STRATEGY DOCUMENT - QUESTION SUMMARIES



QUESTION 1

STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 1 - Please comment on or highlight any inaccuracies within the introduction

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS:

33 (30 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

BREAKDOWN:

1 Support, 14 Object, 18 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These
have been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability
Appraisal, in reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a
consequence, amendments have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the
Reg 19 Proposed Submission version of the Plan

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO

(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE PLAN

RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

20260 Object Two serious issues result in the GNLP being | Overall housing Comments noted. | Housing numbers
. a flawed plan: (a) Overprovision of housing numbers too high have been raised

Brockdish & allocations without effective phasing of in the plan

Thorpe Abbotts '

Parish Council

development. (see answer to Q.9. (b)
Allowing land owners / builders to dictate if,

Need for phasing of
development

Overall housing
numbers are
addressed under




when and how land is developed mean it is
impossible to plan for sustainability.

Aspirations regarding climate change need
positive and pro-active policies which should
lead the strategy.

Climate change policy
should lead strategy

Policy 1 and
through additional
site allocations
and the use of
some windfall
sites. The
numbers must
meet the housing
need for the area
identified through
the government’s
standard
methodology and
other evidence of
rising need, with
a buffer to ensure
delivery.

Phasing of
development is
not realistic given
the scale of
housing need
nationally and
locally and the
consequent need
to encourage
rather than
restrict new

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version




housing
development.

The strategy is
led by a positive
approach to
addressing
climate change
as set out in the
Climate Change
Statement.

20461

Object

The Greater Norwich Local Plan is based
upon the premise that economic growth is in
itself a worthy objective. During a time when
our planet's resources are being consumed
far faster than they are being replaced, can
you justify this premise? Simply "keeping up"
with every other city is not a good justification
because it maintains the status quo of
impending climate disaster. When will
Norwich be "big enough" for you?

Economic growth is not
a worthy objective due
to impending climate
disaster

Comments noted.

Overall housing
numbers and jobs
growth are
addressed under
Policy 1. The
numbers must
meet the housing
need for the area
identified through
the government’s
standard
methodology to
provide both for
the existing

Some
amendments
have been made
to a number of
policies to
promote
sustainable
growth.

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version.




population and
anticipated
economic growth.
The GNLP plans
for sustainable
growth, with
environmental
protection and
enhancement
and more
sustainable
pattens of
movement.

20501

Marlingford and
Colton Parish
Council

Object

Phasing for the new housing sites is essential
and any new sites should be placed on a
reserve list and only used after the existing
JCS sites. The current strategy invites land
banking and cherry picking by developers.

It is arguable that Norfolk already has an
excess of approved sites, many in entirely
the wrong locations to allow sustainable and
environmentally sound growth. The 'village
clusters' concept is unsound and based on
erroneous assumptions of existing
infrastructure and future use.

Need for phasing of
development

Norfolk may have an
excess of approved
housing sites, many in
unsustainable locations

Village clusters
unsound due to
erroneous assumptions
on infrastructure use.

Comments noted.

Overall housing
numbers are
addressed under
Policy 1 and
through additional
site allocations
and the use of
some windfall
sites. The
numbers must
meet the housing
need for the area
identified through

Housing numbers
have been raised
in the plan.

Some
amendments
have been made
to a number of
policies to
promote
sustainable
growth.




the government’s
standard
methodology and
other evidence of
rising need, with
a buffer to ensure
delivery.

Phasing of
development is
not realistic given
the scale of
housing need
nationally and
locally and the
consequent need
to encourage
rather than
restrict new
housing
development.

Village Clusters
approach ties
small scale
growth in villages

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version.




in with available
local services.

20665
CPRE
20739

Hempnall Parish
Council

23096

Salhouse Parish
Council

Object

Comment

Major concern Draft Strategy makes no
mention of using phasing for new housing.
Any new sites allocated in the GNLP should
be phased by being placed on a reserve list,
and under phased development only built out
when most of the existing JCS sites have
been used. Inclusion of all the sites for
immediate development will lead to
developers cherry-picking the most profitable
sites. Newly allocated green field sites in less
sustainable locations will be developed first,
with even more land banking of currently
allocated sites. Deliver the already allocated
82% of the 44,500 new homes, before giving
permissions on the remaining 18%.

JCS in place for just over 6 years -
considered blueprint until 2026. It provided
clear signals about where growth should and
should not take place. Question how the
response to this has changed so markedly
since adoption of the JCS well before that
Local Plan was due to expire. In particular,
the NDR was largely intended to help the
distribution of traffic to and from new housing
built inside its length and in the northeast

Deliver existing
allocations before
permitting new sites
(use reserve list).

GNLP contradicts and
undermines the JCS
which limits growth in
rural areas

Move to a post carbon
economy and
protection and
enhancement of
environmental assets
promoted by GNLP
cannot be achieved
with the amount of
dispersed growth it has
in rural areas

Use of school places to
determine growth in
village clusters should

Comments noted.

Overall housing
numbers are
addressed under
Policy 1 and
through additional
site allocations
and the use of
some windfall
sites.

The numbers
must meet the
housing need for
the area identified
through the
government’s
standard
methodology and
other evidence of
rising need, with
a buffer to ensure
delivery. The
great majority of

Housing numbers
have been raised
in the plan.

Some
amendments
have been made
to a number of
policies to
promote
sustainable
growth.

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version.




growth triangle. Moreover, there was a clear
focus for housing and other growth to be in
and close to Norwich, with minimal new
development to be permitted in the rural
policy areas. The GNLP strategy seems to be
contradicting the direction of travel envisaged
in the JCS and appears to undermine the
planning process. A great strength of the JCS
is the protection it gave to the rural areas:
this seems to be sacrificed in the GNLP Draft
Plan.

The Introduction is clear that the GNLP must
also assist the move to a post-carbon
economy and protect and enhance our many
environmental assets. It will be difficult if not
impossible to meet these targets if new
housing to the scale proposed in the draft
strategy is dispersed across the rural areas
of Broadland and South Norfolk. The main
justification for this appears to be the
availability of primary school places in the
village clusters, whereas there are more
important measures for sustainability which
should be taken into account, including the
number of car journeys and journeys by
delivery vehicles to new housing, along with

be replaced by vehicle
trip generation

Concern that there will
be a lack of scrutiny of
SNVC sites

Internal inconsistency
within the plan over the
approach to SN +
Broadland villages -
additional dwellings in
S. Norfolk village
clusters are given as ‘a
minimum of 1,200’
which gives no limit
and is inconsistent with
the Broadland
approach.

the growth is
focussed in larger
settlements,
providing a
planning strategy
which assists the
move to a post-
carbon economy.
The Village
Clusters
approach ties
small scale
growth in villages
with available
local services.

Phasing of
development is
not realistic given
the scale of
housing need
nationally and
locally and the
consequent need
to encourage
rather than
restrict new




the associated congestion such vehicles will
result in.

Concerned that South Norfolk Village
Clusters Housing Site Allocations document
will not receive the same level of scrutiny as
the main draft strategy document. We are
also very concerned that the number of
additional dwellings on top of the existing
commitment of 1,349 houses is given as "a
minimum of 1,200 The use of the word
minimum is unnecessary and potentially very
alarming, as in effect this gives no limit to the
maximum number of houses which could be
allocated in those village clusters. Given the
draft plan provides enough committed sites to
accommodate 9% more homes than need!(,
along with two contingency locations for
growth) and does not include windfall
developments in its housing totals, the word
minimum should be replaced with maximum
or up to as is the case with the figures for
Broadland village clusters. Why is there this
discrepancy in language between two
authorities which are part of the same Local
Plan: it appears to be inconsistent and
illogical.

housing
development.




20744

Comment

Para 6 " it needs to ensure that we can
deliver well designed new developments to
create attractive, sustainable...." . From my
experience of the planning system, it is
difficult for officers and committees to sustain
or achieve this. The power lies in the hands
of the development Team who may or may
not aspire to a quality delivery.

Para 8 "planning flexibly" The whole GNLP
document is based upon continuing and
continual growth, when the world resource
account is overdrawn. Everlasting growth
using finite resources of water and land is not
sustainable.

New development in
the hands of
development team who
may not aspire to
quality design

GNLP based on
unsustainable
continual growth using
finite resources such
as water and land.

Comments noted.

Policy 2 sets a
broad range of
requirements to
ensure high
quality design,
including water
efficiency and the
efficient use of
land. This is
supported by the
requirement for a
sustainability
statement for
major
developments
(10+ homes).

Overall housing
numbers and jobs
growth are
addressed under
Policy 1. The
numbers must
meet the housing
need for the area
identified through

Housing numbers
have been raised
in the plan.

Some
amendments
have been made
to a number of
policies to
promote
sustainable
growth.

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version.
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the government’s
standard
methodology to
provide both for
the existing
population and
anticipated

economic growth.

The GNLP plans
for sustainable
growth, with
environmental
protection and
enhancement
and more
sustainable
pattens of
movement.

20791

Norwich Green
Party

Comment

Updates needed:

1. Government has announced intention of
bringing forward deadline to end sale of
petrol/diesel cars and vans to 2035. This has
implications for clean energy provision and
local charging infrastructure.

2. Transforming Cities is likely to secure
smaller funds for sustainable travel
improvements, with serious implications for
developing public transport upon which the

Update using:

Latest gov. policy on
clean energy, local
charging infrastructure
and greener homes

Likely reduced funding
from Transforming

Comments noted.

A number of
changes have
been made to the
plan and the
supporting text to
take account of
the latest
government
policy on
environmental

11




Joint Core Strategy was predicated. There
are no other sources of funding on the
horizon for ensuring that existing and new
strategic growth areas will be served by
public transport to help encourage modal
switch.

3. 'Planning for Future' includes measures to
build greener homes.

Cities to support modal
shift required by JCS

and transport
matters.

See Reg 19
Proposed
submission Plan
for revised
version

20959

Easton Parish
Council

Comment

As a parish council we have found this whole
document difficult to navigate. We feel it has
not been written in a way that will attract a
high level of public comment. We feel that the
inspector viewing this document should not
accept its content and have it rewritten so
that the community can engage with it. The
web portal is difficult to navigate and is of
poor design to encourage all members of
society to engage with the questions being
asked.

Document and web
portal difficult to
navigate and comment
on. Document should
be rewritten so that the
community can engage
with it.

Comments
Noted. The plan
has to be a
technical
document to
provide a
planning strategy
for use in
producing more
detailed planning
policies, and
ultimately for
assessing
planning
applications.
Equally the
intention is that
consultation will
help to shape its
content.

No change to the
plan.

Every effort has
been made to
ensure that the
web site is easy
to use for the
Reg.19
Publication stage.

12




Significant effort
has been made
to produce a
clear and
understandable
plan. We will
assess whether
there are further
opportunities to
clarify the
content.

The web site was
produced by
leading
professionals in
the field
nationally. It has
to have a lot of
information on it
to allow everyone
to have their say
on the wide
number of
planning issues
and sites to be
considered in an
area with over
400,000 people.
Every effort has

13




been made to
make the web
site accessible
and we will
continue to work
at improvements.
1,755
representations
were received as
web submissions
through the
consultation.
Email and letter
submissions were
also accepted.

21244 Comment | The proposed 2040 ban on petrol and diesel engines specified at Agreed Paragraph 9

L Servi paragraph 9 will need updating to 2032 - 2035 in light of the updated as
anpro services Governments consultation on this announced 4/2/2020. suggested

21273 Comment | Growth and sustainability are different goals. | Growth should be Overall housing Housing numbers

We should be wary of growth, a large amount
of the increased demand for housing comes
from an influx of population from Home
counties and Midlands. People move to
Norfolk because the “developed”
environments they live in now have high
crime, poor air quality, traffic congestion,
bleak town centres, a plague of loneliness
and mental health issues and degraded
countryside. Intelligent planning is required to

restricted to protect
Norfolk’s

characteristics as a low

density area and

environmental assets.

numbers are
covered by Policy
1 and
environmental
protection and
enhancement by
policies 2, 3 and
4. Local Plans
are required to
address their

have been raised
in the plan.

Some
amendments
have been made
to a number of
policies to
promote

14




enshrine the quality of life we are able to
enjoy in our low population density county
and not to enslave ourselves to growth with
all the disadvantages it brings.

housing needs.
Many of these
needs are
generated by the
existing
population as well
as internal
migration.

sustainable
growth.

21340
Reedham PC

Comment

There is no mention of using phasing in the
delivery of the new housing. New sites
should not be allowed to be developed until
those already allocated in the JCS have been
built out.

Need for phasing of
development

Phasing of
development is
not realistic given
the scale of
housing need
nationally and
locally and the
consequent need
to encourage
rather than
restrict new
housing
development.

No change on
phasing.

21489 and 23006

Hingham Town
Council

Comment

Hingham Town Council have engaged fully
with the consultation.

Consensus was that the GNLP consultation
was poorly organised, was not inclusive and

e Consultation
and site
selection
processes
questioned;

Overall growth
requirements are
addressed
through policy 1
and infrastructure
through policy 4.

No change - the
Norwich Road
site has been
retained as the
main site

15




the GNLP website is not user friendly leading
to public view that there is no point in
engaging and decisions have already been
made.

Site assessments are extremely flawed.

Site phasing is required

Preference for no further development in
Hingham as recent development has
provided insufficient improvements to
infrastructure.

Proposed housing numbers too high -
smaller sized gradual development may be
less impactive

Development should provide affordable
housing for local families, a range of suitable
housing for a diverse population in
appropriate locations.

there is a need
for phasing of
development;
The amount of
growth suitable
for Hingham;
Whether GNLP
policies will
provide a range
of housing
including
affordable
housing
supported by
the named
infrastructure
and
environmental
improvements.

Affordable
housing will be
provided in line
with policy 5
(33%). Growth in
Higham as a KSC
with a good range
of local services
is set out policy
7.3 and site
allocation policies
cover site specific
requirements.

Phasing of
development is
not realistic given
the scale of
housing need
nationally and
locally and the
consequent need
to encourage
rather than
restrict new
housing
development.

allocation in the
town.

16




Infrastructure required includes:

e footways and pedestrian priority,

e road safety improvements to the
"Fairland crossroads" , increased
primary school capacity,

e public car park,

e provision for green travel such as
publicly available vehicle charging
points,

e extended green space for sports
facilities,

e an extension to the cemetery.

Hingham Town Council have recently
acknowledged the Climate Emergency, any
development needs to address and mitigate
environmental impact, including in terms of
sustainability, green issues, pollution, and
wildlife habitat.

Significant effort
has been made
to produce a
clear and
understandable
plan. The site
selection process
has been
transparent and
well evidenced. It
is important to
note that very
limited
information on
the site favoured
by the town
council was
submitted to the
GNLP team
ahead of the Reg.
18C consultation.

The web site was
produced by
leading
professionals in
the field
nationally and the
content has been

17




clarified and
updated for the
Reg. 19 plan.

21709 Support Whilst the role of the Norfolk Strategic The NSPF covers D to C issues within Text in the
Brown & Co Planning Framework (NSPF) is recognised, it | Norfolk effectively, addressing cross introductory
is considered that additional emphasis should | boundary strategic issues, most section of the
be placed upon the need to cooperate with importantly identifying that all plans should | strategy
neighbouring authorities ........ given the meet their own housing need in full; document
scale of the Greater Norwich area and the covering the work
level of growth proposed it is inevitable that SCC and East Suffolk and Mid Suffolk done on the Duty
this would have an impact upon need and districts have all been engaged in the plan | to Cooperate has
delivery within surrounding districts. making process and have responded to the | been clarified and
Reg. 18 consultation. No issues relating to | updated. A
the D to C have been raised. statement of
common ground
A statement of common ground with with relevant
relevant Suffolk authorities is being Suffolk
developed showing that D to C issues have | authorities is
been covered. being developed.
21815 Object ¢ this consultation seems to be a repeat of what was done a Note objections to No change to the plan

Barford Parish
Council

year or two ago, yet sites around Barford and

Wramplingham are being considered again. This makes a

mockery of previous consultations.

e consultation documents and response procedures are of low
quality as process is complex and there is too much
expertise and information required to make a useful
response which likely puts off members of the pubilic.

plan making process.
It is important to note
that:

Consultation is an
ongoing process. The
early Reg.18

18




o Concerned by SN making its own plan, there are 4 very
significant local sites being considered by them.

o Consultation regarding these sites unlikely to occur until
September/October 2020 as indicated by District Councillor
Richard Elliot.

e This means the sites won’t be considered within scope of
GNLP nor within this consultation exercise.

e The NDR was understood to promote development of
housing close to Norwich reducing the need for fragmentary
and environmentally damaging rural development
elsewhere. However, the GNLP seems to be ignoring this,
and continuing to promote building on green-belt land in
Broadland and South Norfolk where the Village Cluster sites
are NOT OPEN FOR CONSIDERATION.

o further concerns ref: SN lack of transparency are that the
Village cluster approach will permit significant sized housing
outside of local development boundaries and there is no
maximum allocation, just a minimum which is above and
beyond existing commitment.

o lack of inclusion of all village cluster proposals in SN ward
exclude parish council from making meaning contribution
relating to local developments, isn’t consistent with true and
fair consultation approach and demonstrated that
consultation exercise is incomplete.

o Also endorse CPRE response.

consultations
presented all
submitted sites for
comment. Those
comments have been
passed on to officers
producing the SN
Villages Plan

The chosen sites in
village clusters will be
available to be
commented on
through the
consultation on the
SN Villages Plan

21905

Home Builders
Federation

Object

The NPPF states plans should be “reviewed to assess whether
they need updating at least once every five years” and goes on
to state that reviews “should be completed no later than five
years after the adoption date of that plan”. As such the Council’s
policy to review the plan 5 years after adoption is not consistent
with national policy. The review must be completed prior to the
plan being five years old to allow for the prompt updating of the
plan if necessary. We would therefore suggest the following
change is made:

Comments noted.

Policy 1 amended to state that
the plan will be reviewed in
line with the revised plan-
making system

19




Change from "This plan will be reviewed 5 years after adoption”
to -

"The Councils will complete and publish a review of this plan 5
years after adoption to assess whether it needs to be updated.”

22014 Comment e The adopted Mulbarton Local Plan needs to form part of Comments noted. See Reg 19 Proposed
) rocess. . submission Plan for revised
Mulbar.ton Parish . Bifﬁcult to meet targets if dispersed across rural areas, S|.nce the SNVC plan version
Council especially as Mulbarton has seen dramatic growth in past 20 | Will o through a full
years which has exceeded provision of services for the plan making process
community. it will be subject to full
e As part of the village cluster Mulbarton will not receive same | scrutiny.
level of scrutiny as main draft strategy.
o Additional dwellings in S. Norfolk are given as ‘minimum of
1,200’ The Mulbarton
Neighbourhood Plan
is referenced in
appendix 4 and will
be used in
conjunction with the
Greater Norwich
Local Plan and the
South Norfolk villages
plan.
22032 comment Para 15 refers to period to 2036, needs amending to 2038 Noted. Amended as suggested. See
Reg 19 Proposed submission
East S_UffOIk Pla% for revised version
Council
22244 Comment SCC would be interested to engage further with the progress of Noted. Engage No change to plan.
SNC’s ‘village clusters plan’ in respect to its relevance to further with SCC on
ggﬁ?‘gICounty Suffolk’s education provision and transport infrastructure. village clusters

20




22263

Barton Willmore

Comment

Role of A11 and Cambridge Norwich Tech Corridor needs to
be better reflected in wider growth strategy.

Sustainability agenda highlights need for growth in
sustainable locations that have immediate needs served
from a local community.

Possible that less affluent in society will be more affected by
sustainability targets due to increased costs which places
greater need for development to be planned of sufficient size
to support wider range of local services and which will serve
needs of local population and minimise small journey travel.
Do not support proposal to reserve 1,200 homes to villages
as part of separate plan pre-judges the number before a full
assessment of where housing can most sustainably be
located. Directing small scale growth in villages as
advocated is at odds with principles of sustainable
development.

Due to village growth being small scale, residents will rely
more on cars as their will not be scope for additional growth
in villages where developments occur. As such all site
allocations should be in one plan allowing growth to be
directed to settlements that have services and transport
connections to support it.

rolling forward allocations suggest authorities have not
assessed whether they are currently delivering growth.
There is a significant shortfall against planned growth in the
previous Joint Plan making the affordability of housing even
less within the reach of the population as highlighted in the
SHMA which shows the salary multiple in South Norfolk has
become worse than the national average. It is essential that
the plan identifies the most sustainable strategy for
achieving the growth required rather than relying on previous
allocations.

The broad range of
comments are noted.

See Reg 19 Proposed
submission Plan for revised
version

22281

Object

The South Norfolk village cluster plan is a direct
contradiction to the single plan approach and creates an

Comments noted,
taking account of:

Some minor changes to the
text throughout the plan make
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Hugh Crane Ltd

element of uncertainty regarding the deliverability of some
1,200 homes across the Greater Norwich area.

the approach taken within the draft GNLP does not allocate
sufficient sites and defers the allocation of a number of sites
to another plan. In this regard, the draft GNLP conflicts with
national policy.

no evidence demonstrating overall pattern of development in
SN to be appropriate and sustainable, accounting for the
reasonable alternatives, based on proportionate evidence.
Concern is raised that no formal timescales have been
published in respect of the South Norfolk Village Clusters
Plan.

1.

The Planning
Regulations
and the NPPF
(particularly
paras. 17 to
19) make it
clear that a
local plan
does not need
to be a single
document;

Evidence will
be provided at
examination to
show the sites
to meet the
minimum
1,200
requirement in
SNVCs;

Reasonable
alternatives
for the growth
strategy,
including the
village
clusters, have
been provided

it clear that the GNLP
provides the strategy for the
whole Greater Norwich area
and that the majority of the
sites are in its Site
Allocations.
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through the

Reg. 18 stage.

13365 Comment e Question assumption that local plan should be based on Comments noted. A number of changes have
continued linear economic growth which is especially been made to the plan and
Broadland Green unsustainable in a county with limited opportunities for the supporting text to take
Party growth. without permangntly damaging environment and The plan covers account of the latest
wellbeing of current residents and employees. environmental government policy on
¢ Plan should provide opportunity to consider a circular protection and environmental and transport
economy; designing out waste and pollution, keeping h ti matters.
materials in use, transitioning to renewable energy and en e_mcemen N
maintain and regenerate natural systems. relation to
o NPPF 2019 states that unless there are wholly exceptional | development.
reasons, developments should be refused if they would See Reg 19 Proposed
result in deterioration or loss of irreplaceable habitats. There submission Plan for revised
is an urgent need to review developments such as the version
Wensum Valley western road link which would result in loss
of irreplaceable habitats.
e agree with assisting move to post-carbon economy and
protecting and enhancing environmental assets, but
consider it should be the heart of the plan rather than ‘assist
the move’
13366 Object Welcome reference to heritage and historic environment. Comments noted. No change to the plan in

Historic England

Concerned that not proposing to update Development
Management policies at present, would be helpful to read plan as
a whole.

Para20 states Development Management policies will not be
amended except in very specific circumstances.

Unclear what the statutory relationship between these
documents will be. If GNLP is strategic level policies it’'s unclear

The continued use of
existing DM policies
is regarded as sound
as the Planning
Regulations and the
NPPF (particularly
paras. 17 to 19) make
it clear that a local

relation to these points.
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how existing development management policies will be able to
deliver these objectives and vision given they already exist. This
raises fundamental question regarding the ability of the overall
plan to provide a sound, evidence based positive strategy for the
conservation and enhancement of the historic environment given
that the strategic part of the plan will be retrospectively
formulated in isolation of the development management parts of
the plan. The approach taken means that there will be a period
where the development management policies will not
synchronise with the new strategic policies. There is concern that
this fundamentally undermines a truly integrated plan-led
approach to long term development.

We are concerned that the approach taken will result in any plan
being unsound as it will in effect be incomplete and the
component parts will not reflect each other. It is for these reasons
that even in the event the GNLP is sound itself; it is very unlikely
that we will be able to confirm that the entire plan is sound. At
this stage we must again advise that the development
management policies are reviewed to ensure that they align and
can deliver the strategic policies of the GNLP.

plan does not need to
be a single document.

The GNLP meets the
NPPF requirement
(paragraph 17) which
states “The
development plan
must include strategic
policies to address
each local planning
authority’s priorities
for the development
and use of land in its
area” and paragraph
20d which states that
this must include
“conservation and
enhancement of the
natural, built and
historic environment”.

Paragraph 20 of the
draft GNLP strategy
makes it clear that it
will only update DM
policies where
necessary to
implement the
strategy. However,
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clear timetables in the
Reg. 19 version of the
plan for the review of
DM policies in the 3
districts would be
helpful in reducing
these concerns.

13413 Crown Point
Estate

Comment

e Given the age of the Norfolk Local Transport Plan and the
Norwich Area Transportation Strategy, and that the Norfolk
Local Transport Plane and the Transport for Norwich
Strategy are currently in early review stages, we suggest
they have a reduced influence on the transport priorities of
the GNLP. Especially as sustainable transport has become
more emphasised.

¢ In order to future-proof these priorities it is considered
essential that the evidence base relied upon is up to date or
that contingencies are ensconced within the GNLP.

e We anticipate commenting further once these documents
are published as part of the wider evidence base.

Comments noted.

No change to the GNLP
Strategy required in relation to
these points.

22919

Barratt David
Wilson Homes

Object

GNLP states the three districts are working together to produce a
single plan but then advises it will only be a partial plan with
SNDC producing the other part on its own.

It also says the GNLP identifies the sites to meet the needs
which it doesn’t.

It also says it will supersede the JCS and the site allocation
documents in each of the three districts which it wont in SN.

Without sight of the ‘South Norfolk Village Clusters Housing Site
Allocations’ document it is impossible to know whether sufficient
sites will be found for the 1,200 new homes assigned to that area

The GNLP provides
the strategic
requirement for
housing numbers in
the South Norfolk
villages, with a
separate plan
allocating the sites.
This is considered a
robust approach.

Some changes have been
made to the introductory text
to better explain the role of
the South Norfolk village plan.

See Reg 19 Proposed
submission Plan for the
revised version.
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/ document; there is no evidence to suggest that the figure will
not be different. Nor is there any evidence to demonstrate that
these sites will represent a sustainable pattern of development
or, as required by the NPPF (para.35), an appropriate strategy,
taking into account the reasonable alternatives, and based on
proportionate evidence.

23068
Orbit Homes

Object

we are concerned with how the Plan itself aligns with the
stated position and its lack of alignment with the proposed
policies. This is turn means that the purpose of the Plan is
not clear.

the GNLP does not plan for sufficient housing to meet the
local needs in accordance with the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) and National Planning Policy Guidance
(NPPGQG). It does not take a long-term view in terms of the
growth of the Cambridge-Norwich Tech Corridor, and in
policy terms, does little to encourage or stimulate the
success of the Corridor. This stance is not aligned with wider
strategies and initiatives, and therefore we consider the aim
of the plan is undermined.

The preferred sites identified are not the most sustainable
when compared to reasonable alternatives and the Plan
defers the allocation of sites for 1,200 homes to a future
‘Village Clusters’ Plan

A11 has recently been dualled and is an important link
between Cambridge and Norwich, this has required a
substantial investment and growth should maximise and
support this via allocating growth at a garden village with a
new junction on the A11.

A mobility hub at Wymondham Station has been allocated
funds which should reaffirm its position in the settlement
hierarchy and its growth potential. Given Wymondham'’s
position in the Tech Corridor and its sustainable transport
connections there should be a more comprehensive plan for
growth here.

The broad range of

comments are noted.

The GNLP provides
the strategic
requirement for
housing numbers in
the South Norfolk
villages, with a
separate plan
allocating the sites.
This is considered a
robust approach.

Some amendments have
been made to the early
sections of the plan,
particularly the Vision and
Objectives, to better align
them with the overall strategy.

The overall housing numbers
have been raised.

Some changes have been
made to the introductory text
to better explain the role of
the South Norfolk village plan.

See Reg 19 Proposed
submission Plan for the
revised version
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The plan states in needs to look beyond 2038 but also states
no new settlements are considered due to the long period for
this to be established.

The SN village clusters plan undermines the purpose of the
plan by not making clear that a sufficient housing provision is
met and that enough land will be brought forward to address
objectively assessed needs over plan period. The 1,200
homes allocation is considered significant so shouldn’t be
covered separately.

the approach of preparing a separate document for just one
constituent authority in isolation is not considered a robust
approach to plan making and risks making the GNLP
ineffective.
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QUESTION 2

STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 2 - Is the overall purpose of this draft plan clear?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS:

24 (23 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

BREAKDOWN:

8 Support, 5 Object, 11 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have
been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence,

amendments have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed
Submission version of the Plan

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP RESPONSE CHANGE TO PLAN
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION
19804 Object e Wortwell doesn’t have infrastructure | Whether housing | Comments noted and No change.
member of the for more houses. growth should be | passed onto SN Village

) e Schools and doctors over allocated in Clusters Plan team
public subscribed Wortwell

e Will devalue properties in village
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we moved from new housing estate
as low cost created burglaries,

Need for
infrastructure to

Policies 2 and 4 of the
GNLP aim to ensure

drugs and misbehaviour support growth new development
provides infrastructure
to support growth
19901 Support Plan has sustainability embedded in | Support on Note support for The Biodiversity Net
ber of th it; in energy consumption, transport | sustainability sustainability policies. Gain requirement in

mebrIT'] erottne and the environment. issues policy 3 has been

PUbIic clarified at 10% in
line with the
Environment Bill.

20018 Comment Purpose is clear for those who have | Note difficulty re. | Comments noted. The text/glossary

Member of th a background in the process but the | terminology for have been amended

P et;? erotthe terminology would be difficult for general public to further

ublic many lay people. reduce/clarify

technical language
use.

20042 Support fairly clear in spelling out the reason | Note support on | Note support No change.

for the pl
Member of the or the plan reasons for the
. plan
public
20502 Object Clear that strategy favours Note view that: Comments noted. Further clarity has

Marlingford and
Colton Parish
Council

developers’ profits over needs of
community.

Lip service is given to environmental
protection but it is largely ignored —
new vehicle movement created by
village clusters idea, based as it is

The strategy
favours
developers’
profits over

been provided in both
the text and policies
in relation to
environmental
protection, in
particular in relation
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on false infrastructure assumptions,
is an example of this conflicted
strategy

needs of
community.

There’s conflict
in the strategy
between
environmental
protection and
additional traffic

to The Biodiversity
Net Gain requirement
in policy 3 which has
been clarified at 10%
in line with the
Environment Bill.

from village
clusters
approach
20754 Object ¢ looking beyond the end date Note concerns Comments noted. Further clarity has
Member of the assumes additi.onal growth needs over long-term Policies 2 and 3 in been provided in both
_ which would mirror growth of last growth particular focus on the text and policies
public 20/30 years. statements and | environmental in relation to
 National resource assets being lost | resource/habitat | protection and environmental
to infrastructure and development, | |psges enhancement. protection, in
planning should have more defence particular in relation
against the continued loss of habitat to the Biodiversity
and agricultural resources and Net Gain requirement
provide a stronger requirement for . © . d .
zero carbon development/retrofit — a in policy :f’,Wh'Ch has
resource efficient circular economy. been clarified at 10%
in line with the
Environment Bill.
20793 Object e major conflicts/tensions in overall Note concerns Comments noted. The | Some aspects of text

plan purpose between growth and
achieving sustainable development

about:

climate change
statement + policy 1

and policies have
been updated in
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Norwich Green
Party

e.g. how will plan contribute to net
zero carbon by 2050 or to County
Council’s environmental policy to
achieve carbon neutrality by 2030
and at the same time support road
investment programmes?

JCS failed to deliver sustainable
development e.g. transport’s share
of carbon has increased, the NDR
was delivered but not the bus rapid
transit system promised; and
inadequate numbers of affordable
homes were built. GNLP offers more
of the same.

plan not
contributing to
carbon neutrality
targets,
particularly in
relation to road
and public
transport policy

inadequate
affordable
housing

(strategy), policy 4
(infrastructure) and
policy 5 (homes)
provide GNLP policy
coverage on these
issues, though transport
policy is primarily set
through county council
strategies. .

relation to these
issues — see the Reg.
19 version of the
plan.

20960

Easton Parish
Council

Comment

Note view that:

As a parish council we have found the document

difficult to navigate.

Feel it's not been written in a way to attract high level of

public comment.

We feel inspector viewing this should not accept its
content and have it rewritten so the community can

engage with it.

Website difficult to navigate and is of poor design to
encourage all members of society to engage with it.

Noted. The plan has to
be a technical document
to provide a planning
strategy for use in
producing more detailed
planning policies, and
ultimately for assessing
planning applications.
Equally the intention is
that consultation will
help to shape its
content. Significant
effort has been made to
produce a clear and
understandable plan.

No change to plan.
Every effort has been
made to make the
Reg. 19 web site
easy to use.
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We will assess whether
there are further
opportunities to clarify
the content.

The web site was
produced by leading
professionals in the field
nationally. It has to have
a lot of information on it
to allow everyone to
have their say on the
wide number of
planning issues and
sites to be considered in
an area with over
400,000 people. Every
effort has been made to
make the web site
accessible and we will
continue to work at
improvements. 1,755
representations were
received as web
submissions through the
consultation. Email and
letter submissions were
also accepted.
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21064 Support Note view that: Comments noted, Some aspects of text
Saving e Notion of integrated 3 council plan is illogical incl.uding the view t.hat and policies hqve
Swainsthorpe e Contents of plan implies bias in favour of dev'elopers an integrated plan is been updated in
. s A . illogical when planning relation to these
Campaign and little if any attention is given to residents, place ; b reqi ) ~ the R
and the environment with no attempt to consider ora sub region. ISSUes , see e Reg.
seriously the carbon footprint of the plan. 19 version of the
e Focus on house building rather than overall planning plan.
of a sub region_ The climate Change
e Housing targets are significantly in excess of what is | statement + policy 1
required and contains reference (p37) of two (strategy), policy 4
additional contingency locations. (infrastructure) and
policy 5 (homes)
provide the main GNLP
policy coverage on
these issues.
Housing targets are
based on the required
methodology from
government to meet
need.
21246 Comment | Purpose generally set out clearly Note detailed Note comments in Some aspects of text

Lanpro Services

and Glavenhill
Ltd

however;

e base date and end date should be in

introduction.
e support para 5, particularly with

reference to creating world class jobs

in the areas listed— but will this be

comments made
on different
aspects of the
Introduction

relation to the
Introduction and policy 1
on the Strategy re
overall housing

and policies have
been updated in
relation to these
issues — see the Reg.
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via Stephen
Flynn

achieved through the preferred
growth strategy — are the
housing/employment allocations
adequate and well located to achieve
the goal?

Agree with para 9 but will it be
achieved by the preferred growth
strategy, particularly regarding
transportation?

Para 12 identifies important
strategies and initiatives, suggest
further clarification on how plan knits
together with and supports these in a
meaningful way

Para 13 refers to Greater Norwich
City Deal growth requirements being
met through GNLP, introduction
should explain what this is and what
the requirement numbers are
otherwise this may be meaningless
(particularly for the public). An
explanation for how these numbers
have been accounted for in the
overall housing requirements should
be within the document, it is currently
unclear.

Support principle of para 22 to look
beyond plan end date by setting a
strategy that can be sustainable
added to in the long term.

No clear reasoning for omission of
small sites in SN village clusters in

numbers + the separate
plan for the SN villages

19 version of the
plan.
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e |tis premature to ask for comments

Para 24. ‘More villages’ is not clear,
doesn’t justify why more primary
schools should decide a separate
growth strategy for SN. The
Cambridge Norwich Tech corridor
runs through SN which is a focus in
Para 5. It would make more sense if
this was the main consideration for
housing locations within SN. A clear
justification is needed to understand
how an approach of small site
dispersal among rural areas and
towns is sound. It places doubt on the
intent in Para 5 and the delivery of
the Vision for Greater Norwich in
2038 set out in Para 108. How can
1200 be relied upon when the sites
have yet to be identified and
assessed.

when 15% of new allocations are
missing. These sites form a
fundamental part of the overall
strategy and without identification of
these, the strategy is not sound.

21274

Member of the
public

Comment

Note that:

e Unable to find initiatives which will achieve objective
of protecting our environment, habitats and creating
new green spaces.

e Full dualling of A47 directly opposes the aim.

Comments noted.
Policies 2 (Sustainable
Communities) and 3
(the Environment)
primarily cover these
issues raised, especially

Further clarity has
been provided in both
the text and policies
in relation to
environmental
protection and
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Most of the remaining major habitat sites in Norfolk
will soon be flooded according to map 4 in section 2,
where will these species be relocated?

re protection of habitats,
Green infrastructure
provision and
biodiversity net gain.

enhancement, in
particular in relation
to the Biodiversity
Net Gain requirement
in policy 3 which has
been clarified at 10%
in line with the
Environment Bill -
see the Reg. 19
version of the plan.

21421 Support Support GNLP as written and will Note support and | GNLP team to continue | No change to plan.
. continue to engage with SNC through intention to to engage with Mid
Mid Suffolk
L , the duty to co-operate and on any engage further Suffolk DC about plan
District Council . . , o o
matters arising from preparation of Diss making, including issues
and District Neighbourhood Plan. relating to the
neighbourhood plan for
the Diss area.
21582 Support Note view that: Comments noted. Further clarification

GP Planning Ltd

Overall purpose is clear

Retention of existing adopted Growth Triangle Area

Action Plan and allocations therein, particularly GT16, is
supported. However, the introduction should make the
GNLP’s focus on additional growth to meet housing
delivery and other targets clearer, and that the
contribution of the allocated sites forms a baseline only
and won'’t be re-examined.

If the independent inspector wishes to review overall
housing numbers, the landowners and promoters of

has been provided in
the introduction on
the adopted the
Growth Triangle Area
Action Plan.

36




GT16 would wish to provide the appropriate
representation.

21708 Object Note view that: Comments noted Further clarification
has been provided in
RSPB the introduction and
e Integration between the planning authorities and local elsewhere in the plan
plans should be clear beyond housing e.g. increased on cross boundary
development in one plan area may lead to increased cooperation on
recreational pressure within another. issues such as
e Examples might include; electric vehicle charging recreational pressure.
points at start/end of journeys combined with
information to promote enjoyable experiences at the
end point.
21711 Comment | Note view that: Assess through the

Brown and Co

e Purpose is clear however, concerned approach of

growth distribution, carrying forward 82% of sites and
new allocations support this purpose.

e Proposed flexibility for climate change and move to

post-carbon society is welcomed but carrying forward
allocations and concentration of growth in urban
areas is considered to be misaligned with goal of

topic paper on the
introductory chapters
and policies 1 and 7

whether amendments to

the strategy will be
needed to ensure
carried forward
allocations are
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NCC to be carbon neutral by 2030 and national
target of 2050.

The strategy for growth and associated allocations
aren’t forward thinking enough to truly deliver
sustainable, resilient and attractive communities.
Carried forward allocation weren’t delivered in the
previous planning period. These should be
scrutinised with more evidence from
landowners/developers demonstrating ability to
deliver within plan period. Without this, delivery of
strategy is at risk through opportunistic large-scale
development undermining place-making,
sustainability and climate resilience.

deliverable and whether
the strategy contributes
to low carbon
sustainable, resilient
and attractive
communities.

21931 Support Yes (overall purpose is clear) Note support from UEA | Some updates have
UEA estates and peen maq e to the
buildi introduction — see
ulidings Reg. 19 version for
details.
22245 Comment e clear, logical and contemporary, Greater focus on | Comments noted. The plan now places
specific but addresses flexibility. the ageing a greater focus on
(S:uffoll<.|County e Opportunities and challenges population the ageing population
ounc presented by an ageing population through changes to
could be better embedded into the text, policy 5 (homes)
objectives relating to communities and site allocation
and economy policies.
22266 Comment e (Copied from Q1) See response to same text from Barton Willmore in question 1

Barton Willmore

Role of A11 and Cambridge
Norwich Tech Corridor needs to
be better reflected in wider growth
strategy.
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e Sustainability agenda highlights
need for growth in sustainable
locations that have immediate
needs served from a local
community.

e Possible that less affluent in
society will be more affected by
sustainability targets due to
increased costs which places
greater need for development to
be planned of sufficient size to
support wider range of local
services and which will serve
needs of local population and
minimise small journey travel.

e Do not support proposal to
reserve 1,200 homes to villages
as part of separate plan pre-
judges the number before a full
assessment of where housing can
most sustainably be located.
Directing small scale growth in
villages as advocated is at odds
with principles of sustainable
development.

¢ Due to village growth being small
scale, residents will rely more on
cars as their will not be scope for
additional growth in villages where
developments occur. As such all
site allocations should be in one
plan allowing growth to be
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directed to settlements that have
services and transport
connections to support it.

rolling forward allocations suggest
authorities have not assessed
whether they are currently
delivering growth. There is a
significant shortfall against
planned growth in the previous
Joint Plan making the affordability
of housing even less within the
reach of the population as
highlighted in the SHMA which
shows the salary multiple in South
Norfolk has become worse than
the national average. It is
essential that the plan identifies
the most sustainable strategy for
achieving the growth required
rather than relying on previous
allocations.

22504

Broadland Green
party

Comment

Insufficient emphasis has been put
on objective established within the
NPPF which describes need to help
sustainable development.

This means that the planning
system has three overarching
interdependent objectives:

economic, social and environmental.

We are therefore reviewing the plan
against these three objectives “to

Note intent to
review plan
against the 3
NPPF
sustainability
objectives

Comments noted. The
plan as a whole is
based on the NPPF
economic, social and
environmental
objectives and will be
tested at examination
accordingly.

A number of changes
have been made
policies and
supporting text in
relation to economic,
social and
environmental
objectives issues.
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secure net gains across each of the
different objectives”.

See Reg 19
Proposed submission
Plan for revised
version.

22527

Historic England

Support

Copied from Q1

Welcome reference to heritage and
historic environment.

Concerned that not proposing to
update Development Management
policies at present, would be helpful
to read plan as a whole.

Para20 states Development
Management policies will not be
amended except in very specific
circumstances.

Unclear what the statutory
relationship between these
documents will be. If GNLP is
strategic level policies it's unclear
how existing development
management policies will be able to
deliver these objectives and vision
given they already exist. This raises
fundamental question regarding the
ability of the overall plan to provide
a sound, evidence based positive
strategy for the conservation and
enhancement of the historic
environment given that the strategic
part of the plan will be
retrospectively formulated in

See response to same text from Historic England in question 1
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isolation of the development
management parts of the plan.
The approach taken means that
there will be a period where the
development management policies
will not synchronise with the new
strategic policies. There is concern
that this fundamentally undermines
a truly integrated plan-led approach
to long term development.

We are concerned that the
approach taken will result in any
plan being unsound as it will in
effect be incomplete and the
component parts will not reflect
each other. It is for these reasons
that even in the event the GNLP is
sound itself; it is very unlikely that
we will be able to confirm that the
entire plan is sound. At this stage
we must again advise that the
development management policies
are reviewed to ensure that they
align and can deliver the strategic
policies of the GNLP.

22871 & 23011

Bidwells (one for
GNLP0125, one
for 0520)

22871
Comment
23011
Support

Yes (overall purpose is clear)

Note support in assessing need for any
changes to the Introduction

Some amendments
have been made to
the introductory

section of the plan.
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See Reg 19
Proposed submission
Plan for revised
version.

23097

Salhouse Parish
Council

Comment

Does the plan consider any post-
Brexit employment changes?

Comments noted. Post-Brexit (and Covid
19) employment changes have been
assessed through the collection of new
evidence

Amendments have
been made to the
updated evidence on
Brexit and Covid 19,
most significantly to
policy 1 (overall job
numbers) and policy
6 (the economy).

See Reg 19
Proposed submission
Plan for revised
version.
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QUESTION 3

STRATEGY QUESTION: Question 3 - Please comment on or highlight any inaccuracies within the spatial profile?
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: 22 (20 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT 2 Support, 7 Object, 13 Comment
BREAKDOWN:
GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission
version of the Plan

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF MAIN ISSUES GNLP RESPONSE | CHANGE TO PLAN
(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ | COMMENTS REQUIRING
RESPONDENTS) COMMENT INVESTIGATION
19902 Comment transport link information is Transport issues. Comments noted. Updates have been
. wildly optimistic; made to the spatial
public e rail network to midlands is profile and policy 4 in
poorly maintained relation to transport.
e line to London is slow and
unreliable
e Cycle network is patchwork,
poorly maintained and often
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shares pavement space with
pedestrians.

e A47 is generally slower than
A11.

20043 Support no comment Note support No change
public
20431 Object o Para38 (Health & Wellbeing) Mental health and GP Comments noted. Updates have been
. ignores issues of mental health | surgery issues. made to the spatial
public services in area which result in profile and appendix 1 in
high suicide levels. relation to health issues.
e Poor emotional support for
those that can’t afford help.
e Dr’s surgeries over subscribed
20462 Comment | In the Cambridge/Norwich tech Correct tech corridor Comment noted The map has been
: corridor map cutaway, Cambridge | map replaced by a more up
public seems to be placed where to date one from the
Huntingdon is A11 Tech Corridor
team.
20666 Object/ e Insist on use of 2016 National | View expressed that the | Comments noted re. | Housing numbers raised
CPRE comment Household Projections. GNLP should use the housing numbers in | to reflect the updated
e If most recent ONS stats used | more up to date ONS policy 1, noting that | the standard
+ current commitments would be | 2016 household paragraph 60 of the | methodology
20740/21465/21843 sufficient to cover housing projections (rather than | NPPF requires local | requirement to use the

Hempnall PC (3
times)

+ 21816

needs.

the 2014 projections
required by the standard
methodology) negating
the need for more
allocations.

planning authorities
to use “the standard
method in national
planning guidance —
unless exceptional
circumstances

2014 based figures, the
trend for higher need
locally identified through
the most up to date
household projections
from 2018 and the clear
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Barford PC

+ 22015 Mulbarton
PC

+22655 Saxlingham
Nethergate PC

+ 23098 Salhouse
PC

justify an alternative
approach which also
reflects current and
future demographic
trends and market
signals”.

direction of travel of
national policy for higher
housing numbers set
out in Planning for the
Future.

20756 comment e Para 33 (population growth) — unclear how projected Comments noted. Text for policy 1 clarifies
Public growth Qf 46,000 required additional 44,500 homes and relationship between
33,000 jobs. projected population
e Para 65 (historically poor infrastructure leading to poor growth and housing
growth) is this proven or anecdotal? requirements
e Para99 Add Wensum and Tud rivers established by
Paras 104 & 106 — why build over water stressed quality government to address
land? long-term housing
shortage, along with job
numbers.
20987 Comment e Railway links to other Public Public transport and Note comments. Some aspects of text,
Public transport services need to be health facilities These issues are policies and appendix 1

co-ordinated eg bus to
Wymondham station, parking
facility for the station

Health provision to be provided
before development, surgeries
are overwhelmed and waiting
until after development does
not inspire confidence

covered primarily by
policy 2 (sustainable
communities) and 5
(infrastructure) as
well as through
separate transport
plans.

on infrastructure have
been updated in relation
to these issues — see
the Reg. 19 version of
the plan.
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Cycle ways should be provided
at development stage, not just
white lines added to pedestrian
footways

21279
public

Comment

national decline in birth rate
means population growth
estimate is potentially
inaccurate, simplistic and
lacking evidence.

Pie chart shows identical
percentage of young people in
2018 & 2038 but the
observation is that the trend for
higher than average young
populations is set to continue.
Unsubstantiated and
inaccurate information

Population data sources

Note comments
taking account of:

As referenced in the
footnotes of the
Reg. 18 draft plan,
the population
projection graph
following paragraph
33 and the pie
charts projecting
population by age
groups following
paragraph 34 show
population data
sourced from the
2016 ONS
projections. This
was the best
available data
source at the time of
writing.

Updates have been
made to the text and
charts using the most up
to date (2018) ONS data
for the Reg. 19 version
of the plan.
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The projected
higher than national
average numbers of
young people in the
population in 2038
(paragraph 36)
refers to Norwich
rather than Greater
Norwich. It is
correctly attributed
to trends based on
the city’s high
student population.

21353
Public
(Active Norfolk?)

Comment

Para 34 (increased older population links to residential
care) — emphasis should be on broader health system,
not just tertiary care. Primary and Secondary care
capacity will continue to be pressured, therefore a healthy
living environment is key to prevention
Paras 39-41 put disproportionate emphasis on crime
prevention — suggest mentioning increased impact on
health system of aging population and link to HWB
Priorities;
1. Single sustainable system — consider environmental
contributions to welfare

Comments Noted.

The spatial profile and
vision and objectives
text have been updated
to take account of
comments — see the
Reg. 19 version of the
plan.
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2. Prioritising prevention — promote physical activity —
link to priority areas for prevention in HWB plan

3. Tackling inequalities in communities — Better living
conditions, improved green infrastructure and
community space accessibility are important to
reduce inequality such as in parts of Norwich.

4. Integrating ways of working — increased lifespan
increases demand on health and social care services,
linking GNLP to Norfolk’s Integrated Care System and
Promoting Independent Programme is important for
this.

¢ Recommend hierarchy of sustainable transport image
inserted into para 66 to reinforce its importance (Walking

& wheeling, cycling, public transport, taxis and shared

transport, private car)

¢ No reference to walking connectivity as a policy priority

(Active Design Principle). Should be included with

reference to priority to access green space/community

assets by walking.
Para 101-102 — improving existing green spaces, particularly
country & urban parks, is important to promoting active uses
and to limit impact of excessive use of sensitive ecological
areas as population increases

21712
Brown & Co

Support

e Believe special profile to be accurate however there is
a failure to recognise influence Greater Norwich has on
the whole county, though it is considered that this
lessens as distance increases.

¢ Need to consider impacts on ability to plan and deliver
growth which may arise from outside of Greater
Norwich area.

Comments noted

Text has been amended
on the wider influence of
Greater Norwich and to
further clarify that all
Norfolk authorities have
agreed to meet their
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own housing needs
through the NSPF.

21976 Object . Mention of male life expectancy in the most deprived Comments noted, A number of changes
areas of Norwich as being 10.9 years lower than least | including support on | have been made to text
2?5;2 ';(;:ftc’lk deprived — how is this being addressed? climate change and policy which relate
y . Should use most recent ONS stats used - current statement and to the wide range of
commitments would be shown to be sufficient. targets comments.

. Welcome involvement in Government’s Transforming
Cities programme, look forward to Transport for
Norwich review.

. Provision of sustainable transport in rural areas is See Reg 19 Proposed
vague. The connecting Norfolk initiative is mentioned submission Plan for
but needs to be aligned with new climate change goals. revised version.
Target percentage for rural population with access to
public transport dropped by 10% since 2011 and no
actual figures seem to be available.

. The (not well advertised) liftshare initiative is
welcomed.

. An aim of GNLP should be to locate housing close to
jobs, locating houses in rural areas only adds to carbon
footprint and congestions which affects air quality and
wellbeing of residents.

. Welcome statement that GNLP policies need to
contribute to targets to reduce emissions and plan for
post carbon economy.

22120 object Horsford has 9th largest population in the area and should Comments noted. Housing requirements in
MDPC Town have a greater number of housing allocations. :%rrslflzrihhaanv;ez-een
Planning

22268 Comment Table 1 shows Wymondham to be larger than other Comments noted. Changes have been

centres making is an obvious location for growth.

made to text (especially
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Barton Willmore

Para 34 highlights high student and ageing population.
P16 shows 81% of housing need is for houses which
won’t be met with flats in the city. Building larger
housing in areas with good local facilities is the need
and Wymondham meets this need.

Para 44 87% housing has been delivered is inaccurate.
22,506 target for 2008/09-2018/19 — 18,221 delivered
(4,283 shortfall) which is circa 80% delivery. Worse in
Norwich Policy Area (20,163 target, 13,994 delivered —
69% delivery)

reference to 133% housing target being delivered
2015/16 & 2017/18 is misleading given shortfall of
4,283 homes. Delivery of growth to 2038 should be
fully assessed and needs a review of successful
delivery locations vs unsuccessful, deliver growth
based on this (eg Wymondham)

Comparing to the country’s average performance is
irrelevant and the under-delivery should be highlighted
here as it impacts affordable housing which is a local
issue. Provides justification for 20% buffer (as
supported by HBF) rather than 9%

in the spatial profile
which relate to the wide
range of comments on
data.

See Reg 19 Proposed
submission Plan for
revised version.

22359

Norwich Green
Party

Comment

Economy; emphasise importance of low/zero carbon
economy

Infrastructure; concerns policy driven by relatively poor
strategic infrastructure links. There is a lot of evidence
against road building. Education and skill delivery more
important which GN historically underperforms in. Lack
of integration between land use planning and transport
— dispersed development; strategic sites in peripheral
areas lacking public transport. Lack of consideration for
reasonable alternatives.

Comments noted.

A number of changes
have been made to text
and policy which relate
to the wide range of
comments.
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Renewable energy — Insufficiently pro-active &
ambitious

Delivery — Mustn’t be driven by housing/job targets
only, climate should be integral. Radical carbon

reductions needed to achieve net zero carbon by 2050.
Plan actions don’t reflect climate emergency (Para 81).

Plan doesn'’t deliver sustainable development as
defined by Brundtland Report ‘Our Common Future’

See Reg 19 Proposed
submission Plan for
revised version.

22505

Broadland Green
Party

Comment

e National decline in birth rate means population growth
estimate is potentially inaccurate, simplistic and lacking
evidence.

e Pie chart shows identical percentage of young people in
2018 & 2038 but the observation is that the trend for

higher than average young populations is set to continue.

e Unsubstantiated and inaccurate information

Para 35 (declining birth rate) is supported by ON latest report
(August 2019) — birth rate lowest ever recorded where
measured as proportion of total population.

Note comments
taking account of:

As referenced in the
footnotes of the
Reg. 18 draft plan,
the population
projection graph
following paragraph
33 and the pie
charts projecting
population by age
groups following
paragraph 34 show
population data
sourced from the
2016 ONS
projections. This
was the best
available data

Updates have been
made to the text and
charts using the most up
to date (2018) ONS data
for the Reg. 19 version
of the plan.
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source at the time of
writing.

The projected
higher than national
average numbers of
young people in the
population in 2038
(paragraph 36)
refers to Norwich
rather than Greater
Norwich. It is
correctly attributed
to trends based on
the city’s high
student population.
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QUESTION 4

STRATEGY QUESTION: Question4: - Are there any topics which have not been covered that you believe should have
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE: been?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: |9

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT 0 Support, 2 Object, 7 Comment
BREAKDOWN:
GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission
version of the Plan

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP RESPONSE CHANGE TO

(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING PLAN

RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

20044 Comment | Population by each of the defined areas would | Potential inclusion | Comment noted — Updates have

. be good to see, for instance Sprowston is of more some population data | been made in

public . e . . . . . :
identified as a town which is importance in population is in the spatial relation to
relation to infrastructure or lack thereof, be it information portrait and the need | infrastructure
from a health, transport or social viewpoint. for additional in appendix 1.

infrastructure is
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addressed in policy 4
and appendix 1.

20430 Object o Villages outside of Norwich struggle with Community Comment noted. Some updates
. insufficient, unreliable bus services meaning | transport Low carbon transport | have been
public car or taxi is needed which costs and leads is referenced in this | made in
to some feeling isolated. strategic plan through | relation to
¢ No reference to community transport policy 4 and its transport in
solutions, not low carbon options eg electric supporting text. text supporting
buses Transport plans cover | policy 4.
such issues in more
detail.
20758 Comment | Para 85 " should be "policies will contribute" Specific wording Comment noted. Standards are
. and take the opportunity to set standards for (para. 86 printed now set for
public . L .
any new development to be carbon neutral and | version) biodiversity net
provide bio-diversity net gain. gain (a 10%
increase from
development)
through policy
3
21280 Comment | Growth will not help achieve happiness and Happiness and Comments noted, Text in the
. wellbeing of communities now and in the future | wellbeing whilst also noting that | spatial profile
public provision of adequate | has been
and affordable updated to
housing and place a greater
employment can focus on
contribute to wellbeing.
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happiness and
wellbeing.

22269 Comment Copied from Q3 See response to same Barton Willmore comments in

e Table 1 shows Wymondham to be larger question 1
than other centres making is an obvious
location for growth.

e Para34 highlights high student and aging
population. P16 shows 81% of housing
need is for houses which won'’t be met with
flats in the city. Building larger housing in
areas with good local facilities is the need
and Wymondham meets this need.

e Parad44 87% housing has been delivered is
inaccurate. 22,506 target for 2008/09-
2018/19 — 18,221 delivered (4,283
shortfall) which is circa 80% delivery.
Worse in Norwich Policy Area (20,163
target, 13,994 delivered — 69% delivery)

o reference to 133% housing target being
delivered 2015/16 & 2017/18 is misleading
given shortfall of 4,283 homes. Delivery of
growth to 2038 should be fully assessed
and needs a review of successful delivery
locations vs unsuccessful, deliver growth
based on this (eg Wymondham)

e Comparing to the country’s average
performance is irrelevant and the under-
delivery should be highlighted here as it
impacts affordable housing which is a local

Barton Willmore
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issue. Provides justification for 20% buffer
rather than 9% as supported by HBF

22381 Comment e Para 81 essential to adapt to climate change and build Comments noted Further detail
. resilience. Flood risk from rising sea/river levels have flood added to the
Norwich Green risk implications in greater Norwich. spatial profile,
Party ¢ Need to reference biodiversity emergency and nature- policies and
depleted state of UK. There is need to create new wildlife supporting text
habitats as well as protect and enhance existing ones; on flood risk,
substantially increase tree coverage and hedgerows in rural biodiversity
and urban areas; protect urban green open spaces from and historic
development e.g. sports grounds and not replace grass with
hard surfaces. assets - see
e Historic assets: (92) add 'medieval street pattern' as having Reg.l 19
shaped historic development of Norwich and line of city wall - version for
Norfolk Structure Plans referred to medieval street pattern details.
which gave added protection to Norwich historic city centre.
22506 Comment | Note comments Comments noted. Text in the
IIi;(:.taydland Green . ;eﬁ]det%tciﬁ\éer happiness and wellbeing of community now and ;T)estil\sllricltr;c:)l;c’j[ﬁ: zzztlselepr:oflle
e Norfolk Association of Local Councils has a wellbeing strategy wellbg g sttrategy updated to
(with strong support from CPRE) which could be referenced in mentioned in th? place a greater
the plan with issues including; context of planning | focus on
policy and the wellbeing.

o low carbon economy, towards net zero

o trees, hedges, wildlife

o neighbourliness, inclusive communities and inter-
generational issues

o water, flooding and irrigation

built environment, housing & planning

o Cars, car paring, park and rise, lift sharing and public
transport

@)

requirements on the
NPPF.
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O O O O O

services (doctors, dentists etc)
loneliness

shopping

new technologies and Al
Employment

22754
Public

Object

Note analysis of the GNGB’s Annual Monitoring Report;

Consultation fails to recognise other factors which have
contributed to decline of retail rankings of Norwich in last 10
years; The city is being isolated due to retail and employers
being moved to the edges.

CO2 emissions from transport per capita haven’t decreased
for the three LPAs since 2011. The NDR will increase
emissions further. A modal shift in transport patterns is not
working and | question whether this is a real ambition or
conforming to government policy.

market towns and key centres of employment have had
declines in accessibility year on year. Are employment
centres in the right location?

general and affordable housing completions are green on
RAG but until 2018/19 overall housing has been short of
target.

Major losses in permitted employment floor space since
2011, particularly in Norwich. The increase in employment
suggests more working from home which is ignored in the
plan.

“Percentage of permitted town centre uses in defined centres
and strategic growth locations” -what is the annual
measurement? Figures show this to be failing.

“Objective 7: to enhance transport provision to meet the
needs of existing and future populations while reducing the
need to travel” is similarly failing.

Comments based on
AMR analysis noted.
The GNLP contains
policies to promote
sustainable economic
development and
movement patters.

Updates have
been made to
a number of
policies and
supporting text
on referenced
in the
comments -
see Reg. 19
version for the
changes.
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22842

Crown Point
Estate

via Pegasus Group

Comment

Note comments:

e Consider GNLP has not addressed the low-tech sector. Rural
businesses are acknowledged as important but does not
seem to translate into policy.

o Para78 discusses transportation modal shift with 375,000
increase in Norwich bus journeys. Need to build on this with a
further improvement of the Park and Ride network to improve
capacity and meet an increasing demand as growth strategy
comes to fruition.

e Draft Plan constrained by lack of detail on Transport for
Norwich review which includes the P&R network. The Loddon
Road P&R site, located on the only major transport route into
Norwich without P&R facilities, is a solution.

Comments noted.

P + R is supported by
the GNLP, but will
primarily be
addressed through
Transport for Norwich

The spatial
profile and
policy have
been slightly
amended to
have a greater
focus on low
tech sectors.

59




QUESTION 5

STRATEGY QUESTION: Question 5 - Is there anything you feel needs further explanation, clarification or reference?
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: | 22 (21 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT 1 Support, 5 Object, 16 Comment
BREAKDOWN:
GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence,
amendments have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed
Submission version of the Plan.

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP RESPONSE CHANGE TO
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING PLAN
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION
19903 Comment | This is not a strategy, just a report with Whether the plan is a Comments noted. The
oublic hopes for the future - there’s no details strategy The spatial profile mtroQuctory
AR wording has
section is introduced
. 9. as been
N para 9. amended to
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outlining “ the main
social, economic and
environmental issues
in Greater Norwich
which provide the
context for
development in the
local plan”. The
planning. strategy is
in the policies of plan

provide
greater clarity
that (as set out
in the
Contents
section).

20045
public

Support

Road network now supports
increasing routes across communities
to the north of city from UEA/hospital
to Broadland business park

clearer map of villages in Norwich
growth zone

Will public transport options increase
across villages as well as from
villages to city?

Transport
comments

Need for clearer
mapping of the
Strategic Growth
Area

Comments noted.

Consider Transport
comments through
Transport for
Norwich and other
county transport
documents

The strategic growth
area broadly defined
in the Key Diagram is
intentionally
diagrammatic,
showing the broad
area for strategic
growth.

No change

20592

Object

Note comments:

Use of per
capita/population

Comments on
Climate change

The climate
change
statement has
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Climate Friendly

Para84 has per capita CO2 footprints

wide footprint CO2

statement and CO2

been refined

Policy and but SA 2.11 uses population-wide data in plan + SA | targets noted. for greater
Planning footprint. Better to use just one — clarity - see
population-wide footprint is most . Regulation 19
appropriate as related to overall CO2 * Providing greater version of the
budget. clarlf[y on delivery strategy
Climate change statements sound of climate change '
promising but lack any demonstration statement No change on
on how to deliver. Set local bl CO2 targets —
Set a GNLP carbon budget aligned to Ceozoca measurable credible
national and international obligations, targets national data
with a measurable target for success for the local
(Stroud Draft Plan is a good example area is used,
forthis) with the target
Need for unified target across area to contribute to
national 2050
zero carbon
target
20759 Object Is there a plan if sea/coastal defences | Coastal defences Comments noted. Text and
't maintained and there i '
Public aren’'t maintained and there is a Flood warnings Maintenance of policy on flood

breach which could take out large
areas of the county?

Para88 what warning in place for
residents to relocate cars of prepare
for flood in Norwich?

coastal defences is
covered by Shoreline
Management Plans
led by the
Environment Agency
(EA) rather than
through local plans.
The SMP most
relevant to the

risk has been
amended for
clarity - see
Regulation 19
version of the
strategy.
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Greater Norwich
area, which does not
itself have a
shoreline, is the
Kelling Hard to
Lowestoft Ness SMP,
available here. Flood
warnings are also
provided by the EA.

20760 Comment Public transport needs to be more Public transport, cycling | Consider comments | No change to
bl affordable, reliable and of better and Norwich Western on road proposals, plan.
2375'(; (same as quality for a modal shift to occur. Link (NWL) Road public transport and
) Para 71 Wensum Link has no funding | proposals cycling infrastructure
or planning and should not be and information
assumed in the GNLP through Transport for
Para75 cycle network maps/boards Norwich:
needed in the city. Contra flow lanes
constructed without protection (Eg
Duke Street)
21068 Object not clear strategy; wish list rather than | Question whether the Comments noted. The wording of
, statement of emerging priorities and plan is a strategy . : the spatial
Saving supporting fund streams The spatial profile profile has
Swainsthorpe section is introduced been
Campaign in para 29. as
P . amended to
outlining “ the main .
: . provide
social, economic and .
. : greater clarity
environmental issues
that the

In Greater Norwich
which provide the
context for

strategy is set
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http://www.eacg.org.uk/smp6.asp

development in the
local plan”. The
policies in section 5
(as set out in the
Contents section)
provide the planning
strategy.

This is a high-level
planning policy
strategy for guiding
more detailed
subsequent plans
and planning
application
decisions. Appendix
1 provides the
infrastructure
requirements to
support the plan. It
will be supported by
Implementation
Plans (e.g. the
current GNIP)
providing details of
implementation
measures + funding
streams which will be
reviewed annually.

through the
plan’s policies.
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21253 Comment | Note view that: A broad range of Comments noted. Housing
Servi ) comments on housing Para. 43 covers past | numbers in the
Lanpro Services * Para 43 actual number .O.f required numbers and delivery, delivery and plan have
homes need to be specified — the 5. land ' t id b ised t
+ percentages provided but not total e 5-year land supply percentages provide een raised to
21375 numbers. and the City Deal. an easy means of take gccount
e Para 156 existing commitments assessing this. The | of evidence.
Glavenhill Ltd provide 82% of housing growth to standard Some
2038. Could be confusing for reader methodology for amendments
with the 87% delivery figure against assessing current have been
JCS targets. need takes account | made to the
e delivery percentages 2015/16 & 17/18 of previous shortfalls | text on
— do these relate to combined annual in delivery. housing
requirement for these years? numbers and
e Para 44 suggest paragraph removed, delivery.
5 year supply measured against
SHMA and not JCS, meaning it can
only be opinion that there was 5 year
supply in 2018.
e Para 57 What is the City Deal and
what are the council commitments in
terms of extra housing and
employment over and above the JCS
targets?
21282 Comment | Note comments and questions: Consider whether additional text is required in
Public the spatial portrait or in the text supporting policy

How is 28% affordable housing to be met?

More homes won’t make housing more
affordable, it will only flood the market

5 on Homes to explain requirement for affordable

housing with any major development as part of
the granting of planning permission.
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leaving householders in negative equity
and creating social instability.

21714
RSPB

Comment

Note comments

Para98 - clarify how to maintain water
quality, and how this will prevent
damage to protected sites.
Para106&107 need to be qualified to
mention possible conflict between
maintaining river flows and ensuring
no adverse impact on protected sites
and species, and the need as a public
water supply.

Para105 needs to mention poor soil
management on riparian habitats.
Peat and chalk soils in Wensum valley
and carbon capture should be
mentioned.

para107 needs clarification — what
mechanisms will overcome the
serious water stress

Para98 details needed on how
development will avoid impacting
designated sites.

Para101 more details needed for how
Gl is being improved. Also 101
contradicts HRA — biodiversity buffer
zones to control impact vs no impacts.
HRA should describe impact in terms
of ‘likely significant effect’.

Broad range of

comments on the spatial
profile, with an emphasis
on HRA issues. .

The role of the
spatial profile is to
identify baseline
issues affecting
planning for Greater
Norwich rather than
providing the
strategic planning
policies/responses.
These planning
policies and
responses are set
out in the strategy
section of the plan
(section 5).

The
introduction of
the spatial
profile has
been amded
to provide
clarity on its
role.

The text and
policies in
section 5
(most notably
policy 3 on the
environment)
have been
amended in
the light of the
comments,
particularly
relating to
HRA issues.
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RSPB has shown combinations of
impact sources leads to damaging
events on sites and species —should
include this ‘in combination’ aspect in
HRA

mitigation needed to cover cost of
infrastructure deterioration in popular
areas and enhance facilities, as well
as promote sustainable access.
Para104 Details needed on
mechanisms to be used to protect
landscapes

Para107 does not describe need to
extract water from the source.
Suggest protection of water and its
quality go beyond new water efficient
buildings. Lessons from new builds
should be conveyed and implemented
across existing infrastructure to help
change failing water framework
directive status of rivers and water
bodies in the broads.

Increased growth will compound
existing issues around water
provision, it's quality, and the nitrogen
and ammonium deposition.

Figure 4 does not show marine
protected areas off Norfolk Coast. The
Outer Thames Estuary SPA and
Greater Wash SPA should be
identified as a minimum. Relevant for
in-combination assessments in HRA
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as features of these sites that breed
on beaches could be impacted by
increased recreational pressure from
new developments in Greater
Norwich.

21715 Comment All parts of GNLP should ensure the Text and policies in the | Comments noted. Amendments
Brown & Co prote_ction and en.he)ncement of the strategy section and have been
special characteristics locally and Sites Plan should place made to the
regionally. a greater focus on spatial portrait,
To combat climate change there is a special local strategy
need to protect sites, valued characteristics, section and
landscapes and biodiversity protected sites, valued Sites plan to
ConS|c_Ier spatial profile elements landscapes and place a
collectively, for stratggy and sites to biodiversity greater focus
enable real change in Greater
Norwich area. on local -
characteristics.
applies to both
the strategy
and the sites
documents.
21829 Comment Improve and expand Broad range of comments on Comments noted. It | Amendments
Natural England information in Nat_ural natural environment coverage in | is important to note have been
Environment section by the strategy. that this portrait of made to the

recognising and including
biodiversity loss, climate
change, habitat fragmentation,
pollution etc and how the plan
affects these.

(97) Natura 2000 sites should
be replaced with European

the area does not
contain policy.

spatial portrait,
and strategy
section
(especially
policy 3) to
place a
greater focus
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Sites due to leaving the EU.
Would be useful to explain
NPPF refers to these as
habitats sites.

Abbreviations on legend of

Map 4 aren’t explained

Map(s) needed to illustrate
other natural environment
assets found within or adjacent
to GNLP area.

e (98) expand and clarify
impact of growth on water &
its quality separately from
recreational disturbance
impacts. Recreational
disturbance affects not just
international designated
sites, but a wide range of
important wildlife assets
including CWSs

e (101) Clear statement
needed that existing Gl
network needs protecting
from further loss and
severance as well as new Gl
creation.

e mention GI’s vital role in;
supporting biodiversity,
combating climate change,
reducing pollution, helping to
create attractive homes &
workplaces, enhancing

the natural
environment
including a
biodiversity net
gain policy
requirement
and greater
clarity on the
Gl network.
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landscapes, reducing flood
risks and aiding wellbeing.

e Protecting and delivering Gl

is key to GNLP’s objectives
and growth cannot be
sustainable without this.

e The plan should promote

delivery of strategic Gl
network that is resilient to
development scale, capable
of protecting species and
supporting habitats and
delivering wider range of
environmental services to
meet development needs.

22033

East Suffolk
Council

Comment

Para70 pleased A146 has been
recognised as a key link in the
Government’s Major Road
Network. The Preferred Option
Traffic Forecasting Report (Mar
2018) notes the Norwich
Road/Loddon Road and A146
Norwich Road/A143 Yarmouth
Road junctions will reach close
to 100% capacity by 2036.
They are within South
Norfolk/Greater Norwich area,
addressing traffic issues here is
likely to become a necessity.
The Barnby Bends bypass
Major Route Network

Clarifications on transport
issues affecting East Suffolk.

Comments noted.
NCC informed of
capacity and
improvement issues
raised on the
A146/A143 for
consideration
through transport
plans

Note issue re rail
services, taking
account of para. 73’s
role in covering
mainline rail links,

Minor changes
have been
made to the
text for
clarification -
see Reg.19
version.
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improvement proposal has
progress with funding to
prepare and outline business
case. These improvements
would benefit the A146 route
and A143 link.

e Para73 Norwich rail service
provides direct access to
Lowestoft, please update text
to include Lowestoft as a
destination

with par 74. covering
local links to
Lowestoft.

22180

Environment
Agency

Comment

Emissions and climate change
(p23)

e Para86 - expand to state
opportunities for carbon
sequestration through
environmental habitat
improvements should be
sought on site and offsite
through carbon offsetting or
biodiversity net gain. Outlining

carbon sequestration measures

as well as strategic planning

will ensure greater resilience to

temperature and rainfall
increases. Policy should be
underpinned by NLLP
compulsory net gain.

Flood Risk (p24)

Broad range of comments on
emissions and climate change,
flood risk, ecology,
environmental assets and
water.

Comments noted.

The role of the
spatial profile inis to
identify baseline
issues affecting
planning for Greater
Norwich rather than
providing the
strategic planning
responses. These
planning responses
are set out in the
strategy section of
the plan (section 5).

Changes have
been made to
the spatial
profile, policies
(mainly 2, 3
and 4) and
supporting text
in relation to
the comments.
See Reg. 19
version of the
plan for the
details. :
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Map 3 (flood zones) should
include climate change
enhanced flood outlines
(shown in Greater Norwich
2017 SFRA) as the revised
NPPF requires planning
applications to include an FRA
if they are in Future Flood
Zones.

Title of Map 3 to be updated to
‘fluvial and tidal flood zones’ &
Key to be corrected from Flood
zone 3- “1in 100” to “1 in 200”
(Annual probability of 0.5%)
Recommend Flood risk policies
include requirements of a FRA
and define what is safe in
different situations to provide
more clarity than is within the
PPG — should include
information on the following;
Sequential test, Exception test,
Sequential approach (higher
vulnerabilities on lowest risk
parts of the site), Safety
requirements for actual and
residual risk for different
development types (floor
levels, Resistant/resilient
construction, access egress,
flood emergency plans), Offsite
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flood risk (compensatory
storage).

some details of FRA are within
SFRA but need to be echoed
or expanded within flood risk
policy, or refer to SFRA in
policy. Particularly the
responsibility of LPA to
determine when Emergency
Flood Plan can ensure the
safety of development and
when dry floors and/or safe
access needed to be safe in a
flood. Stipulating these in the
plan for different development
types at residual risk of flooding
in a breach/actual risk of
flooding would be
advantageous.

Require new vulnerable
developments to have dry
floors in the actual risk design
fluvial 1%/tidal 0.5% annual
probability flood event including
climate change, and we require
all development types to have
refuge above the actual risk
and residual risk 0.1% annual
probability flood event including
climate change.

We do not have minimum floor
level requirements for less
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vulnerable development at
actual or residual risk, or more
vulnerable development at
residual risk, instead they are
allowed to be managed with
Flood Response Plans and
flood resistant/resilient
construction, to the satisfaction
of the LPA and their
Emergency Planners. Would
be good for Plan to include
these details in the flood risk

policy.
Ecology

paras 87 - 91 (flood risk), we
would like to see more natural
functioning of the water
environment, including natural
flood management measures
from slowing the flow and
retaining water upstream to
reconnecting floodplains in the
lower reaches of rivers. This
will help to restore natural
processes and contribute to
improving the water
environment under the Water
Framework Directive.

As previously advised, all new
developments should
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implement appropriate SuDS.
We would like to see close to
100% surface water retention
in all new developments to help
protect the water environment.
SuDS provision will need to be
included as part of the green
infrastructure planning;

¢ Flood attenuation — helping
to preventing surface water
flooding, and flash flooding
in the locality.

e Groundwater recharge —
Storing surface water run-off
and allowing it to be
released slowly will help
water to percolate back in to
underground aquifers.

o Filtering Pollutants, allowing
sediments to settle.

e Ecological benefits through
creation of ponds, swales
wetland areas and tree
planting as part of SUDs
schemes to create new
habitat. Where land was
previously industrial or
agricultural, bring a
quantifiable increase in
ecological diversity.
Features can also enhance
the appearance and appeal




of the built environment and
have amenity value.

e A reduction in pressure on
local sewerage infrastructure
which may already be at
capacity.

e Provide a source of water for
urban activities such as
gardening and bring benefits
for recreation, education and
wellbeing.

e www.susdrain.org/delivering-
suds/using-suds/suds-
principles/suds-principals

Using surface water as a
resource is likely to be
important as pressures on
water resources increase in the
future. Capturing and using
rainfall within the urban
environment can provide
environmental benefits as well
as increasing amenity value

Environmental Assets (p26)

Para97 needs amending as
Natura2000 are European not
international protected sites
Para100 needs rewording as
no statutory protection — eg
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“sites identified as of local
conservation importance”.
section could include
statements regarding natural
capital, Gl and natural
functioning ecosystems.
Specific section for water
environment would be
beneficial to ensure all issues
covered — link plan to Anglian
River Basin Management Plan
and state developments carry
out Water Framework Directive
compliance assessments
following guidance in Planning
Inspectorates advice note 18
and that developments cause
no deterioration in WFD status
of any element. Plan must
explain ‘no deterioration’
objective. should also
reference any significant water
management issue which is
frequently cited as a reason for
not achieving good if it is linked
to a development.

Should also refer to Catchment
Based Approach and
Broadland Catchment
Partnership. The Broadland
Catchment Plan could provide
opportunities for mitigation and
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net gain through partnership
working.

Water (p29)

Water stress is impacting on
chalk streams and other water
dependent habitats in the
Greater Norwich area.

Water Quality and protecting
the local water environment
must be referenced in this
section.

Plan needs to acknowledge
growth and development will
put pressure on the water
environment, especially in
respect to meeting the tight
environmental legislative
targets set to protect bodies of
water such as WFD and
Habitats Directive, discuss this
in the "water" section and
highlight the risks posed to the
water environment which
primarily come from increased
discharge volumes from
wastewater discharges
(sewage works/Water
Recycling Centres) which will
increase from development
within the district.
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e The Local Plan is an essential
instrument to ensure that
additional foul drainage arising
from new development does
not put local rivers (and
existing properties) at risk of
pollution and/or flooding by
sewage and/or wastewater.
Essential that this section
acknowledges that most of
River Wensum and two of its
tributaries are a designated
SAC and therefore has more
stringent conservation
(including specific water)
targets.

e The importance of ensuring
this protected site is not
impacted by growth and
development should be
highlighted.

22270

Barton Willmore

Comment

Copied from Q3 & Q4

e Table 1 shows Wymondham to be larger than other centres
making is an obvious location for growth.

e Para34 highlights high student and aging population. P16 shows
81% of housing need is for houses which won'’t be met with flats
in the city. Building larger housing in areas with good local
facilities is the need and Wymondham meets this need.

e Para44 87% housing has been delivered is inaccurate. 22,506
target for 2008/09-2018/19 — 18,221 delivered (4,283 shortfall)

See response to same issues raised
by Barton Willmore in question 1.
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which is circa 80% delivery. Worse in Norwich Policy Area
(20,163 target, 13,994 delivered — 69% delivery)

reference to 133% housing target being delivered 2015/16 &
2017/18 is misleading given shortfall of 4,283 homes. Delivery of
growth to 2038 should be fully assessed and needs a review of
successful delivery locations vs unsuccessful, deliver growth
based on this (eg Wymondham)

Comparing to the country’s average performance is irrelevant
and the under-delivery should be highlighted here as it impacts
affordable housing which is a local issue. Provides justification
for 20% buffer rather than 9% as supported by HBF

22382 Comment e Exclude delivery as factor to weigh against objectives in interim | Comments noted. Amendments
. sustainability appraisal, it's not an objective in SA and should have been
Norwich Green not affect policies on sustainability grounds. made to the
Party e Para 83 exclude consumption, production, aviation, shipping so spatial profile
reductions necessary is understated. to provide
e Para 84 Explain implications of drier summers/wetter winters greater clarity
for region and policy making- refer to sea & river levels and — see Reg. 19
implications for Norwich Area. version for
details.
22483 Comment | Useful if Map 2 (Greater Norwich main transport links) highlighted the | Comments noted. No change.
. Trunk Road and Major Road networks, together with the major The text makes it
Highways : _
England scheme proposals which are programmed for delivery. clear that the A11

and A47 are trunk
roads and identifies
those roads which
form the major road
network.
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Major scheme
proposals are shown
on the Key Diagram
map 2 shows the
current baseline
situation.

22507

Broadland Green
Party

Comment

How is 28% affordable
housing to be met? More
homes won’t make housing
more affordable, it will only
flood the market leaving
householders in negative
equity and creating social
instability.

Workable schemes needed to
fund low carbon social
housing

Rail Network —more reliable &
frequent services needed to
promote public transport over
personal transport.

Norwich Airport — growth is
supported in the plan but
goes against low carbon
economy aims.

Cycle Network — focus on city
within the plan but little
elsewhere in Greater
Norwich.

Rural Transport — Little
reference to rural bus routes.

Broad range of comments on
strategic issues

Comments noted.

Amendments
have been
made to the
spatial profile
text and to the
relevant
policies and
their
supporting text
related to the
comments
made — see
Reg. 19
version for
details.
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o Digital Infrastructure —
phone networks and
broadband still lacking in
some areas, needs a
greater priority.

e Emissions and Climate
change — Para82 & 84
further back up the
inconsistency of expanding
the airport and road
networks.

e Renewable energy — more
emphasis needed on
community energy
schemes; smart grids,
retrofit insulation, on-site
renewable energy
production and energy
balancing/storage.

22529 Object Para 93-96 — more detail about heritage in area; what is unique, Comments noted. Spatial profile
. needs protecting/conserving/enhancing, is at risk, landscape amended as

Historic England characterisation? suggested

Para 93 — change “historic assets” to “heritage assets”.

Para95 — Use term registered parks & gardens

Para96 — use “scheduled monuments” rather than “ancient

monuments”

Table 3 — Use “Scheduled Monuments” and “Registered Parks

and Gardens”
23069 Object Wymondham biggest settlement outside of Norwich Urban Area Comments on The Reg. 19
Orbit Homes but has little growth of a scale which means it won’t gain focussing additional | plan includes

infrastructure investment creating further strain,

growth in

carried forward
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New settlement in area hasn’t been considered as a reasonable
alternative.

Need to re-balance growth to align with wider growth and
economic strategies in plan — Wymondham should be identified
as priority location for strategic development.

Para67 — A11 corridor is focus but no sites with immediate access
to this have been allocated.

Unfulfilled road investment schemes are highlighted in the plan

Wymondham noted.
A significant growth
commitment in the
town is carried
forward in the
strategy and all 3
proposed new

sites in
Wymondham
and a long
term
commitment to
the
development

: ’ s settlements were of a new
\év:;tlzlt;darpenlflncertaln and illogical when compared to the newly identified as settlement or
Transforming Cities funding bid is welcomed but this should :;Srggtai\?(lai for the settlements.
inform the need to allocate growth in a way that sustainable
transport connections can be planned from the outset to Reg. 180_
maximise the benefit of the funds. Wymondham’s Mobility Hub consultation.
will improve public transport in the area and so more growth
should be allocated here.
23099 Comment Why should Norwich not have a Comments noted. The topic paper for policy 1 to | The text of the
Salhouse PC Green Belt (para 104)? Thig would accompany the submission of the local plan will | plan has been
address some of the objectives eg. provide greater detail on why Greater Norwich amended to
paras 132, 133 and 144 does not have the exceptional circumstances clarify that
required by Government to establish a Green existing

Belt.

landscape and
green space
protection
policies carried
forward
through the
GNLP provide
protection
against
development
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in appropriate
locations
around
Norwich.
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QUESTION 6

STRATEGY QUESTION: Question 6 - Do you support or object to the vision and objectives for Greater Norwich?
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: | 71 (55 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT 25 Support, 18 Object, 28 Comment
BREAKDOWN:
GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence,
amendments have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed
Submission version of the Plan.

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS GNLP CHANGE

(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ RESPONSE TO PLAN

RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT

22460 Comment e Welcomes objective but seeks clarification whether | Range of | Comments noted | See Reg. 19
95% premises are in GNLP or in Norfolk comments version of

Breckland DC e s target date of Spring 2020 realistic? made on the plan for

e Can GNLP confirm whether rural areas within GNLP | the Vision the updated

have 4 or 5G?
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e map of FEZ not included in the pack. How will this and vision and
relate to other proposed growth In the area? Objectives. objectives.
¢ Welcome objective for electric vehicles and
autonomous vehicles but seeks clarification, how
will demand on power grid from EVs be managed?
Particularly in areas identified for major
developments including the A11 tech corridor.
e Details on criteria for charging points is sought incl.
which types of development and type of charging
19904 Comment | Great vision but reads like a political manifesto; want to see it delivered | Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Public The Vision and version of
Objectives section | the plan for
is by its very the updated
nature vision and
aspirational, whilst | objectives.
reflecting intended
outcomes from
policies.
19938 Object e Vision is misleading; Growth does not bring improvements, rather | View noted. See Reg. 19
Public it increases traffic, poIIutic_)n, strain on servicgs, en\{irpnmental Evidence based version of
damage, loss of countryside and lowers quality of living. plan policies aim the plan for
e Empirical evidence is needed for statements or they should not to ensure that the | the updated
be included. required growth | vision and
addresses the objectives
environmental and
social issues
raised.
20021 Support Highlights need to develop whilst maintaining character of the area Support noted. See Reg. 19
version of
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public the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives.
20064 Comment | Environment section looks self-congratulatory yet little has been done. Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
. Scientists are saying we’re at tipping point with climate change, but most | Evidence based version of
Public . . . . .
resources are already strained e.g. water which has caused conflict plan policies aim the plan for
between farmers and the nature reserves to ensure that the | the updated
required growth vision and
addresses the objectives
environmental and
social issues
raised e,g. the
plan promotes
water efficiency in
new development.
20433 Support Agree but concerned about deliverability, objectives to be carried View noted. See Reg. 19
oublic through with residents rather than inflicted upon them. Consultation version of
involves residents | the plan for
in plan making the updated
and planning vision and
applications. objectives.
20506 Object e Growth proposed conflicts with aim of environmental aims largely Views noted. See Reg. 19
Marlingford and due to lack of appropriate infrastructure. Policies aim to version of
¢ Village cluster concept is flawed with the primary schools inadequate | ensure that the the plan for

Colton PC

for the proposed growth.
e Prioritising Norwich’s brownfield sites and the larger satellite
communities would be more responsible.

required growth
addresses the
environmental and

the updated
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infrastructure vision and
issues raised. The | objectives.
plan does
prioritise growth in
and around
Norwich whilst
providing for
sufficient growth
in village clusters
to support local
service retention.
20614 Support General support but delivery of homes unlikely to succeed due to Support noted. The
bli inappropriate sites being chosen. contingency
pUblic . : . . site in
e.g. strategic extension and garden villages are reasonable alternatives
. ) ) ) ) Wymondham
in Wymondham but are inconsistent with development strategy which
. - ) . consulted at
identifies 1,000 dwellings for Wymondham to offset non-delivery. These .
. : Reg. 18C is
would not be delivered quickly enough to address any shortfall. These :
. . . not included
sites should not have been preferred over smaller, more easily delivered in the Re
sites, such as GNLP0320 g
19 plan,
though AAP
allocated
sites are
retained.
20636 Object General support but delivery of homes unlikely to succeed due to Comment noted. No change.

Noble Foods Ltd -
Farms

inappropriate sites being chosen.

e.g. the greenfield site GNLP2143 is preferred but GNLP3035 which
contains vacant and unused buildings is unreasonable.

The Site selection
process has been
based on a
comprehensive
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assessment
process.

20667
CPRE Norfolk

+

20741, 21467,
21845,

Hempnall PC
(posted 3 times)

+
22656

Saxlingham
Nethergate PC

+

23100
Salhouse PC

Object/
comment

Seems to be a wish list with no real target or actions, particularly
regarding environment/climate change.

Para 37 notes men’s life expectancy is 10.9 years lower in most
deprived areas than least deprived, there are no specifics on how
this will be addressed.

Para 120 advises of need for good services and facilities, but many
village clusters do not have these. Instead growth is based on
Primary school places which have no correlation. Village clusters
should not have new housing.

Para 125 discussed need for greener transport but allowing growth in
village clusters means more journeys (work & leisure) which can only
be done by car increasing the carbon footprint, congestion and
affecting air and quality of life for residents.

Para 129 — we feel per capita consumption of water needs reducing
below government’s prescribes 110l per person per day to deliver
this statements aims. East Anglia is driest UK region and growth will
impact water availability for the people, land and farmers. New
houses should be restricted to what is needed and phased, with an
appropriate buffer that isn’t over what is necessary.

Para 132 Minimising loss of greenfield is best achieved by not
allocating in village clusters, there is already sufficient housing in
JCS for Norwich, its fringe, the towns and KSC’s. Should phase
building prioritising Norwich brownfield sites

To further prevent loss of greenfield land a Green Belt on the green
wedges around Norwich should be instituted as requested by 84
respondents and 1,912 petition signatories (currently at 2,200
signatures) in the Stage A Reg 18 consultation Sept 18. Concerned
this proposal/option has been removed from current consultation.

Comments noted.

The Vision and
objectives section
in plans are, and
should be,
aspirational.

Targets are in the
main body of the
plan

The GNLP sets
the most
challenging water
efficiency targets
allowed by
government.

See Reg. 19
version of
the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives.
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20838 Comment | Delivering high quality homes that contribute to the delivery of mixed, Note support See Reg. 19
. inclusive, resilient and sustainable communities that are supported by version of
Welbeck Strategic . . L :
Land [l LLP appropriate economic and social infrastructure is fully supported. the plan for
h
The approach is fully consistent with the NPPF. t_e_ updated
+ vision and
21172 objectives.
Hopkins Homes,
Persimmon
Homes & Taylor
Wimpey via
Bidwells
+
21200
Kier Living Eastern
Ltd via Bidwells
20964 Object e Growth targets are unchallenging, using labels to sound better. Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Publi o Without zero carbon targets it is impractical to argue growth will version of
ublic create more emissions. the plan for
¢ No future proofing of new thinking is shown. the updated
vision and
objectives.
20988 Comment | e Too much growth will kill communities Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Publi e Moved to Wymondham for the community and with the promise of version of
ublic school, health facilities and care homes being improved, none of the plan for
which has happened. Families have to use taxis to get their children the updated
to school outside of Wymondham. vision and
objectives
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which

include
infrastructure
provision to
support
growth.
21128 Comment | Aim is to move away from private car use but Horsford has limited Comment noted in | See Reg. 19
Public employment meaning growth will lead to more car use. relation to site version of
allocations for the plan for
Horsford the updated
vision and
objectives.
21258 Support e Generally supportive especially of Para 108 (support growth of low Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Lanpro Services carbon economy through Cambridge Norwich Tech Corridor (Also version of
Para 119)) the plan for
+ ¢ Not sure these will be delivered as stated in answers to q13 &14 the updated
e Para 113 should also refer to employment growth on strategic sites vision and
21377 in Cambridge-Norwich Tech Corridor otherwise para108 aims won't objectives.
: : be met
g,::;ﬁg:”:::j:nwa * para 1_27 - cor!cerned vision_ for infrastructure is incompgtible with
high dispersal in SN small villages. Support concept of village
clusters but the number in SN is incompatible with stated
environmental objectives due to car reliance.
21299 Comment ¢ Environment should be the priority with the economy being Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Public strategised within these confines. version of
o Prioritise active travel and passive homes the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives.
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21341
Reedham PC

Object

Village clusters conflicts with environmental aims (due to travel and
greenfield use) and many do not have sufficient provision/access to
services.

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19
version of
the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives
which
include
access to
services.

21411
Active Norfolk

Comment

e Para 109 - Prioritises economy over people feels wrong - link to
NCC Plan core outcomes; Thriving People, Strong communities and
Growing Economy?

e Para 110 addresses some of this but is only descriptions on the
outcome of the vision

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19
version of
the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives
which
include
amendments
to place a
greater focus
on people
and
communities.

21433
Public

Comment

e Paral120 - increased housing leads to inner city wilderness, not
lively, vibrant centres

e Local towns and cities already lively and vibrant, don’t fix something
that isn’t broken

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19
version of
the plan for
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e Issues of doughnut developments — Stalham High Street should be

the updated

heart of community but destroyed by supermarket built on its fringes vision and
21437 Comment | Para 123 — poor weekend trains to/from London, fixing will lower car objectives.
Public (Same journeys. This has been an ongoing problem
person as 21433)
21442 Comment | e Pleased majority of growth will occur in Norwich brown sites. Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Bergh Apton PC e Concerned South qufolk proposing 1,200 dw.ellings. t.hrough village version of
clusters as well as windfall of an extra 400 all in addition to 1349 the plan for
already allocated the updated
vision and
objectives
21452, 22411 Comment | Support vision & Objectives for the economy as it recognises smaller Note support for See Reg. 19
Lawson Planning scale employment sites as important, however it should also be Vision and version of
. recognised within Policy 6. A flexible approach that allows for Objectives re. the | the plan for
Partnership . . - . .
appropriate expansion of existing small and medium employment sites economy. the updated
on behalf of should be adopted. vision and
Horsham objectives
Properties Ltd
Request policy 6, paragraph 2 is amended to be “(The allocation and
retention of smaller scale employment sites across the area) and the
potential expansion of a range of existing small and medium sized sites”
21716 Support Support vision and consider proposals for new settlement, Honingham Note support for See Reg. 19
Thorpe, and its associated benefits would help achieve these Vision and version of
Brown & Co L
Objectives and the plan for
comment that a the updated
new settlement at | vision and
Honingham objectives
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Thorpe would
support. these
through

and policy
7.5 which
commits to
the long term
development

of a new
settlement or
settlements.
21722 Support e Support principles but there is a lack of details. Greater aspirations Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
RSPB for net zero emissions needed as early as possible The GNLP sets version of
e more stringent water targets needed the most the plan for
e NCC aims to be carbon neutral by 2030, this should be applied to challenging water | the updated
new development in GN area as a minimum and 2038 as maximum efficiency targets vision and
e Nature should be a focus currently allowed | objectives
by government.
21795 Support Para 135 — support, particularly reference to efficient use of housing Note support See Reg. 19
Berliet Limited via given long-term and historic challenges regarding delivery of houses vs parti(?ularly Qn version of
target. housing delivery. | the plan for
Barton Willmore the updated
vision and
objectives.
21817 Object e Para135, 125 & 120, environmental sustainability vision, reducing Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Barford & .transpc_)rt need.s apd good access to services & facilities, are The approach to version of
. inconsistent with village cluster growth. village clusters, the plan for
Wramplingham PC e Also, Para 132 - minimising loss of greenfield land phasing and water | the updated
e More houses (greater than needed) will Increase pressure on water | gre set out in vision and
avallablllty objectives
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e Sites in Wymondham and those around Honingham and Colton,
Wramplingham and Barford will increase water drainage pressure
on rivers Tiffey and Tud and increase likelihood of flooding in
Barford and Wramplingham.

e The sites could result in disproportionate housing growth around
villages.

e Phased approach needed with allocated brownfield sites prioritised.

e Delivery statement on economic development lacks focus or vision.
House building should not be driver for local economy

policies 1,2, 3 and
7.

21892 Comment | e the broad vision should reference need to accelerate housing Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
. delivery in accessible locations to support job growth version of
Barton Willmore e Support building most homes around Norwich and Cambridge Tech the plan for
on behalf of KCS Corridor the updated
Developments ¢ More emphasis needed on new housing within towns and villages to vision and
aid them in becoming vibrant locations with good access to services, objectives
facilities and employment.
e Needs to be followed through into the proposed hierarchy and
distribution of new housing growth within GNLP.
21923 Object Vision flawed for outlying villages like Horsford e.g. para 125 need to Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Horsford PC shift away from private car use which would be exacerbated by housing version of
growth in an area with limited employment & services. In Horsford there the plan for
would be need to cross major A road if cycling/walking. the updated
vision and
objectives
21932 Support Support vision to support a low carbon economy through jobs in Note support for V | See Reg. 19
Cambridge Norwich Tech Corridor. + O on low carbon | version of
UEA Estates & economy and high | the plan for
Buildings Also support economic objectives of supporting expansion of

knowledge-based industries in Cambridge Norwich tech corridor

tech jobs and
corridor

the updated
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vision and

objectives.
21977 Object para120 — Village clusters aren’t accessible and sustainable, they Comments noted, | See Reg. 19
have insufficient access to services. Primary schools are not a good | particularly on the | version of
SN Green Party factor of determining this. Should be less growth in village clusters. approach to the plan for
(similar to CPRE Para12§ — will be a long time b_e_fore electric vehicles are village clusters the updated
response) _predomln.ant, so rural commgnltles aren’.t sustainable as they woulq and a Green Belt, | vision and
increase in the carbon footprint, congestion, and decrease air quality | noting that: objectives
and wellbeing for locals. Housing should be close to jobs.
Para 129 — Support CPRE’s statement that Per Capita Consumption | The Vision and
of water is reduced below government’s prescribed 110l per person | objectives section
per day to avoid compromising existing users water supplies. This in plans are, and
reinforces case for phasing of housing and questions of need for should be,
higher buffer. aspirational.
Para 132 — minimising loss of green land should mean not allocating
additional village cluster sites. Prioritising brownfield sites (starting in | Targets are in the
and around Norwich) should occur in a phased approach. main body of the
To further prevent loss of greenfield land a green belt on the green plan
wedges around Norwich should be instituted as requested by 84
respondents and 1,912 petition signatories (currently at 2,200
signatures) in the Stage A Reg 18 consultation Sept 18. Concerned | The GNLP sets
this proposal/option has been removed from current consultation. the most
challenging water
efficiency targets
allowed by
government.
22016 Object Plan is wish list with no real targets. Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Mulbarton PC Too much growth in Mulbarton has caused strain on infrastructure, version of
congestion and access to health care. the plan for
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Transport has diminished and there has been no infrastructure

the updated

growth. vision and

e Lack of access to services and facilities means there should be no objectives
housing growth within village clusters.

e More housing = more travel for work & deliveries.

e To minimise loss of greenfield housing should not be allocated in
village clusters, there are sufficient allocations from JCS.

e Conflicts between Local Plan and Mulbarton Neighbourhood Plan.

¢ No phasing or statement of progress of developments.

22034 Support e Para 108 — support overall vision and objectives Note support. See Reg. 19

e Para 111 —include meaning of clean growth/transport/ energy/water. version of

East Suffolk . : .

Council e Terms should be explained in text or in glossary the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives
and
amendments
to the
text/glossary.

22056 Support e Supports vision for economic growth. Note support and | See Reg. 19

Norwich e Site 4 can be considered strategic employment site which supports comment on version of

) GNLP’s vision. strategic the plan for

Inlternatlonal employment the updated

Airport vision and
objectives.

22062 Comment | e Support visions & Objectives in principle, particularly requirements to | Note support. See Reg. 19

. protect & enhance natural environment and reduce emissions. version of
1[\_lr()Ljr;(EIk Wildiife e Expect next draft to specifically reference biodiversity net gain and the plan for

creation of a Nature Recovery Network as core objectives of plan

the updated
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vision and

objectives.
Biodiversity
net gain is
now required
by policy 3.
22125 + 22691 + Comment e Agree that addressing climate change is one of the most important Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
22782 factors for the future and should be a key consideration. version of
, e Plan needs to look beyond 2038 particularly regarding Governments the plan for
M Scott Properties Net Zero Carbon by 2)650 aim. P Y e ] the Epdated
Ltd ¢ Plan should also understand implications of what Net Zero Carbon vision and
via Strutt & Parker will be and develop appropriate strategy to ensure this is achievable. objectives.
LLP e Our client’s site can help address visions and objectives 2050 net
zero target is
included in
the plan.
22152, 22320, Comment | Welcome vision aims and how they accord with objectives of Note supportive See Reg. 19
22360, 23163 sustainable development. comments version of
. the plan for
Pigeon Investment
the updated
Management Ltd .
vision and
via Pegasus objectives.
Group
22252 Comment | Generally support topics within Vision and Objectives however, the Note general See Reg. 19
Taylor Wimpey via home and delivery aims would not be achieved in full as some support for V + O | version of
inappropriate site have been preferred e.g. GNLP0581/2043 which and site-specific the plan for

Carter Jonas LLP

would take too long to deliver and are uncertain to provide appropriate

comments in
relation to the

the updated
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levels of housing. Our site GNLP0172 has no constraints and is able to

overall strategy

vision and

be delivered within the needed time. and choice of objectives.
sites.
22271 Comment | e Vision broadly supported but method of achievement and distribution | Note comments. See Reg. 19
is not. Number of homes should be increased to improve version of
L_an_dstock Estates affordability, these should be planned to be close to public transport the plan for
Limited and and facilities — eg NE Wymondham Site. the updated
Landowners e Para 114 — Cambridge Norwich Tech Corridor will achieve this vision and
Group Ltd via growth, Wymondham is placed here . objectives
Barton Willmore e Desire to locate 1,ZOQ in villages yvhere there are Iirr_1ited services, and the
cycle routes and public transport is contrary to principles of overall
sustainable development. increase in
e Para 117 — the Local Plan should undertake services audits of each housi
settlement and identify a hierarchy of centres, prioritising those with ousing
the greatest variety. numbers in
¢ Without this the plan’s soundness is questionable. the plan.
e Growth locations on Map 7 appear to have no rationale.
e Para 126 — client wholly supports, NE Wymondham site will help with
aim to reduce car travel, will be harder to achieve these aims in small
rural settlements.
¢ Objectives reference delivery of housing, jobs and infrastructure.
NPPF tests delivery and the previous plan failed this, particularly in
housing which has impacted affordability and access to housing.
e Should recognise 6,100 home shortfall and seek to remedy it to
successfully delivered locations.
22384 Object e economy — object to growth axis along Cambridge Norwich tech Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
. corridor — land use, transport and environmental implications of version of
Norwich Green developing along A11 in open countryside. Wide corridor 100kms in the plan for

Party

length has been progressed without policy testing, SEA and prior
public consultation.

the updated
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infrastructure- oppose improve connectivity regarding major road

vision and

building schemes. Add need to reduce travel and manage demand objectives.
for private car travel
e delivery — oppose as climate change targets are also integral to
delivery
22386 Support communities - support Note support over | See Reg. 19
: communities version of
Norwich Green
Party the plan for
the updated
vision and
objectives.
22387 Comment | e homes — add zero carbon and high quality Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Norwich Green e environment — re-word “......and to significantly reduce emissions to version of
ensure that Greater Norwich plays a full part in meeting national the plan for
Party commitments to achieve net zero GHG emissions by 2050 as well as the updated
implementing adaptations to climate change”. vision and
¢ clean growth needs clarifying; needs to go far enough to meet net objectives.
zero carbon by 2050 and improving road links is inconsistent with
this
22429 Comment | e Support general pro-sustainable growth vision. Need to include Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
secure integration of economic, housing and infrastructure strategies version of
Gladman to ensure development pattern is sustainable and deliverable the plan for
Developments e Gladman broadly supports objectives, though in some cases they the updated
don’t go far enough. Economic objectives should expand to vision and
recognise role of housing delivery in supporting sustainable objectives.

economic growth, particular need to ensure maximum economic
growth potential met through the City Deal and A11 Norwich
Cambridge tech corridor

Homes objectives should be expanded to ensure housing needs of
elderly and disabled are met.
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22508 Comment | e Para120 —increased housing leads to inner city wilderness, not Comments noted | See Reg. 19
Broadland Green lively, vibrant centres including the view | version of
e Local towns and cities already lively and vibrant, don’t fix something | in relation to the the plan for
Party that isn’t broken strategy that the updated
housing should vision and
not be located in objectives.
town and city
centres
22627 Support Support, consistent with NPPF Note support See Reg. 19
M Scott Properties version of
Ltd the plan for
the updated
via Bidwells vision and
objectives.
22716 Object vision based on growth delivering benefits but this is not the case, it only | Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
Public brings more pollution, traffic, poorer services, more environmental Evidence based version of
damage, loss of countryside and lower quality lives. plan policies aim the plan for
, . . e , to ensure that the | the updated
Unless there’s empirical evidence the vision is misleading . .
required growth vision and
addresses the objectives.
environmental and
social issues
raised.
22721 Support Client supports with the 6 objectives and will be able to assist in delivery | Note support for V | See Reg. 19
of sustainable development via their site Land off Norton Road, Loddon | + O and site- version of
Pegasus Group o
specific comment | the plan for

the updated
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on behalf of vision and

Halsbury Homes objectives.

Ltd

22752 Object Concentrates on developments in Broadland and South Norfolk Comments noted | See Reg. 19

Public in_creasing reliance on private transport ignoring the vision of Norwich | and also version of
City Council. considered in the plan for
Lacks clarity for future of Norwich and its relationship with rest of relation to the the updated
county. Employment and retail at edges of city with more rural overall strategy, vision and
housing suggests the county is intended as a dormitory to the fringes including the objectives.

of Norwich and acceptance of continued decline of the city centre.
Ignores concerns in Norwich Economic Strategy of unimplemented
office consents in Broadland and adds employment provision to
north of Norwich.

Fundamental flaw in considering Greater Norwich in isolation from
rest of county, large group of Norwich employees live over 20 miles
from workplace. Would seem logical for employment to be in larger
surrounding areas rather than Norwich.

Travel to Work Area (TTWA) for Norwich in 2018 Norwich Economic
Assessment covers a wider area than Greater Norwich.

Several large towns within Norwich TTWA within & outside of
Greater Norwich area which are ignored in consultation, what is
model and vision or these towns and rest of county?

Historically rural hinterland attracted to major towns and villages for
employment and shopping. Policy concentrating employment in
Norwich and rise in personal transport attracts this population to city
to detriment of towns.

Consultations solely on Greater Norwich will continue decline of
Norfolk’s towns, economy of county is more important factor for
Norwich’s prosperity.

Contest GNLP proposals present coherent plan and sustainable.

approach to
focussing growth
in the urban area
and links to the
rest of the
county’s towns
and the local
plans covering
them. Itis
important to note
that the Norfolk
Strategic Planning
Framework
provides a
coordinating role
for the local plans
across the county.
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22843 Object e Transport modal shift supported but not enough detail or methods on | Comments noted. | See Reg. 19
. how to achieve, particularly regarding infrastructure. Constrained by | Coverage of the version of
Crown Point lack of detail on Transport for Norwich review including Park & Ride | issues raised is in | the plan for
Estate Network — we promote Loddon Road P&R as part of solution. policies 2, 4 and 5 | the updated
via Pegasus e Support for electric vehicles is encouraging but where will charging vision and
Group infrastructure be located? New homes built with ports won't cater to objectives.
owners who don’t have access at home or work — public EV charging
stations needed which is promoted at Loddon Road P&R site
e Concerned need for low-tech employment space has not been
translated into policy (discussed in section 5) — this means jobs won’t
be available for all
22844 Support e Support stimulating economic investment and economic growth Note support for See Reg. 19
. within vision. the V + O and version of
Crown Point e |tis important developments and Gl go hand-in-hand. Consider views on Gl the plan for
Estate additional land at WCP GNLP3052 should be safeguarded for future | provision (policy | the updated
delivery of Gl. Should be supported in addition to Country Park at 3). vision and
Horsford. Safeguarding additional land for country park use will objectives.
facilitate confidence in investment in the site.
e Support objectives for economy, environment & housing
22872 & 23012 Support e Submission for site GNLP0520 & GNLP0125 Note support for See Reg. 19
, Support, consistent with NPPF the V + O. version of
Bidwells on behalf
f Abel Homes the plan for
° the updated
vision and
objectives.
22892, 22930, Support e A submission for each site — GNLP0133-B/C/D/E Note support for See Reg. 19
22949, 22984 e Support vision for low carbon economy which is competitive with the | the V + O. version of
Cambridge Norwich tech corridor. the plan for

Bidwells

Also support economic objectives of support for expansion of
knowledge-based industries in the tech corridor

the updated
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vision and

objectives.
23070 Object e Support and agree with vision as providing sound basis for plan Note support for See Reg. 19
. focusing on key issues. the V+ O. The version of
Orbit Homes & , - . :
Bowridge Stratea e But these need to be translated into policies and allocations. view that the the plan for
owridage strategic « Policies needed to encourage and support the success of the Tech | strategy should be | the updated
Land corridor by ensuring jobs, homes and infrastructure. amended to vision and
via David Lock * Do not consider allocations meet needs of all or are in the right place | reduce growth in | objectives.
Associates folr sustlama_b_lllty. AImost.70°./o growt.h in the Urban area does not the urban area
align with visions and objectives. With so much Norwich growth, how | 54 focus more in
will aims for Corridor growth be met? the growth
corridor has been
considered but not
supported due to
the need to
maximise the
potential of
brownfield sites.
23129 Support Support, consistent with NPPF Note support See Reg. 19
Bidwells on behalf ;’:ésr')‘l’:nofgr
of the updated
Hopkins Homes vision and
objectives.
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QUESTION 7

STRATEGY QUESTION: Question 7 - Are there any factors which have not been covered that you believe should have
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE: been?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: 16 (15 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT 1 Support, 0 Object, 15 Comment
BREAKDOWN:
GENRAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission
version of the Plan.

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO PLAN

(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE

RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

19939 Comment | Statements in vision and objectives need Comments noted. Statements are See Reg. 19 version of
: empirical evidence based on evidence supporting the the plan for the updated

public plan, including in the Spatial Portrait. | vision and objectives.
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20040
Public

Comment

e Shortage of 3-bedroom detached
bungalows in Taverham Drayton area,
none currently being built.

e Too many sites with planning permission
which aren’t being built out by the
builders who own the land, creating a
housing shortage, forcing up prices and
increasing the book value of building
companies, whilst defying the need for
housing to be built - permissions should
be conditional on a build by date and
building types of properties needed

Note comments:

e On bungalows in relation to
allocations in the
Taverham/Drayton area — the
urban extension proposed for
Taverham does include new
bungalows;

e on implementation of
permissions.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.

20878

Town and Country
Planning
Association

Support

e Para 117 — Encourage inclusion of
‘employment’ under access to services to
increase pedestrian movements and
contribute to healthier lifestyles.

e Wording to be;

"...new communities will be designed to
make active travel and public transport
the easiest travel choice and therefore
reduce the need to travel by private
vehicle."

¢ In Communities heading use wording;
"...with good access to jobs, services
and facilities, helping to reduce health
inequalities in disadvantaged parts of the
community."

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.

21261

Comment

Objectives for growing vibrant and healthy
communities should include good access to
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Lanpro Services
via Stephen Flynn

education as well as jobs, services and
facilities.

Comments education as well as
jobs, services and facilities noted.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.

21378 Comment | Objectives for growing vibrant and healthy
Glavenhill Ltd commgnltles should |.nclude go.od access to
education as well as jobs, services and
via Stephen Flynn facilities.
21418 Comment | e Inclusive Growth System needs more Comments on Active Design and See Reg. 19 version of

Active Norfolk

than economic growth (Marmot 2010), it
needs a system approach
e Marmot’'s “10 Years On’ publication
observes the importance of ‘place’ in
people’s health;
e People can expect to spend more
of their lives in poor health
e Improvements to life expectancy
have stalled, and for the poorest
10% of women has declined
e Health gap grown between wealthy
and deprived areas
e Para 117 is misleading, need to travel
remains. Opening statement should be
amended to 'the promotion and
implementation of Active Design
principles (Sport England) will reduce
dependence on motor vehicle travel and
improve active travel options.’
e Para 121 — Recommend it refers to
Active Design;
'Homes will have been built at
appropriate densities, Active Design

health noted.

the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.
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principles will be applied to promote
active lifestyles, function and style will
respect and enhance local character and
to meet the needs of all in mixed
communities.'

Para 126 — agree and support

21717 Comment More emphasis needed regarding Noted. Assess through the topic
Brown & Co movipg housirjg away from areas of_ paper whether there is a need to
flooding (Fluvial and surface water) in increase the focus on flooding as
light of predicted effects of climate suggested. This issue is currently
change. referenced in the V + O and detailed
Measures needed to tackle surface water | j; yolicy 2.
flooding to form part of a multi-functional
network, eg as part of Gl and biodiversity
measures
21725 Comment Para 126 — suggest plan collaborates Comments noted. The Vision and See Reg. 19 version of
RSPB with adjacent authorities plans so Objectives deliberately do not detail | the plan for the updated

charging points etc are at start and end
of journeys while promoting an enjoyable
experience.

Para 133 — no specific mention of what
habitats are and where connections are
to be made. Tree planting in the right
locations for carbon capture, SuDS to
resolve surface water run-off, collection
reservoirs providing grey water. Scale of
ambition should be outlined, even if
details need to work out in
Supplementary Planning Documents
how has countryside access been
improved/provided?

how policies will be implemented,
but do set a broad picture of how the
area will have changed by 2038.
Strategic policies in the main body
of the plan set out the mechanisms
for achieving the outcomes.

Comments on energy efficiency
covered in policy 2.

vision and objectives.
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Which environmental assets will be
improved, where and how will this be
achieved? How will location for
improvements be chosen?

To support carbon neutrality, more focus
is needed on improving existing
developments. What is the link between
old and new? How will new housing
improvements be applied to retrofits or
upgrades? To support carbon neutrality,
more focus is needed on improving
existing developments.

21830
Natural England

Comment

Vision needs to be better balanced to
address climate change — current focus
on growth is against two pillars of
sustainable development.

In previous consultation we
recommended changing Para 110 to
‘... and-an a protected and enhanced
environment’.

Para 110 should also have the following;
‘Growth will make the best of Greater
Norwich’s distinct built, natural and
historic assets whilst protecting and
enhancing them'’

Expect Gl to feature predominantly in
plan as has a crucial role in following
objectives; economy, communities,
homes, infrastructure and environment.
Text for each objective heading, and
para 135, should include reference to
this.

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives
including protection and
enhancement of the
natural environment.
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Gl was discussed in previous response
and wish to re-emphasise its importance.
Unless Gl is given prominence with
explanations for how, where and when it
will be delivered, the plan is unlikely to be
sustainable or be able to adapt to climate
change.

22272

Barton Willmore
on behalf of
Landstock Estates
Ltd and
Landowners
Group Ltd

Comment

Copied from Q6

Vision broadly supported but method of
achievement and distribution is not.
Number of homes should be increased to
improve affordability, these should be
planned to be close to public transport
and facilities — eg NE Wymondham Site.
Para 114 — Cambridge Norwich Tech
Corridor will achieve this growth,
Wymondham is placed here .

Desire to locate 1,200 in villages where
there are limited services, cycle routes
and public transport is contrary to
principles of sustainable development.
Para 117 — the Local Plan should
undertake services audits of each
settlement and identify a hierarchy of
centres, prioritising those with the
greatest variety.

Without this the plan’s soundness is
questionable.

Growth locations on Map 7 appear to
have no rationale.

Comments noted.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.
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e Para 126 - client wholly supports, NE
Wymondham site will help with aim to
reduce car travel, will be harder to
achieve these aims in small rural
settlements.

e Obijectives reference delivery of housing,
jobs and infrastructure. NPPF tests
delivery and the previous plan failed this,
particularly in housing which has
impacted affordability and access to
housing.

e Should recognise 6,100 home shortfall
and seek to remedy it to successfully
delivered locations.

22321 Comment | Ref GNLP 0525 Support noted. See Reg. 19 version of
Pigeon Investment Copied from Q6 the. plan for the updated
Management Ltd vision and objectives.
g Welcome vision aims and how they accord
with objectives of sustainable development.
22362 Comment | Ref GNLP 0177 A&B & 1023 A&B
Pigeon Investment Copied from Q6
Management Ltd Welcome vision aims and how they accord
with objectives of sustainable development.
22388 Comment | e Economy: target of 1000’s new homes Comments noted and considered in | See Reg. 19 version of

Norwich Green
Party

should act as stimulus to develop local
manufacturing of zero carbon
construction materials

e Homes: add requirement to build to
maximum energy efficiency standards

relation to the V + O and the
strategy, particularly through policy
1 covering the overall growth
strategy, policy 2 on energy

the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.
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such as Passivhaus. Reading Local Plan
is making zero carbon housing
mandatory for major residential
developments unless demonstrated as
unviable. On-site renewable energy
standards should be set as well as
carbon offsetting scheme to secure off-
site carbon reductions.

Infrastructure: Urgent need to address
smaller Transforming Cities grant than
anticipated. Reduced funds should mean
reduced quantum of development to
prevent car dependency.

Environment: Need for green
belt/wedges to prevent coalescence of
communities eg Hethersett and
Wymondham; protect river valley settings
and protect setting of NDR similar to
Southern Bypass

efficiency and landscape protection
and policy 4 covering transport
infrastructure.

22509

Broadland Green
Party

Comment

Para 123 — reference local rail transport
links — Bittern and Wherry lines need
improving to encourage rail use (eg more
routes Norwich, Brundall, Reedham & G.
Yarmouth)

Norwich Airport growth inconsistent with
reduced carbon emissions

Norwich Western Link needs improving
rather than new road creation across
Wensum Valley

Para 126 — clear plans needed to
achieve shift away from private car,
insufficient details currently

Comments noted and considered re
changes to the strategy, particularly
through policy 4 covering transport
infrastructure.

See Reg. 19 version of
the plan for the updated
vision and objectives.
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e Para 129 — more active intervention and
co-ordination of infrastructure than has
been seen if to be realised — clear plans
needed to achieve this.

22717 Comment | Empirical evidence needed to support Comments noted. Statements are See Reg. 19 version of
. unsubstantiated statements in vision and based on evidence supporting the the plan for the updated
Public o . L ) . . o
objectives plan, including in the Spatial Portrait. | vision and objectives.
23101 Comment | Building houses to support jobs or providing | Comments noted. Both the housing | See Reg. 19 version of
Salhouse PC jobs for people moving into houses? Unclear | needs of the existing population and | the plan for the updated

whether jobs or houses driving development

housing growth needs emerging
from the increase in employment
locally influence the strategic
approach.

vision and objectives.
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QUESTION 8

STRATEGY QUESTION:
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 8 - Is there anything that you feel needs further explanation, clarification or reference

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS:

18 (16 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT
BREAKDOWN:

2 Support, 3 Object, 13 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have
been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission
version of the Plan.

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO PLAN

(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE

RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

20022 Support e Happy with explanations Support noted No change.

public

20876 Support e Pleased with commitment to vibrant, Note support on inclusive A greater focus on high-
healthy, inclusive and growing communities. quality design in creating
communities. healthier environments to

promote active lifestyles
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Town and Country

Urge further recognition of high-quality

has been included in the

Planning design in creating healthier vision.
Association environments to promote active
lifestyles in vision
21263 Comment Explanation & justification needed for Comments noted on the plan’s See the Reg. 19 version
. removing NPA. strategic approach in policy 1. for changes to the plan as
L_anpro Services Understand OAN has to be calculated a whole.
via across whole plan area but NPA
Stephen Flynn approach for developments to be
centred around the city was sound and
+ sustainable.
21379 New strategy for increased dispersal to
) ) smaller settlements outside of NPA has
Glavenhill Ltd via not been adequately explained or
Stephen Flynn justified.
If the strategic growth area replaces the
NPA then growth should be focussed
within NPA and particularly Cambridge
Norwich Tech Corridor.
Significant growth yet to be identified
and is outside strategic growth area
which conflicts with plan’s main
vision/aims
21435 Comment Para 130 — what actions will increase Comments noted. Water efficiency | See the Reg. 19 version
Public efficiency in water usage? in new development is required for changes to the plan as

Also, how will air pollution be reduced
when woodland and green areas will be
lost and there are planned road
expansions?

through measures in policy 2 to limit
domestic and commercial usage.
Increased planting of green
infrastructure as part of new

a whole.
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development will assist in reducing
air pollution.

21718 Comment Clarification needed for how delivery Comments noted. The Delivery See the Reg. 19 version
Brown & Co will be achieved. Statement in the plan broadly for changes to the plan as
How will site delivery be evidenced — addressed these issues. a whole.
especially for failed deliveries from
previous plan period.
Clarification on when and how council
will intervene on non-delivery of
infrastructure.
21727 Comment Seem to be more aspirations than Comments on the presentation of See the Reg. 19 version
RSPB statements. the V + O as a table noted. for changes to the Vision
Recommend tabular representation and Objectives.
showing how objectives link to
outcomes and outputs. Appendix 3 sets out how the
Objectives need to be SMART — objectives will be measured through
Specific, measurable, achievable, smart indicators.
realistic and time-bound.
21818 Object How is clay-brick-built housing View on the use of bricks locally for | See the Reg. 19 version
compatible with environmental much of development noted. for changes to the Vision
Barford PC sustainability given its high carbon and Objectives.
footprint?
22181 Comment Para 130 — challenge finding water for | Note comments on water supply, See the Reg. 19 version

Environment
Agency

(Eastern Region)

new developments. No technology
currently with no consumptive use of
water.

Some considered technologies could
produce high amounts of carbon e.g.
desalination

efficiency, waste water, green
infrastructure and wider issues in
relation to both the V + O and the
plan’s strategic policies, especially
policies 2 and 3.

for changes to the Vision
and Objectives, along with
changes to policies 2 and
3.
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Need more holistic thinking regarding
water usage; infiltration and
groundwater recharge in headwaters.
Slow the flow techniques and retrofitting
water saving measures to existing
properties could be considered.
Suggest adding “New water efficient
buildings will have also contributed to
the protection of our water resources
and water quality, helping to ensure the
protection and encourage enhancement
of our rivers, the Broads and our other
wetland habitats”

Add importance of ensuring new
developments do not breach
environmental legislation due to
increased polluting load from waste
water treatments works serving
developments.

How will greater efficiency in water and
energy usage minimise need for new
infrastructure — sewerage, mains
water/electric supply and transport links
still needed.

More water efficient buildings can help
but more people, buildings and
infrastructure will lead to increased
pressure on broads and wetland
habitats.

Insistence should be for new
developments to aim for 100% retention
of surface water.

117




New waters should incorporate water
saving and grey water retentions e.g.
sustainable heating solutions and good
insulation

Para 133 include importance of trees in
providing climate resilience through
percolation rates, shading and cooling
rivers & contribute to net zero
emissions

22183 Comment Environment section needs to ensure Comments noted. See the Reg. 19 version

Environment bi.odiversi’Fy.crisis is as p_ressing as for changes to the Vision
climate crisis - they are linked. and Objectives.

Agency Separate biodiversity plans and

(Eastern Region) objectives needed

22273 Comment Copied from Q6 See responses to questions 6

Landstock Estates
Limited and
Landowners
Group Ltd via

Barton Willmore

Vision broadly supported but method of
achievement and distribution is not.
Number of homes should be increased
to improve affordability, these should be
planned to be close to public transport
and facilities — eg NE Wymondham
Site.

Para 114 — Cambridge Norwich Tech
Corridor will achieve this growth,
Wymondham is placed here .

Desire to locate 1,200 in villages where
there are limited services, cycle routes
and public transport is contrary to
principles of sustainable development.
Para 117 — the Local Plan should
undertake services audits of each
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settlement and identify a hierarchy of
centres, prioritising those with the
greatest variety.

e Without this the plan’s soundness is
questionable.

e Growth locations on Map 7 appear to
have no rationale.

e Para 126 — client wholly supports, NE
Wymondham site will help with aim to
reduce car travel, will be harder to
achieve these aims in small rural
settlements.

e Objectives reference delivery of
housing, jobs and infrastructure. NPPF
tests delivery and the previous plan
failed this, particularly in housing which
has impacted affordability and access
to housing.

e Should recognise 6,100 home shortfall
and seek to remedy it to successfully
delivered locations.

22322 & 22363 Comment | Copied from Q6 — posted twice — Once for | Supportive comments noted See the Reg. 19 version

. 0177 A&B, 1023 A&B and once for 1044 for changes to the Vision
Pigeon Investment and Obiectives
Management Ltd Welcome vision aims and how they accord ) '

, with objectives of sustainable
via Pegasus

development.

Group
22390 Comment | e re-word environment policy - “......and to | Comments noted. See the Reg. 19 version

significantly reduce emissions to ensure

that Greater Norwich plays a full part in
meeting national commitments to

for changes to the Vision
and Objectives.
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Norwich Green
Party

achieve net zero GHG emissions by
2050 as well as implementing
adaptations to climate change”.

e clean growth needs clarifying, is it from
the Government’s Clean Growth
Strategy — we disagree with this as it
doesn’t go far enough cutting carbon
emission to meet net zero carbon by
2050 and improving road links is
inconsistent with this

22484
Highways England

Comment

Suggest infrastructure aim is reworded to
highlight the delivery of infrastructure to
provide improved connectivity by
encouraging modal shift and other carbon

reducing measures, and where this cannot

be achieved, other physical measures to

support existing community to allow access

to economic and social opportunities

Comments on the V + O coverage
of modal shift and access to existing
community facilities noted.

See the Reg. 19 version
for changes to the Vision
and Objectives.

22461
Breckland DC

Comment

Copied from Q6

e welcomes objective but seeks
clarification whether 95% premises are
in GNLP or in Norfolk

e Is target date of Spring 2020 realistic?

e Can GNLP confirm whether rural areas
within GNLP have 4 or 5G?

e map of FEZ not included in the pack.
How will this relate to other proposed
growth In the area?

e Welcome objective for electric vehicles
and autonomous vehicles but seeks

See responses to question 6
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clarification, how will demand on power
grid from EVs be managed? Particularly
in areas identified for major
developments including the A11 tech
corridor.

Details on criteria for charging points is
sought incl. which types of development
and type of charging.

22510 Comment Para 130 — Need specific practical Comments noted. See the Reg. 19 version
toi ter & isi
Broadland Green M-asures 1o Improve water & energy Practical measures to improve water for char?geg to the Vision
efficiency . . and Objectives.
Party Para 131 — How can air pollution be & gnergy efficiency are set out in
reduced when roads are being policy 2.
expinQed(jelnd woo(;:lrl)and/ green aréas | Green infrastructure and road
are ,elng e§troy§ ’ L building issues covered in policies 3
plan’s objectives fine as aspirations and 4
except net zero greenhouse emissions '
by 2050 which needs to be more
ambitious due to severity of situation. _ .
NCC'’s target is net zero carbon Climate change targets to remain
emissions and working towards carbon | contributing to net zero national
neutrality by 2030 target for 2050.
22530 Object Para 110 — ‘historic assets’ should be Comments noted. See the Reg. 19 version

Historic England

‘historic environment’ as encompasses
all aspects of heritage e.g. cultural
heritage

Environment — separate natural and
historic environment here

Para 132 — Welcome reference to
distinctive local characteristics however
landscape should be referenced. More

for changes to the Vision
and Objectives.
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specifics would be helpful (what is
unique, what is ‘heritage’?)

Objectives — broadly welcomed, helpful
to separate natural and historic
environment or change title to reference
built, historic and natural environment.

23102
Salhouse PC

Object

Paras 117 & 125 — wrong as facilities
are closed and people need to travel for
them

Gl is a misnomer as refers to patchwork
of unconnected spaces which may not
permit biodiversity across area

Comments noted on access to
facilities and the role of Gl. Consider
though policies 2, 3 and 4.

See the Reg. 19 version
for changes to the Vision
and Objectives.

122




QUESTION 9

STRATEGY QUESTION:
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 9 - Do you support, object, or have any comments relating to the approach to Housing
set out in the Delivery Statement?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS:

52 (42 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT
BREAKDOWN:

19 Support, 21 Object, 12 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have

version of the Plan.

been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO
(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE PLAN
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION
20023 Support Delivery statement fine Note support for Delivery Statement. See the Reg. 19
Publi More emphasis on affordable housing The view that there should be more version of the
ublic through council housing emphasis on council housing has been | plan for overall
considered through policy 5 on homes. | changes.
20046 Object Too much emphasis on speed of house Note comment on overemphasis on the | See the Reg. 19
building speed of housing delivery. Comments | version for
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Public Closing/reducing city traffic with only limited | on transport considered through changes to the
public transport policies 2 and 4. Delivery
Increasing traffic in growth areas with Statement.
housing development
20263 Object Support CPRE; Comments noted. Views on housing See the Reg. 19
. 2016 housing projections should be used. numbers, delivery and windfalls version for
Brockdish & . : . . . .
Thorpe Abbots PC Wmdfall sites to be accounted for in new site | considered throygh policy 1 an.d cha.nges to the
requirements. affordable housing through policy 5 on | Delivery
Over-allocating housing sites and allowing homes. Statement.
owners/ builders to decide if, when and
where housing takes place — local
authorities lose control meaning no effective
infrastructure coordination and no link
between housing need and development.
Affordable housing is not effective in
addressing most serious needs.
20329 Object To protect countryside, JCS allocated Comments on the phasing of housing See the Reg. 19
, housing should be built before any new delivery and climate change version for
Public allocations. considered through policy 1. changes to the
This could benefit climate as people will be Delivery
closer to places of work. Statement.
20434 Object Infrastructure should be in place Comments on infrastructure delivery See the Reg. 19
. before/during new housing to avoid considered through policies 1, 2 and 4. | version for
Public disrupting communities more than changes to the
necessary and adding to traffic Delivery
issues/service oversubscription and Statement.
signal/internet issues.
20467 Object New houses should be within 3 miles of Comments on the location of housing See the Reg. 19
Public employment. close to jobs considered through version for

polices 1 and 6.

changes to the
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Tacolneston has had considerable housing
in spite of little employment opportunities
locally, people rely on private car use
contributing to climate issues.

Delivery
Statement.

20494 Object Too much housing in plan — an Comments noted and : See the Reg. 19
, indiscriminate haste to cover more land with , version for
Public concrete e comments on hqusmg numbers changes to the
No mention of space for nature gzl\i/sybf'en considered through Delivery
Housing design needs attention e whether green spaces and Statement.
housing design considered
through policies 2 and 3.
20615 Object Object to housing approach in delivery Comments noted. Comments on the See the Reg. 19
: statement, specifically contingency location | contingency sites and proposed new version for
Public for growth at Wymondham and the sites settlements have been considered changes to the
via Carter Jonas considered reasonable . through policy 1 and the Sites policies. | Delivery
LLP alternative/contingency locations. Note the view that small sites are Statement.
Strategic extensions and garden villages considered to be more deliverable.
have been identified as reasonable
alternatives, but the contingency is only
1,000. They also wouldn’t be able to be
delivered quickly enough to address a
shortfall.
The reasonable alternative sites are
therefore not deliverable as contingencies.
There are smaller, more reasonable
alternatives to meet this need e.g.
GNLP0320
20637 Support Directing housing delivery to villages is Comments noted. Those on the See the Reg. 19

supported.

deliverability of village sites have been

version for
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Noble Foods Ltd —

But there are more suitable sites in

considered through policies 1 and 7

changes to the

Farms via Carter Marsham e.g. GNLP3035 and the Sites policies. Support for site | Delivery
Jonas LLP in Marsham noted. Statement.
20668 Object e Should use more up to date housing need The comments on housing numbers, See the Reg. 19
CPRE Norfolk figures using windfalls in the buffer and version for
orto e Should include windfall in the buffer phasing are noted and have been changes to the
+ ¢ 9% more homes than needed is too high considered through policy 1. Delivery
¢ No mention of phasing Statement.
20742 + 21469 + e Likely current commitment is sufficient to
21846 cover 18 years of new housing development
Hempnall PC — no new sites needed.
22657 Saxlingham
Nethergate PC
20839 Comment | e Support submission of delivery plans as part | Support noted for : See the Reg. 19
. of planning application , version for
Welbeck Strategic e Agree with contingency but to guard against * the use of delivery plans changes to the
Land Il LLP non-delivery, minimum 10% buffer should be * the buffer being raised and Delivery
via Bidwells used (as stated on P45 of draft GNLP) contingencies allocated/role Statement. The
¢ Contingency locations to be upgraded to clarified. . overall housing
committed. e growth being in urban areas and bers in th
main towns numbers in the

Contingency sites are ambiguous;
when/where development may be located?
This may undermine ability to ensure
deliverability in a coordinated manner.
Support growth being in urban areas and
main towns.

Evidence needed to show development will
happen at these sites, particularly large

plan have been
raised to reflect
the most up to
date evidence.
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strategic allocations which are commitments
but yet to be delivered.

20965 Support Too many existing permissions without Support for promoting delivery of sites | See the Reg. 19
: action with planning permission noted. version for
Public
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
21087 Comment Statements are relevant and compelling Comments noted. Comments on See the Reg. 19
Saving Housing approach inconsister_wt \_/vith the housing numbers, villages, version for
Swainsthorpe statem.ents, eg use of oIc_i statistics, over infrastructure and climate change have | changes to the
) allocation of housing, reliance on other been considered, primarily through Delivery
Campaign villages to provide housing without policies 1, 2 3, and 4. Statement.
infrastructure to support.
Climate change statements worthy but lack
coherence and targets e.g. supporting
increase in sustainable transport rather than
initiating
21175 Support Support sites being allocated which have Note support and view that flexibility is | See the Reg. 19
Hopkins Homes reasonable prospect of delivery required over delivery plans. version for
) ’ Support delivery plans but unforeseen changes to the
Per5|mmon. Homes changes could impact delivery — flexibility Delivery
& Taylor Wimpey needed Statement.
Via Bidwells Support for 9% buffer
21201 Support Support sites being allocated which have

Kier Living Eastern
Ltd

via Bidwells

reasonable prospect of delivery

Support delivery plans but unforeseen
changes could impact delivery — flexibility
needed
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21265

Lanpro Services
via Stephen Flynn
+

21380

Glavenhill Ltd via
Stephen Flynn

Object

Support emphasis on growing Cambridge
Norwich Tech Corridor

No evidence of delivery of the 36,000
commitments and existing allocations is
provided

Told evidence of delivery will be provided in
Reg 19 which is too late for meaningful
responses

What is definition of Strategically significant
development? How realistic is use of
compulsory purchase when it is costly and
time consuming?

9% buffer below NPPF’s required 10%
Contingency option should be identified, and
the process explained for how & when it will
be allocated.

Currently 4,000+ possible contingency sites
in Wymondham which is large, vague and
provides doubt in confidence of GNLP
regarding delivery

13,430 of commitments in Growth Triangle
where delivery to date has been slow

The comments are noted and have
been consider, particularly through
policies 1 and 7.

See the Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.

21342
Reedham PC

Comment

Why is 9% buffer needed?

If windfall predictions included in calculation,
there would not be a need for surfeit.

Why is there no phasing option?

Comments on:

e the buffer;

e using windfalls in the buffer

e and phasing
are noted and have been considered
through policy 1.

See the Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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21439 Comment No provision for allotment space in any Comments noted. Allotments form part | See the Reg. 19
, developments despite statement in Policy 2 | of the requirement for green version for
Public objective infrastructure set in policy 2. changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
21719 Support Support approach to housing in Delivery Note general support for the DS and See the Reg. 19
Brown & Co Statement. the comments on the delivery version for
Query definition of reasonable prospect of prospects of existing allocations, along | changes to the
delivery, given carried forward allocations - | with the potential for a new settlement | Delivery
some which have come from 2004. at Honingham Thorpe through policy 1. | Statement and
Honingham Thorpe settlement would deliver policy 1 and 7.5
housing numbers with. good .Iinks to the agri- (the latter
:gc(;leﬁ\?;rrldor and Clarion being well placed provides thg long-
term commitment
to the
development of a
new settlement or
settlements in
Greater Norwich).
21819 Object opaque policy on village cluster sites Comments noted and considered See the Reg. 19
Barford & !nconsistent with climate change statement | through policies 1 and 4. version for
. in Table 5. changes to the
Wramplingham PC No bus service for Wramplingham and few Delivery
in Barford Statement and
How will more houses rectify situation and other policy
provide more services for the houses? updates.
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21935 Support Support sites being allocated which have Support noted for the buffer and the See the Reg. 19
reasonable prospect of delivery — GNLP view that: version for
UEA Estates & 0133-C&E are suitable, achievable, viable - _ changes to the
Buildings via and deliverable . ﬂe>$|b|I|ty is required over Delivery
Bidwells Support delivery plans as part of planning delivery plans . Statement.
application but unforeseen changes could o Sites at UEA are deliverable.
impact delivery — flexibility needed
9% buffer supported
21978 Object Disagree with 9% buffer Comments noted on the buffer; using See the Reg. 19

SN Green Party

villages should not have growth without
suitable public transport provision

Phasing should be an option — support
CPRE

Only 45% Norwich & 41% SN homes are
well insulated which is a waste of energy
and bad for environment

12% households in area in fuel poverty
(unable to adequately heat home)
Upgrading insulation of 3,309 per year within
Norwich area would ensure all homes
insulated by 2030

Helpful to quote Certification schemes being
used, TCPA recommend; BRE’s High
Quality Mark BREEAM for buildings,
CEEQUAL for public/infrastructure and
BREEAM for communities and Passivhaus
Trust ‘s assessment frameworks.

Air pollution impact assessment should be
required for applications likely to negatively
impact air quality.

windfalls and phasing and considered
through policy 1.

Comments on energy efficiency,
design, electric vehicles and air
pollution considered through policy 2.

version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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Developments that create street canyons to
be avoided

Minimum no. of electric vehicle charging
points per 10 dwellings to be stipulated

22017 Object Why is 9% buffer needed? Comments noted on the buffer; using See the Reg. 19
Mulbarton PC If windfall predictions included in celculation, windfalls and phasing and considered version for
there would not be a need for surfeit. through policy 1. changes to the
Why is there no phasing option - Support Delivery
CPRE Statement.
22121 Object GNLP0283 meets reasonable prospect of View noted that site GNLP0283 is See the Reg. 19
landowner via delivery requirement and offers emall ecale considered to be deliverable and version for
growth at villages and on brownfield sites as | considered through policy 7 and the changes to the
MDPC Town mentioned in delivery statement. Sites plan. Delivery
Planning Statement.
22126 Support Support promoting of sites with reasonable | Support for overall approach including | See the Reg. 19

M Scott Properties
Ltd

via Strutt & Parker
LLP

prospects of delivery

9% buffer accords with need to ensure
sufficient amount and variety of land can
come forwards. Recognised this will be 10%
at Reg19 with village cluster allocation
included.

Given uncertainty of Carrow Works site
recommend where reasonable alternatives
exist in sustainable locations, additional
smaller sites (up to 25 dwellings) should be
allocated to increase certainty around
delivery and supply.

Client’s site (GNLP0341) is one such site

the buffer. Comments on Carrow
Works considered through policies 1
and 7 and the Sites policies. Note the
view that small sites are considered to
be more deliverable.

version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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22253

Taylor Wimpey
Strategic Land via

Carter Jonas LLP

Object

Object to contingency locations for growth in
Costessey to offset non-delivery of housing
elsewhere — particularly reasonable
alternative/contingency sites located in
settlements

The strategic extension unlikely to be
delivered within time needed to address
shortfall in short term.

lead in times are more than 5 years due to
complexity of sites meaning these aren’t
deliverable as contingency sites.

There are smaller sites locally which would
better serve need, eg GNLP 0284R

Comments on the contingency sites
and proposed new settlements through
policy 1 and the Sites policies. Note the
view that small sites are considered to
be more deliverable.

See the Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.

22274

Landstock Estates
Ltd and
Landowners Group
Ltd via

Barton Willmore

Comment

Broadly support housing approach

Growth within villages should be assessed
as part of a single plan, 1,200 homes on
small sites with limited jobs/infrastructure is
not supported.

Minimum number of houses allocated using
standard method but NPPG highlights
growth strategies and housing deals that
facilitate greater growth are reasons to have
higher numbers of housing.

The City Deal plans for additional 13,000
jobs and 3,000 homes by 2026, added to
JCS 27,000 jobs this should be reflected in
Economy Chapter and supporting text to
Policy 6, SHMA identifies need for 44,714
homes.

But table 6 highlights need for 40,451
homes.

Comments on overall growth, village
growth, trajectories and delivery of
existing allocations considered through
policy 1 and the Sites policies. Note the
view that sites in Wymondham are
considered to be more deliverable.

See the Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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e SHMA also highlights need for additional
8,361 homes for the additional workers
associated with the City Deal.

e With the previous shortfall and the change
with the standard method, as well as the
need identified in the City Deal and SHMA,
we believe a 20% should be applied.

o With this in place additional growth should
be allocated in sustainable locations, eg the
tech corridor

e With the under delivery of the previous plan
we believe housing numbers are
accelerated in early years of plan period, the
20% buffer should be provided to Five Year
Housing Supply.

e Plan currently relies on previously
undelivered sites (eg growth triangle) which
have no evidence for delivery making the
soundness of plan risky.

o HELAA is vague on delivery details and no
anticipated trajectory.

e Recommend strategy is revisited and
supports development in areas with proven
deliverability records, e.g Wymondham
which is well placed and historically delivers
on growth

22391

Norwich Green
Party

Support

Support greater use of legal powers.
Developers are dragging heels on redeveloping
brown field sites in Norwich at expense of
countryside.

Support noted for use of legal powers
to promote delivery of brownfield sites

See the Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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22393 Object Object to providing 9% more homes than Opposition noted to the use of buffer See the Reg. 19
. needed and identifying two 'contingency' and contingency sites and considered | version for
Norwich Green : , e :
Part locations, especially if windfalls are to be through policy 1. changes to the
y discounted (and we object to this also). The Delivery
Plan should ensure delivery of JCS allocations Statement.
before developing new sites allocated in GNLP.
22511 Comment e All new housing must be carbon neutral | Comments noted and considered See the Reg. 19
Broadland G or at least built to Passivhaus standards. | through policy 2. version for
Proa and foreen e There is no provision for allotment space changes to the
arty in any of the current developments Delivery
despite it being a clearly stated Policy 2 Statement. Policy
objective. 2 supporting text
now references
allotments.
22628 Support Support general approach to delivery + buffer. Note support and view that changing See the Reg. 19
. Need to recognise that there may be circumstances could impact on version for
M Scott Properties . e .
unforeseen material changes in circumstances, | delivery. changes to the
Ltd : : : . )
which could impact the delivery of an allocation. Delivery
Statement.
22692 Comment | The Delivery Statement set out at Paragraph Comments noted and considered See the Reg. 19
139 of the Draft Strategy sets out that the Plan | through policies 1 and 7. version for
Strutt & Parker . . :
will promote a pro-active approach to delivery changes to the
LLP . . . )
through only allocating housing sites where a Delivery
reasonable prospect of delivery can be Statement.

evidenced, taking into account policy
requirements. This approach accords with
paragraph 67 of the NPPF and is supported.
16. In terms of providing flexibility and including
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a 9% buffer, this accords with the objective of
ensuring that a sufficient amount and variety of
land can come forward. It is also recognised
that it is proposed that the buffer will increase to
10% at the Regulation 19 stage, when the
village clusters allocations will be included. It is
acknowledged that the Plan aims to comply with
the NPPF paragraph 68 requirement to
accommodate at least 10% of housing
requirement on sites no larger than 1 ha.
However, given the uncertainty around the
Carrow Works site (1,200) homes, it is
recommended that where reasonable
alternative sites exist in sustainable locations,
additional smaller sites of up to c. 25 dwellings
(expected delivery from 1 ha) should also be
allocated throughout the Plan area to increase
certainty around delivery and supply,
particularly in the early parts of the Plan period,
supporting the Government’s objective of
significantly boosting the supply of homes.
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QUESTION 10

STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 10 - Do you support, object, or have any comments relating to the approach to
Economic Development set out in the Delivery Statement?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: 18 (14 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

BREAKDOWN:

9 Support, 4 Object, 5 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Submission version of the Plan.

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have
been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence,

amendments have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO
(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE PLAN
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

20024 Support More needed to encourage economic growth in | Comments on the economy and the See the Reg.
Public market towns. hierarchy on the issue of encouraging 19 version

economic growth in market towns noted
and considered through policies 1, 6 and 7.

for changes
to the
Delivery
Statement.
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21088 Comment See our comments relating to housing in Q9, | Comments noted. See the Reg.
, for 'housing' read 'economic development' 19 version
Savmg Q9 Housing comments - “the approach to for changes
Swainsthorpe housing is inconsistent with those to the
Campaign statements, for example the use of old Delivery
statistics on housing need, the overshoot of Statement.
planned numbers of houses, the developing
reliance on 'other villages' to provide
housing growth without any clear statement
as to the provision of infrastructure to
support this growth.”
21266 Comment Fails to mention Cambridge Norwich Tech Comments noted. The Cambridge Norwich | See the Reg.
Lanpro Services Corridor Tech Corridor and the relevant ambitions of | 19 version
Needs emphasis in this section if there isa | the LEP and Norfolk and Suffolk Economic | for changes
via Stephen Flynn commitment to making growth here happen | Plan are covered in some detail elsewhere | to the
Should mention and integrate relevant in the startegy. Delivery
+ 21381 ambitions of the LEP and Norfolk and Statement.
Glavenhill Ltd via Suffolk Economic Plan.
Stephen Flynn
21457 + 22414 Object Not supported with regard to existing Specific amendments suggested to policy 6 | See the Reg.
Cambridge Norwich Tech Corridor to place more emphasis on small and 19 version

Horsham
properties Ltd via

Lawson Planning
Partnership Ltd

Needs emphasis in this section if there is a
commitment to making growth here happen
Should mention and integrate relevant
ambitions of the LEP and Norfolk and
Suffolk Economic Plan. Policy 6 requires
amending as more flexibility is needed to
accommodate needs not anticipated by local
Plan or to enable expansion of employment
sites

medium sized employment sites noted.

for changes
to the
Delivery
Statement.
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Policy 6, Para 2, bullet point 1 to be
amended to;

“the allocation and retention of smaller scale
employment sites across the area and the
potential expansion of, a range of existing
small and medium sized sites”

21720 Support e Support economic delivery as set out Support noted for the potential role of See the Reg.
Brown & Co e Proposed Honingham Thorpe new Honingham Thorpe as a new settlement. 19 version
settlement relates well to this approach for changes
to the
Delivery
Statement.
21936, 22895, Support e support identified growth strengthening Support noted for Norwich Cambridge Tech | See the Reg.
22932, 22951 & Norwich’s role in the national economy with | Corridor and view that sites at UEA will 19 version
22986 particular reference to Norwich Cambridge | promote knowledge sector-based growth. | for changes
Tech Corridor to the
UEA Estates & e Identification of preferred allocations of Delivery
Buildings GNLP0133-B&D & GNLP0140-C will Statement.
via Bidwells promote growth in knowledge-intensive
sectors.
e Preferred allocation GNLP0133-C&E will
support enhancement of UEA to promote
knowledge sector-based growth
22057 Comment | e Site 4 (north-east of Norwich Airport) can View noted that site 4 at Norwich Airport See the Reg.
Norwich contribute to region’s large-scale can contribute to employment growth 19 version
: . development; supporting a number of uses | through the topic paper on the economy for changes
international including large-scale B2 & B8 employment | and the sites plan. to the
Airport via space. Deliver
y
Barton Willmore e Site proposed for mix of aviation and non- Statement.

aviation uses with flexibility to release for
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general employment based on market
demand.

e Flexibility to include non-aviation
employment space will bring site into
economic use and contribute to provision of
infrastructure to support aviation-related
employment (a knowledge-intensive sector)

22394 Object e object to expansions and new allocations View noted that sustainable access is See the Reg.
Norwich Green until high quality public tranqurt & walkin_g required to employment sites and digital 19 version
Part and cycling networks are provided to avoid | jobs should be promoted in rural areas and | for changes
y dependence on car/van/lorry access. considered through policies on the to the
e Economic development in rural location that economy and infrastructure. De“very
generate car, van and HGV use are Statement.
objected to
¢ Digital based jobs are acceptable in these
locations
22395 Support Support concentrating employment in Norwich | Support noted for concentrating See the Reg.
: City Centre employment in Norwich City Centre 19 version
Norwich Green
Party for changes
to the
Delivery
Statement.
22512 Object e Assumption continues economic growth will | View noted that there should be a zero- See the Reg.
help the county is flawed — unsustainable growth economy underpinned by 19 version

Broadland Green
Party

economic growth has brought on climate
emergency, population growth is declining
and economic growth does not improve
happiness and wellbeing.

e Economy should serve population, a
circular, zero-growth economy underpinned
by; transition to renewable energy,

sustainable policies.

for changes
to the
Delivery
Statement.

139




designing out waste and pollution, keeping
products and materials in use and
maintain/regenerate natural systems.

22753 Object Due to the way the region has grown, the View noted that the area is car dependent See the Reg.
Public distances between housing and through consideration of policies 1 on the 19 version
employment/leisure is now such that without hierarchy and 4 on infrastructure. for changes
public transport the majority of population relies to the
on their cars. Delivery
Statement.
22847 Support e Support approach for smaller scale and rural | Specific amendments suggested have been | See the Reg.
Crown Point employment sites . . considered for policy 6. 19 version
Estate e However smaller scale is not defined, for changes

via Pegasus Group

appropriate sites need formal allocation to
avoid being classified as countryside which
would be ruled against under DM policies.

e Park Farm is being promoted for
employment

e Low value, low-tech plays a vital role in
wider economy. This relies on lower-cost
rural sites as they are priced out of new-
build business parks in more central
locations.

to the
Delivery
Statement
and policy 6.
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QUESTION 11

STRATEGY QUESTION:
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Question 11 - Do you support, object, or have any comments relating to the approach to
Infrastructure set out in the Delivery Statement?

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS:

30 (24 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT
BREAKDOWN:

18 Support, 6 Object, 6 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have
been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission

version of the Plan.

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO
(OR GROUP OF OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE PLAN
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION

19941 Object e experience of last 20 years suggests View noted that the statement should be re- | See the Reg.
Public infrastructure delivery has failed to support written to reflect past failings in 19 version for

existing growth in population — traffic
congestion, failing public transport, air
pollution increase, water demand is
unsustainable health services are failing.
e Change to statement is needed to reflect
past failings and a realistic and justified

infrastructure provision and provide a
realistic and justified expectation of future
performance.

changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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expectation of future performance should be
given as currently there is little likelihood of
success by doing more of the same.

20025 Support Support but greater investment needed to Support and view that more investment is See the Reg.
. support public transport across a wider network | required in public transport, social care and | 19 version for
Public : ) :
and all aspects of social care and education. education noted. changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
20047 Comment | e Building houses does not necessarily lead to | Comments noted on poor infrastructure See the Reg.
Public improved infrastructure provision and loss of green areas for 19 version for
e Infrastructure is 10-20 years out of date, housing. changes to the
other than Lidl/Aldi stores which create more Delivery
traffic Statement.
e Green belt land being lost for houses
20497 Object ¢ No admittance of NDR failings (Economic & | Views noted on road issues, primarily See the Reg.
Public Environmental). . N through consideration of policy 4. 19 version for
e The Western Link Road will be the same if it changes to the
proceeds in its current form Delivery
Statement and
policy 4.
20840 Comment/ Broad support for the approach to See the Reg.
Welbeck Strategic Support o Suppor_t principle . _ infrastructyre from.a number of developers | 19 version for
Land Il LLP via e Clarify {nfrastructure requirements will be and the view that infrastructure changes to the
proportionate and based on assessment of | requirements should be proportionate and | Delivery
Bidwells need. If not it's unviable and undeliverable | based on need to make sites viable noted. | Statement.
+ 21177

Hopkins Home,
Persimmon Homes
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& Taylor Wimpey
via Bidwells

+ 21202

Kier Living Eastern
Ltd

via Bidwells

+ 21938, 22896,
22952, 22987,
23181

UEA Estates and
Building via
Bidwells

+22874, 23015

Abel Homes via
Bidwells

23131

Hopkins Homes
via Bidwells

20897

Norfolk
Constabulary via
NPS Property
Consultants Ltd

Object

Should include specific reference to Norfolk
Police

Wording to be revised to;

“Infrastructure priorities benefit existing
communities, support growth, improve
connectivity and access to economic and
social opportunities, maintain and enhance

Note the view that the Norfolk Police should
be specifically referenced in the
infrastructure section of the statement and
through policy 4.

See the Reg.
19 version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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safe and cohesive communities and deliver
sustainable and active travel choices to
promote modal shift.

The Greater Norwich partners will continue
to work to coordinate delivery with other
providers including Highways England,
Anglian Water, other transport and utilities
companies, town and parish council, Norfolk
Police and local health care providers.
Infrastructure will be delivered through: .....

”

21090 Comment | e Transport section favours road View noted that road investment increases | See the Reg.
Savi widening/increases traffic 19 version for
Savmg " e Road building increases traffic rather than changes to the
wainsthorpe reduces congestion Delive
Campaign Y
9 Statement.

21267 Support Support importance of early engagement with Support noted. See the Reg.

: infrastructure providers and delivery of required 19 version for
Lanpro Services :

. infrastructure to support growth changes to the
via Delivery
Stephen Flynn Statement.

+ 21382

Glavenhill Ltd via

Stephen Flynn

21723 Support e Support infrastructure approach, essential to | Support and views on the proposed new See the Reg.

Brown & Co

deliver infrastructure for sustainable
development.

settlement at Honingham Thorpe noted in
relation to infrastructure

19 version for
changes to the
Delivery
Statement.
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e New Honingham Thorpe Settlement would
provide infrastructure solutions from the
start.

e Also well related to planned road
improvements

22127 Comment | e Site developers will work to coordinate Comments noted on the role of new sites in | See the Reg.
. delivery with providers to ensure providing infrastructure 19 version for
M Scott Properties infrastructure will be delivered. changes to the
Ltd e Development of GNLP 0341 will support this Delivery
via Strutt & Parker via CiL, Provision of development through Statement.
LLP conditions/local agreements, maximising
government funding, investments of public
bodies & utilities companies and locally led
delivery vehicles
22396 Object e ‘improve connectivity’ permits more road Views on infrastructure provision to support | See the Reg.
: building — change to ‘improve connectivity sustainable travel and “soft” infrastructure 19 version for
Norwich Green for public transport and local rail, walking through considered both for the statement | changes to the
Party and cycling’ and policy 4. Delivery
e transport infrastructure strategy isn’t Statement.
consistent with Paris Agreement — need
traffic demand management e.g.
infrastructure for workplace parking charges
and enabling transition to zero carbon
vehicles.
e Refer to importance of ‘soft’ infrastructure eg
education to distinguish from hard
infrastructure
22485 Comment | Funding for the Strategic Road Network will Comments noted on funding for the See the Reg.

Highways England

also be provided through the current and future
Road Investment Strategies within the
Statement of Funds Available

Strategic Road Network

19 version for
changes to the
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Delivery

Statement.
22513 Object To promote a modal shift in transport it's not | Views noted on infrastructure provision in See the Reg.
Broadland Green enough to include a few aspirational relation to both the statement and policy 4. | 19 version for
cycle/footpaths whilst also expanding roads. changes to the
Party Highways England & NCC Highways are Delivery
road builders rather than transport Statement.
infrastructure facilitators and innovators
Small Scale/rural employment sites may not
require as many infrastructure requirements
but there are still constraints from drainage
to public transport and broadband/mobile
coverage
Aspiration to coordinate delivery with other
providers, needs more effort to be more
effective e.g NCC Highways working with
Highways England and include Anglian
Water in housing/business development
22693 Comment Site developers will work to coordinate Comments noted on the role of new sites in | See the Reg.
. delivery with providers to ensure providing infrastructure 19 version for
M SC,Ott Properties infrastructure will be delivered. changes to the
Ltd via Development of GNLP 2136 will support this Delivery
Strutt & Parker via CiL, Provision of development through Statement.
LLP conditions/local agreements, maximising
government funding, investments of public
bodies & utilities companies and locally led
delivery vehicles
22718 Object experience of last 20 years suggests View noted that the statement should be re- | See the Reg.
Public infrastructure delivery has failed to support written to reflect past failings in 19 version for

existing growth in population — traffic
congestion, failing public transport, air

infrastructure provision and provide a

changes to the
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pollution increase, water demand is realistic and justified expectation of future Delivery
unsustainable health services are failing. performance. Statement.
Change to statement is needed to reflect
past failings and a realistic and justified
expectation of future performance should be
given as currently there is little likelihood of
success by doing more of the same.
By any reading of the term sustainability, the
current model and policies have failed, and
the proposals in this new plan which
continue on the same route, must therefore
be deemed to fail the basic test of
sustainability.
22723 Support Broadly supportive Broad support for the approach to See the Reg.
Level of financial contribution should be infrastructure and the view that 19 version for
Etzlspury Homes subject to formal viability exercise being infrastructure requirements should be changes to the
via conducted viable noted. Delivery
Pegasus Group Statement.
22750 Support Generally supportive of prioritising benefits Broad support for the approach to See the Reg.
: and delivery of infrastructure to help existing | infrastructure and the view that the 19 version for
Landowners via communities, support growth and improve | statement should recognise the role of changes to the
Rosconn Group connectivity developers in bringing forward Delivery
Recognition should be given to development | infrastructure noted. Statement.
industry’s role in bringing forward key
infrastructure; often central to funding and
delivery alongside new housing and
economic development
22784 Support Site developers will work to coordinate Support and comments on the role of new | See the Reg.

delivery with providers to ensure
infrastructure will be delivered.

sites in providing infrastructure noted.

19 version for
changes to the
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Strutt & Parker

Development of GNLP 0291 & 0342 will

Delivery

LLP support this via CiL, Provision of Statement.
development through conditions/local
agreements, maximising government
funding, investments of public bodies &
utilities companies and locally led delivery
vehicles
22848 Support Support priorities, particularly intent to shift Broad support for the approach to See the Reg.
, to sustainable modes of transport. infrastructure and view that P + R allocation | 19 version for
Crown Point Little in plan to support this, eg allocations in Trowse would support modal shift noted. | changes to the
Estate for P&R sites. Delivery
Promoting Loddon Road P&R Statement.

via Pegasus Group
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QUESTION 12

STRATEGY QUESTION:
SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE: Statement

Question 12 - Do you support, object or have any comments relating to the Climate Change

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: 62 (52 respondents)

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

BREAKDOWN:

20 Support, 19 Object, 23 Comment

GENERAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

version of the Plan.

The comments have raised a variety of matters, often with conflicting viewpoints. These have
been taken into account, together with other evidence such as the Sustainability Appraisal, in
reconsidering the policy or related supported text of the plan. As a consequence, amendments
have been made to the policy and/or text to be included in the Reg 19 Proposed Submission

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES GNLP CHANGE TO
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPO | PLAN
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION | NSE
20557, 20563, Object The GNLP is deeply flawed. It appears to pursue a political Relevance of the Comme | See Reg. 19
20769, 22149 agenda rather than duly considering sensible and pragmatic Heathrow decision | nts version for
issues and flouts national policy on climate change mitigation. | to plan-making noted changes to the
and plan.
consider

ed
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The recent Court of Appeal decision to rule the expansion of
Heathrow unlawful because it didn’t take climate change
commitments into account puts the proposed GNLP in a
dubious position, given that its proposed higher levels of rural
development would lead to increases in carbon emissions,
which contravenes national planning policy to facilitate their
reduction. This would inevitably lead to it being challenged on
that basis. It could even be that a legal challenge would be
upheld and the policy deemed unlawful.

The GNLP is a redundant document, given that the current
Joint Core Strategy has only been in effect since 2014 and
covers the period up to 2026. Certainly, the unexplained
change in policy in the GNLP concerning rural development is
startling and inappropriate.

One of the core strategies in the JCS was to locate housing
and other growth primarily in and close to Norwich, with
minimal new development to be permitted in rural areas. One
of the stated reasons for the development of the NDR, at great
public expense, was to help the distribution of traffic to and
from new housing built inside its length and in the northeast
growth triangle (as that is what the JCS pointed to). The GNLP
consultation document abandons that policy and sacrifices the
important protection the JCS gave rural communities against
inappropriate development. The main justification for this
appears to be the availability of primary school places in the
village clusters. The issue of climate change is a much more

Need to the
replace the JCS
which runs to 2026

Abandonment of
JCS focus on
growth in the
Norwich area,
supported by
expensive
investment in
NDR, in favour of
more growth in
villages

Climate change
policy should lead
strategy —
contradiction of a
strategy which
aims to assist the
move to a post-
carbon economy
and protect
environmental
assets whilst also

primarily
through
Policies
1and 7.
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important factor and appears to have been completely ignored
despite the introduction stating that the GNLP must also assist
the move to a post-carbon economy and protect and enhance
our many environmental assets. This goal is completely
undermined by the proposed policy.

promoting more
growth in villages

23104 + 20669

Salhouse PC &
CPRE Norfolk

21847 + 21470 +
20743

Hempnall PC

+ 22658
Saxlingham
Nethergate PC

Object

Given the stated measures in the Climate Change Statement,
it is impossible to see how the proposed additional allocation
of sites for housing in village clusters can be justified.
Furthermore, it is stated that growth in villages is located
where there is good access to services to support their
retention, when this is rarely the case beyond providing a
primary school with sufficient places or room for expansion.
Many services are simply not located within the village clusters
with many additional vehicle journeys being an inevitable
consequence of such housing allocations. Therefore, these
would be contrary to measures 2 and 3 of the Climate Change
Statement.

By locating additional housing in village clusters there would
be an increased need to travel, particularly by private car, due
to the lack of viable and clean public transport. If Climate
Change is seriously going to be addressed then it is
unacceptable to allocate additional sites for housing in rural
areas which are not at all, or poorly served by public transport.
New housing must be located where jobs and a wide range of
services are or can be provided.

In addition CPRE Norfolk is concerned by the lack of any
detailed policy on the design of new housing in the draft Plan
document, other than a brief mention in the Design of

Additional
allocations in
village clusters
contrary to
measures 2 and 3
of the Climate
Change Statement
which makes it
unacceptable to
allocate additional
sites for housing in
rural areas which
are not at all, or
poorly served by
public transport
and have limited
employment.

Concerned by the
lack of any
detailed policy on
the design of new
housing other than

Comme
nts
noted
and
consider
ed
primarily
through
Policies
1,2
(which
covers
sustaina
ble
design)
and 7.

See Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
plan.
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development in the Climate Change Statement. Detailed
requirements to insist that new houses are built to the highest
possible environmental standards beyond the Government’s
minimum standards are needed, if serious steps are to be
taken towards addressing Climate Change issues.

Local employment with reduced travel to work is only feasible
for a single worker households. Where there are two income
earners in a household, it is unlikely that both will be able to
work locally. This is a fundamental flaw of such policies.

New houses should have solar panels, be insulated to highest
standard and include grey water capture

a brief mention in
the Design of
development in the
Climate Change
Statement.

20267 Object e Aspirations but ineffective follow on. Comments noted and See Reg. 19
: e Policies should lead on how they will address climate considered under Policies 1, | version for
Brockdish &
change. 2and 7. changes to the
Thorpe Abbotts e Village Cluster policy is an example of opportunity lost: plan.
PC no criteria on location of housing and how countering
climate change is to be helped.
e Design of development means little when SNDC
acknowledge that Building Regulations can only be
changed to the extent that builders will cooperate.
20496 Object The commentary in the Climate Change Statement seems to Comments noted. The See Reg. 19
be a complete fantasy. Many of the things relating to living statement sets out the version for

near services is not happening now either because the
services do not exist, have been eliminated by austerity or
development being allowed indiscriminately. No mention of
nature from the small to the large. No mention of green lungs
or recreational areas or water usage. No necessary wildness.
In fact the opposite is occurring with the cutting down of trees

actions taken in the plan to
address climate change.

changes to the
plan.
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for road or housing development. No recognition that there is a
climate emergency.

20270 Comment | Note view that: Comments noted and See Reg. 19
Dickleburgh + GNLP team to assess the environmental cost of the whole congldered prlmarllly |r.1 version for
relation to the monitoring changes to the
Rushall PC GNLP process. . .
appendix + plan. Policy 3
GNLP to put forward plans to mitigate against the cost. These Policies 2 and 3 which deal now .contalns a
could be: ) : . requirement
with on site and strategic for biodiversity
« Delivered at the micro level within the parishes / towns / | green infrastructure delivery | gain from
city where the development takes place and subsequently through developments
e Macro - South Norfolk Broadlands Norwich designate ongoing Implementation )
new public space forest wood are within the county Plans which support Gl
clearly identified as carbon offset for the development of | delivery.
the GNLP
¢ Macro - create new connecting green lung areas
identified as GNLP carbon offset land.
20220 Comment | This is not ambitious enough. We need radical change. Solar Comments noted. See Reg. 19
PV should not be free standing it should be on every roof that version for

is appropriate for this. You need to have stronger more rapidly
instigated building regs on sustainable development all
building should be built to Passivhaus standards. Traffic free
routes everywhere so that all children can bike and walk to
school safely. Incentives to give up your car. Radically
improved electric public transport. Good broad band
connections everywhere so that people can work locally and
do meetings by skype reducing the need for travel.

Policy 2 covers the broad
range of issues on creating
sustainable communities that
planning can address through
the design of new
development. This includes
setting local standards as
permitted by government.

Policy 4 covers strategic
infrastructure including public
transport through local

changes to the
plan.
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transport plans and
broadband.

20593

Climate Friendly
Policy and
Planning

We welcome the Climate Change Statement as, for the first
time in the GNLP process, issues relating to Climate Change
have been brought together in one place.

However, the statement serves only as a set of pointers into
other policies. It does not provide a Climate Change (CC)
policy. As such, it is not effective in providing an overarching
policy on CC that can have effective weight at later planning
application stages which is required by the legislation.

Despite, para.140 stating how the NPPF requires local plans to
set strategic policies which address CC mitigation and
adaptation, the statement does not fulfil this requirement.

However, the statement, with its different limbs, forms that
basis of material that could be converted into the skeleton of
an overarching GNLP Climate Change policy. Such a policy
would be a very positive step for GNDP to take considering the
Climate emergency. However, we emphasise the word
skeletal, as there would be additional work to take the skeletal
structure provided by the statement and turn it into a robust
policy, as we outline below. We posit strongly that this is done
for the next draft of the plan (see Stroud District Local Plan
Review for example policy).

We note that the Director of Place, Norwich City Council, has
commented that there is a disconnect between the Climate

Comments noted. The
climate change statement is
intended to provide pointers
to the wide range of strategic
policies throughout the plan
which seek to address
climate change.

See Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
plan.
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Change statement and the policy substance needed for the
plan to contribute significantly to delivery of a low carbon
future.

Trend based baseline carbon emissions, budgets and
targets

Overall there has been a 28% reduction in emissions over this
period. The figure above shows that in Greater Norwich area,
Industry and Domestic emissions have reduced whilst
Transport emissions are rising and are at the same levels as in
2005. In general, national trends in the decarbonisation of
electricity has enabled significant reductions for industrial and
domestic carbon footprints. A robust climate change policy in
the GNLP could have further significant impact locally on
bringing down Industry and Domestic emissions.

Road transport emissions have made no significant reductions
in over 14 years, indicating a major policy failure, both
nationally and locally. This may only be remedied by a very
tough set of policy interventions in transport for modal shift
away from private car use; electric vehicles may only play a
small part in decarbonising transport for reasons we give
elsewhere. The GNLP Climate Change and Transport policies
should have reducing transport emissions as their number one
objective.

Policy 4: Transport

Policies 2 and 4 are mentioned in the Climate Change
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Statement table). The DEFRA Clean Growth Strategy
objective to meet a 30% reduction in carbon emissions from
road transport by 2032 should be included here as a footnote
(before footnote 49). As above, the SA states that this
objective will not be met by the plan.

More detailed comments on Egnida EIS document

Throw away comments in the Climate Change statement
encourage community-led initiatives such as the promotion of
decentralised, renewable and low carbon energy use or
securing land for local food sourcing, Policy 7.1 providing for
sustainable energy generation, including a local energy
network serving the (East Norwich) area as a whole much
more development within the plan.

19821

Comment

The transport strategy seems insufficiently ambitious. Rather
than just promoting active travel and public transport, there
needs to be a strategy to actively discourage car use, including
building developments that do not include storage for vehicles
other than bikes and car club vehicles.

It would also mean that any development includes filtered
streets, so that cars can only drive in and out but not through.

Comments noted. Policy 2
provides for design which
supports active travel and is
links to existing more detailed
development management
policies promoting cycling
and car clubs.

See Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
plan.
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All new properties must have space to store a bicycle, and
identify how to access a cycle route, in a similar manner to the
Oxford Local Plan.

20026 Support Support, but must be delivered and even expanded upon. Support noted. See Reg. 19
version for
changes to the
plan.

20048 Support Support any effort to reduce emissions but you don’t achieve Comments noted. See Reg. 19

this by increasing traffic! version for
changes to the
plan.

20613 Comment e Provision needed to reduce/stop pollution activities as well | Comments noted. The plan’s | See Reg. 19

Public as promoting low-carbon ones climate change targets and version for

e Decisions should be based on carbon impact & emission monitoring are referenced in | changes to the
monitoring — carbon footprint impacts of development & the statement and set out in plan.
infrastructure, reject proposals incompatible with zero appendix 3.
carbon target and climate budgets.
e Aims are positive but vague — measurable targets needed
20625 Object ¢ Climate needs to be more central to plan (as per TCPA’s Comments noted. The See Reg. 19
Public Planning for Climate Change document), include possible | climate change statement version for

impact of developments and factor them into relevant
policies.

e Para 84 shows projected temperature & precipitation
changes, but nothing is done with these

¢ Development & Infrastructure decisions to be based on
contributions and compatibility with transition to zero
carbon.

identifies how the GNLP
addresses the issues in the
TCPA'’s Planning for Climate
Change document.

changes to the
plan.
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20841 & 22875 & | Comment | Principles of policy are capable of being delivered/supported Comments noted. See Reg. 19
23016 by proposed development version for
Abel homes via changes to the
plan.
Bidwells
20967 Comment e Change wording of Para 136 to be more proactive — not Comments noted. Once this | See Reg. 19
Publi ‘help’ and assist’ but ‘will’. plan is adopted, plan making | version for
ublic e Para 141 — need for perpetual growth should be will continue through a changes to the
challenged and changed. subsequent plan as required | plan.
o After 2038 will the process just happen again with more by government.
land being developed?
21091 Object Partial and lacking conviction. Comments noted. See Reg. 19
Saving Statements and actions within plan are contradictory version for
: changes to the
Swainsthorpe
. plan.
Campaign
21269 Comment e General support General support noted. The See Reg. 19
e However 9% allocations in small village clusters is view that the village clusters | version for

Lanpro Services
via

Stephen Flynn

+ 21384
Glavenhill Ltd via
Stephen Flynn

incompatible with climate change ambitions as will
increase private car use and journeys.

approach contradicts climate
change goals is noted.

changes to the
plan.
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21309 Comment e Only doing minimum to ‘promote’ sustainable behaviour View noted that the plan does | See Reg. 19
Public ¢ Need to prioritise and follow IPCC warnings not do enough to address version for
¢ All policies should contribute to stopping climate change climate change. changes to the
emissions and provide greener living, all other plan.
considerations are a luxury
21343 Comment e Allocations in village clusters is contrary to climate change | The view that the village See Reg. 19
statement due to required car/delivery vehicle use clusters approach contradicts | version for
Reedham PC e Why no policy on design of new houses and need for climate change goals is changes to the
buildings to be to highest possible environmental noted. plan.
standards
21448 Comment | Reassurance that there is an awareness of all the greenhouse | View noted, taking account of | See Reg. 19
Public gases we need to control notably anaesthetic gases are the scope of land use version for
serious greenhouse pollutants and may require careful planning. changes to the
management plan.
21464 Comment e 1,200 new homes (Minimum) + 400 windfall dwellings in The view that the village See Reg. 19
Berah Apton PC SN will mean climate change statement cannot be met due | clusters approach contradicts | version for
ergh Apton to private car use requirements. climate change goals is changes to the
e Plan projects to 2038, likely effects of climate change will noted. plan.
be greater by then
¢ Should be ‘encouraging sustainable travel on all new
developments within the county’ — NCC Environmental
Policy
21703 Object e Policy wording should be stronger in light of climate Comments noted. Policies 2 | See Reg. 19
The Woodland emergency. and 3 place a considerable version for
e Gl is included with no mention of trees and woods ability to | focus on trees and Gl changes to the
Trust sequester carbon from the atmosphere more efficiently provision. plan.
and cheaply than mown grass. Biodiversity

Trees help adapt to impact of climate change e.g. reducing
midsummer temperatures in urban areas.

net gain is now
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e Surface water flooding reduction is mentioned without
reference to trees which reduce run off water into drainage
systems by up to 60% (University of Manchester
Research)

required by the
plan.

21710 Support Support projects which help with climate change e.g. planting Note support, taking account | See Reg. 19
. new trees of the scope of land use version for
Public planning. changes to the
need to address air pollution from commercial and domestic. plan.
Total ban on bonfires on building sites and gardens & ban on
burning non-smokeless fuel from chimneys
21726 Support e Support Support and view that a new | See Reg. 19
Brown & Co e Honingham Thorpe settlement would_ seek_ to'be carbon- settlement at Honingham version for
neutral, predicated on The Garden City Principles. Thorpe could contribute to changes to the
e Services and facilities will be available in the village centre, | achieving the aims set out in | plan.
lessening the need for travel. climate change statement
e The design will take advantage of passive solar gain, with | noted.
climate resilience embedded into homes and the
community
e Sustainable drainage methods will be included as part of
multi-functional Gl network
e Land will be provided for food production and flexible
employment space
¢ Will enhance public service provision to provide
sustainable transport to the city centre
21730 Comment e No mention of reduced flows in rivers and potential impact | Comments noted. In relation | See Reg. 19
RSPB on water resource and protected habitats caused by water resources and a version for

increased water demands during hotter, drier weather

e Consider construction of storage reservoir as a water
supply which provides recreation & Biodiversity buffer,
potential source of irrigation of arable crops

reservoir, the plan focuses on
water efficiency, reflecting the

changes to the
plan.
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Greater aspiration needed to realise climate targets

approach set out in Anglian
Water’s water supply plan.

21805 Object ¢ No strategy to identify carbon footprint of the Plan The broad range of See Reg. 19
Dickleburgh and o _Nor to ensure the opgoing impapt of newly built homes and | comments and suggestions version for
Rushall PC infrastructure are mitigated against made on climate change changes to the
¢ what will the environmental impact of the buildings be? issues are noted. The plan plan.
e What are the calculated CO2 emissions and environmental | sets out policies (mainly 2
cost of the process? and 3) to further develop the
¢ What requirements are there to mitigate these impacts? green infrastructure network
e What money will be used to help mitigate this and requires biodiversity net
environmental impact? CIL is meant for gain.
infrastructure/community support.
e Parish Council proposes;
o Offsetting at point of build — carbon assessment (tCo2e)
for all new build projects which is shared to local
communities. Clear identification of carbon-offset strategy
to be given before receiving consent.
e Strategic Offsetting A — GNLP assesses tCo2e cost of
implementing GNLP in full. Mitigate this with SN GNLP
Woodland, could be series of smaller woodlands.
e Strategic Offsetting B — as A but with a single large public
woodland.
e Strategic Offsetting C — as A but woodlands planted in all
affected parishes and managed by Parish Councils.
21820 Object Allocations to Village Clusters contradicts climate change The view that the village See Reg. 19
Barford & goals in relation to transport, loss of greenfield etc clusters approach contradicts | version for

Wramplingham
PC

climate change goals is
noted.

changes to the
plan.
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21831 Support e Support measures outlined in Table 5 & recognition of Gl Support and comments See Reg. 19
Natural England o re_quest_to identify policies which negativ.elly impact on noted. version for
climate issues, and how these can be mitigates against changes to the
plan. Policy 3
in particular
has been
amended to
further address
climate change
issues,
including a
requirement
for biodiversity
net gain.
21939, 22901, Support e Supportive of aims and design principles Support and confirmation of See Reg. 19
22933, 22953, e UEA is a leader in field of environmental research and will | UEA’s positive role in version for
22988, apply its successes to the proposed developments. addressing climate change changes to the
e Design principles will be applied where viable and issues noted. lan.
UEA Estates & achigvagle topproposed sitzz. P
Buildings via
Bidwells
21964 Support e Support — considered to provide framework to ensure Support noted. See Reg. 19
communities developed and infrastructure delivered will be version for
Welbeck resilient to impacts of climate change changes to the
Strate.glc .Land i e Principles are capable of being delivered/supported by plan.
LLP via Bidwells proposed development
21981 Object e How are allocations in village clusters justified with regard | The wide-ranging comments | See Reg. 19
to climate change targets as will necessitate additional are noted. The purpose of the | version for
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South Norfolk
Green Party

journeys contrary to measure 2&3 of climate change
statement.

Little detail on housing design in policy, should insist on a
detailed carbon assessment and being built to highest
environmental standards beyond Government’s minimum
standards.

Town and Country Planning Association Climate document
advises in para 4.5.1 Local plans need policies which
secure radical reductions in CO2 emissions and have an
effective monitoring regime to ensure the progress of
these reductions which are recorded in annual monitoring
reports.

Methodology to ensure this is not mentioned, nor are CO2,
Particulate matter that come off tyres and exhaust and
NO2 gas.

Online air monitor at Castle Meadow show increase in
pollution levels in last 2 months on last year’s figures.

Gl is mentioned but no mention of urban tree planting, or
any urban planting, to mitigate increasing pollution

More specifics would be useful eg. city of London current
best practice for using Gl to reduce public exposure to
road transport pollution -
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/green_infrastr
uture_

air_pollution_may_19.pdf

and University of Surrey’s guide Implementing Green
Infrastructure for Air Pollution Abatement: General
Recommendations for Management and Plant Species
Selection;
https://figshare.com/articles/Considerations_regarding_gre
en_infrastructure _

implementation_for _improved_air_quality/8198261/3

statement is to set out the
range of policies in the plan
which seek to address
climate change.

changes to the
plan.
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Tree planting to be encouraged, NNDC has pledged to
plant trees but nothing found for other councils

Timeline and specific targets needed e.g. public buses and
taxis to be electric & charging system like London’s for
polluting vehicles using a low emission zone in the city.
FOE say SN should aim to improve current 16% commuter
journeys by public transport, cycling, walking to 40% and
give Norwich target of 70% by 2030.

Cars need to be shared as much as possible, only 11%
commuters share car in Norwich Area. According to
Liftshare best in class employers have 40% staff sharing
work journeys.

No mention of renewable energy generation.

Norwich area has 7MW of renewable power, SN has
63MW, if matched with best of similar local authority areas
would be 29MW and 251MW, this is minimum target to be
achieved rapidly.

FOE recommends councils identify a councillor at cabinet
level and a lead officer as climate and nature champions
who are required to publish bi-annual independent and
audited reports to public on progress in meeting climate
change and nature targets.

consider FOE recommendations to secure resources to
invest in required changes to restore nature and meet
climate goals;

legal and planning mechanisms e.g. 106 agreements to
fund climate actions and nature restoration projects.
Raise money from UK Municipal Bonds Agency for low
carbon infrastructure.

Workplace Parking Levy places modest charge on
employers providing 11 or more parking places and
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invests the revenue in sustainable transport measures e.g.
tram routes, electric buses, cycling and public transport
smartcards.

22018 Object e Allocations in village clusters is contrary to climate goals The view that the village See Reg. 19
Mulbarton PC due to travel. clusters approach contradicts | version for
e Mulbarton has no secondary education, employment or climate change goals is changes to the
services and goods deliveries so travel would be needed | noted. plan.
22093 Support e Support for creating a vibrant, inclusive area enhanced by | Note support See Reg. 19
. new homes, infrastructure and environment version for
\évatk'n Jones e WJG aspire to the ambitions of the GNLP changes to the
roup plan.
22128 + 22694 + | Support M Scott Properties is passionate about need to address
22785 Climate Change and supports the Climate Change Statement
at Para 141.
M Scott
Properties Ltd via
Strutt & Parker
LLP
22184 Comment e Support statement Support noted and See Reg. 19
Environment e Should refer to protecting habitats that are currently stores | considered in relation to . version for
of carbon using environmental enhancement opportunities | policy 3. changes to the
Agency to increase storage of carbon e.g. rewetting appropriate plan.
habitats and tree planting
22241 Comment ¢ Welcome many of the objectives but unclear why they Comments noted. The See Reg. 19
ClientEarth aren’t given strategic policy status to ensure their purpose of the statement is to | version for

consideration in planning applications.

To be e