Settlement Name:

Buxton with Lamas and Brampton cluster

Settlement
Hierarchy:

Buxton with Lamas and Brampton form a village cluster in
the emerging Greater Norwich Local Plan, although no sites
have been put forward in Brampton. The Towards a
Strategy document identifies that around 2,000 dwellings in
total should be provided between all the village clusters.
Services in Buxton with Lamas include a primary school,
village hall, food shop and a ‘travel to work’ bus service.

The current capacity of Buxton Primary School is rated ‘red’.
The pupil intake is up to and above the Published Annual
Number (PAN). The school is also landlocked as there is no
adjacent field to allow expansion. Consequently, initial
evidence suggests that Buxton could potentially only
accommodate development in the region of 12-20 dwellings.

Buxton with Lamas has a neighbourhood area designated
and the parish council is working on an emerging
neighbourhood plan (at time of writing). Any applications
that are submitted for development within the parish should
consider the emerging neighbourhood Plan for the area, in
line with paragraph 48 of the National Planning Policy
Framework’).

At the base date of the plan there is one carried forward
residential allocation from the Broadland Local Plan for 20
homes (BUX1, east of Lion Road) and a total of 5 additional
dwellings with planning permission on small sites.

PART 1 - ASSESSMENTS OF SITES INCLUDED IN THE DRAFT

LOCAL PLAN REGULATION 18C CONSULTATION (JANUARY -

MARCH 2020)

STAGE 1 — COMPLETE LIST OF SITES PROMOTED IN THE SETTLEMENT

LIST OF SITES TO BE CONSIDERED FOR RESIDENTIAL/MIXED USE
ALLOCATION (0.5 HECTARES OR LARGER)

Address Site Reference | Area (ha Proposal

Buxton with Lamas
Land off Scottow Road GNLP0294 23.68 720 dwellings
Land to east of Aylsham | GNLP0297 1.68 Approx. 48 dwellings
Road
Land at Back Lane GNLP0387 3.62 Approx. 110 dwellings
Land West of Coltishall GNLP0601 0.57 Extension to

Road

settlement limit
potential for housing




South of the Beeches, GNLP3015 1.06 Up to 30 dwellings

Coltishall Road

Feofee Cottages, North GNLP3016 0.47 Affordable rented

of Crown Road housing up to 20
properties

Total area of land 31.08

LIST OF SITES TO BE CONSIDERED AS SETTLEMENT BOUNDARY
EXTENSIONS (SETTLEMENT BOUNDARY PROPOSALS AND SITES LESS

THAN 0.5 HECTARES)

Address

Site Reference

Area (ha)

Proposal

None

(Sites of less than 0.5ha are not considered suitable for allocation and therefore
have not been assessed in this booklet. These sites will be considered as part of a
reappraisal of settlement boundaries to be published with the Regulation 19
Submission version of the Plan).

LIST OF SITES SUBMITTED FOR OTHER USES

Address

Site Reference

Area (ha)

Proposal

None

(Sites submitted for other uses are considered in separate ‘Non-Residential’ Site
Assessment booklets and therefore have not been assessed in this booklet).







STAGE 3 — SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM THE REGULATION 18 STAGE A
& B CONSULTATIONS

Site Comments
Reference
GNLP0294 | General comments

Comment submitted in support of site. Suggested the site is ideal
however the heritage of Coltishall wants to be kept for historical
reasons. Costing to redevelop old buildings — shortage of ‘brickies’,
carpenters and bricks.

Objections raised over concerns regarding traffic congestion,
unsuitable roads, and no footpaths in lamas, parking issues,
oversubscribed services such as schools, doctors etc. Other
concerns include loss of farmland, overdevelopment, environmental
and wildlife impacts, long distance of site from village (overriding
village boundaries), lack of infrastructure and hazard concerns for
pedestrians and cyclists.

Objections raised on the grounds of conserving the areas heritage
while infrastructure will struggle to cope. Further urbanisation will
worsen flooding while infrastructure will not be able to cope.

Buxton with Lamas Parish Council comments

The Parish Council held a meeting and agreed to oppose all site
identified under call for sites and they want to keep the settlement
boundary of the parish as it is.

GNLP0297 | General comments

Objections raised regarding road safety issues, traffic, flood risk,
access and infrastructure. School is already full with other services
already under much pressure.

Objections raised: This is prime agricultural land which should not be
used for housebuilding and consideration should be given to the
derelict land on the other side of Aylsham Road.

Comments raised regarding potential challenges for different parties
in relation to use of land.

Comments submitted in support of site. It is considered suitable for
development due to the scale of the site.

Buxton with Lamas Parish Council comments

The Parish Council held a meeting and agreed to oppose all site
identified under call for sites and they want to keep the settlement
boundary of the parish as it is.




GNLPO0387

General comments
Comments made: If this is Glebe Land | am sure the Diocese will sell.

The site is in a flood risk area and would make the problem in
Levishaw Close worse by impacting on drainage and absorption of
the land on the south slope to the Brook. The sites location on a
slope would only exacerbate the situation. The site would irrevocably
alter the rural feel of the entire village and the single track roads won't
be able to support the development. The road infrastructure will not
be able to cope and the school is already at full capacity. There will
be a loss of light to houses on Back Lane. A picturesque area with
wildlife would be destroyed forever. Rural communities’ value green
space and the site is outside the village boundary.

Buxton with Lamas Parish Council comments

The Parish Council held a meeting and agreed to oppose all site
identified under call for sites and they want to keep the settlement
boundary of the parish as it is.

GNLP0601

General comments

The road and junctions are not sufficient to support development.
There are no footpaths down a blind and dangerous road. Local
school is oversubscribed. The field acts as a soak and reduces the
risk of flooding to neighbouring properties. The village will soon
cease to be a village.

Support raised as the site is ideal as it's near the road and amenities.

Buxton with Lamas Parish Council comments

The Parish Council held a meeting and agreed to oppose all site
identified under call for sites and they want to keep the settlement
boundary of the parish as it is.

GNLP3015

No comments as site submitted during stage B consultation

GNLP3016

No comments as site submitted during stage B consultation




STAGE 4 — DISCUSSION OF SUBMITTED SITES

In this section sites are assessed in order to establish whether they are
suitable for allocation. For the purposes of Sustainability Appraisal, suitable
sites are those which are considered to be Reasonable Alternatives. Sites not
considered suitable for allocation are not realistic options and therefore are
not considered to be reasonable alternatives. The discussion below outlines
the reasons why a site has been deemed suitable or unsuitable for allocation.
By association this is also the outline of the reasons why a site was deemed to
be a reasonable or unreasonable alternative.

A range of factors have been taken into account to establish whether a site
should, or should not, be considered suitable for allocation. These factors
include: impact on heritage and landscape; impact on the form and character
of the settlement; relationship to services and facilities; environmental
concerns, including flood risk; and, in particular, a safe walking route to a
primary school. Sites which do not have a safe walking route to school, or
where a safe walking route cannot be created will not be considered suitable
for allocation.

Conclusions in regard to a sites performance against the relevant factors have
also been informed by the outcomes of the HELAA, as set out under stage 2,
consultation responses received, as summarised in stage 3, and other relevant
evidence

Buxton with Lamas has services including a, village hall, school and shop. The main
area of development within the parish lies between Brook Street in the west and the
Bure Valley railway line to the north east. In addition, there are consolidated groups
of development centred on the Mill and river crossing at Lamas and at Buxton Heath.
Former RAF Coltishall is partly in the east of the parish, though it is mainly in
Badersfield in Scottow parish.

Six sites are promoted totalling approximately 31 ha. The largest site at 23 ha is
GNLP0294, which is to the east of the parish, adjacent to Badersfield in the parish of
Scottow. For meeting the housing requirement of 12 to 20 dwellings in Buxton
GNLPO0294 is less preferred and North Norfolk District Council have said there is no
intention to seek large-scale growth in Scottow, therefore this site has not been
shortlisted as a reasonable alternative.

The remaining five sites are in and around Buxton village itself. GNLP3015 is
somewhat south of the existing built edge, approximately 600 metres from where the
existing footpath ends on Coltishall Road. Sites GNLP0387 and GNLP0601 are also
at the south of the village and have similar access constraints. Back Lane is a
narrow single track lane that limits the potential of GNLP0387. Access to GNLP0601
is restricted by the lack of footpath along the Coltishall Road. Due to the narrowness
of the verge on both sides of Coltishall Road the necessary footpath improvements



also appear difficult to achieve. These sites have therefore not been shortlisted as
reasonable alternatives.

The remaining two sites are GNLP0297 and GNLP3016. GNLP3016 is centrally
located, within the settlement limit, and is best progressed as a pre-application
discussion, prior to possibly submitting a planning application. It therefore has not
been shortlisted as a reasonable alternative. GNLP0297 is located off Aylsham
Road, directly opposite Cubits Meadow sports fields. It is in an accessible distance
of facilities like the primary school, although a short section of footway would need to
be provided. GNLP0297 also appears part of a larger field (assumed in a single
ownership) so merit may exist in redrawing the site boundary if that were to allow a
better configuration of site layout.

In conclusion GNLP0297 is the one site favoured as a reasonable alternative for
further consideration.

STAGE 5 — SHORTLIST OF REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE SITES FOR
FURTHER ASSESSMENT

Based on the assessment undertaken at stage 4 above the following sites are
considered to be reasonable alternatives.

Address Site Reference | Area (ha Proposal
Buxton with Lamas
Land to east of Aylsham | GNLP0297 1.68 Approx. 48 dwellings
Road
Total area of land 1.68




STAGE 6 — DETAILED SITE ASSESSMENTS OF REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
SITES

Site Reference: GNLP0297

Address: Land to East of Aylsham Road

Proposal: Approx. 48 dwellings

CURRENT USE OF SITE: BROWNFIELD/GREENFIELD:
Agricultural Greenfield

CONSTRAINTS IDENTIFIED IN THE HELAA

Amber Constraints in HELAA
Access, Utilities Capacity, Transport and Roads

HELAA Conclusion

The site is adjacent to main part of the village and therefore within easy access to
the local school. Initial highway evidence has highlighted concerns that the
possibility of creating a suitable access has significant constraints as it is bounded
by Bure Valley Railway and Aylsham Road, but it is considered that it may be
possible to mitigate this as well as noise, following further investigation . The land
here is grade two agricultural land if developed would reduce the best and most
versatile agricultural land. There are a number of constraints affecting this site but
these may be possible to mitigate subject to further evidence. This site is
concluded as suitable for the land availability assessment.

FURTHER COMMENTS

Highways

Yes, 90m frontage, visibility to north east could be challenging depending on
approach speeds. Speed limit will need to be extended & frontage footway
provided. Footway required at north east side of Aylsham Road to connect with
existing facility and provide continuous pedestrian route to school. Approx. 550m
from school.

Development Management

Consideration of scale of development/size of the site - would a smaller site be
more suitable (perhaps half?)? Consideration of highway safety issues given
Accident Reduction Scheme is in place on Aylsham Road. Otherwise, the site
appears reasonable to carry forward.

Minerals & Waste
No safeguarded mineral resources

Lead Local Flood Authority




Few or no Constraints. Standard information required at a planning stage. RoOSFW
mapping indicates that the site is not at risk from surface water flooding. There is a
watercourse shown on mapping within 350m of the site, but no mapped
connection to it. Given the location of the site there may be sewerage connections
available. If not surface water drainage will be reliant on the results of infiltration
testing.

PLANNING HISTORY:

No history

BRIEF SUMMARY OF PLANS/DOCUMENTS PROVIDED WITH THE
SUBMISSION

No additional documents submitted to support this proposal.




STAGE 7 — SETTLEMENT BASED APPRAISAL OF REASONABLE
ALTERNATIVE SITES AND IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED SITE/S (WHERE
APPROPRIATE) FOR REGULATION 18C DRAFT PLAN CONSULTATION.

Only one reasonable alternative site (GNLP0297) was identified in the Buxton with
Lamas and Brampton cluster at stage five as being worthy of further investigation to
look at its potential for allocation. Other sites were dismissed primarily on highway
grounds or scale of development in the case of the proposal near Scottow.
GNLP0297 was subject to further discussion with Development Management,
Highways, Flood Authority and Children’s Services and their comments are recorded
under stage 6 above.

As a result of these discussions it was concluded that site GNLP0297 could be
allocated subject to highway mitigations. The site as submitted would accommodate
more than the 12-20 dwelling capacity for the cluster but allocating a smaller part of
the larger site did not seem to make best use of the land. Following discussion with
Children’s Services an allocation of 30-40 dwellings was agreed to be acceptable to
make the best use of the land promoted as it was likely that a solution to school
capacity could be found.

In conclusion, one site is identified as a preferred option, providing for between 30-
40 new homes in the cluster. There is one carried forward residential allocation for
20 homes and a total of 5 additional dwellings with planning permission on small
sites. This gives a total deliverable housing commitment for the cluster of between
55-65 homes between 2018-2038.

Preferred Sites:

Address Site Area Proposal Reason for allocating
Reference (Ha)

Buxton with Lamas and Brampton

Land to the GNLP0297 | 1.68 | 30-40 This is the only site considered
east of dwellings | suitable for allocation in Buxton.
Aylsham It is within an accessible

Road walking/cycling distance of

facilities such as Buxton Primary
School although a short section
of footway will need to be
provided at the north east side of
Aylsham Road to ensure a
continuous safe route to school.
Visibility to the north east could
be challenging and it is likely
that the speed limit will need to
be extended.
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Reasonable Alternative Sites:

Address Site Area Promoted Comments
Reference (ha) for

Buxton with Lamas and Brampton

NO REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE SITES

Unreasonable Sites:

Buxton with Lamas and Brampton
Land off GNLP0294 23.68 | 720 dwellings This site is too large
Scottow Road for the capacity of the
cluster. It is not well
related to Buxton,
being closer to
Scottow which is in
North Norfolk. North
Norfolk District Council
have said there is no
intention to seek large
scale growth in
Scottow so the site is
considered to be
unreasonable for

allocation.
Land at Back GNLPO0387 3.62 | Approx. 110 This site is considered
Lane dwellings to be unreasonable for

allocation as Back
Lane is a narrow
single-track road with
limited scope for
improvement. The site
is located to the south
of the built edge of the
village with no safe
pedestrian route to
Buxton Primary

School.
Land West of GNLPO0601 0.57 | Extension to This site is considered
Coltishall Road settlement limit to be unreasonable for
for potential allocation as it is
housing located to the south of

the built edge of the

village, detached from
the existing settlement
limit. There is no safe
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Address

Site Reference Area
(ha)

Promoted for

Reason considered
to be unreasonable

pedestrian route to
Buxton Primary
School, and due to the
narrowness of the
verge on both sides of
Coltishall Road the
necessary footway
improvements would
be difficult to achieve.

South of the
Beeches,
Coltishall Road

GNLP3015 1.06

Up to 30
dwellings

This site is located to
the south of the
existing built edge of
the village, some way
from the existing
settlement limit. Itis
considered to be
unreasonable for
allocation as
development here
would not be well
related to the form and
character of the
settlement and there is
no safe pedestrian
route to Buxton
Primary School.
Approximately 600m of
footway would be
needed to link with the
existing which is
unlikely to be feasible
or viable.

Feofee
Cottages, North
of Crown Road

GNLP3016 0.47

Affordable
rented housing
up to 20
properties

This site is centrally
located within the
settlement limit and
could be progressed
now as a planning
application to deliver
the affordable rented
housing proposed
rather than waiting for
the Local Plan
process.
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PART 2 - SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM THE REGULATION 18C DRAFT PLAN CONSULTATION

STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Site GNLP 0297

(Preferred Site)

Land east of Aylsham Road, Buxton with Lamas

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: |3

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

1 Support, 0 Object, 2 Comment

BREAKDOWN:
RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES REQUIRING DRAFT GNLP | PROPOSED
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ INVESTIGATION RESPONSE CHANGE TO
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT PLAN
Member of the Support Least disruptive site for area. Support for None
Public Access to affordable housing needed for site is noted.

young people in village. The policy

Policy should include the following;

extension of speed limit,

footpath access (including bike & pram
access) and improvement to connect via
bure valley car park to the school to
minimise school traffic impact,

replace any trees and hedgerows that
need to be removed to ensure buffer
between developments and agricultural
land,

include allotments, and

only allow vehicle access by Aylsham road
ensuring pathways are in place for

requirements
were based on
comments
from the local
highway
authority and a
number of
these
suggestions
are already
included in the
policy e.g.
extension of

13




bikes/pedestrians to get to school, the bure
valley path and to Bally park

the speed
limit, vehicular
access via
Aylsham Road
and footways
to connect to
the school

Anglian Water

Comment

No reference to water efficiency forming part of
design.

Consistent policy approach to
water efficiency needed

This matter is
dealt with
under Policy 2
that applies to
all sites. ltis
not necessary
to include it in
the allocation

policy

None

Environment

Agency (Eastern

region)

Comment

Not enough capacity in Aylsham WRC permit
to accommodate development and no plans to
upgrade in terms of flow in PR19, only plans to
increase storage at intermittent CSOs.
Development will require phasing in line with
upgrades to WRC — need to see evidence of
liaison with Anglian Water regarding this

Further consideration of water
capacity, in liaison with
Environment Agency and
Anglian Water

Noted

Add policy
requirement
and supporting
text to
reference that
development
will need
phasing in line

14




with upgrades
to the Aylsham
Water
Recycling
Centre with
evidence of
liaison with
Anglian Water.
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STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Site GNLP0294
Land off Scottow Row

(Unreasonable Residential Site)

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: |3

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

1 Support, 1 Object, 1 Comment

BREAKDOWN:
RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES DRAFT GNLP PROPOSED
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE CHANGE TO
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION PLAN
Member of the Support Comments in support of the site being Comments noted | None
Public unreasonable:
e OQutside development area and too
large.
e Would increase traffic
e Alter rural nature of the villages.
¢ Insufficient infrastructure in place.
¢ Increased surface run off would
potentially increase flooding.
e Land should remain agricultural.
Glavenhill Ltd Object/ Since its early promotion the emerging Whether North Norfolk | This site is too None
Agent: Lanpro Comment | development proposals have been refined, District Council are large for the

viability tested and worked up into a
deliverable residential-led mixed use
scheme. The scheme is an extension to the
village of Badersfield and Scottow Enterprise
Park within the former RAF Coltishall
airbase.

looking for large scale
growth in Scottow.

numbers being
sought in the
Buxton with
Lamas cluster,
although it is
recognised that
the site is being
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The total site is cross boundary with part

being located within North Norfolk. The land

promoted within the Broadland District is

immediately available for use and will

deliver:

e Approx. 300 dwellings, including affordable
housing and first homes

¢ Allotment growing spaces for each new
dwelling

¢ 1 ha of land and sufficient pupils for a new
210 pupil, one form entry primary school

e New commercial employment and retail
units

e Large areas of new semi-natural publicly
access open space

¢ 100,000 new trees (also across North
Norfolk area) to capture 200,000 tonnes of
C02 each year

e Funding to deliver and sustain a new peak
hours bus service

e Water positive drainage infrastructure to
capture waste-water for use on site and
surrounding farmland and

e A new HGV route from the B1150 to
Scottow Enterprise Park

The site is being promoted as an alternative
to nil housing growth in Wroxham and the
20-25 dwellings proposed for the Coltishall
Cluster. (Also planned as an alternative to
growth in Hoveton and North Walsham in
North Norfolk). Delivery of the complete

promoted as an
alternative to nil
growth in
Wroxham, a key
service centre. It
is considered that
this site would
only really work in
the context of the
GNLP if it were to
come forward as
a strategic scale
development
alongside the
land promoted in
North Norfolk.
North Norfolk
District Council
have said they
have no intention
to seek large
scale growth in
Scottow so
therefore this site
is considered to
be unreasonable
for allocation at
the current time.

Comments
regarding the
BAW 2 allocation
and overall

17




vision will require cross boundary working
between authorities.

Concern regarding the overreliance on the
wider village clustering approach as there
could be a clear disconnect between the
main employment and services centres such
as Scottow Enterprise Park and the more
rural village clusters. This scheme will
reduce motor car use and further the Local
Plans stated climate change ambitions.

Employment growth target should be more
ambitious and increased to 45,000 jobs over
the plan period. This new number should be
specified in Policy 1 that does not currently
identify any target figure.

Objection to merging allocation BAW2
(Bawburgh and Colney Lakes). It is not
effective as it is privately owned, currently let
to a third party, no public access is
achievable and it is not available to offset the
impacts of housing growth. Allocation is
unsound and should be removed from the
emerging Plan

To conclude:

e The scheme will deliver a net
environmental gain and act as a UK
benchmark for sustainable planned
housing and employment growth;

employment
numbers will be
dealt with under
the relevant
sections of the
plan.




The provision of a large new publicly
accessible semi-natural open space will
act as a local recreation and leisure
destination to reduce the pressure of the
network of Natura 2000 sites in
Broadland District including The Broads
National Park;

It will deliver transport and community
infrastructure improvements to sustain
and grow jobs;

The site has no over-riding constraints
that would prevent its development;

The site benefits from a willing landowner
and a committed land promoter that will
bring the site forward for development
within the emerging Local Plan period;
The scheme delivers sustainable water
infrastructure improvements to reduce
flooding and ground water abstraction in
Norfolk;

The public open spaces, water storage
reservoir and allotments proposed will be
valuable recreational spaces to improve
health and well-being locally;

The new native woodland proposed will
enhance natural landscape beauty locally
and deliver recreational, landscape and
carbon capture benefits to the City of
Norwich;

The site is attractive to small and
medium-sized housebuilders who
currently find it difficult to compete for and
deliver larger strategic sites and will
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provide additional choice to the local
housing market;

Siting the new Primary School next to the
woodland and semi-natural spaces (and
encouraging the School to make the most
of this green space) could allow children
greater access to nature in and outside of
School;

It has received good interest from local
house builders, who offer their support to
these representations; and

The scheme facilitates the delivery of a
new Primary School.
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STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Site GNLP0387
Land at Back Lane, Buxton with Lamas
(Unreasonable Residential Site)

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: |2

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

2 Support, 0 Object, 0 Comment

BREAKDOWN:

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES DRAFT GNLP PROPOSED
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE CHANGE TO
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION PLAN
Members of the Support Comments in support of the site being Comments noted. | None

public - various

unreasonable:

e The land slopes to a narrow beck and
flooding would increase.

e Back Lane is a very narrow road with no
space for widening, unsafe for pedestrians.

e The site is outside of the village and
building would be detrimental to the overall
character of the village

e Site is important habitat as a hay meadow.

e Residents identified that area should be
protected in neighbourhood plan
consultation exercise

No evidence
submitted through
Regulation 18C
consultation to
justify changing
the classification
of the site so it
remains
unreasonable for
allocation.
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STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Site GNLP0601

Land West of Coltishall Road, Buxton With Lamas
(Unreasonable Residential Site)

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: |2

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT

1 Support, 0 Object, 1 Comment

BREAKDOWN:

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES DRAFT GNLP PROPOSED
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE CHANGE TO
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION PLAN
Members of the Support/ Comments in support of site being Comments noted | None

public - various Comment | unreasonable:

e No safe pedestrian access to village
facilities — Coltishall Road has blind
turn between two houses
Site outside village edge
Numerous landmark trees
Detrimental to character of village
Already been extensions to
developments behind birdcage farm,
so if only for 1 or 2 houses and a
foot/cycle path made to link to back
lane that could be publicly used then
development may be ok
e Back Lane a narrow road with no
space for widening, unsafe for
pedestrians

No evidence
submitted through
Regulation 18C
consultation to
justify changing
the classification
of the site so it
remains
unreasonable for
allocation.
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STRATEGY QUESTION:

SETTLEMENT/ SITE REFERENCE:

Site GNLP3016

Feofee Cottages, North of Crown Road, Buxton with Lamas
(Unreasonable Residential Site)

TOTAL NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIONS: 1

SUPPORT/ OBJECT/ COMMENT BREAKDOWN:

0 Support, 0 Object, 1 Comment

RESPONDENT SUPPORT/ | BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MAIN ISSUES DRAFT GNLP PROPOSED
(OR GROUP OF | OBJECT/ REQUIRING RESPONSE CHANGE TO
RESPONDENTS) | COMMENT INVESTIGATION PLAN
Member of the Comment | Would like to have seen site endorsed as The unreasonable | None

public

existing allocation or reasonable alternative.
With current unreasonable classification it
looks like it is not considered reasonable
which is not the case. Would be positive
development for village.

classification
refers to the fact
that the site is not
preferred for
allocation not to
the fact that it is
unreasonable for
development per
se. Its central
village location
within the
settlement limit
lends itself better
to a planning
application to
deliver the
affordable rented
housing proposed
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rather than
needing to wait
for the local plan
to progress. No
objection to this
approach has
been received
from the site
promoter and
therefore no
change is
proposed.
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PART 3 - ASSESSMENT OF NEW & REVISED SITES SUBMITTED

DURING THE REGULATION 18C CONSULTATION

No new or revised sites submitted.
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FINAL CONCLUSIONS FOR THE REGULATION 19 VERSION OF
THE PLAN

Site assessments prior to the Regulation 18C consultation

Up to the Reg 18C consultation there were 6 sites promoted for residential/mixed
use in the Buxton cluster totalling just over 31 hectares of land. The outcome of
initial site assessment work (which is detailed in part 1 of this booklet) was to prefer
site GNLP0297 for 30 — 40 dwellings as this was the only site which could secure a
safe walking route to the school, and this option was consulted on as part of the
Regulation 18C draft plan consultation.

Summary of comments from the Regulation 18C draft plan consultation

Through the Regulation 18C consultation a number of comments were received
regarding sites in the Buxton with Lamas cluster. The main issues raised were
potential landscape impacts, the constraints of the water recycling centre and the
need for affordable housing (detailed in part 2 above). The policy wording for the
site addresses two of these, while the overarching plan policy will ensure affordable
housing. The site remains suitable for allocation.

Assessment of new and revised sites submitted through the Regulation 18C
consultation

No new or revised sites were submitted through the consultation. Therefore there are
no changes proposed to the approach, and GNLP0297 will be allocated for
approximately 40 dwellings.

Sustainability Appraisal

The sustainability performance of each reasonable alternative site has been
considered in the selection of sites. The Sustainability Appraisal includes a scoring
and assessment narrative on the sustainability performance of each reasonable
alternative and recommendations for mitigation measures which have been
incorporated in policy requirements as appropriate. The Sustainability Appraisal
(which can be found in the evidence base here) highlighted a number of negative
and positive impacts for the two reasonable alternative sites in Buxton with Lamas
cluster and showed how the proposed new allocation and the carried forward
allocation scored the same.

Site GNLP0297 scores a double negative for health, largely due to the lack of nearby
GP, and a double positive for population and community. Other more minor issues
flagged up for site GNLP0297 through the SA were related to views of the site from
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the nearby PRoW and noise pollution from the nearby railway line, but it is
considered that these can be addressed through policy.

Final conclusion on sites for allocation in the Regulation 19 Plan

Based on all the information contained within this booklet the final conclusion of the
site assessment process for the Buxton with Lamas cluster is to allocate site
GNLP0297 for approximately 40 dwellings (the range of dwellings in villages was
dropped after the Regulation 18C consultation) and carry forward the previous local
plan allocation BUX1, as proposed through the Regulation 18C consultation.

See tables of allocated and unallocated sites at appendices A and B for a full list of
sites promoted with reasons for allocation or rejection.
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BUXTON WITH LAMAS PROMOTED SITES BY SCHOOL CATCHMENT AREAS
& BRAMPTON
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