local Green Space

Policy SSSTAITHES: Staithes

+

+ |+ |+ |+

+ + Pl ?

Policy SSA47: Changes to the Acle Straight (A47T)

+

+

+ |+ + |+ +|+ ]+ ? ? 21 7?

The following table summarises the cumulative effect for each SA objective. The numbers relate

overwhelming impact of the policies in combination is positive.

to the number of policies that are either +/?/-. The table shows that the

2]
>
=z
w

ENV1
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h
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ECO2
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The objectives with the most positives (more than 40) relate to:
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e Traffic
e Water quality and efficiency
e Biodiversity and geodiversity
e landscape
Sustainable resources

e Heritage
e Design

e Health

e Economy
e 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:
e Coastal change
e Renewable energy
e Poverty and inequality
e Waste
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10.0ther effects of the Final/Publication Local Plan

Within the individual tables themselves, there are other effects identified and discussed.

Short, medium and long term effects

S - Short term — 0-5 years. M - Medium term — 5-15 years. L - Long term — beyond 2036

Permanent and Temporary

P — permanent. T - temporary

Secondary Effects

These effects arise not as a direct result of the policy, but occur away from the original effect or as a result of a complex pathway.

Synergistic Effects

These are effects that interact to produce a total effect greater than the sum of the individual effects.

Maximise positives and mitigate negatives

Noe that some policies have been rolled forward from existing adopted planning policy documents and some have been amended in order to maximise the benefits in

particular.
Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan
. Short / medium / lon . Mitigating negatives . .
Policy / /long Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects g . g . .. / Monitoring Indicator
term effects maximising positives
. Policy allows change that . .
Note that the policy seeks y L g. . . . . No specific monitoring
. meets certain criteria. It is | Not topic specific so has many potential oL .
to protect what is in place . . indicator for this
. . s intended that the effects, secondary effects and synergistic . .
Policy SP1: now/what the situation is policy. Depending on

DCLG/PINS Model
Policy

now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

effects but depends on the specific scheme
being determined using this policy. See
relevant linked DM policy for detail. Also see
related DM policy.

None identified.

type of development,
other policies and their
indicators will be of
relevance.

Policy DM1: Major
Development in
the Broads

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Not topic specific so has many potential
effects, secondary effects and synergistic
effects but depends on the specific scheme
being determined using this policy.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy DM2: Water
Quality and Foul
Drainage

Water quality can improve
within a few years of the
source of pollution being
removed.

Intended to be
permanent.

Good water quality not only benefits
biodiversity but also continues to attract
visitors.

Refer specifically to types
of waste water
infrastructure.

Applications involving
sewage treatment
works and what type
of system used.

Policy DM3: Boat
wash down
facilities

This policy does not rectify
what has happened in the
past, but seeks to reduce
the impact in the future.
So Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Boats could be moved to other waterways
than the Broads. Boats coming out of the
Broads and then into other waterways could
protect those from any issues as well and vice
versa.

None identified.

Boat wash down areas
and filtration devices
delivered as a result of
relevant planning
applications.

Policy DM4: Water

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to

Intended to be

Whilst housing development numbers in the
Broads is small when compared to other
Authorities, by being water efficient there is

Specify water efficiency

Dwellings permitted at
110 1/h/d.
Non-residential

Efficiency inform/determine relevant | permanent. less need for extraction with associated levels. buildings achieving
applications. energy savings and potentially less impact on 50% on the BREEAM
habitats from where water is extracted. water calculator.
Policy SP2: Note that the policy seeks
Strategic Flood to protect what is in place Permissions granted
i i now/what the situation is . . - contrary to
Risk Policy / Intended to be Policy emphasises that It is important to not . - . Y
] now. Effects felt from the . None identified. Environment Agency
Policy DM5: . permanent. make flood risk worse elsewhere. . .
Devel d short term after policy Flood Risk advice.
Fleved??mkent an used to inform/determine
00d RIS relevant applications.
SuDS contribute to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and
wildlife.
. Effects felt from the short .
Policy DM6: They are a response to seeking to not make

Surface water run-
off

term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

flood risk worse elsewhere. By addressing
surface water run-off, also addresses water
quality as pollutants could be carried in the
water.

Policy seeks to protect groundwater quality.

None identified.

SuDS delivered in line
with the hierarchy.

Policy DM7: Open
Space on land,
play, sports fields
and allotments

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Contributes to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and
wildlife.

Enables healthy lifestyles.

Permeable so allows water to infiltrate rather

than run off thus not contributing to flood risk.

Policy seeks to protect groundwater quality.

None identified.

Open space lost.
Open space delivered
in line with the policy.

Policy DM8: Green

Note that the policy seeks

Intended to be

Contributes to a network of Green

None identified.

Green Infrastructure
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Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Policy

Short / medium / long
term effects

Permanent/ Temporary

Secondary Effects

Synergistic Effects

Mitigating negatives /
maximising positives

Monitoring Indicator

Infrastructure

to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

permanent.

Infrastructure which benefits people and

wildlife.

lost.

Green Infrastructure
delivered in line with
this policy.

Policy SP3: Climate
Change

Reducing emissions
(mitigating) —an
individual’s reduction on
their own will not have a
major impact on climate
change, but collectively,
there can be impacts
beyond thirty years or so
as we are ‘locked in’ to the
scenario that will arise
over the coming few
decades.

Policy DM9:
Climate Smart
Checklist

Adapting - Effects can be
felt from the short term
after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications. But the policy
emphasises the need to
look long term to see what
the effects could be.

Intended to be
permanent.

By walking rather than going by car or by using
less energy, not only will emissions be reduced
and resources saved but user would save

money.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Development
proposals that have
adequately completed
the checklist.

Policy SP4: Soils

Policy DM10: Peat
soils

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Similar effects as the Peat policy, but also
seeks the efficient use of land.

Policy has many effects:

Climate change through the continued

sequestration of carbon.

Preserving archaeology and the

palaeoenvironment

Benefitting water quality

Benefitting biodiversity

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Number of planning
approvals leading to
permanent loss of
‘best and most
versatile’ (BMV)
agricultural land’

Development on areas
of peat permitted in
line with this policy.

Policy SP5:
Historic
Environment and
Policy DM10:
Heritage assets

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Maintains a link,
knowledge and
appreciation to the
past.

Such assets are an
attraction in the
area (on their own
and in combination)

None identified.

Policy DM12: Re-
use of Historic

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the

Intended to be
permanent.

Bringing an asset into use maintains the link to
the past. Can also save energy from using
materials and building already in place as well
as realising the embodied energy of the

None identified.

Heritage at risk
Archaeological field
evaluations
‘Unknown’ assets
identified.
Applications with an
interpretation
element.

Heritage assets re-
used.

Applications granted
contrary to Historic

Buildings short term after policy building. Provides space for use by businesses .
. . . . . Environment Manager
used to inform/determine for example with wider benefits to the advice
relevant applications. economy through the supply chain.
Brownfield sites with
Policy SP6: high environmental
L . value and how
Biodiversity . .
incorporated in
Lo schemes.
. Such assets are an attraction in the area. L .
Note that the policy seeks - . . . . Biodiversity and
. Biodiversity provides many varied benefits. . .
to protect what is in place . geodiversity features
. N For example, a larger number of plant species . .
now/what the situation is . incorporated into
Intended to be means a greater variety of crops. Greater . -
now. Effects felt from the . . S None identified. schemes.
. permanent. species diversity ensures natural sustainability . s
. . short term after policy . Planning Application
Policy DM13: . . for all life forms. Healthy ecosystems can . )
used to inform/determine . . Habitat Regulation
Natural better withstand and recover from a variety of

Environment

relevant applications.

disasters.

Assessments
completed to an
acceptable quality.
Applications permitted
against the advice of
Natural England.
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Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
Policy allows change that Relevant schemes
meets certain criteria. It is meeting 10% of
Policy DM14: Effects felt from the short intended that the With many historic predicted energy

Energy demand
and performance

term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Not only reduces carbon emissions but also
running costs of the home.

buildings, refer to energy
performance and historic
buildings.

requirements as per
the hierarchy.
Non-housing schemes
meeting BREEAM very
good standard

Policy DM15:
Renewable Energy

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Permitted schemes will contribute to the
energy needs of the population. Reduced

carbon emissions.

Developer to remove
equipment when
redundant to limit
landscape impact.

Renewable energy
development type and
scale

Policy SP7:
landscape
Character

Policy DM16:
Development and
Landscape

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

A graphic showing what landscape character
means is at the end of this document.

None identified.

Applications permitted
contrary to Landscape
Architect advice.

Policy DM17: Land
Raising

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

See graphic above re landscape.
Flood risk can be made worse elsewhere by

raising land.

None identified.

Applications permitted
contrary to Landscape
Architect advice.
Applications permitted
contrary to Tree
Officer advice.

Policy DM18:
Excavated material

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Ensures waste material
disposed of in
appropriate way and
seeks to ensure this is
planned at the start of
the scheme rather than
afterwards.

None identified.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance with the
disposal hierarchy.

Policy DM19:
Utilities

Infrastructure
Development

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Still enables utilities
infrastructure with
associated benefits
such as mobile phone
coverage, gas and
electricity supply.

Such infrastructure
is part of a network.

Policy is relevant to all
utilities infrastructure.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy DM20:
Protection and
enhancement of
settlement fringe

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are

See graphic above re landscape.

None identified.

Applications permitted
contrary to Landscape
Architect advice.

landscape . . ermanent and an
P used to inform/determine P . v

character o negative effects are

relevant applications.

temporary.
Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place . . . .
P . .p . Amenity policy benefits wellbeing and health
. now/what the situation is . . . N

Policy DM21: now. Effects felt from the Intended to be of people. Can also contribute to tranquillity of | Refer to other amenity Applications refused
Amenity : permanent. an area. Considering amenity issues early on issues such as vermin. on amenity grounds.

short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

can prevent expensive retrofit measures.

Policy DM22: Light
pollution and dark
skies

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Reduces energy costs, does not harm wildlife
and benefits wellbeing through tranquillity.
Can be an attraction to tourists.

None identified.

Lighting schemes in
accordance with zone
the application is
located in.

Policy SP8: Getting
to and around the
Broads

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Will enable visitors to arrive to enjoy the
Broads and contribute to the economy. More
sustainable modes of transport can have
health benefits as well as emit less air

pollution and carbon.

None identified.

Policy SP9:
Recreation access
around the Broads

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are

Will enable visitors to enjoy the Broads once
here. Part of the attractions to the area as
well. Paths etc. are part of a Green

Infrastructure network.

None identified.

Parking areas provided
as part of relevant
applications/schemes.
Schemes permitted
contrary to Highways
Authority advice.
Schemes permitted
contrary to Highways
England advice.
Changes to the PROW
network.

Launch facilities for
small craft gained or
lost.

Travel Plans produced.
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Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
temporary.
Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
Policy DM23: Effects felt from the short intended that the More sustainable modes of transport can have | Ensure potential future
Transport, term after policy used to resultant scheme has health benefits as well as emit less air routes are not
highways and inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are | pollution and carbon. Safety is an important compromised by
access applications. permanent and any consideration in relation to highways. development.
negative effects are
temporary.
Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
Policy DM24: Effects felt from the short intended that the Could help to ensure the facility is well used
Recreation term after policy used to resultant scheme has Address light pollution as

Facilities Parking
Areas

inform/determine relevant
applications.

positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

bringing more visitors to the area to benefit

the economy.

could be in isolated areas.

Policy SP10: A
prosperous local
economy

Policy SP11:
Waterside sits.

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy DM25: New
employment
development

Policy 26:
Protecting general
employment

Policy DM27:
Business and farm
diversification

Policy DM28:
Development on
Waterside Sites.

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Generally, a prosperous economy will benefit
local people and local businesses but also
other business through supply chains.

None identified.

None identified.

None identified.

None identified.

None identified.

None identified.

New employment land.
Employment land lost
to other uses.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place

Policy SP12: now/what the situation is
. Intended to be
Sustainable now. Effects felt from the ermanent
Tourism short term after policy P ’
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.
Note that the policy seeks
Policy DM29: to protect what is in place
Sustainable now/what the situation is
. Intended to b
Tourism and now. Effects felt from the ntendedto be
. . permanent.
Recreation short term after policy

Development

used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Generally the policy seeks to minimise the
impacts felt on the special qualities of the
Broads as a result of any schemes. So there
would be many varied secondary and
synergistic effects related to the special
qualities of the Broads. Many of which have
been discussed elsewhere in relation to the
specific DM policy relating to that quality (for
example landscape, biodiversity, surface water

run off)

Ensures the local character is maintained.

None identified.

None identified.

Policy DM30:
Holiday
Accomation — New
Provision and

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years

Provides
accommodation for
visitors. Benefits local
economy and supply
chain. Ensures the local

Network of holiday
accommodation
around the Broads.

None identified.

Tourism development
located as set out in
policy

Tourism land use
Provision of new
holiday
accommodation.
Holiday
accommodation
changed to permanent
residential use.

Retention used to inform/determine character is
relevant applications. maintained.
Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place

Policy SP13: now/what the situation is

Navigable Water
Space

now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Effects felt from the short

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the

Would benefit users of the water by both
individuals and businesses. Ensures the Broads
continues to be a top attraction for fun on the
water which benefits health and wellbeing of
users as well as the local economy.

None identified.

Policy DM31: . .
term after policy used to resultant scheme has Ensure do not impact
Access to the . . . . S
Water inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are navigation.
applications. permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.
The effect would depend . .
The policy applies
on the type of I
e . Other than stabilising all around the
. Effects felt from the short stabilisation used and if it .
Policy DM32: . o riverbanks, the method | Broads and .
. term after policy used to were maintained well. . Refer to guidance.
Riverbank . . . chosen can benefit therefore the . .
e inform/determine relevant | Different methods have L. . . Mention maintenance.
stabilisation L . e biodiversity or benefits could
applications. different lifetimes and .
. landscape character. materialise around
need different .
. . the entire system.
maintenance regimes.
Policy allows change that Enables people to Moorings are part
Effects felt from the short ¥ S g. . . peop & P
. . meets certain criteria. Itis | enjoy the Broads from of a network around
Policy SP14 term after policy used to

Mooring Provision

inform/determine relevant
applications.

intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are

the water. Can provide
an income to some
organisations.

the Broads so boats
can travel around
knowing there is

None identified.

Number/percentage of
short stay visitor
moorings delivered on
site or via off-site
contributions in line
with part m in Policy
PUBDM32.

Moorings provided —
type and in line with
guide.

Riverbank stabilisation
provided —type and in
line with guide.
Provision for launching
of small vessels.
Schemes permitted
deemed to have
significant impact on
navigation
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Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
permanent and any somewhere to
negative effects are moor.
temporary.
Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
Policy DM33: Effects felt from the short intended that the Refer to guidance. Clarify
Moorings, mooring | term after policy used to resultant scheme has what type of moorings
basins and inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are the 2/10% element of the
marinas. applications. permanent and any policy relates to.
negative effects are
temporary.
Housing is intended to be
delivered within the Local Enabling market housing can bring affordable
Policy SP15: Plan period (2036). Effects | The lifetime of homes, in housing in certain schemes. Contributes to the
Residential felt from the short term relation to flood risk in the | housing need of the wider housing market None identified.

development

after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

NPPG, is 100 years.

area. Meets the Government’s targets for
home delivery.

Policy DM34:
Affordable Housing

Housing is intended to be
delivered within the Local
Plan period (2036). Effects
felt from the short term
after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Affordable housing will
provide benefits for as
long as it is affordable
housing. There is however
the right to buy scheme.
That being said, a
particular house that
changes from affordable
to market is still providing
for a need. The lifetime of
homes, in relation to flood
risk in the NPPG, is 100
years.

Such homes provide some of the community
with suitable accommodation at an acceptable
cost to them. There will be benefits to their
wellbeing at the very least, but other benefits
to their lives.

None identified.

Policy DM35:
Residential
Development
within Defined
Development

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years

By ensuring residential development is located
near to services and facilities, there could be
reduced trips by motor vehicles for the school
run or to see the GP for example. A scheme
could be more financially viable by being
located in these areas in relation to, for
example, the opening costs (linking to the

None identified.

Number of dwellings
delivered.
Development in line
with spatial strategy.
Affordable housing
delivered.
Development within
development
boundaries.

Housing delivery
against target.

Five year land supply
against housing
trajectory.

Boundari ) .
oundaries highway or sewerage network) as facilities and
services could already be in place.
. Th i iteri
Policy allows change that € various cri e.rla .
L . address the special Sites are part of a

meets certain criteria. [t s ualities of the Broads | network around the

Policy DM36: Effects felt from the short intended that the g Gypsy and Traveller

Gypsy, Traveller
and Travelling
Show People

term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

as well as the likely
needs of the user of
the site. There will be
many varied secondary
effects depending on
the final scheme.

country enabling
Gypsy and
Travellers to move
around and have
somewhere to stay.

None identified.

and Travelling Show
People sites delivered
in line with this policy.

Policy DM37: New

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has

Whilst living on boats is a lifestyle choice, it
can still help to meet people’s accommodation
needs. It can be a more affordable way to live.
By ensuring these are located near to services
and facilities, there could be reduced trips by
motor vehicles for the school run or to see the
GP for example.

Provision of residential

Residential . . . . L. None identified. moorings in line with
Moorings inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are | Requiring a management plan could make this polic
& applications. permanent and any residential moorings more acceptable to S
negative effects are neighbours.
temporary. Allowing residential moorings in appropriate
parts of Norwich could provide passive
security.
Ensures the local character is maintained.
Access to services and
Policy DM38: facilities cannot be .
" . Rural enterprise
Permanent and Effects felt from the short e . . mitigated as the point of . . .
. The lifetime of homes, in Enables rural Benefits the local . dwellings permitted in
Temporary term after policy used to . S . the policy is to allow
. . . relation to flood risk in the | businesses to run economy and . accordance (or
Dwellings for Rural | inform/determine relevant . . . dwellings in less . . .
- L NPPG, is 100 years effectively. supply chain. . otherwise) with this
Enterprise applications. accessible or less well olic
Workers serviced areas if there is a policy-
demonstrable need.
. . . Residential ill
Policy DM39: Effects felt from the short e . Allows for family members to live nearby and esidentia ahu any
. . . The lifetime of homes, in . . accommodation
Residential term after policy used to . L to have support provided if needed. Could . - . .
. . . relation to flood risk in the None identified. permitted (integral or
Ancillary inform/determine relevant . reduce demand on other type of . .o
. L NPPG, is 100 years . not integral) in line
Accomation applications. accommodation. . . .
with this policy.
. Effects felt from the short I . . . .
Policy DM40: . The lifetime of homes, in Allows the dwelling to be built to modern , Replacement dwellings
term after policy used to . S . Refer to demolition of . - .
Replacement . . relation to flood risk in the | standards regarding space and energy L . permitted in line with
. inform/determine relevant . . existing dwelling. . .
Dwellings L NPPG, is 100 years efficiency. this policy
applications.
Policy DM41: Effects felt from the short The lifetime of homes, in Such specific accommodation could ‘free up’ Elderly and specialist
Elderly and term after policy used to relation to flood risk in the | other accommodation for other people to live | None identified housing delivered in

Specialist Needs

inform/determine relevant

NPPG, is 100 years

in. Could be another way of helping to meet

line with this policy.
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Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
Housing applications. the housing need for the area.
Being close to services and facilities could
benefit physical and mental wellbeing.
Allows owner to h
Effects felt from the short The lifetime of homes, in co:’rrloloov;ltse doesia\lfle
Policy DM42: term after policy used to ’ g Permissions for self-

Custom/self-build

inform/determine relevant
applications.

relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years

and function of their
future house to ensure
it meets their needs.

None identified.

None identified.

build

Policy DM43:
Design

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications. That being
said, some landscaping
could take until the
medium or long term to be
fully in place as intended.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Generally the policy seeks to minimise the
impacts felt on the special qualities of the
Broads as a result of new or replacement
schemes. So there would be many varied
secondary and synergistic effects related to
the special qualities of the Broads. Making
homes adaptable can help ensure people
remain in their homes longer.

Refer to adaptation and
lifetime homes

Schemes permitted
contrary to design
expert, landscape
consultant advice.

Policy SP16: New

Note that the policy seeks

Policy allows change that

Community L meets certain criteria. It is None identified. Visitor and community
- to protect what is in place . Such venues can be at . .
Facilities . S intended that the services and facilities

now/what the situation is resultant scheme has the heart of delivered in
Policy DM44: now. Effects felt from the ositive effects which are communities and None identified. accordance with this
Visitor and short term after policy permanent and an benefit community Refer to minimising olic
Community used to inform/determine ze ative effects arz pride and inclusion. running costs and policy.
Facilities and relevant applications. & management and
Services temporary. maintenance.
Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is Enabling walking and
Policy DMA45: Effects felt from the short intended that the cycling for examgple can Active lifestyles can Planning applications

Designing Places
for Healthy Lives

term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

reduce air pollution
and emissions from
motor vehicles.

prevent some
serious health
conditions.

None identified.

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Effects felt from the short

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the

These features will

Policy DMA46: . Relevant schemes
term after policy used to resultant scheme has . o be located around . - .-
Safety by the . . . . None identified. None identified. providing adequate
inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are the Broads for use .
Water L . safety features on site.
applications. permanent and any in an emergency.
negative effects are
temporary.
Effects felt from the short
. Developer
term after policy used to o
. . . Contributions
Policy DM47: inform/determine relevant | Depends on the actual o
. . . monitoring statement
Planning applications. Also depends | infrastructure the Can make .
L . o Can provide needed . - — by the Broads
Obligations and on the particular contributions are towards. | development more . None identified. .
. . infrastructure. Authority as well as
Developer infrastructure which Could be temporary or acceptable.

Contributions

development contributes
and if it has a delivery
timeline or not.

permanent.

Norfolk and Suffolk
County Council

Effects felt from the short

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the

Bringing a building into use maintains the link
to the past. Can also save energy from using

Policy DM48: . materials and building already in place as well | Refer to building making .
. term after policy used to resultant scheme has . . . oo Buildings converted
Conversion of . . . . as realising the embodied energy of the a positive contribution to .
o inform/determine relevant | positive effects which are s . . and final use.
Buildings L building. Provides space for use by businesses | the area.
applications. permanent and any . . .
. for example with wider benefits to the
negative effects are economy through the supply chain
temporary. v & PRy )
Policy allows change that
Effects felt from the short meets certain criteria. It is
. term after policy used to intended that the Policy still enables .
Policy DM49: . P .y . Y Seek to keep to a Adverts and signs
. inform/determine relevant | resultant scheme has signs and adverts to . . . . . .
Advertisements L . . . None identified. minimum and combine permitted in
. applications. Note that positive effects which are | benefits users of the . . . .
and Signs . . with other signposts. accordance with policy
what the policy seeks to permanent and any Broads and businesses.
protect is in place now. negative effects are
temporary.
Environmental
improvements can
Policy allows change that contribute to a
meets certain criteria. Itis | network of Green
. Effects felt from the short intended that the Infrastructure which . .
Policy DM50: Mooring and leisure

Leisure plots and
mooring plots

term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

resultant scheme has
positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

benefits people and
wildlife. The owners of
the moorings will be
able to moor their
boats and enjoy the
Broads benefitting
health and wellbeing.

None identified.

Encourage appropriate
landscaping.

plots provided in line
with this policy.

Policy DM51:
Retail
development in
the Broads

Effects felt from the short
term after policy used to
inform/determine relevant
applications.

Policy allows change that
meets certain criteria. It is
intended that the
resultant scheme has

The economy benefits from well planned retail

development.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy and the relevant
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Policy

Short / medium / long
term effects

Permanent/ Temporary

Secondary Effects

Synergistic Effects

Mitigating negatives /
maximising positives

Monitoring Indicator

positive effects which are
permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

district council’s policy.

Policy ACL1: Acle

Intended to be

Contributes to a network of Green

Cemetery delivered as

Cemetery Short term Infrastructure which benefits people and None identified. .
. permanent. . per policy.
Extension wildlife.
. Contributes to a network of Green
PoI|c.y AC,LZ' Acle Intended to be Infrastructure which benefits people and . . Sports field delivered
Playing Field Short term . None identified. .
. permanent. wildlife. as per policy
Extension .
Benefit health of users.
Businesses will provide
wider benefits to the
If becomes a pub,
economy through
Depends on the type of supply chains the pubs together
Policy BEC1: P P PR ' are a network of Loaves and Fishes

Former Loaves and
Fishes, Beccles

Short to medium term.

change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

The provision of
residential could help
meet need to some
extent (although it is
likely to be linked to
the businesse below).

pubs around the
Broads benefiting
the community and
visitors alike.

None identified.

brought back into use
in line with this policy.

Policy BEC2:
Beccles Residential
Moorings (H. E.

Short term.

Intended to be

Residential moorings do meet the housing

needs of some.

Could ensure local character is not negatively

affected.

None identified.

Residential moorings

Hipperson’s permanent. Management plan could enable residential provided as per policy.
Boatyard) moorings to be more acceptable to nearby
land users.
Seeks to protect the Depends on the type of !Environmental
change or development. improvements can . N
Policy BRUL: current land use for the Intended to be contribute to a Planning applications

Riverside chalets
and mooring plots

long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

permanent. The lifetime
of homes, in relation to
flood risk in the NPPG, is
100 years

network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife.

None identified.

None identified.

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy BRU2:
Riverside Estate
Boatyards, etc.,
including land
adjacent to railway
line

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Depends on the type of
change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife. Those hiring
boats from this area
can benefit the local
and wider economy

This boatyard is part
of the network of
boatyards around
the Broads.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy BRU3:
Mooring Plots

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Depends on the type of
change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife. The owners of
the moorings will be
able to moor their
boats and enjoy the
Broads benefitting
health and wellbeing.

None identified.

Refer to moorings rather
than quay heading as
there are different types
of moorings.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy BRU4:
Brundall Marina

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Depends on the type of
change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

Businesses will provide
wider benefits to the
economy through
supply chains. Those
hiring boats from this
area can benefit the
local and wider
economy.

This boatyard is part
of the network of
boatyards around
the Broads.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy BRU5: Land
east of the Yare

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be

Intended to be
permanent.

Contributes to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and

None identified

Open space
lost/negatively
affected by

ublic house wildlife.
P felt from the short term development.
Residential moorings do meet the housing
Seeks to protect the
needs of some.
current land use for the Could ensure local character is not negativel
Policy BRU6: long term. Effects will be Intended to be g y Residential moorings

Brundall Gardens

felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

permanent.

affected.

Management plan could enable residential
moorings to be more acceptable to nearby

land users.

None identified.

provided as per policy.

Policy CAN1:
Cantley Sugar
Factory

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

The lifetime of new
buildings will depend on
the type and their use.

Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife. Wider benefits

None identified.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.
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Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Polic Permanent/ Temporar Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects .. ... Monitoring Indicator
v term effects / P y v YNere maximising positives J
to economy through
supply chain.
Residential moorings do meet the housin
Seeks to protect the needs of some & g
Policy CHE1: current land use for the ' . .
. . Could ensure local character is not negatively . . .
Greenway Marine long term. Effects will be Intended to be . o Residential moorings
. . affected. None identified. . -
Residential felt from the short term. permanent. . . provided as per policy
. . Management plan could enable residential
Moorings Does allow certain changes .
. . . moorings to be more acceptable to nearby
but there is no time line.
land users.
Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
Seeks to protect the network of Green
Policy DIL1: current land use for the Depends on the type of Infrastructure which Refer to moorings rather | Planning applications
Dilham Marina long term. Effects will be change or development. benefits people and None identified than quay heading as in accordance (or
(Tyler’s Cut felt from the short term. Intended to be wildlife. The owners of ’ there are different types otherwise) with this
Moorings) Does allow certain changes | permanent. the moorings will be of moorings. policy.
but there is no time line. able to moor their
boats and enjoy the
Broads benefitting
health and wellbeing.
Seeks to protect the
Policy DIT1: current land use for the Dark skies study shows Planning applications

Maltings Meadow
Sports Ground,

long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

The lifetime of new
buildings will depend on
the type and their use.

Benefit health of users. | None identified.

the area as particularly
dark. Criteria added re

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

Ditchingham Does allow certain changes light pollution. policy.
but there is no time line.
Policy DIT2: .
H
Ditchingham Seeks to protect the abitat area/open

Maltings Open
Space, Habitat
Area and Alma
Beck

current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term

Intended to be
permanent.

Contributes to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and
wildlife.

None identified

space/Beck
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy FLE1:
Broadland Sports
Club

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

The lifetime of new
buildings will depend on
the type and their use.

Benefit health of users. | None identified.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy GTY1:
Marina Quays
(Port of Yarmouth
Marina)

Change is envisaged in the
short term.

The lifetime of new
buildings will depend on
the type and their use.

The site is quite
prominent from the
water so
regeneration will
benefit views from
the river.

Depending on use,
economy could benefit
and jobs could be
provided.

Heritage is protected.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy HOR1: Car
Parking

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

The car park will
enable people to
visit the village for
work, recreation,
tourism or to use
the shops.

Environmental
improvements can be
part of a network of
green infrastructure

Refer to cycle parking.

Car parking
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy HOR2:
Horning Open
Space (publicand
private)

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

Retaining flood capacity continues to benefit
the wider catchment. Contributes to a
network of Green Infrastructure which
benefits people and wildlife.

None identified

Open space
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy HOR3:
Waterside plots

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

Allows the maintenance
and upgrading or
appropriate replacement
of existing buildings
subject to other criteria.

Environmental improvements can be part of a
network of green infrastructure

Refer to moorings rather
than quay heading as
there are different types
of moorings.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Capacity of Horning
Water Recycling
Centre.

Policy HOR4:
Horning Sailing
Club

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Depends on the type of
change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

Enables people to
enjoy the Broads
through sailing
benefitting health and
wellbeing.

Sailing club is part
of a network of
sailing clubs around
the Broads.

None identified.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Capacity of Horning
Water Recycling
Centre.

Policy HORS:
Crabbett’s Marsh

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

Contributes to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and
wildlife.

None identified.

Marsh lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy HORG6:
Horning -
Boatyards, etc. at
Ferry Rd. & Ferry
View Rd.

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Depends on the type of
change or development.
Intended to be
permanent.

Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife. Those hiring
boats from this area
can benefit the local
and wider economy

This boatyard is part
of the network of
boatyards around
the Broads.

Corner of Ferry Road to
have own policy.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Capacity of Horning
Water Recycling
Centre.




Page 180 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
Whilst seeking the
removal of residential
R ing the i t i Planni licati
Policy HOR7: General appearance of educing the impact | moorings may be anning applications

Woodbastwick Fen
moorings

Effects will be felt from the
short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

on navigation will
enable smooth use
of the waterway.

the area could be
improved.

negative, other elements
of the policy bring
benefits to the SA
criteria. Mitigation is not
possible.

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy HORS: Land
on the Corner of

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years. Other
land uses could have a

Live work units can
enhance security of the
property and business.

Businesses will provide | None identified

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Ferry Road, long term. Effects will be . . . . . .
Hor:in feltgfrom the shortvtc”erm similar lifetime, but that wider benefits to the Capacity of Horning
g ’ depends on the actual economy through Water Recycling
use. supply chains. Centre.
Residential moorings do meet the housing
needs of some.
Policy HORO: eeds of some . .
. Could ensure local character is not negatively . . .
Ropes Hill Dyke Intended to be . - Residential moorings
. . Short term. affected. None identified. . -
Residential permanent. . . provided as per policy.
. Management plan could enable residential
Moorings .
moorings to be more acceptable to nearby
land users.
Policy HOV1: Seeks to protect the Retaining flood capacity continues to benefit Green Infrastructure
¥ ) current land use for the Intended to be the wider catchment. Contributes to a . - lost/negatively
Green . . None identified
long term. Effects will be permanent. network of Green Infrastructure which affected by
Infrastructure . -
felt from the short term. benefits people and wildlife. development.
The car park will
Policy HOV2: Seeks to protect the Environmental enable people to Car parking

Station Road car
park

current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

visit the village for
work, recreation,
tourism or to use
the shops.

improvements can be
part of a network of
green infrastructure

None identified

lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy HOV3:

Change is likely to happen

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years. Other

It could also provide some employment

Some of the sites could
be combined to give a

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

Brownfield land off . opportunities. . olicy.
. short term to medium land uses could have a pp. . comprehensive scheme. POTCY
Station Road, e Heritage is protected. . Number of houses
term. similar lifetime, but that . . . . Also, potential to relate .

Hoveton Could provide residential to meet wider need. ; . delivered.
depends on the actual to the riverside walk. .
use Number of units

' delivered.
It is intended that the Planning applications
. effects from the policy will Generally it is hoped the policy will enable .
Policy HOV4: polcy v P policy in accordance (or

BeWILDerwood
Adventure Park

be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be
permanent.

BeWILDerwood to continue to be successful
benefitting the local economy and also part of
the general attractions of the Broads.

None identified

otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy HOVS:
Hoveton Town
Centre

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be
permanent.

Generally, the policy should ensure the area’s
vitality and vibrancy.

The economy benefits from well planned retail
development.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Vaeantunits: Land use
of each unit.

Seeks to protect the

Residential moorings do meet the housing
needs of some.

Policy LOD1: current land use for the . .
. . Could ensure local character is not negatively . . .
Loddon Marina long term. Effects will be Intended to be . - Residential moorings
. . affected. None identified. . -
Residential felt from the short term. permanent. . . provided as per policy
. . Management plan could enable residential
Moorings. Does allow certain changes .
. . . moorings to be more acceptable to nearby
but there is no time line.
land users.
The lifetime of homes, in Planning applications
relation to flood risk in the i accor%jarr:se (or
. . . . NPPG, is 100 years. Other | This would provide market houses thus . . .
Policy NOR1: Likely to be delivered in - . . . otherwise) with this
s . . land uses could have a contributing to the OAN. It could also provide None identified .
Utilities Site the short to medium term. AR . policy.
similar lifetime, but that some employment opportunities.
Number of houses
depends on the actual .
delivered.
use.
. The effects will materialise if and wh t . . .
Policy NOR2: € efrects wi m? eriatise I. and when rot e.s ar.e These trackways, if delivered, can bring more . -
. . developed. There is no set time frame for delivering the . ) . - Delivery of path in line
Riverside walk and . . . people to the area which could benefit the None identified . .
sites. Once in place, the effects are likely to be long with policy.
cycle path local economy.
term/permanent.
Seeks to protect the
Policy ORML: current land use for the Such a policy will enable the waterworks to Dark skies study shows Planning applications
Orstb ’ long term. Effects will be Intended to be continue to provide water for the local the area as particularly in accordance (or
waterwgrks felt from the short term. permanent. population and improve or amend operations | dark. Criteria added re otherwise) with this
Does allow certain changes in an appropriate way. light pollution. policy.
but there is no time line.
It is intended that the
effects from the policy will Retaining flood Planning applications
Policy OULL: policy wi ne g app

Boathouse Lane
Leisure Plots

be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be permanent

capacity continues to
benefit the wider
catchment.

None identified

None identified

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.
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Short / medium / long

Mitigating negatives /

Policy term effects Permanent/ Temporary Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects T e Monitoring Indicator
The lifetime of homes, in . .

. . . The waterside location . s
Policy OUL2: relation to flood risk in the offers potential for Planning applications
Oulton Broad - . . . NPPG, is 100 years. Other | This would provide market houses thus . P in accordance (or

Likely to be delivered in L . moorings and . . .
Former land uses could have a contributing to the OAN. It could also provide o otherwise) with this

the short term. S . appreciation of the water .
Pegasus/Hamptons similar lifetime, but that some employment opportunities. . policy. Number of

. which could be added to .
Site depends on the actual . houses delivered.
the policy.
use.

Seeks to protect the Planning applications

Policy OUL3 - current land use for the Generally, the policy should ensure the area’s § abp

Oulton Broad
District Shopping
Centre

long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be
permanent.

vitality and vibrancy.

The economy benefits from well planned retail

development.

None identified

in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Land use of each unit.

It is intended that the
effects from the policy will

Planning applications

Policy POT1: be felt from the short term Generally, the policy should ensure the area’s . in accordance (or
. Intended to be permanent | . . Refer to cycle parking. . . .

Bridge Area and last for the long term. vitality and vibrancy. otherwise) with this

Does allow certain changes policy.

but there is no time line.

Undeveloped plots

Seeks to protect the Intended to be permanent contributes to a Planning applications

Policy POT2: current land use for the P network of Green in accordance (or

Waterside plots

long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.

although guides change in
the area.

Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife.

None identified

None identified

otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy POT3: Green

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the

Intended to be

Contributes to a
network of Green

The areas combined
gives open areas to

Green Banks
lost/negatively

. Inf hich le th N i ifi
Bank Zones long term. Effects will be permanent. " ras'Fructure whic enf'ab e the one identified affected by
benefits people and enjoyment of the
felt from the short term. s development.
wildlife. landscape.
Seeks to protect the The owners of the
Policy SOLL: current land use for the moorings will be able Planning applications
. y. ' long term. Effects will be to moor their boats . . . - in accordance (or
Riverside area Intended to be permanent . None identified None identified . . .
. felt from the short term. and enjoy the Broads otherwise) with this
moorings . i .
Does allow certain changes benefitting health and policy.
but there is no time line. wellbeing.
Residential moorings do meet the housing
Policy SOM1: needs of some.

Somerleyton
Marina Residential
Moorings

Short term.

Intended to be
permanent.

Could ensure local character is not negativell

affected.

Management plan could enable residential
moorings to be more acceptable to nearby

land users.

None identified.

Residential moorings
provided as per policy

Policy STA1: Land
at Stalham Staithe
(Richardson’s
Boatyard)

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the
long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be permanent

Those hiring boats
from this area can
benefit the local and
wider economy.
Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife.

This boatyard is part
of the network of
boatyards around
the Broads.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy STO1 Land
adjacent to
Tiedam, Stokesby

Likely to be delivered in
the short term.

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years

This would provide
market houses thus
contributing to the
OAN. This would also
provide holiday
accommodation
contributing to the
network of holiday
accommodation in the
Broads.

The site that is
being improved
cannot be relocated
and itis not of a
scale to attract
services and
facilities. The
negative effect of
lack of access to
services and
facilities cannot be
mitigated.

Ensure design is
responsive to its local
context.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Number of houses
delivered."

Policy TSA1: Cary’s
Meadow

It is intended that the
open space remains in
such a land use for the
long term and
permanently. Does allow
certain changes but there
is no time line.

Intended to be permanent

Being maintained as open space allows these
areas to contribute to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and

wildlife.

None identified

Meadow
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy TSA2:
Thorpe Island

It is intended that the
effects from the policy will
be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line

Intended to be permanent

Those hiring boats
from this area can
benefit the local and
wider economy.
Environmental
improvements can be
part of a network of
green infrastructure

None identified

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy TSA3: Griffin
Lane — boatyards

Seeks to protect the
current land use for the

Intended to be permanent

Those hiring boats
from this area can

This boatyard is part
of the network of

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
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Short / medium / long
term effects

Permanent/ Temporary

Secondary Effects

Synergistic Effects

Mitigating negatives /
maximising positives

Monitoring Indicator

and industrial area

long term. Effects will be
felt from the short term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

benefit the local and
wider economy.
Environmental
improvements can be
part of a network of
green infrastructure

boatyards around
the Broads.

otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy TSA4:
Bungalow Lane —
mooring plots and
boatyards

It is intended that the
effects from the policy will
be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

Intended to be permanent

Those hiring boats
from this area can
benefit the local and
wider economy.
Environmental
improvements can
contribute to a
network of Green
Infrastructure which
benefits people and
wildlife. The owners of
the plots will be able to
moor their boats and
enjoy the Broads
benefitting health and
wellbeing.

This boatyard is part
of the network of
boatyards around
the Broads.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy TSAS5: River
Green Open Space

It is intended that the
effects from the policy will
be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.

Intended to be
permanent.

Contributes to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and

wildlife.

None identified

Open space
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy THU1:
Tourism
development at
Hedera House,

Likely to be delivered in
the short term.

The lifetime of homes, in
relation to flood risk in the
NPPG, is 100 years

This would provide market houses thus
contributing to the OAN. This would also
provide holiday accommodation contributing
to the network of holiday accommodation in

The site that is being
improved cannot be
relocated and it is not of
a scale to attract services
and facilities. The
negative effect of lack of

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this
policy.

Number of houses

Thurne the Broads. access to services and . "
L delivered.
facilities cannot be
mitigated.
It is intended that the - .
. . Whitlingham gives a taster of what the Broads . . . o~
. effects from the policy will . . . . The health benefits which | Planning applications
Policy WHI1: It is intended that the can offer, including using the water and could . .
L be felt from the short term . can arise from the use of | in accordance (or
Whitlingham Country Park and changes | enable people to be more active and see more

Country Park

and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

are permanent.

of the Broads benefitting health and wellbeing

and the local economy.

Whitlingham can be
emphasised more.

otherwise) with this
policy.

Policy SSTRI:
Trinity Broads

Policy SSUT: Upper
Thurne

Effects will be felt in the
short term and intended to
last for the long term.

The area could change but
proposals are required to
meet the aims of the

policy.

Towards permanent. One
of the main reasons this
area is tranquil is Potter
Heigham Bridge which is a
Scheduled monument.
This prevents larger boats
heading towards the
Upper Thurne because of
the low air draught.

By maintaining the
tranquillity of the area,
there could be benefits
for the wildlife in the
area.

These two policies
are similar in their
approach and when
combined provide a
large area of the
Broads which is
tranquil in nature
for people and
wildlife to get away
from it all.

Maximise the positive
effects of the current
policy by extending the
thrust of the policy to the
built up areas.

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy SSCOAST:
The Coast

The policy is in conformity with the Shoreline
Management Plan. According to the Shoreline
Management Plan, in the short and medium, term the
present defences are to be maintained while a retired
line option is fully investigated in terms of its social,
economic and environmental consequences.

The policy is in conformity with the Shoreline
Management Plan for the entire area which
relates to the approach to coastal erosion.

None identified

Planning applications
in accordance (or
otherwise) with this

policy.

Policy SSROADS:
Main road network

This depends on if and
when applications that can
impact highways come
forward. The effects can
be from short to long
term.

Roads can change to
reflect how they are used
and any safety issues.
Whilst the route maybe
permanent, perhaps the
actual road provided can
be temporary.

The economy of the area could benefit from a
smooth running highway network.

None identified

Schemes permitted
contrary to Highways
advice.

Policy SSMILLS:
Drainage Mills

This depends on if and
when applications for
changes to mills come
forward. The effects can
be from short to long
term.

If mills are restored, it is
envisaged this will be
permanent.

The mills could become
more of an attraction
for the area.

The landscape could
change if mills are
restored. This would
be a positive
change.

None identified

Mills brought back into
use. Changes to mills in
line with this policy.




Page 183 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

Other effects of the proposed policies of the Proposed Local Plan

Policy

Short / medium / long

Permanent/ Temporar
term effects / P y

Secondary Effects Synergistic Effects

Mitigating negatives /
maximising positives

Monitoring Indicator

Policy SSPUBS:
Waterside Pubs
Network

Effects will be felt in the short term. Policy seeks to
retain in long term use. Further benefits could arise
from changes that the policy permits but there is no set
time line or guarantee of improvements. Whilst the
policy may protect the pubs, change could still occur.

The pubs together

Waterside pubs can are a network of
benefit the wider pubs around the
economy through Broads benefiting
supply chains. the community and
visitors alike.

Rather than just
allocating the pubs for
protection, the policy
promotes appropriate
change.

Improvements to pubs
in line with policy.
Pubs lost from public
house land use.

Policy SSSTATIONS:

Railway
stations/halts

It is intended that the
effects from the policy will
be felt from the short term
and last for the long term.
Does allow certain changes
but there is no time line.

It is intended that the
halts and improvements
will be permanent.

Visitors and workers
(those using the trains
that stop at these
halts) originate
elsewhere. They can
spend money etc. at
that origin as well as
the destination.

The stations are
part of a network of
rail halts.

Rather than just
allocating the halts for
protection, the policy
promotes appropriate
change.

Improvements to
stations in line with
policy. Stations lost to
other uses.

Policy SSTRACKS:
Former rail
trackways

The effects will materialise if and when routes are
developed. There is no set time frame for delivering the
sites. Once in place, the effects are likely to be long
term/permanent.

These trackways, if delivered, can bring more
people to the area which could benefit the
local economy.

The positives of the
original policy are
maximised by including
three areas (the original
include one area only)

Recreation routes
delivered on these
schemes. Development
that encroaches onto
these trackways.

Policy SSLGS: Local
Green Space

Effects will be felt in the short term. Allocation intended
to be permanent (and long term), but the NPPF states
that change can happen if under very special
circumstances.

Being maintained as open space allows these
areas to contribute to a network of Green
Infrastructure which benefits people and
wildlife.

None identified

Local Green Spaces
lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy SSSTAITHES:
Staithes

Note that the policy seeks
to protect what is in place
now/what the situation is
now. Effects felt from the
short term after policy
used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Intended to be
permanent.

Benefit economy through enabling the loading
and unloading of goods.

None identified.

Staithes lost/negatively
affected by
development.

Policy SSA47:
Changes to the
Acle Straight
(A47T)

Some changes could occur in the short and medium
term, but larger scale changes are likely to be felt (as the
scheme is delivered) beyond 2036. Effects felt from the
short term after policy used to inform/determine
relevant applications.

Policy allows change that meets certain
criteria. It is intended that the resultant
scheme has positive effects which are
permanent and any negative effects are
temporary.

Generally the policy seeks
to minimise the impacts
felt on the special
qualities of the Broads as
a result of any schemes.
So there would be many
varied secondary and
synergistic effects related
to the special qualities of
the Broads. Many of
which have been
discussed elsewhere in
relation to the specific
DM policy relating to that
quality (for example
landscape, biodiversity,
surface water run off)

Changes to A47 in line
with this policy.

Graphic showing what landscape character means and the benefits it provides

The following table describes the other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policie

as explained in the individual policy assessments tables).

Please note that in general, it is difficult to evaluate not having a policy on the considerations in the table below. The current situation could still occur, but also the effects

0l

f5
’

COLOUR
! \

ENCLOSURE

of the publication policy may not occur either. Also, some parts of policies are covered elsewhere in the NPPG, NPPF, other policies in the Local Plan or other guidance or

vard (for reasons

regulations.
Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)
S dary Effect
Short / medium / long term effects econ a'ry ects . Synergistic Effects
Permanent / Temporary These effects arise not as a direct .
. . S - Short term — 0-5 years . These are effects that interact to
Policy Alternative . P — permanent result of the policy, but occur away

M - Medium term — 5-15 years T - temporar from the original effect or as a produce a total effect greater than

L - Long term — beyond 2036 P y & the sum of the individual effects.

result of a complex pathway.

Policy SP1: No alternative No Model Policy. This option has been discarded as it is normal for Local Plans to include this policy. This model policy is also rolled forward from
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Polic Alternative . P — permanent result of the policy, but occur awa
¥ M - Medium term — 5-15 years P . p. .I b0 O draway produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
DCLG/PINS Model considered the 2014 Site Specific Local Plan.
Policy
Not topic specific so has many
potential effects, secondary effects
Policy allows change that and synergl.st.lc effects but' depends
. L . on the specific scheme being
Note that the policy seeks to protect | meets certain criteria. It is . . . . .
. . determined using this policy. This
what is in place now/what the intended that the . . . .
. Lo policy differs from the final policy
. situation is now. Effects felt from the | resultant scheme has . . . o
NCC Version . . . in relation to the use of the term None identified.
Policy DM1: short term after policy used to positive effects which are ‘significant’. So without this term
. inform/determine relevant permanent and any & . ’
Major L . for a major development to go
. applications. negative effects are . .
Development in temporar ahead with benefits, rather than
the Broads porary: ‘significant’ benfits, the secondary
effects may not be so diverse or
‘significant’.
Development and change could occur in the area addressing the criteria of the proposed policy as the NPPF refers to major development in the
Broads. The policy brings criteria for consideration together and seeks to provide local influence on the approach to major development,

No policy including the definition of major development. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be
addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen. That being said, some issues may be
addressed through other rules and regulations.

No bolic Development and change could occur in the area without a negative impact on water quality. The policy brings criteria for consideration

Policy DM2: policy together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and

Water Quality
and Foul rainage

secondary effects of having a policy may not happen. That being said, some issues may be addressed through other rules and regulations.

No change to
DP3

Water quality can improve within
a few years of the source of
pollution being removed.

Intended to be
permanent.

Good water quality not only benefits biodiversity but also continues
to attract visitors

Policy DM3: Boat

No policy

Without a policy, boat wash down facilities could still be put in place. That being said, they might not be considered without a policy. The impact
of not having a policy is therefore uncertain.

This policy does not rectify what has
happened in the past, but seeks to

wash down M il
f afil_t_do v::hd;:)a\‘:;:d reduce the impact in the future. So Intended to be Setting stricter requirements could have impacts on the viability of any
acilities olic Effects felt from the short term after | permanent. scheme. That being said, the positive benefits would still occur.
policy. policy used to inform/determine
relevant applications.
Some schemes may choose to implement 110I/h/d. Future residents may choose to add some water saving devices, so the benefits of using less
Policy DM4: No bolic water could still occur. The Building Regulations standard may also change to requiring less water per head per day and again, benefits of using
Water Efficiency policy. less water could occur. Without a policy and without the changes as described previously, dwellings will use 125 |/h/d. This is more water used
that now and may contribute to AWS and E&S Water experiencing a deficit (although the BA housing need is much less than surrounding LPAs).
Policy SP2: Flood No policy The NPPF would be used. The NPPF sets out detail and a strong stance on flood risk. As such, the effects could be similar to the final policy.
Risk No change to
cszg Similar to the publication/final version in the main and as such, the effects could be similar to the final policy.
Policy DM5: No policy The NPPF would be used. The NPPF sets out detail and a strong stance on flood risk. As such, the effects could be similar to the final policy.
Development and
. No change to . N . L . - . .
Flood Risk DP29 Similar to the publication/final version in the main and as such, the effects could be similar to the final policy.
No polic Surface Water could still be addressed. Would rely on NPPF and LLFA policy and guidance. So the effects could be similar to the publication/final
policy policy.
Policy DM6: More detailed
Surface water policy which
run-off specifies type:s of The aim would be to aid developers more in addressing surface water run-off. The effects could be similar to the publication/final policy.
SuDS appropriate
to different
areas.
Currently, open spaces identified in our district’s assessments that are within the Broads Authority Executive Area are not protected through
No polic planning policy and could be at risk. The effects of this could be less space for active lifestyles. Furthermore, there would be no official standards
policy for new open space in the Broads. The current open space will not be protected as such and could change use again resulting in less space for
active lifestyles for example.
Policy DM7: Open Contributes to a network of
Space on land, Note that the policy seeks to Policy allows change that meets Green Infrastructure which
play, sports fields rotect what is,?in »Ilace now/what certa»i,n criteria. It igs intended that benefits people and wildlife.
and allotments - protect what 151 p ' that | e nables healthy lifestyles.
. Publication the situation is now. Effects felt the resultant scheme has positive . -
policy . . . Permeable so allows water to None identified.
version from the short term after policy effects which are permanent and -
. . . infiltrate rather than run off thus
used to inform/determine any negative effects are I -
o not contributing to flood risk.
relevant applications. temporary. .
Policy seeks to protect
groundwater quality.
Policy DMS: Could rely on NPPF and some other policies in the Local Plan. As such Gl proposals could come forward and current assets protected from
) . inappropriate change. The effects could therefore be similar as the publication/final version of the policy but this is uncertain — a policy provides
Green No policy . ) . . o -y . . .
frastruct (GI) certainty. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and
Infrastructure secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
Could rely on NPPF so some considerations in the policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,
Policy SP3: No policy there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
i y ) a policy may not happen.
Climate Change " — = - — -
Would rate in a similar way to the publication/final policy. But the effects could not be as great as the publication/final version. The
No change to CS8 - ) L
publication/final version is more up to date as well.
Policy DM9: The NPPF could be relied upon, but the checklist seeks applicants to go through it step by step to ensure that each of the effects is considered.
Climate Smart No policy The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be
Checklist addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Policy SP4: Soils No policy The effects of having a policy could still occur as there is still the NPPF and other policies of the Local Plan. A policy brings the criteria together
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
and gives some certainty that these issues are considered. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no
guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy
may not happen.
Peat is not protected from removal in relation to development in the NPPF (only for mineral extraction). Without a policy, development may not
No polic consider how its impact on peat can be reduced. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be
Policy DM10: policy addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects (such as carbon sequestration and relating to water quality) of having a policy
y ] ) may not happen.
Peat Soils A strict policy
reventing an Intended to protect peat in perpetuit Such a strict approach could limit development in the Broads and this could
P B any P P perp V- have knock on effects such as affecting the economy of the area.
change to peat.
Policy SP5: Could rely on NPPF so some considerations in the policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. The policy brings
Historic No policy criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however.
Environment and So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Policy DM11: No change to CS5 | Would rate in a similar way to the publication/final policy. But the effects could not be as great as the publication/final version. The

Heritage assets

and CS6 and DP5

publication/final version is more up to date as well.

Policy DM12: Re-

Could rely on NPPF so some considerations in the policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,

use of Historic No policy there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
Buildings a policy may not happen.

Policy SP6: No policy Could rely on NPPF so some considerations in the policy could still occur. So there are other regulations and guidance that could mean the
Biodiversity secondary and synergistic effects are similar to the publication/final version. Having a policy brings considerations together.

Policy DM13: No policy Could rely on NPPF so.so.me considerat.io.ns in the policy. COlj||d st.iII occur..So therg are oth.er regulations fa\nd gL.Jidance that could mean the
Natural secondary and synergistic effects are similar to the publication/final version. Having a policy brings considerations together.

Environment

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP1 aid clarification.
Some of the policy is covered in the NPPF in general, so the secondary and synergistic effects identified in relation to the publication/final policy
could still occur. Some parts of the policy are down to the Local Planning Authority to introduce in a Local Plan. Whilst the approach set out in the
Policy DM14: No policy Local Plan is logical and developers may undertake such an approach anyway, The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a

Energy demand
and performance

policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
having a policy may not happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP7 aid clarification.

Policy DM15: Some of the policy is covered in the NPPF in general, so the secondary and synergistic effects identified in relation to the publication/final policy
Renewable No policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Energy policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Policy SP7: Some of the policy is similar to the NPPF in general, so the secondary and synergistic effects identified in relation to the publication/final policy
Landscape No policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Character policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

Some of the policy is similar to the NPPF in general, so the secondary and synergistic effects identified in relation to the publication/final policy
Policy DM16: No policy could still occur. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the

Development and

policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

Landscape No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
DP2 aid clarification.

Policy DM17: This issue is not covered in the NPPF in detail. Without a policy, development may not consider how the impact of land raising can be reduced.

L No policy The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be
Land Raising - ) .

addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Policy DM18: This issue is not covered in the NPPF in detail. Without a policy, development may not consider how to deal with excavated material. The policy
Excavated No policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed
material however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Policy DM19: No policy The |ssges aéc?regsed in t.he policy mlghjc bg conslldered .ln line W|th.the NPPF and other policies of the Local Plan, so the secondary and synergistic
Utilities effects identified in relation to the publication/final policy could still occur.
. Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

Infrastructure As per DP9 with P / P / p policy imp

Development

no amendments.

aid clarification. Also, the publication/final version applies more widely that DP9 and so the secondary and synergistic effects could relate to
more development types than the original.

Policy DM20:
Protection and
enhancement of

The NPPF and other policies could address these issues. That being said the policy is quite detailed and specific to the Broads. Without a policy,

X No policy there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
settlement fringe .
a policy may not happen.
landscape
character
In general, this is covered in the NPPF. The policy brings the various issues together into one place and provides detail. Without a policy, there is
No policy no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy

Policy DM21:
Amenity

may not happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
aid clarification. Also, the publication/final version includes more considerations than DP28 and so the secondary and synergistic effects could

DP28 .
relate to more development types than the original.
Light pollution is covered to some extent in the NPPF, but there is local evidence that the Broads does have intrinsic dark skies. Furthermore the
Policy DM22: No policy evidence shows the locations of the various zones of dark skies. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy
Light pollution will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
and dark skies Rely on DP28 Similar to above — there is local evidence for a stronger policy than DP28 so some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
only happen.
Policy SP8: . . . - ) . . . .
. . Travel and transport is covered by the NPPF as well as Highways Authority policies. Not having a policy may still result in effects similar to the
Getting to the No policy . . . ) ; - - . .
Broad strategic policy to some extent. The policy however tries to reflect local circumstances and brings criteria for consideration together.
roads
Policy SP9: ) ] ] ) ]
Recreational Some issues may be covered by the NPPF and other documents, but access to the water for example is not. Without a policy, there is no
No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
Access around
happen.
the Broads
Policy DM23: No policy Travel and transport is covered by the NPPF as well as Highways Authority policies. Not having a policy may still result in effects similar to the

strategic policy to some extent. The policy however tries to reflect local circumstances and brings criteria for consideration together.
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
Transport, L N ) . . ) Lo A
hizchwavs and No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
g y DP11 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
access
Policy DM24: . . . . . o . . .
Recreation Whilst here are parking guidelines at district or county level, this relates to a more local issue in the Broads. Without a policy, there is no
epens . No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
Facilities Parking h
appen.
Areas
The economy is covered in the NPPF, but there is local evidence that the publication/final policy seeks to reflect. Without a policy, there is no
Policy SP10: A No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
) happen.
prosperous local No change to The publication/final policy has changed quite a bit when compared to CS22 in order to improve it. Without the new policy, there is no guarantee
economy CSZZg that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen if
CS22 is used.
Policy SP11: Whilst the economy is covered in the NPPF it does not go into detail about the considerations relating to waterside sites in the Broads. Without a
R . No policy policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a
Waterside Sites .
policy may not happen.
The economy is covered in the NPPF, but there is local evidence that the publication/final policy seeks to reflect. Without a policy, there is no
No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
happen.
Policy DM25: Policy allows change that meets
New Employment Effects felt from the short term certain criteria. It is intended that
Development Publication after policy used to the resultant scheme has positive | Generally, a prosperous economy will benefit local people and local
version inform/determine relevant effects which are permanent and businesses but also other business through supply chains.
applications. any negative effects are
temporary.
Policy DM26: The economy is covered in the NPPF, but there is local evidence that the publication policy seeks to reflect. Without a policy, there is no
Protecting No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
happen.
Gen(;_lral No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
Employment DP18 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy DM27: The economy is covered in the NPPF, but there is local evidence that the publication/final policy seeks to reflect. Without a policy, there is no
No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not

Business and
Farm
Diversification

happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP19 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Whilst the economy is covered in the NPPF it does not go into detail about the considerations relating to waterside sites in the Broads. Without a
Policy DM28: No policy policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a

Development on
Waterside Sites

policy may not happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP10 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Whilst tourism is covered in the NPPF it does not go into detail about the considerations relating to the Broads. Without a policy, there is no
No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
Policy SP12: r— happen.
Sustainable 2:2::?: ::‘
Tourism gore Strategy In general, these have the same intention as the publication/final policy and therefore have similar effects. The publication/final policy brings
(CS9, 11, 12, 19, them together and adds some clarity.
21)
Policy DM29: Whilst tourism is covered in the NPPF it does not go into detail about the considerations relating to the Broads. Without a policy, there is no
Sustainable No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not
Tourism and happen.
Recreation No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
Development DP14 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy DM30: Whilst tourism is covered in the NPPF it does not go into detail about the considerations relating to the Broads. Without a policy, there is no
Holiday No policy guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not

Accommodation
— New Provision

happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

and Retention DP15 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.

Policy SP13: No policy This issue is not addressgd in the NPPF and th.e policy brings together locally important considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic

Navigable Water effects may not happen if there was not a policy.

S g No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
pace CS13 and CS15 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.

Policy DM31: No policy This issue is not addressed in the NPPF and the policy brings together locally important considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic

Access to the
Water

effects may not happen if there was not a policy.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP12 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy DM32: No policy This issue is not addressgd in the NPPF and th.e policy brings together locally important considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic
Riverbank effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
tabilisati No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
stabilisation DP13 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy SP14:
y. . This issue is not addressed in the NPPF and the policy brings together locally important considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic
Mooring No policy . .
L. effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
Provision
Policy DM33: No polic This issue is not addressed in the NPPF and the policy brings together locally important considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic
Moorings, poficy effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
mooring basins No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
and marinas. DP16 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy SP15: No polic The policy reflects local evidence findings and local considerations. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was
Residential policy not a policy.
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
development
Meeting the More housing would be delivered in the Broads part of Great Yarmouth.

Objectively
Assessed Housing
Need SA
Assessment

entire need of
the Broads in the

It is presumed that

. . But settlements in that part of the Broads tend to be isolated with few
dwellings are in place for

Development from the short term. . . . L
P services and therefore not complaint with other policies in the Local Plan

1 .
Executive Area. 00 years and the NPPG more generally.
A higher OAN.
Perhaps to . More housing would be delivered in the Broads. Similar to the above, other
It is presumed that . .
enable the . . parts of the Broads may be more isolated as well as have other constraints
. Development from the short term. dwellings are in place for . . . .
delivery of more 100 vears such as flood risk and landscape impact and therefore not complaint with
affordable y ’ other policies in the Local Plan and the NPPG more generally.
Homes.
A Lower OAN.
Perhaps to It is presumed that
reflect the P The housing need of the Broads would not be met and this need is

environmental

Development from the short term. dwellings are in place for

evidences in the SHMA.

constraints of the 100 years.
area.
: . Affordable housing is important to the Broads. To not have a policy would make delivery more difficult. Furthermore the policy brings together
Policy DM34: . X e ; o )
Affordable No policy local considerations important to such schemes in the Broads. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a
. policy.

Housing No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

DP23 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.

No policy These four locations are shown to be suitable for development boundaries through the settlement study and indeed adoption of the 2014 Site

Specific Local Plan. To not have a development boundary policy to reflect the studies would seem unreasonable and could prevent

No change to
DP22, HOR1,

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept. The proposed policy also

Policy DM35: HOV1, OUL1, . e
Residential TSAG. combines these policies into one.
Development . On one hand this would rate in a similar way to the proposed policy but effects would be felt in more places if more areas had development
s . Additional . . . . .
within Defined development boundaries. That being said, the settlement study shows that there are not any other areas where development boundaries could be suitable, for
Development boundaries example in relation to access to important services and facilities, so, using that example, there could be greater reliance on private cars in such
Boundaries areas with associated carbon emissions. There could also be landscape impacts by urbanising the fringes of settlements in some locations.
Employment
directed to This could negatively affect the economy in the area as there are many rural located businesses that may need to expand or diversify for
development example.
boundaries.
The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide schemes. That being said the policy however brings together important local
No policy considerations in one place and the Authority gets many applications for such schemes. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not
Policy DM36: happen if there was not a policy.
G T ller Policy allows change that meets The various criteria address the
ypsy, Trave L o . .\ .
and Travelling o Effects f(?lt from the short term certain criteria. It is intended .tllwat special quall.tles of the Broads as Sites are part of a.network around
Publication after policy used to the resultant scheme has positive | well as the likely needs of the user | the country enabling Gypsy and
Show People version inform/determine relevant effects which are permanent and | of the site. There will be many Travellers to move around and
applications. any negative effects are varied secondary effects have somewhere to stay.
temporary. depending on the final scheme.
This is not addressed specifically in National Policy. Other policies in the Local Plan could help determine such applications. But the policy brings
No policy together details local considerations to help determine such schemes. As such, some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if

Policy DM37:
New Residential
Moorings

there was not a policy.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication version. The publication version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to aid

DP25 clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
. Whilst living on boats is a lifestyle
Policy allows change that L 8 . y
. L . choice, it can still help to meet
meets certain criteria. It is , .
. people’s accommodation needs. It can
intended that the .
. Effects felt from the short term after be a more affordable way to live. By
Publication . . . resultant scheme has . . .
. policy used to inform/determine . . ensuring these are located near to None identified.
version positive effects which are

relevant applications. services and facilities, there could be
reduced trips by motor vehicles for
the school run or to see the GP for

example.

permanent and any
negative effects are
temporary.

Houseboat need

Meeting all the
need

More residential moorings would be delivered in the Broads. The sites
allocated came forward after two call for sites. Some not allocated in other
parts of the Broads are more isolated as well as have other constraints such
as potential ecological and landscape impact and therefore not complaint
with other policies in the Local Plan and the NPPG more generally.

Development from the short term. Permanent

Policy DM38:
Permanent and
Temporary
Dwellings for
Rural Enterprise

No policy

The NPPF to some extent covers this, but since the remove of the PPS there are some areas that the policy seeks to address in order to
determine applications. As such, some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.

Existing policy
with no change

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.

Workers
Policy DM39: o ) ) ) ) ] ]
Residential The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide schemes. That being said the policy however brings together important local
Ancill No policy considerations in one place and the Authority gets many applications for such schemes. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not
nciflary . happen if there was not a policy.
Accommodation
The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide schemes. That being said the policy however brings together important local
Policy DM40: No policy considerations in one place and the Authority gets many applications for replacement dwellings. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects

Replacement
Dwellings

may not happen if there was not a policy.

No change to
DP24

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.

Policy DM41:
Elderly and

No policy

The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide design. That being said the policy however brings together important local
considerations in one place. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.

Specialist Needs
Housing
Policy DM42: No bolic The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide design. Not having a policy could rate in a similar way to having a policy. The policy states
Custom/self-build policy the position in respect to self and custom build.

No policy The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide design. That being said the policy however brings together important local

Policy DM43:

considerations in one place. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.

Design No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
DP4 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Policy SP16: New . ) . . . ) ) .
. . The NPPF and to some extent other policies could guide design. That being said the policy however brings together important local
Community No policy . N L . .
Faciliti considerations in one place. Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
acllities
Policy DM44: No polic Would rely on NPPF, NPPG and other Local Plan policies. The policy however brings together important local considerations in one place. Some of
Visitor and policy the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
Community L N . S L .
Faciliti d No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
aci _'t'es an DP27 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Services
Policy DM45: . . . . . —
. . Would rely on NPPF, NPPG and other Local Plan policies. The policy however brings together important local considerations in one place (that
Designing Places No policy ) o ) .
) reflects Norfolk County Council work). Some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
for Healthy Lives
This policy is not covered in NPPF or NPPG. It is a locally important issue. Features may still be put in place without a policy, but the policy brings
No policy considerations together and seeks to ensure safety is an important consideration in schemes. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the
Policy DM46: criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Safety by the. More tc: Zzgeei;ua::ebniintended
Water Development could happen in the P : The health and safety of those by the water would benefit from such safety

prescriptive and
detailed policy.

Maintenance may be
needed to safety features
or new ones put in place.

short term. devices if they fall in the water.

Policy DM47:

No policy

Would rely on NPPF, NPPG and other Local Plan policies. The policy however brings together important local considerations in one place. Some of

Planning the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if there was not a policy.
Obligations and No change to Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to
Developer DP30 or CS21 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
Contributions

Would rely on NPPF, NPPG and other Local Plan policies. The policy however brings together important local considerations in one place. Without
Policy DM48: No policy a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having

Conversion of
Buildings

a policy may not happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

Policy DM49:
Advertisements

DP21 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
This would rely on existing regulations already in place. The policy however brings together important local considerations such as impact on
No policy landscape and potentially dark skies. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed. So

some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

and Signs No cg::rcge to aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept. Note that the new policy refers
to light pollution.
These are not covered in the NPPF or NPPG. Other policies of the Local Plan could be used to address proposals for such schemes. A policy brings
No policy considerations together and provides local and specific detail on these plots. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated

Policy DM50:

within the policy will all be addressed. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No change to

Would result in similar effects to the publication/final version. The publication/final version is updated and some areas of the policy improved to

Leisure plots and DP17 aid clarification so some of the secondary and synergistic effects may not happen if the original policy was kept.
i A r Preferr
mooring plots spe . eferred . . On one hand, such plots may enable the owners to enjoy the Broads more.
Option, but Development could happen in the Change could be intended . . . . . .
. . That being said, depending on the detailed design, there could be impacts
allowing Leisure | short term. to be permanent. . .
Plots on landscape character as areas could become more ‘urbanised’.
Policy DM51: ) o ]
Retail Some elements of retail would be addressed through the NPPF and Oulton Broad District Centre and Hoveton Town Centre have their own
. No policy policy. However, there is no general retail policy for the Broads that relates to the retail strategy for the district. As such, there could be some
development in . . ) ) - -
undesirable effects such as impacting negatively on the vitaility and viability of nearby centreas.
the Broads
No policy There is an infrastructure deficit which this policy seeks to address. There is no other obvious extension to the current playing fields. So without a

Policy ACL1: Acle

policy, this deficit would still be in place.

Cemetery No change to The main change relates to light pollution and relating to enhancing biodiversity. So the publication/final version will ensure the site reduces light
Extension ACng pollution and is part of the network of green infrastructure in the area. The original policy does not require that, although could still be designed
in a way to bring those benefits.
Policy ACL2: Acle i ) . ) , . . . o .
Plavine Field No polic There is an infrastructure deficit which this policy seeks to address. There is no other obvious extension to the current playing fields. So without a
E ty g policy policy, this deficit would still be in place.
xtension
No policy The site would continue to be used as it is now. It is used for storage, but more could be made of the site to benefit the local economy.
Another land use . . The effect of change to the site would depend on the final land use. If
Policv BEC1: . Development could happen in short | Change could be intended . . . Lo
olicy : is acceptable for tarm to be permanent residential for example this would mean more houses for people to live in,
Former Loaves the former pub ' P ' but would replace a use that could benefit the economy.
and Fishes, Depends on the type of Businesses will provide wider If becomes a pub, the pubs together
Publication . change or development. benefits to the economy through are a network of pubs around the
Beccles . Short to medium term. & P . y & -, P .
version Intended to be supply chains. Broads benefiting the community
permanent. and visitors alike.
Policy BEC2: No policy on The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. If not allocated, as not next to or within a development boundary, residential
Beccles residential moorings may not be permitted. That being said, the site is well located for access to services and facilities so could still be permitted. Without a
Residential moorings at policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
Moorings (H. E Beccles having a policy may not happen.
i ’ Publication Intended to be . . . .
Hipperson’s . Short term. Residential moorings do meet the housing needs of some.
version permanent.

Boatyard)
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Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy BRU 1: No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the

Riverside chalets
and mooring

policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen

No change to

plots Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy BRU2: No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the

Riverside Estate
Boatyards, etc.,

policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen

No change to

including land Sites Specifics This policy and the publication version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
adjacent to 2014 version.
i i Publication . . ) . T . . -
railway line Version This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy BRU3: No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the

Mooring Plots

policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy BRU4:
Brundall Marina

No policy

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen

No change to

Sites Specifics This policy and the publication version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Publication . . . . R . . .
l:le:sio:'n This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
Policy BRUS: Land No policy This open space could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still

east of the Yare
public house

be addressed. This policy adds a further layer of protection to the site from inappropriate change however.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy BRU®G:
Brundall Gardens

No policy

The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. If not allocated, as not next to or within a development boundary, residential
moorings may not be permitted. That being said, the site is well located for access to services and facilities so could still be permitted. Without a
policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
having a policy may not happen.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Seeks to protect the current land use
for the long term. Effects will be felt

Publication Intended to be Residential moorings do meet the . -
version from .the short term. Does.allow. permanent. housing needs of some. None identified.
certain changes but there is no time
line.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy CAN1: No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Cantley Sugar policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
Factory Pltz:;a;:‘on This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. If not allocated, as not next to or within a development boundary, residential
No policy moorings may not be permitted. That being said, the site is well located for access to services and facilities so could still be permitted. Without a
Policy CHE1: poIiFy, therg is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
Greenway Marine having a policy may not happen.
. . Seeks to protect the current land
Residential .
X A use for the long term. Effects will . . .
Moorings Publlc?tlon be felt from the short term. Does | Intended to be permanent. Res@entlal moorings do meet the None identified.
version . . housing needs of some.
allow certain changes but there is
no time line.
. Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy DIL 1: No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Dilham Marina policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
(Tyler’s Cut No change to
Moorings) Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Policy DIT1: No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Maltings landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Meadow Soorts policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
P No change to This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly. That being said, the new
G-rour.1d, Sites Specifics policy does seek to address travel to the site so carbon emissions from transport could be an effect of the new policy rather than the current
Ditchingham 2014 version. policy.
Policy DIT2:
Ditchingham
Maltings Open No policy This open space could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still
Space, Habitat be addressed. This policy adds a further layer of protection to the site from inappropriate change however.
Area and Alma
Beck
Policy FLE1: N li Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Broadland Sports O paicy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
Club policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
Policy GTY1: No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
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Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
Marina Quays landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
(Port of policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen
Yarmouth Publication Change is envisaged in the short The lifetime of new Depending on use, economy could The site is quite prominent from the
Marina) version term buildings will depend on benefit and jobs could be provided water so regeneration will benefit
) the type and their use. " | views from the river.
No policy This car park could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be

Policy HOR1: Car
Parking

addressed. The policy brings together important considerations and provides local detail relating to the site.

No change to

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly. That being said, another

Policy HOR2:
Horning Open
Space (public and
private)

. ifi
Sites Spec'l cs area is included in the car parking so the effects of the policy would relate to that area as well.
2014 version.

No policy This open space could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still

be addressed. Without a policy, there is scope for some change, but the impact depends on the detail of the scheme.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy HOR3:
Waterside plots

No policy

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy HOR4:
Horning Sailing
Club

No policy

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No change to

Policy HOR5:
Crabbett’s Marsh

Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
No policy The area could still generally be protected using other policies. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included

in the policy could still be addressed as the site is close to SAC, SPA, Ramsar site, SSSI, NNR.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy HOR6:
Horning -
Boatyards, etc. at
Ferry Rd. & Ferry

No policy

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No change to

) Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
View Rd. 2014 version.
No policy The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed as the site is immediately

Policy HOR7?:
Woodbastwick

adjacent to (and slightly overlaps) SSSI, SAC, SPA, Ramsar site.

No change to

Fen moorings Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Policy HORS: No policy

Land on the
Corner of Ferry
Road, Horning

Allow other land
uses in this area

The NPPF and NPPG would be of relevance. In particular national policy on flood risk. Other uses here would be directed by their vulnerability in
relation to flood zones. As such, the type of land use available here would still be similar to the policy and therefore would rate in a similar way to
the publication policy assessment.

Policy HOR9:

The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. If not allocated, as not next to or within a development boundary, residential

Hornin
Residergitial No bolic moorings may not be permitted. That being said, the site is well located near to services and facilities so could still be permitted. Without a
Moori R policy policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
.oorlngs (Ropes having a policy may not happen.

Hill)
Policy HOV1: No polic This Green Infrastructure could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy
Green policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some
Infrastructure synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No policy This car park could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be

Policy HOV2:
Station Road car
park

addressed. The policy brings together important considerations and provides local detail relating to the site.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as

No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The sites are within a development boundary. The policy brings together
Policy HOV3: important considerations and provides local detail relating to the site.
Brownfield land The I]fetlme of ho'me.s, in
. relation to flood risk in the
off Station Road, Publication Change is likely to happen short term | NPPG, is 100 years. Other It could also provide some employment opportunities.
Hoveton version to medium term. land uses could have a
similar lifetime, but that
depends on the actual use.
Policy HOV4: " Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
BeWILDerwood No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The policy brings together important considerations and provides local
Adventure Park detail relating to the site.

) No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Policy HOVS: landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. That being said, the policy reflects a study into this site and reflects the
Hoveton Town recommendations to enable this area to thrive. Not having a policy with specific detail may or may not enable the area to thrive.

Centre P":’bel:Z?;Lon This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
Policy LOD1: The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. If not allocated, as not next to or within a development boundary, residential
No policy moorings may not be permitted. That being said, the site is well located for access to services and facilities so could still be permitted. Without a

Loddon Marina

policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
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Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Secondary Effects

hort / medium / long term effect . .
S IS R S These effects arise not as a direct

S - Short term — 0-5 years

Synergistic Effects

Permanent / Temporar .
/ P y These are effects that interact to

Poli Alt ti P- t It of th licy, but
olicy ernative M - Medium term — 5-15 years permanen resuit of the p.o .|cy, U* occlr away produce a total effect greater than
T - temporary from the original effect or as a s
L - Long term — beyond 2036 the sum of the individual effects.
result of a complex pathway.
Residential having a policy may not happen.
Moorings Would provide more moorings for those living on boats to live on. Could

Allocating for
more than 10

result in traffic issues on roads and water but these could be mitigated for.

Moorings would likely be delivered in . .
INgs Would Tikely v ! Potential to change the character of the area from a boatyard mainly for

Would be permanent.
the short term.

Policy NOR1:

and up to 40 those not living on boats, to a more residential area with associated
paraphernalia.
Seeks to protect the current land use
I for the long term. Effects will be felt
Publication & Intended to be . . . .
. from the short term. Does allow Residential moorings do meet the housing needs of some.
version . . . permanent.
certain changes but there is no time
line.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan although difficult as the site is outside of a development
No policy boundary. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without the

policy, it would not be easy for change to happen. The buildings could still be run down and not contribute as well as they could to the local
economy. Whilst the site is located outside of a development boundary, the site could still be developed for residential reflecting its location with
good access to services and facilities.

Utilities Site No change to
Sites Specifics This policy and the publication version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Publication . . ) . T . . -
version This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
No policy The path could still come forward using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology)

Policy NOR2:
Riverside walk
and cycle path

included in the policy could still be addressed. That being said, by not safeguarding the land, there is a chance the land could be used in another
way and so not contribute to walking routes in the City for example.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as

N li
Policy ORM 1: 0 policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
) policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Ormesby
t K No change to
waterworks Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
. Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
No policy > . . . . . . - o
Policy OUL1: landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the

Boathouse Lane
Leisure Plots

policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan although difficult as the site is outside of a development
boundary. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without the

(I;?JIII:ZnOI;.:‘(L):\.d ) No policy policy, it would not be easy for change to happen. The buildings could still be run down and not contribute as well as they could to the local
Former economy. Whilst the site is located outside of a development boundary, the site could still be developed for residential reflecting its location with
good access to services and facilities.

Pegasus/Hampto No change to
ns Site Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

2014 version.
Policy OUL3 - No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Oulton Broad benefitting the local economy) included in the policy could still be addressed. That being said, the policy reflects a study into this site and reflects

.. . the recommendations to enable this areas to thrive. Not having a policy with specific detail may or may not enable the area to thrive.
District Shopping Publication This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly. Note that the original assessment of
Centre version the other effects of the publication version did not assess this policy which was an error.
No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as

Policy POT1 -
Bridge Area

landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the
policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.

No change to

Policy POT2:
Waterside plots

Sites Specifics Whilst the publication/final policy has an improved map, the previous policy would rate in a similar way to the publication/final version.
2014 version.
No policy This open space could still be protected. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still

be addressed.

No change to

Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
Policy POT3: No policy This open space could still be protected from inappropriate development with flood risk, landscape character and conservation area being
Green Bank Zones considerations. Without a policy, there is scope for some change, but the impact depends on the detail of the scheme.
No policy Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as

Policy SOL1:
Riverside area
moorings

landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

Whilst the publication/final policy has an improved map, the previous policy would rate in a similar way to the publication/final version.

Policy SOM1:
Somerleyton

The site contributes to the demand for residential moorings. As and when the Waveney District Local Plan is adopted, a development boundary

Marina No policy for Somerleyton will be in place so this site could come forward as windfall. Without a policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within
Residential the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy may not happen.
Moorings
Policy STA1: Land Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
at Stalham No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,

. there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
Staithe
(Richardson’s a policy may not happen.

! No change to . . . . . L - . .

Boatyard) sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.




Page 192 of 239

Local Plan for the Broads — FINAL - Sustainability Appraisal — May 2019

Other effects of the alternative options of the proposed policies (options not taken forward)

Policy

Alternative

Secondary Effects
These effects arise not as a direct
result of the policy, but occur away
from the original effect or as a
result of a complex pathway.

Short / medium / long term effects
S - Short term — 0-5 years
M - Medium term — 5-15 years
L - Long term — beyond 2036

Synergistic Effects
These are effects that interact to
produce a total effect greater than
the sum of the individual effects.

Permanent / Temporary
P — permanent
T - temporary

2014 version.

Policy STO1 Land

This site would not be able to be developed as it is generally contrary to policies in the Local Plan. So there would be no change to this site. So the

. No polic . . . . . .
adjacent to policy site would continue to act as an area of green infrastructure, but not contribute to housing need. Other uses could be acceptable, so the site may
Tiedam, Stokesby not stay in its current format in perpetuity.

Policy TSA1: No policy As this is a County Wildlife Site, there is still an element of protection to the site so the synergistic and secondary benefits to people, landscape

Cary’s Meadow

and wildlife as identified in the assessment of the policy could still occur. A policy however would give it greater protection.

No change to
1997 Local Plan

It is intended that the effects from

Boat i t of twork of boatyard the B . sl i
the policy will be felt from the short oatyard is part of a network of boatyards around the Broads. Island is

Intended to be permanent .
generally part of a network of Green Infrastructure in the area.

version term and last for the long term.
Policy TSA2: Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,
Thorpe Island there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
a policy may not happen.
Publication . . ) . T . . -
version This policy and the final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
Policy TSA3: Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
Griffin Lane — No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,
boatyards and there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
industrial area a policy may not happen.
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The policy brings criteria for consideration together. Without a policy,

Policy TSA4:
Bungalow Lane -
mooring plots
and boatyards

there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having
a policy may not happen.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy TSAS5: River

Green Open No policy This F)pen s.pace C(?uld still be 'protected.from inappropriate development .with flood risk, landscape ch.aracter and conservation area being
Space considerations. Without a policy, there is scope for some change, but the impact depends on the detail of the scheme.
Policy THU1:
Tourism Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan although difficult as the site is outside of a development
development at No policy boundary. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. Without the
policy, it would not be easy for change to happen. The buildings could still be run down and not contribute as well as they could to the local
Hedera House,
economy.
Thurne
Development and change could occur in the area using other policies in the Local Plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as
No policy landscape and ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The Park still provides a taster of what the Broads can offer. Without a
Policy WHI1: policy, there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of
Whitlingham having a policy may not happen.
Country Park No change to
Sites Specifics This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.
2014 version.
This area could be protected using other policies in the local plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology)
No policy included in the policy could still be addressed. Area still likely to be tranquil to reflect the use of the Broads for water extraction. Without a policy,
Policy SSTRI: there is no guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having

Trinity Broads

a policy may not happen.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

Policy SSTHU:
Upper Thurne

No policy

This area could be protected using other policies in the local plan. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and ecology)
included in the policy could still be addressed. Area still likely to be tranquil because of the Potter Heigham Bridge. Without a policy, there is no
guarantee that the criteria stated within the policy will all be addressed however. So some synergistic and secondary effects of having a policy
may not happen.

No change to
Sites Specifics
2014 version.

This policy and the publication/final version are generally similar in their intentions and therefore would rate similarly.

The coast will still be protected and changes assessed in line with other policies. The considerations (and resultant effects such as landscape and

P:hcy SSCOAST: No policy ecology) included in the policy could still be addressed. The coast will still be managed in line with the Shoreline Management Plan which looks at
The Coast a stretch of coast much longer than the stretch in the Broads Authority.
Policy SSROADS: Ii The impact of