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LOCAL PLAN VISION: Breckland's Strategic Vision

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM2 12 Add the following text at the end of the first paragraph: To ensure that the Strategic

Vision reflects the
New growth will be balanced, ensuring that the District adapts to, and mitigates against the impacts of | government’s commitments
climate change. to climate change.

To ensure that reference is

Revise text in the fifth paragraph as follows: made to the historic

environment.

Breckland will continue to cherish the natural, built and buitassets historic environment which make

the District unique.

SA Objective Assessment of policy against SA objective — Effect of proposed Main Modification
Publication version

1. Minimise the irreversible | . The vision seeks the provision of new housing and The addition of a reference to climate change in
loss of undeveloped land employment land within Breckland. Due to the rural the Vision is positive with regards to this SA
and productive agricultural nature of the District, there is limited amounts objective but would not significantly affect the
holdings and encourage previously developed land within the District and as overall Vision that directs development to
the recycling/reuse of such much of the development will occur on greenfield sites.
onsite resources to undeveloped land.
minimise the impacts on LT P
the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.
295
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2. Limit water consumption

All net new development will have an impact upon

The addition of a reference to climate change in

? -2
to the capacity of natural ' & water consumption and will see an increase upon the Vision is positive with regards to this SA
processes and storage demand. The vision seeks to support new development. | objective but would not significantly affect the
systems and maintain and The Water Cycle Study concludes that the level of previously assessed outcome.
enhance water quality. growth can be accommodated but improvements to

,) 5 water infrastructure are required for a number of

' ' settlements.
3. Ensure the sustainable 2 2 See comments in the row above. The addition of a reference to climate change in
reuse of water to the Vision is positive with regards to this SA
accommodate additional objective but would not significantly affect the
growth and development previously assessed outcome.
with minimal impacts on
water quality. 5 5
4. Minimise the production | ? 2 The impact on waste recycling is currently unclear. The additi-on of a refgrenc_e to c-limate chz?mge and
of waste and support the cgqseryatlon_ c_)f the_ historic enwron_ment in _the_

. Vision is positive with regards to this SA objective

recycling of waste. S .

" " but would not significantly affect the previously

' ' assessed outcome.
5 Reduce contributions to | D + The vision for the District is to see new development The addition of a reference to climate change and
climate change and occur in areas with c_o-ordlna'Fed transporfc provision. It cpqseryatlon_ (_)f the_ historic enwron_ment in _the_
localised air pollution. is considered that this would include public transport Vision is positive with regards to this SA objective

LT p provision rather than just private car. The vision but would not significantly affect the previously

therefore scores positively against the sustainability assessed outcome.
objective.

6. To adapt to c_Iimate 2 ) The vision supports the delivery of new housing The a_d_ditic_)n of a _refer(_ence to climate ghange in
change and avoid, r_educe development. The exact impact of the vision upon flood thej V|§|on is positive wnh_reggrds to this SA
and manage flood risk. risk is unclear, but this is addressed by the Local Plan objeptlve but would not significantly affect the

5 5 . previously assessed outcome.

! - policies.
7. Protect, conserve, 5 5 The vision makes no specific reference to biodiversity The proposed main modification would not have a

enhance and expand

or geodiversity of the District. It is unclear the potential

significant effect.

Create Deliver
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biodiversity and promote

impact the Districts vision will have on biodiversity or

?
and conserve geodiversity. | geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and D Green infrastructure is formed by the linkages of The addition of a reference to climate change in
increase Green natural assets within the District including open space. the Vision is positive with regards to this SA
Infrastructure in the The vision seeks to see new development supporting objective but would not significantly affect the
District. open spaces and as such scores positively against this previously assessed outcome.
LT sustainability objective.
9. Maintain, enhance and D The vision recognises the role the natural and built The proposed modification incorporates specific
preserve the assets of the play in shaping the character of the additional reference to the historic environment
distinctiveness, diversity district. It also recognises that the should be protected | and retains reference to natural and built
and quality of landscape LT through the plan period as they act as both a means of environment. As such it strengthens the overall
and townscape character. attracting investment and visitors to the District. The position of the strategic vision in relation to
vision therefore scores positively against the sustainability objectives for landscape and
sustainability objective. townscape character. However, on balance this is
not considered to be significant enough to justify
improvement from the previously assessed
positive effect.
10. Cons_erve and where D The vision notes the importance of the District's built The proposed I\_Aain_Modif_ication would add
approprlate_enhance the assets and the need to protect them for both their own referen_ce to “_h_lStOlrIC environment”. The effect of
historic environment. sake and also as a means of attracting investors and the Maln Modification wo_uId mean that the
- . . o previous unclear conclusion could be amended to
visitors into the area. The vision does not specifically .
L . 7 a positive outcome.
LT note the role of the historic environment, however it is
considered that this is grouped within the overall
phraseology around built assets of the District. It is not
clear the exact impact the vision will have on the
conservation and enhancement of the historic
environment.
11. Improve the healthand | D The vision seeks to build strong working relationships | 1€ addition of a reference to climate change and

well being of the

with stakeholders and partners to improve health care

conservation of the historic environment in the

Create Deliver
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population. LT and wellbeing of the community. Vision is positive with regards to this SA objective
but would not significantly affect the previously
assessed outcome.

12. Reduce and prevent ? No reference is made within the vision to the reduction | "€ Proposed main modification would not have a

crime , or prevention of crime. significant effect.

13. Improve the qualityand | D The vision for the District is that all new developments Thhe addition of a _refergr;]ce to c(ljimatehc_hange in

quantity of publicly have good access to open space. Policies have been t be' V|§|onb|s p03|t||\(/je Wit ,fegf?r S TO tﬁ's SAh

accessible open space. included within the plan which support the delivery of 0 Jeptlvel ut wou d not significantly aifect the

LT open space for all new dwellings. previously assessed outcome.

14. Improve the quality, D The vision for the District is that new development will The a_d_ditic_)n of "?‘ _refer(_ance to climate c_hange in

range and accessibility of support services and facilities and in rural areas the will trl\)e_ Vlflonblstposml\(/je thh_regfgrdst]co t?f's ?At‘h

essential services and be supported and prized. This statements within the objec |ve| ut wou d not significantly attect the

facilities. LT vision are positive in the support they give towards previously assessed outcome.

essential services and facilities.

15. Redress inequalities ? Whilst the vision supports the delivery of services and | 1@ Proposed main modification would not have a

related to age, gender, facilities within Breckland by 2036, it is not clear the significant effect.

disability, race, faith, impact this has on redressing inequalities.

location and income. 2

16. Ensure all groups have D The vision supports the delivery of new housing The proposed main modification would not have a

access to affordable development within the District in accordance with the | significant effect.

decent and appropriate locational strategy se_t_ out Wlth_ln the Local P_Ian._'l_'hls

LT approach scores positively against the sustainability

housing that meets their
needs.

objective.
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298




CAPITA

17. Increase the vitality

The proposed main modification would not have a

ke e ? The vision makes no mention to the role of the Districts P
and viability of existing town centres. It does however talk about centring significant effect.
town centres. growth around areas where it can support existing
? services. The impact of the vision for Breckland on the
vitality and viability of the town centres is therefore
unclear.
18. Help people gain access | , The vision refers to the need for local distinctiveness to | Th€ Proposed main modification would not have a
to satlsf_ylng Work_ . be reflected through local policies for the rural significant effect.
approprlate to their skills, economy. The positive support for the rural economy
pot_entlal and place of has the opportunity to help people within the
residence. . . . .
2 countryside gain work close to their place of residence.
The exact impact of the vision on the sustainability
objective is unclear.
19. Improve the efficiency, | p The vision for the District by 2036 is for a diversified The proposed main modification would not have a
competitiveness and economy which is well connected, with a growing significant effect.
adaptability of the local number of skilled workforce and population. This
economy. aspect of the vision supports the sustainability objective
to improve the efficiency, competitiveness and
adaptability of the local economy and as such scores
T positively against it.
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LOCAL PLAN VISION: Breckland's Strategic Vision - SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

4 5
Publication -- -/? -/? ? + ? ? + + ? + ? + + ? + ? ? +
version
Proposed MM -- 7?7 + ? ? + + + + ? + + ? + ? ? +

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
Proposed
Modification
upon SA
assessment
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PROPOSED NEW LOCAL PLAN STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 4

4. To
adapt and
mitigate
against
the
impacts of
climate
change.

Sustainability Objective

10

+

Conservation
of the historic
environment
involves reuse
and recycling
of materials,
and use of
existing
buildings, all
of which are
intrinsically
linked to
tackling
climate
change.

11

++

Health and
wellbeing are
directly linked
to climate
change; these
objectives are
highly
compatible.

+

Protection of
open space is
a key
approach in
tackling
climate
change
through
prevention of
sprawl,
encouraging
active travel
and protection
of trees.

+

To best fulfill this

SA objective,
services and
facilities should
be located in
those areas that
are most

accessible to the

community.
These will likely

be places that are

easiest to reach
via walking,

cycling and public
transport. This is

compatible with
the aim of
tackling climate
change.

+

Supporting the
vitality and
viability of
existing town
centres would
help to keep
services and
facilities in the
most accessible
locations. This
is compatible
with the aim of
tackling climate
change.
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PROPOSED NEW LOCAL PLAN STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 4

4.To
adapt and
mitigate
against
the
impacts of
climate
change.

Sustainability Objective

1

-+

This strategic

objective is

compatible with

the SA
objective.

P

+

This strategic
objective is
compatible with
the SA
objective. Good
water
management
processes would
help mitigate
flooding, which
is an impact of
climate change.

+

This strategic
objective is
compatible with
the SA
objective.

+

Some forms of
waste
management can
have negative
impacts upon the
environment and
SO an objective
that supports
minimising and
recycling of waste
is positive.

++

This
strategic
objective is
directly
compatible
with the SA
objective.

++

This
strategic
objective is
directly
compatible
with the SA
objective.

+

Protection of
green
infrastructure is a
key approach in
tackling climate
change through
prevention of
sprawl,
encouraging
active travel and
protection of
trees.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 1 Sustainable Development in Breckland

SA Objective

We | Listen Create Deliver

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM4 16 Revise the second bullet point as follows: To reflect that it may not always

Protect and-or where possible enhance the natural, built and historic environment

Add an additional bullet point at the end of the list:
Consideration of the cumulative impact of development, in particular, the impact on the
environment.

Revise the final paragraph of the policy as follows:

Where there are no tecal-Planr-development plan policies relevant to the application, or the
refevant policies of most importance are out of date-at-the-time-of-making-the-decision, the Council
will grant permission unatess-material-considerationsindicate-otherwise, unless taking-into-aceount
whether any adverse impacts of granting permission would significantly and demonstrably
outweigh the benefits when assessed against the National Planning Policy Framework, or if speeific

policies in the Framework -rdicate-that-developmentsheuld-berefused—that protect areas or
assets of particular importance provides a clear reason for refusing the development proposed.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

be possible to enhance the
natural, built and historic
environment

To ensure cumulative impacts

are addressed.

To ensure the policies aligns
with the NPPF.

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss of
undeveloped land and productive

Policy will seek to ensure development

D ++
agricultural holdings and encourage occurs in a sustainable manner, having . P
. . o The proposed main modification would not
the recycling/reuse of onsite resources regard to a number of key characteristics. L
S - . . L o have a significant effect.
to minimise the impacts on the The policy will have a district wide impact
environment and safeguard resources LT P as it will be applied to all developments.
for the future generations.
Whilst wording has changed to 'or' the
— . D ++ .. . . . . .
2. Limit water consumption to the The key principles within the policy seek to | principles of the policy remain the same.
capacity of natural processes and ensure the creation and maintenance of Therefore, there is no change to the scoring.
storage systems and maintain and LT p environmentally sustainable communities, The additional bullet point allows cumulative
enhance water quality. including the use of natural resources. impact to be assessed which adds protection
to environment.
Whilst wording has changed to 'or' the
. D ++ .. . . . . .
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of The key principles within the policy seek to | principles of the policy remain the same.
water to accommodate additional ensure the creation and maintenance of Therefore, there is no change to the scoring.
growth and development with minimal LT p environmentally sustainable communities, The additional bullet point allows cumulative
impacts on water quality. including the use of natural resources. impact to be assessed which adds protection
to environment.
S . D ++ icy i inci . L
4. Minimise the production of waste PO“?y includes key p.rlnm-ples around- . The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste environmental sustainability. The policy wil have a significant effect
' LT P be applicable district wide. ’
. . . D ++ i inci ithi i . e
5. Reduce contributions to climate The first principle set out within the policy The proposed main modification would not
change and localised air pollution refers to the need for development to have a significant effect
’ LT P mitigate and adapt to climate change. '
D . Whilst the policy does not make direct
reference to flood risk, it does refer to the
6. To adapt to climate change and need to mitigate and adapt to climate The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. LT et change. The policy specifically relates to have a significant effect.

the need to ensure the creation of
environmentally sustainable communities.

T G T L s
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The proposed main modification would

D ++ . .
o . support the previously assessed positive
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and dOenVeelcz)f trrr]lz:tezvigglizcgﬂlsgk?;nséjSZI22?|§ut outcome. The addition of the consideration of
expand biodiversity and promote and -Velop S ’ cumulative impact is highly positive with
: . within the policy, is to protect and enhance : S .
conserve geodiversity. LT P the natural environment regards to this objective. As the previous
' assessment noted highly positive outcomes,
there would be no change to this assessment.
D + The policy does not make specific reference \éﬂrr]rzljfattri]\?eai?r(\jlggtnv%lj? de k;:gnscl)(:ﬁirj:?nn of
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green to green infrastructure, however it does relation to thispob'ective thepoverall offect of
Infrastructure in the District. seek to ensure the protection of the natural : Jective,
LT P environment this would not be sufficient to affect the
' previously assessed outcome.
Whilst the policy makes no specific
reference to landscape or townscape
D 0 character, it does seek to ensure the ) . ) )
protection and enhancement of the natural Whilst the addition of the consideration of
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the built and historic environment. cumulative impact would be positive in
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of relation to this objective, the overall effect of
landscape and townscape character. this would not be sufficient to affect the
LT P previously assessed outcome.
D ++ The policy defines one of the key principles
10. Conserve and where appropriate of sustqlnable development as being .the . The proposed main modification would not
. . . protection and enhancement of the historic L
enhance the historic environment. X S . have a significant effect.
environment, which is in accordance with
LT P the aims of this objective.
D + The policy promotes sustainable
11. Improve the health and well being development, which includes ensuring The proposed main modification would not
of the population. LT P development occurs in locations with good have a significant effect.

access to facilities, this includes health

? A T r e
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facilities.

N/a N/a
12 Reduce and prevent crime The proposed main modification would not
) P have a significant effect.
N/a N/a
D + :]'Zsepk;l:;p:je;ﬁ(r)]l;zuts;aiunnc?s(ljeedtﬁ\éelopment Whilst the addition of the consideration of
13. Improve the quality and quantity of development of facilities to support growth. cuml_JIat|ve "T‘pa“_ WQUId be positive in
. - ; : o relation to this objective, the overall effect of
publicly accessible open space. Whilst there is no specific reference to open : -
. . this would not be sufficient to affect the
LT P space, it does include reference to the reviously assessed outcome
development of leisure facilities. P y ’
_— : Whilst the addition of the consideration of
. D ++ One of the principles of sustainable L o
14. Improve the quality, range and o Lo cumulative impact would be positive in
L - . development as set out within the policy is : . L
accessibility of essential services and . : . relation to this objective, the overall effect of
Lo to provide new services and facilities where . -
facilities. LT P this would not be sufficient to affect the
necessary. .
previously assessed outcome.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, |D 0 . S
gender disabili?y race. faith Iocatiogn The proposed main modification would not
and indome ’ ’ ’ T b have a significant effect.
16. Ensure all groups have access to D —+ The policy seeks to ensure the delivery of
aff'ordable decent and approbriate sustainable development, including The proposed main modification would not
housing th'at meets theirprﬁ)eegs LT P housing. It supports the inclusion of have a significant effect.

inclusive communities.
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17. Increase the vitality and viability of No specific reference within the policy to The proposed main modification would not
existing town centres. town centres have a significant effect.
LT P
i D + . . . e .
18._He|_p people gain access to . The policy supports the sustainable The proposed main modification would not
satisfying work appropriate to their development of employment land have a significant effect
skills, potential and place of residence. | LT P P ploy ' g '
ici D + . . . e .
19. Imp_rgve the efficiency, . The policy supports the sustainable The proposed main modification would not
competitiveness and adaptability of the L
development of employment land. have a significant effect.
local economy.
LT P

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 1 Sustainable Development in Breckland

Sustainability Objective
1 2 3 4

Publication version ++ |+ |++ ++ [+ H+ [+ + 0 ++ [+ N/a + ++ [0 ++ 0 +

Proposed MM effecti++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ + (0] ++ + N/a + ++ 0 ++ (0] +
(in bold and
shaded if
amended)
Overall effect of  [The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
Proposed
Modification
upon SA
assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 2 - Promoting High Quality Design

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change

Ref Number

MM5 17 After bullet points, revise policy as follows: To acknowledge that it may not

always be possible to improve the

Innovative and contemporary design where it enhances sustainability will be encouraged and character and quality of the
promoted across the District. Development of poor design, that does not respect or improve the environment.
character and quality of the area and the way the area functions, will be refused planning
permission.

SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of
undeveloped land and productive
agricultural holdings and encourage
the recycling/reuse of onsite resources
to minimise the impacts on the
environment and safeguard resources
for the future generations.

N/a

N/a

N/a

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

The proposed main modification would not have
a significant effect.

2. Limit water consumption to the
capacity of natural processes and

storage systems and maintain and
enhance water quality.

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

The proposed main modification would not have
a significant effect.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of
water to accommodate additional
growth and development with minimal
impacts on water quality.

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

The proposed main modification would not have
a significant effect.

We | Listen Create Deliver

308



CAPITA

4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . .
S . The proposed main modification would not have
expand biodiversity and promote and N/ N/ a sianificant effect
conserve geodiversity. a a 9 '
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a a significant effect.
The policy seeks to ensure all The proposed main modification acknowledges
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the D + developments contribute positively to that new design could respect existing character
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of the surrounding area. This scores rather than have to necessarily improve it. This
landscape and townscape character. positively against the objective. represents a sensitive approach that supports
ST-LT [P the previously assessed highly positive score.
D ++ The proposed main modification acknowledges
The policy requires all development that new design could respect existing character
. within the District to respect and be rather than have to necessarily improve it. This
10. Conserve and where appropriate " o o
. . . sensitive to the character of the represents a sensitive approach to the historic
enhance the historic environment. ST-LT |P . : :
surrounding area. This scores environment that would support an amendment
positively against the criteria. to the previously assessed "positive" score to
"highly positive".
11. Improve the health and well being N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
of the population. N/a N/a a significant effect.
D + . . . The proposed modification would not have a
The policy requires planning Lo . : .
s . significant effect to merit a change in the original
applications to demonstrate high : - .
. . . S analysis of the sustainability appraisal, but the
12. Reduce and prevent crime quality design, which is a key element 7 . 7 .
ST-LT |P ; additional emphasis on delivering design that
of the policy and reasoned S
s e enhances sustainability should strengthen the
justification. . L
positive effect on the objective.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of D 0+ V\S:Insttitno;fn(;ac:is:w;zéni:;zasg:ﬁ]: th deoes The proposed main modification would not have
publicly accessible open space. ST-LT (P d y P pace, policy a significant effect.

seek to ensure schemes contribute

o = m H -
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positively to the public realm and
public spaces, which can lead to
quality improvements to the open
space.

14. Im_pr_o_ve the qualle, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
accessibility of essential services and R
o N/a N/a a significant effect.
facilities.
D + The reasoned justification includes the
requirement that spaces are accessible
15. Redress inequalities related to age, to qll, noting the way in which vyell . L
. . . . designed spaces encourage social The proposed main modification would not have
gender, disability, race, faith, location ; ) S
- ST-LT |P integration, equal access to a significant effect.
and income. - : -
opportunities, services and facilities.
This scores positively against the
objective.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
affordable, decent and appropriate N/ N/ a sianificant effect
housing that meets their needs. a a 9 '
D + Well designed public realm and public
17. Increase the vitality and viability of spaces are more attractive to users The proposed main modification would not have
existing town centres. ST-LT (P and as such can help to improve the a significant effect.
vitality and viability of town centres.
18._He|_p people gain access to . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
satisfying work appropriate to their R
. - . N/a N/a a significant effect.
skills, potential and place of residence.
.. D 0/+ Well designed spaces, which are
19. Improve the efficiency, ; . L
. . attractive to end users can lead to The proposed main modification would not have
competitiveness and adaptability of the ; . DT
ST-LT (P improvements in the local economy, as | a significant effect.

local economy.

they are attractive to new businesses.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 2 - Promoting High Quality Design SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 s 3 4 )

Publication N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ |+ N/a | + o/+ N/a + N/a + N/a o/+
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |N/a | N/a [ N/a | ++ | ++ |N/a |+ o/+ N/a + N/a + N/a o/+

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of | 1 hroposed main modification would acknowledge that it may not be possible or appropriate to improve the character and quality of

Proposed the environment. It would not give rise to significant effects upon sustainable development.
Modification

upon SA
assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 4 - Development Requirements for the Attleborough Strategic Urban Extension

Mod | Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref | Number
MM7 | 25 Amend first sentence of policy wording:

“Land to the south west of Attleborough amounting to approximately 296 217ha, as shown on the
Policies Map...”

Amend the first sentence of the policy to state

‘...of a total of at least 2,6580 net new dwellings with a further 1,3520 dwellings anticipated beyond the
plan period within the SUE boundary.’

Policy GEN 4, Under ‘Development Requirements of Attleborough Strategic Urban Extension (SUE)’,
delete wording in the 5" paragraph and replace with the following text:

The development proposal for the Attleborough SUE will conserve, and where possible, enhance the
historic environment. The Historic Characterisation Study should inform an appropriate design response
and any masterplanning exercise, including any mitigation measures. Development proposals must:
Conserve, and where possible, enhance designated heritage assets and non designated heritage assets

and their settings. Designated heritage assets include Bunn's Bank Scheduled Monument, Grade 11 listed

Old Hall and Burgh Farm, Attleborough Conservation Area and Old Buckenham Conservation Area
Respect the rural nature of the site and the location of the site as a gateway from the south;
Explore opportunities to create a pattern of development and open space which naturally aids the
understanding and interpretation of the significance of heritage assets, in particular Bunn’s Bank
Scheduled Monument;

Retain and respond to important landscape features throughout the site;

Be informed by archaeological surveys, where required, in line with policies ENV 07 and ENV 08,

particularly the area to the west of Bunn's Bank Scheduled Monument.

Policy GEN 4, Under ‘Development Requirements of Attleborough Strategic Urban Extension (SUE)’,
delete wording in the 9" paragraph and replace with the following text:

A Utilities Statement-pre-application-eneguiry-with-Anglhan-Water-Services is required for this site in
accordance with the Water Cycle Study to demonstrate that sufficient capacity is available to transfer

Correction to reflect revised
boundary of site

To ensure consistency with
the amended housing
trajectory.

To ensure the development
requirements adequately
address the significance of
the historic environment and
that this forms an integral
consideration in the planning
of Attleborough SUE.

To remove reference to the
trigger point of 1,800
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SA Objective

wastewater for treatment and that there is available capacity in the foul sewerage network. Where
insufficient capacity within the wastewater network is identified, financial contributions may be sought.
Ongoing discussion between the Council, the developer and Anglian Water Services to determine an
appropriate, deliverable solution for Wastewater Treatment Work (WwTW) improvements is required

- in time to serve the development of 4,000 dwellings, of which,

2.680 are to be completed within the plan period.

Under ‘Development Requirements of Attleborough Strategic Urban Extension (SUE)’ insert new wording
after final paragraph

New or improved/expanded local healthcare facilities may be required to serve the increased population,
subject to consultation with NHS England.

Masterplan, add an additional point following criteria 15:

16. The Masterplan will be informed by the presence of designated and non-designated heritage assets
and their settings, this will include an investigation of the archaeological significance of the site,
particularly the area west of Bunn's Bank Proposals for the siting of major infrastructure, such as the
link road required to serve the development, or infrastructure upgrades to the existing town centre will
be informed by an appraisal of the impact upon the historic environment;

Masterplan, add an additional point following proposed criteria 16:

17. Consideration of the potential to provide a new healthcare facility on site, unless it is determined
financial contributions to existing facilities would be more appropriate to serve the healthcare needs of
new residents.

Assessment of policy against SA objective —
Publication version

homes to avoid confusion
over the requirement to
determine an appropriate,
deliverable solution for
Wastewater

Treatment Works for the
entire allocation of 4,000
homes.

In recognition that new
residents will require
healthcare provision

To ensure that the
masterplan is informed by a
full understanding of the
impact on the historic
environment seeking to
conserve and enhance
designated and undesignated
heritage assets.

In recognition that new
residents will require
healthcare provision

Effect of proposed Main
Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss | L -- The proposed Main Modification
of undeveloped land and would see a reduction in the site area
productive agricultural holdings and thus amount of greenfield land
and encourage the The location of the strategic urban extension is on that would be developed.
recycling/reuse of onsite LT p undeveloped greenfield land which is predominantly in | Nevertheless, the urban extension
resources to minimise the agricultural use. would still see the use of a large area
impacts on the environment and of greenfield land and so the
safeguard resources for the previously assessed outcome should
future generations. not be changed.
2. Limit water consumption to L 0 The pollcy specifies the re_:quwe_:ment for 2_,650 new
. dwellings up to 2036, which will have an impact upon
the capacity of natural . . L
water consumption. The Water Cycle Study has shown | The proposed main modification
processes and storage systems : . L i o
. LT P that there is capacity within the system. The policy would not have a significant effect.
and maintain and enhance . L i
- also includes criteria around the requirement for
water quality. : .
development to include water efficiency measures.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse L 0
of water to accommodate . .
- The proposed main modification
additional growth and See comment above. S
. . LT P would not have a significant effect.
development with minimal
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a . e
waste and support the recycling The proposed main modification
N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
of waste.
L - Attleborough is identified as a key settlement within
the settlement hierarchy and has access to public
5. Reduce contributions to transport. Due to the size of the development . I
. - . o ST .| The proposed main modification
climate change and localised air proposed there is likely to be an implication on local air S
. LT P : ; would not have a significant effect.
pollution. pollution. Evidence base around smarter transport
options has been prepared as part of this local plan
and should be included within a policy.
L 0 The sustainable urban extension will see the
6. To adapt to climate change development of a significant quantum of housing on . I
. ! Y . The proposed main modification
and avoid, reduce and manage greenfield land. This will have an impact on runoff S
LT P would not have a significant effect.

flood risk.

rates. The proposed policy includes the requirement
for a flood risk assessment to be submitted within the
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application and the site is predominantly in Flood Zone
1 (at lowest risk of flooding).

L - The development will be on greenfield land and as
7. Protect, conserve, enhance - R o .
L - such there is likely to be implications for biodiversity . I
and expand biodiversity and s . . The proposed main modification
within the plan area. The policy does include reference S
promote and conserve LT P : . would not have a significant effect.
. . to the retention and protection of hedgerows and trees
geodiversity. s .
within the urban extension.
8. Protect, enhance and increase | L + The policy seeks the development of new green . L
. . . L The proposed main modification
Green Infrastructure in the infrastructure to act as a link between the existing L
L LT would not have a significant effect.
District. town and the new development.
? ? The development of the sustainable urban extension . L
S : : The proposed main modification
9. Maintain, enhance and will have an impact on the landscape and townscape. o : .
L _— ensures additional consideration for
preserve the distinctiveness, Regard should be had to the findings of the Landscape
. . . : the rural character of the area and to
diversity and quality of Character Assessment and the Settlement Fringe o . .
? ? : the historic environment. This is a
landscape and townscape Study. The impact of the development on the o
. : positive amendment but the overall
character. landscape and townscape is currently uncertain and ; ;
. ) effect remains uncertain.
will depend on the design of the scheme.
There are a number of important heritage features . L
L . . The proposed main modification
within Attleborough which have the potential to be . . .
? ? . . ensures additional consideration for
10. Conserve and where impacted upon by the development of the sustainable o
- . . . the effect on the historic
appropriate enhance the historic urban extension. : L -
. . . environment. This is a positive
environment. Whilst the impact of the development to the south
? ? west of the town is lower than in other areas, the amendment but the overall effect
. o ' remains uncertain.
impact is still unclear.
L + The proposed Main Modification
11. Improve the health and well The new development will include pedestrian and cycle | includes refergr_m_e tp prow.dmg new
; . links to the town centre and also new outdoor sports healthcare facilities if required, which
being of the population. LT P - : -
facilities. should improve accessibility to
facilities.
. N/a N/a This should be considered through the design stage of | The proposed main modification
12. Reduce and prevent crime . C R
N/a N/a the planning application would not have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and L ++ The new development will be required to provide on- . L
uantity of publicly accessible site open space of both children's play and outdoor The proposed main modification
9 yorp y LT P b P play would not have a significant effect.

open space.

sports facilities.
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. D ++ The new development will provide a number of
14. Improve the quality, range : : e . . L
. . essential services and facilities including new school The proposed main modification
and accessibility of essential . ; S S
. L LT P provision, retail provision through local centres and would not have a significant effect.
services and facilities. "y
new sports facilities.
15. Redress inequalities related [ D + The policy will provide a number of new essential . L
. . ) i . . ; The proposed main modification
to age, gender, disability, race, services and facilities which will be accessible to -
. - . LT L would not have a significant effect.
faith, location and income. everyone within the town.
++ . . . i ificati
D The development of the urban extension will provide a The proposed.Mam Mo@ﬁcatmn .
16. Ensure all groups have S : . would see a difference in the timing
significant proportion of the housing needs for the . :
access to affordable, decent and A R of the housing delivery. The effect
. . District as a whole. This will include new affordable S
appropriate housing that meets | LT P . ) : would not be significant and so there
. housing to help meet the requirements of those in .
their needs. . would not change to the previous
housing need.
assessment.
D +/- The urban extension will provide retail provision within
17. Increase the vitality and the development. The Retail and Town Centre study . L
L . . e The proposed main modification
viability of existing town assessed the impact of local centres within the SUE R
LT P . . . would not have a significant effect.
centres. and due to the level of retail provision, this was
assessed as being minimal.
18. Help people gain access to D +
satisfying work appropriate to The urban extension will be required to provide new The proposed main modification
their skills, potential and place LT P employment areas as part of the development. would not have a significant effect.
of residence.
19. Imp_rgve the efficiency, D New employment opportunities within the town will . e
competitiveness and helb to improve the efficiency. competitiveness and The proposed main modification
adaptability of the local LT P b b Y, P would not have a significant effect.

economy.

adaptability of the local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 4 - Development Requirements for the Attleborough Strategic Urban Extension
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

4
Publication -- 0 0 N/a - 0 - + ? ? + N/a ++ ++ + ++ +/- + +
version

Proposed MM -- 0 0 N/a | - 0 - + ? ? + N/a ++ ++ + ++ +/- + +

effect (in bold
and shaded if

amended)

Overall effect of A number of amendments are proposed to this policy; this includes consideration of the historic environment, clarity on utilities and
Proposed healthcare, a change in the site area and the timing of the housing delivery on the site. Despite the proposed differences, the
Modification proposed main modification would not result in a change to the previously assessed SA outcomes and would not give rise to

upon SA significant effects upon sustainable development.

assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 05 Settlement Boundaries

“subject to compliance with National and-ethertocal-Ptanr—relevant Development Plan policies.

Amend the second paragraph to read:

“Outside the defined settlement boundaries, development is restricted to preserve recognise the
intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside. Development outside the defined settlement

boundaries will only be acceptable where it is compliant with ere-ermore-efthefollewingpelicies
set-out-with-the-toeal-Plantneluding—all relevant policies set out in the development plan tecat

Plan, including but not necessarily restricted to:

Amend titles of bullet points as follows:

Policy HOU 03 — Development Outside of the Boundaries of Local Service Centres
Policy HOU 04 — Rural-Settlements-with-Beundaries-Villages with Boundaries
Policy HOU 05 — Small Villages and Hamlets Outside of Settlement Boundaries
Policy HOU 08 — Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
Policy HOU 12 — Conversion of Building in the Countryside

Policy HOU 13 — Agrieutturat-Rural Workers Exceptions

Policy HOU 14 — Affordable Housing Exceptions

Policy ENV 03 — The Brecks Protected Habitats and Species

Policy EC 04— Employment Development Outside General Employment Areas
Policy EC 06 — Farm Diversification

Policy EC 07 — Tourism Related Development

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM11 | 30 Amend the first sentence to read: To ensure that the document

refers to the Development Plan
and not just the Local Plan.

To ensure that the wording of the
policy is in line with Paragraph 17
of the NPPF; to ensure that
proposals have regard to all
policies in the development plan.

To reflect changes made to the
titles of the policies in the
document.
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SA Objective Assessment of policy against SA Effect of proposed Main Modification
objective — Publication version

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of | + Land inside designated settlement boundaries
und_eveloped Iang and productive will form the basis for new residential
agricultural holdlngs_and development. This therefore will reduce the
encourage the recyclmg/rguse of loss of undeveloped land. The proposed main modification would not have a
onsite resources to minimise the I
impacts on the environment and significant effect.
safeguard resources for the future | ST-LT | P
generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and
storage systems and maintain and The proposed main modification would not have a
enhance water quality. significant effect.
N/a N/a
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of | \/5 N/a
water to accommodate additional
growth and development with The proposed main modification would not have a
minimal impacts on water quality. | n/a N/a significant effect.
4. Minimise the production Of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
waste and support the recycling significant effect.
of waste. N/a N/a
5. Reduce contributions to D + The provision of public transport is one of the | The proposed main modification would not have a
climate change and localised air criteria for the retention of settlement significant effect.
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pollution. STAT | P boundaries. The policy encourages
development inside the settlement boundaries
which is where there would be services and
facilities to support the populations.
6. To adapt to climate change and | \ /5 N/a
avoid, reduce and manage flood The proposed main modification would not have a
risk. significant effect.
N/a N/a
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | \/4 N/a
expand biodiversity and promote The proposed main modification would not have a
and conserve geodiversity. N/a N/a significant effect.
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a ) o
Green Infrastructure in the The proposed main modification would not have a
District. N/a N/a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve | \/5 N/a Dependent on individual planning application
the distinctiveness, diversity and The proposed main modification would not have a
quality of landscape and N/a N/a significant effect.
townscape character.
10. Conserve and where .~ N/a N/a Dependent on individual planning application | The proposed main modification would not have a
appropriate enhance the historic significant effect
environment. N/a N/a 9 '
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
being of the population. significant effect.
N/a N/a
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and L + The policy allows for new residential
quantity of publicly accessible development within defined locations. The proposed main modification would not have a
open space. ST-LT | P There is a requirement for new residential significant effect.

development to provide open space.
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14. Improve the quality, range D + Allowing development inside settlement
and accessibility of essential boundaries will ensure that new developments | The proposed main modification would not have a
services and facilities. ST-LT | P have access to services and facilities within significant effect.
those settlements.
15. Redress inequalities related to | N/a N/a ) o
age, gender, disability, race, faith The proposed main modification would not have a
location and income. N/a N/a significant effect.
16. Ensure all groups have access D + The policy directs development to inside _ o
to affordable, decent and defined settlement boundaries. The proposed main modification would not have a
appropriate housing that meets ST-LT | P Encouraging new residential development significant effect.
their needs. scores positively against this criteria.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a ) L
viability of existing town centres. The proposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a
their skills, potential and place of | N/a N/a significant effect.
residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and adaptability The proposed main modification would not have a
of the local economy. N/a N/a significant effect.

Create Deliver

321




CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: GEN 05 Settlement Boundaries
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication + N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a + + N/a + N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM + N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a |N/a |+ + N/a + N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if

amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would alter how the effect of development upon the countryside would be considered. It would not,
Proposed however, lessen the conservation afforded to the countryside and therefore no significant effect would arise from the proposed main
Modification modification.

upon SA

assessment Modifications are proposed to some settlement boundaries. These tend to be minor and/or reflect planning permissions or to correct

errors in map drawing. Overall, the effect of the proposed modifications to settlement boundaries would not be significant.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 01 Development Requirements (Minimum)

Mod Page
Ref Numbe
r

Text with proposed Modification

Reason for Change

MM12 | 31

SA Objective

To enable the District to meet future housing needs the Local Plan will provide for no less than 15,298 new
homes between 2011 and 2036, an average of 612 dwellings per annum.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main
Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of undeveloped D The pohcy seeks to ensure the dehvery of
. . - housing and economic growth. There is
land and productive agricultural holdings and - . -
- . limited previously developed land within The amount of land developed
encourage the recycling/reuse of onsite L
A . Breckland and as such the majority of would not be affected by the
resources to minimise the impacts on the LT L . P
. development is likely to occur on proposed main modification.
environment and safeguard resources for the : .
. undeveloped land. This scores negatively
future generations. . - o
against the sustainability objective.
D All new development will have an impact
2. Limit water consumption to the capacity of upon water consumption. The results of The proposed main modification
natural processes and storage systems and LT the updated Water Cycle Study have been | would not have a significant
maintain and enhance water quality. taken into consideration through the effect.
preparation of this plan.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water to D The policy will have a long term impact as | The proposed main modification
accommodate additional growth and LT it allocates development, however the would not have a significant
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development with minimal impacts on water
quality.

specific impact on water is not clear.

effect.

4. Minimise the production of waste and support D 0 The proposed main mp(_JIlflcatlon
the recveling of waste LT P would not have a significant
yeling ) effect.
D 0 New development is likely to result in
5. Reduce contributions to climate change and increased car journeys, and add to . The proposed main mp@ﬂcaﬂon
localised air pollution LT p greenhouse gas emissions. The Ioca_t|on of | would not have a significant
’ the development and access to public effect.
transport options will impact upon this.
D 0 New development could have an
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, reduce impact on flooding, however the
and manage flood risk. LT P specific impact on depends on
location of development.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand D 0 The proposed main modification
biodiversity and promote and conserve LT P would not have a significant
geodiversity. effect.
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green D 0 The proposed main mp(_JIlflcatlon
. N would not have a significant
Infrastructure in the District. LT P
effect.
D 0/- The policy seeks the allocation of new
housing and employment land across the
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the District. This therefore has the potential The proposed main modification
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of LT p to impact upon the landscape and would not have a significant
landscape and townscape character. townscape, however the impact is unclear | effect.
as it does not refer to the location of the
development.
10. Conserve and where appropriate enhance D 0 The proposed main mp@ﬂcaﬂon
. . . would not have a significant
the historic environment. LT P
effect.
11. Improve the health and well being of the D 0 The proposed main mp@ﬂcaﬂon
. would not have a significant
population. LT P
effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime D 0 The proposed main modification
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would not have a significant

LT P effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of publicly D * All new residential developments will need The proposed main mp(_1|f|cat|on
! : . would not have a significant
accessible open space. LT to provide/contribute towards open space. effect
. A D s T_he policy supports_ th_e development of The proposed main modification
14. Improve the quality, range and accessibility vibrant town and district centres through A
. . oyl . . e would not have a significant
of essential services and facilities. MT P new retail and leisure floorspace, which is
. . . S effect.
in accordance with this objective.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, gender, D * The policy will support the delivery of new The proposed main mp@ﬂcaﬂon
. . . . . . e would not have a significant
disability, race, faith, location and income. MT services and facilities effect
D ++ The proposed main modification
16. Ensure all groups have access to affordable, The policy seeks to provide new housing WOUIQ affect the phasing of
. - : ; o housing development but not
decent and appropriate housing that meets their development in the District over the plan .
LT P . the overall amount of housing
needs. period. :
delivery so would not affect the
previous assessment outcome.
D + The policy provides a supportive approach
to the provision of new retail and leisure The oroposed main modification
17. Increase the vitality and viability of existing facilities within the District, which can be prop L
) - ; would not have a significant
town centres. LT P used in the determination of planning
L . . effect.
applications. The policy does not provide
specific allocations however.
D + The policy sets the development
requirements for employment land across
18. Hel | . ¢ tisfvi K the District. The policy has been informed ™ d mai dificati
- Help people gain access to sa_lsfylng wor by the Employment Growth Study, whilst e proposed main modification
appropriate to their skills, potential and place of LT p . s would not have a significant
residence. the policy does not allocate the highest effect.
scenario as set within the study, it is at
the higher end of the range of scenarios.
19. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness and | D ++ The proposed main modification
adaptability of the local economy. LT P would not have a significant
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| effect.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 01 Development Requirements (Minimum)
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2
Publication version | - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o/- |0 0 ++ ++ ++
Proposed MM - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0/- |0 0 ++ ++ ++
effect (in bold and
shaded if
amended)
Overall effect of The proposed main modification would remove the phasing of delivery of housing that was previously included in the policy. The
Proposed effect upon SA objectives arising from this would not be significant.
Modification
upon SA
assessment

326
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CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 02 Level and Location of Growth

Mod | Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM14 | 33 Amend the first sentence of the policy to read: To ensure that the targets

Housing growth will be distributed in line with the following individual settlement minimum targets:

Settements Fhetford 3,668 2] 0 3,668
Market Bereham 97 #50 56 1547
Fowns 28% Swaffham 1,607 665 600 1642
Watten 4436 75 265 4335
Ashilt R 20 20 94
toecal
B L e S—" —r —Y
centres -
Garbotdisham 9 35 35 44

are a minimum in line
with Policy HOU 01.
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Swanton Road:
3PL/2015/1487/0)

i
of| ©
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o 3
° )
0 2 : ol c
o
M5 ‘g 7 = Total
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= % =l | HOo < al
Attleborough 8 (Warrens Lane
Ke 515 1180 3PL/2016/0486/H) 4383
Settlements
Thetford 323 3343 3666
Dereham
48 (Greenfields
Road:
Market 3PL/2016/0952/0) 5540 (216 have
Towns 401 359 220 decision to 1784
(D2) 216 (Land off grant)
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Swaffham 25

185 (South of
Norwich Road:

3PL/2015/0917/0)
97 75 _(5_25 have
496 360 ?Wl 165 (north of decision to 1553
Norwich road: grant)
3PL/2015/0550/0)
175 (west of
Watton Road:
3PL/2016/0068/0)
Watton 548 | 883 1636
Ashill 7 (Hale Road
¥ ¢ 3PL/2017/1077/0) 105
Banham 17 58 117
Bawdeswell
0 (40 included
within
8 41 completions 49
and
commitments)
Local
service Garboldisham | 10 5 50
Centres Great
2real 36 |159 195
Ellingham
Harling 126 39 250
Hockering 6 67 98
Kenninghall** 35 (20 to be
delivered
21 - through HOU 66
03)
Litcham** 3 7 22 (22 to be 32
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delivered

through HOU
03)

Mattishall**

[N
[
[

12 (Kensington

Forge:
3PL/2017/1112/F

Narborough

10 (Land north of

1-14 Swaffham Rd:

3PL/2017/1046/0)

=
(o2}
o

Necton**

-
N
N

46 (Erne Farm:

33 (46 have

decision to
grant) (18 to

3PL/2016/0983/0)

be met

through HOU
03)

N
[ee]
w

14 (27
included in
completions
and
commitments)
(14 to be met
through HOU
03)

Old

Buckenham**

|I—‘
©

to be met

through HOU
03)

Shipdham

dwellings
included in

completions
and
commitments)

Sporle

Swanton
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Morley
Weeting 11
Beeston
Beetley,
Carbrooke
Caston
Gressenhall
Griston
Hockham
Lyng,
Mundford
Villages with | North Lopham,
Boundaries Rocklands =

Saham Toney,
Thompson,
Weasenham

Shropham,
Eccles Road

(Quidenham), 4

Yaxham
(including Clint
Green).
Beachamwell

Besthorpe,

Billingford,
Bintree, Blo

Norton,
Villages Bradenham, 6 (Land off Bridge
without Bridgham, 8 Street:

boundaries | Brettenham 3PL/2017/1500/0)

Brisley,
Bylaugh,

Cockley Cley,
Colkirk,

Cranwich,

3
'_\
'_\

[
~

o
N
~
\'
(=]
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Cranworth
Croxton
Didlington,
East
Tuddenham

Elsing,
Foulden

Foxley,
Fransham
Garvestone
Gateley,
Gooderstone
Great
Cressingham,
Great
Dunham
Guist,
Hardingham,

Hilborough,
Hoe, Holme

Hale,

Horningtoft,
Ickburgh,

Kempstone,
Kilverstone

Lexham, Lt
Cressingham,
Lt Dunham, Lt
Ellingham,
Longham,

Lynford,
Merton

Mileham
Narford, New
Buckenham,
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Newton, North
Pickenham
North
Tuddenham

Ovington,

oxborough,
Riddlesworth

Roudham

Rougham,

Scarning,
Scoulton

Snetterton
South Acre
South
Lopham,
South
Pickenham
Sparham,
Stanfield,
Stanford, Stow
Bedon
Sturston
Thompson,
Tittleshall
Tottington,
Twyford, ,
Wellingham,
Wendling,
Whinburgh,
Whissonsett

Wretham

=
[}
[0}
(98}
o

Total 3493 | 7645 | 317 878 (8.7%
buffer)
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*Housing Allocation unable to meet Local Plan Housing Target. Policy HOU 03 applies to these villages
tPolicy HOU 04 applies to these villages
~Neighbourhood Plans can seek to exceed housing

targets

SA Objective Assessment of policy against SA Effect of proposed Main

objective — Publication version Modification

Thetford is surrounded by low quality
agricultural land but this is because it is
ecologically sensitive heathland.
Swaffham, Dereham, Banham,
Bawdeswell, Garboldisham, Great

D - Ellingham, Litcham, Mattishall, North
Elmham, Necton, Shipham and Sporle
have Grade 2 agricultural land on their
periphery which will be protected,
reducing the land supply for potential
development.

The proposed policy allocated
development in Local Service Centres
which tend to be more rural. However,

The proposed main modification
indicates an increase in overall
housing delivery reflecting an update
for built and committed supply and
the addition of such supply at villages
without settlements, minor
adjustments to supply from some
existing allocations and other sites
that are minded to grant planning
permission. The proposed main
modification would not allocate any
additional sites. The previous

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of
undeveloped land and productive agricultural
holdings and encourage the recycling/reuse of
onsite resources to minimise the impacts on
the environment and safeguard resources for
the future generations.

ST-LT P : : assessed score should therefore
agricultural grade 2 land is present :
remain.

around market towns and ten of the

Local Service Centres.

There is concern that rises in demand The modification indicates as a result

. . . created by an increase in the total of commitments and completions a

2. Limit water consumption to the capacity of . .

number of households will place greater level of delivery of homes to
natural processes and storage systems and N 0/- : : . o
maintain and enhance water quality increased pressure upon water than previously identified for

' resources. Households exert Dereham and Watton which are
considerable pressure on the water sensitive areas. Whilst this
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environment by using much of the water
that is abstracted. With the number of
households increasing the average size
of the households decreasing, this will
put further pressure on water resources
because smaller houses use more per
person.

The most sensitive areas for
development due to increased water
demand are Attleborough, Dereham,
Watton and Swaffham. The waste water
capacity sensitive urban areas are
Attleborough, Watton and Dereham and

does increase potentially negative
effects on this objective it is not
significant enough to change to
amend the previous assessment.

ST-LT P to a lesser extent Thetford. The revised
housing distribution will see more
houses allocated to the market towns of
Dereham Swaffham and Watton, and as
such this may have a negative impact,
which needs to be mitigated through
appropriate infrastructure planning.
N 0 The modification indicates as a result
of commitments and completions a
Attleborough, Dereham, Watton and greater level of delivery of homes
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water to Swaffham are predicted to have limited | than previously identified for
accommodate additional growth and water resource availability up to 2026 Dereham and Watton which are
development with minimal impacts on water ST-LT P and will require water to be pumped water sensitive areas. Whilst this
quality. from other sources to meet the does increase potentially negative
increased demand. effects on this objective it is not
significant enough to change to
amend the previous assessment.
4. Minimise the production of waste and N/a N/a The proposed main modification
support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate change and N 0 The poIi_cy seeks to provide the majority | The proposed moQifi(_:ation continues
. . . of dwellings to the largest most to allocate the majority of the
localised air pollution. ST-LT P

sustainable settlements, with limited

Districts housing numbers to the
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dwellings being allocated to the rural
areas. In designating local service
centres one of the criteria is the
requirement for frequent public
transport to a higher order centre, to
prevent reliance on private car use.

larger settlements. The proposed
modification would not alter the
previous assessment of the policy.

N All key settlements and market towns . I
. . The proposed main modification
. . are susceptible to fluvial and/or sewer S .
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, ) . : would not have a significant effect;
. flooding. The preferred option takes into ; . o
reduce and manage flood risk. ST-LT S . this policy does not allocate specific
account the availability of suitable land .
. L . sites.
including if it is at flood risk.
D This policy seeks to allocate the majority _Thg proposeq main m_od|f|cat|on
. . indicates an increase in overall
of dwellings to higher order settlements, : . .
. . housing delivery reflecting an update
and proposes a proportional split for . .
. . . for built and committed supply and
Local Service Centres which will see i .
the addition of such supply at villages
growth levels of 10% dependent on the : :
o : . without settlements, minor
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand existing size of the settlements. This .
- . . adjustments to supply from some
biodiversity and promote and conserve approach means that a settlement will L . .
. . ST-LT . . ; existing allocations and other sites
geodiversity. not receive a disproportional level of ; ;
L ; that are minded to grant planning
growth dependent to their size which o .
U . permission. The proposed main
may have had a more significant impact e
o . . . modification would not allocate any
upon biodiversity and geodiversity. The " . .
S . . additional sites. The previous
individual site assessments will be
. o assessed score should therefore
assessed against these criteria. :
remain.
This policy runs the risk of impacting The proposed main modification
D upon green infrastructure within the indicates an increase in overall
District. housing delivery reflecting the
addition to the table of built and
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green committed supply at villages without
Infrastructure in the District. However the sites will all be individually | settlements and minor adjustments
ST-LT assessed against the sustainability to supply from some existing minor

appraisal objectives.

allocations and other sites that are
minded to grant planning permission.
The proposed main modification
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would not allocate any additional
sites. The previous assessed score
should therefore remain.

D The proposed main modification
indicates an increase in overall
housing delivery reflecting the

. . . . addition to the table of built and
The option runs the risk of impacting . . .
. . committed supply at villages without
L visually and reducing open space areas ) .
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the o o : settlements and minor adjustments
o . . . but it is the specific locations of L ;
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of . . : to supply from some existing minor
ST-LT development that will determine this . .
landscape and townscape character. : allocations and other sites that are
rather than the tier of settlement where : . o
development is proposed minded to grant planning permission.
' The proposed main modification
would not allocate any additional
sites. The previous assessed score
should therefore remain.

D The proposed main modification
indicates an increase in overall
housing delivery reflecting the
addition to the table of built and

All options run the risk of impacting committed supply at villages without
. visually but it is the specific locations of | settlements and minor adjustments
10. Conserve and where appropriate enhance ; . : L ;
the historic environment ST-LT development that will determine this to supply from some existing minor
) rather than the tier of settlement where | allocations and other sites that are
development is proposed. minded to grant planning permission.
The proposed main modification
would not allocate any additional
sites. The previous assessed score
should therefore remain.
D The option runs the risk of reducing
open space areas but it is the specific
11. Improve the health and well being of the locations of development that will The proposed main modification
population. ST-LT determine this rather than the tier of would not have a significant effect.

settlement where development is
proposed.
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N/a N/a The spatial distribution is unlikely to
12. Reduce and prevent crime impact upon crime levels. It is the The proposed main modification
) P N/a N/a specific development of well lit areas etc | would not have a significant effect.
that reduces crime.

D + The proposed main modification

would not have a significant effect, in
13. Improve the quality and quantity of All new residential developments will be tha.t the amendgd information on
ublicly accessible open space ST-LT P expected to provide new open space delivery of housing development
P ' ' should not change the requirement to
provide publicly accessible open
space.

L + The proposed main modification
indicates an increase in overall
housing delivery reflecting the
addition to the table of built and

The proposed policy takes into account committed supply ?t wllages without
. S : settlements and minor adjustments
14. Improve the quality, range and the availability of public transport and L :
L . . . X s i to supply from some existing minor
accessibility of essential services and facilities. | MT P services within the Local Service i .
allocations and other sites that are
Centres. . . oo
minded to grant planning permission.
The proposed main modification
would not allocate any additional
sites. The previous assessed score
should therefore remain.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, L 0 One Qf the main ob_Ject|v_es of _the Local . L
. . - - Plan is to facilitate inclusive mixed The proposed main modification
gender, disability, race, faith, location and " : : R
: ST-LT P communities and as such is particularly | would not have a significant effect.
income. ; ) . o
important in the redress of inequalities.
L ++ The proposed main modification
. . s indicates an increase in overall
This policy seeks development within : . .
16. Ensure all groups have access to . . housing delivery reflecting the
affordable, decent and appropriate housing the Local Service Centres which could addition to the table of built and
! ST-LT P provide more affordable family housing

that meets their needs.

in rural settlements.

committed supply at villages without
settlements and minor adjustments
to supply from some existing minor
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allocations and other sites that are
minded to grant planning permission.
The proposed main modification
would not allocate any additional
sites. The previous assessed score
should therefore remain.

D ++ This policy will see the majority of new
development allocated to the Key The proposed modification continues
Settlements of Attleborough and -
to allocate the majority of the
N - Thetford and the market towns of o .
17. Increase the vitality and viability of Districts housing numbers to the
o Dereham, Swaffham and Watton.
existing town centres. ST-LT P . o larger settlements. The proposed
Allocating the majority of development e
. . modification would not alter the
to the towns will help to increased the revious assessment of the polic
vitality and viability of those town P poficy.
centres.
D + This policy includes development in the
Local Service Centres which may need
additional development to encourage
businesses to locate there. Higher paid
technical or managerial jobs are more
common in larger urban areas like The proposed main modification
18. Help people gain access to satisfying work Norwich and development along or near | would retain the main focus of
appropriate to their skills, potential and place good connections to these areas would housing distribution to the key
; MT-LT P o -
of residence. be positive. The majority of settlements and market towns. The
development remains focused on the previous assessment should remain.
Key Settlements of Attleborough and
Thetford and the Market Towns of
Dereham, Swaffham and Watton which
have the best access to employment
opportunities within the District.
Improving the local economy relies on
. . more factors than just the distribution of . .
19. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness D + housing J The proposed main modification

and adaptability of the local economy.
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Increased development in Local Service
Centres will support and encourage new

would not have a significant effect.
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businesses. The difference may be that
local facilities like Post Offices and Public
Houses in Local Service Centres may be
able to remain open from increased
trade.

This policy takes into account the
quantity of suitability in LSC to
accommodate additional residential
development.

MT P

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 02 Level and Location of Growth
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

Publication version | - 0 0 N/a | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/a + + 0 ++ ++ + +

Proposed MM - 0 0 N/a |0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/a + + 0 ++ ++ + +
effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification increases the accuracy of information on housing delivery, providing figures for past development and

PfOP_O_SGd_ commitments in villages without settlements and some further refinement to delivery from allocated sites. This establishes an effective
MOd'f'git'O” buffer over the total housing requirement of 8.7%. It is not considered that this would give rise to significant effects beyond those
upon

already previously assessed.
assessment

341
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 03 Development Outside of Boundaries of Local Service Centres

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number

MM15 | 36 Amend the final sentence of paragraph 1 to state: To ensure that relevant policies
“...will be allowed subject to being supported by ether relevant policies within the teeal-Plan within the Development Plan are also
Development Plan and meeting all of the following criteria:” referred to, to reflect Neighbourhood
Plans.
Amend criterion 2 of the policy as follows: To ensure the policy conforms with

2. It would not lead to the number of dwellings in the settlement significantly exceeding the other policies within the Local Plan
identified housing target.

To ensure that the Local Plan
Amend the final sentence of the policy as follows: supports opportunities for self build
Opportunities for self build dwellings which meet the criteria set out above will be eensidered dwellings.

inacecordance-with-rationat-guidanee supported.

Assessment of policy against SA

SA Objective Effect of proposed Main Modification

objective — Publication version

1. Minimise the irreversible The policy allows for development outside of | The proposed Main Modification would change the
loss of undeveloped land and L - the settlement boundary in Local Service policy to allow, in certain circumstances, for an
productive agricultural Centres. increase in dwellings beyond the settlement's
holdings and encourage the LT P There is limited brownfield land within housing targets. This could allow for the further
342
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recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment
and safeguard resources for
the future generations.

Breckland and as such development is likely
to result in the loss of undeveloped land.

loss of greenfield land. However, in applying the
policy as a whole, the overall effect is unlikely to
alter from the previously assessed negative

outcome.

2. Limit water consumption to N/a N/a
the capacity of natural The proposed main modification would not have a
processes and storage systems N/a N/a sianificant effect
and maintain and enhance g |
water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse | N/a N/a
of water to accommodate The proposed main modification would not have a
additional growth and -
. s N/a N/a significant effect.
development with minimal
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
waste and support the N/ N/ significant effect
recycling of waste. a a 9 '
L + A criteria for the designation of a Local
5. Reduce contributions to Service Centre was that there was accessible . P
. . . : The proposed main modification would not have a
climate change and localised public transport and also where there is other | . ~.©
- . ST-LT ([P . I . significant effect.
air pollution. services and facilities which would reduce the
need to travel by private car.
6. To adfapt to climate change N/a N/a . . e The proposed main modification would not have a
and avoid, reduce and manage This would be site specific. L
: N/a N/a significant effect.
flood risk.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance N/a N/a
and expand biodiversity and The proposed main modification would not have a
promote and conserve N/a N/a significant effect.
geodiversity.
.8' Protect, enhance and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
increase Green Infrastructure N/a N/a sianificant effect
in the District. g '
9. Maintain, enhance and D 0 The policy includes a requirement for the The proposed main modification could see the
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preserve the distinctiveness,
diversity and quality of
landscape and townscape

design of the scheme to contribute to and
where possible enhance the historic nature
and connectivity of settlements.

potential for an increase in housing outside of
settlements, which could have some detrimental
effect upon landscape and townscape character.

character. ST-LT | P For this reason, the score will be amended from
"0/+" to "0". The geographical scope would
potentially be on a larger scale and so this score is
amended from "L" to "D".
L 0/+ The policy includes a requirement for the
10. Conserve and where g . . .
. design of the scheme to contribute to and The proposed main modification would not have a
appropriate enhance the . o N
- - . ST-LT | P where possible enhance the historic nature significant effect.
historic environment. -
and connectivity of settlements.
11. Improve the health and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
well being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T_he _p_roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. Irr_1prove the_quallty an_d L + New residential developm_e_nt cont_rlbutes The proposed main modification would not have a
quantity of publicly accessible towards open space provision, which scores L
ST-LT . . - significant effect.
open space. positively against the objective.
L + Local Service Centre villages have been
14. Improv_e _the quality, range de5|gnf_;1ted becaus_e_t_hey ha_ve a good range | The proposed main modification would not have a
and accessibility of essential LT P of services and facilities. This policy would significant effect
services and facilities. help to ensure housing is delivered in these 9 )
areas.
L + The policy would allow for the development
15. Redress inequalities related of housing in Local Service Centre villages. . e
. I~ . " ; The proposed main modification would not have a
to age, gender, disability, race, This scores positively as it allows people to L
. - - LT P L S significant effect.
faith, location and income. remain within villages where housing is at a
premium.
16. Ensure all groups have D + The policy seeks to support the development
access to affordable, decent of additional dwellings within Local Service The proposed main modification would not have a
and appropriate housing that LT P Centres, and as such scores positively significant effect.
meets their needs. against the criteria.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
viability of existing town N/a N/a significant effect.

? A T r e
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centres.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a
their skills, potential and place | N/a N/a significant effect.

of residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and The proposed main modification would not have a
adaptability of the local N/a N/a significant effect.

economy.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 03 Development Outside of Boundaries of Local Service Centres
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective
1 2 3 4

Publication | - N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a o/+ o/+ N/a N/a + + + + N/a N/a N/a
version

Proposed - N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a 0 o/+ N/a N/a + + + + N/a N/a N/a
MM effect
(in bold
and
shaded if
amended)
Overall

The proposed main modification would change the policy approach from preventing development exceeding identified settlement targets to

effect of allowing such development where it does not significantly exceed the settlement target. In applying the policy as a whole, and noting that
Propo'sed' overall housing requirements in the Plan were already established as minimum requirements, the overall effect is unlikely to alter from the
MOd'f'git'O” previously assessed effects. Landscapes of the District could be affected but the affect should be mitigated in applying other policies in the
upon Plan.

assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 04 Rural Settlements with Boundaries

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM17 37 The following rural villages settlements have settlement boundaries (as defined on the policies maps): To ensure that the Local
Plan supports opportunities
Beeston, Beetley, Carbrooke, Caston, Gressenhall, Griston, Hockham, Lyng, Mundford, North Lopham, for self build dwellings.
Rocklands, Saham Toney, Thompson, Weasenham, Shropham, Eccles Road (Quidenham), Clint Green
and Yaxham.

Appropriate development will be allowed immediately adjacent to the settlement boundary, subject to
being supported by other policies within the development plan+eeat-Plan™ and where all of the
following criteria are satisfied:

1. The development is His-minordevelopment of an appropriate scale and design to the settlement-ef
tp-to-S-dwelings;

2. It would not lead to the number of dwellings in the settlement increasing by significantly more than
5% from the date of adoption of the Plan. The settlement refers to the number of dwellings inside the
defined settlement boundary;

3 | o i ] fit:

4- 3. The design contributes to preserving, and where possible enhancing, the historic nature and
connectivity of communities; and

5: 4. The development avoids coalescence of settlements.

Opportunities for self-build dwellings which meet the criteria set out above will be eensidered-n

aceordance-with-rational-guidanee-supported.

*with the exception of Policy GEN 05 Settlement Boundaries

SA Objective Assessment of policy against SA objective — Effect of proposed Main Modification
Publication version
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1. Minimise the irreversible
loss of undeveloped land and

The proposed Main Modification would change
the policy to be more flexible in permitting

climate change and localised

sustainable settlements for growth in Breckland

productive agricultural P i The .policy allows fqr housing develop_ment in areas development outside of settlement boundaries
. outside of the locational strategy subject to a criteria .
holdings and encourage the . oo but would not result in new development
. . based approach. Development in these areas is likely S .

recycling/reuse of onsite . significantly above the original 5% threshold on

A to be on undeveloped land. Whilst the level of " . .
resources to minimise the s . . existing dwellings in each settlement. Due to the
. . growth within these settlements is unlikely to be S .
impacts on the environment ST- A o 7 policy’s criteria and wording, the effect of the

P significant it will still impact on the sustainability S L
and safeguard resources for LT obiective modification is therefore not significant. The
the future generations. J ’ overall effect is unlikely to alter from the
previously assessed negative outcome.
2. Limit water consumption to | \/5 | N/a
the capacity of natural The proposed main modification would not have
processes and storage systems a significant effect
and maintain and enhance N/a | N/a g '
water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse
of water to accommodate N/a | N/a _ o
additional growth and Thg prqposed main modification would not have
development with minimal a significant effect.
impacts on water quality. N/a | N/a
4. Minimise the production of N/a | N/a
waste and support the The proposed main modification would not have
recycling of waste. a significant effect.
N/a | N/a

5. Reduce contributions to L i The locational strategy has set out the most The proposed Main Modification would change

the policy to be more flexible in permitting
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air pollution.

which has included having regard to the provision of
public transport. In the rural areas defined within this

individual developments outside of settlement
boundaries but would not result in new

ST- policy there is limited access to public transport and development significantly above the original 5%
LT P developments are likely to rely on the private car. threshold on existing dwellings in each
settlement. The overall effect is unlikely to alter
from the previously assessed negative outcome.
6. To adapt to climate change N/
. a | N/a
and avoid, reduce and manage The proposed main modification would not have
flood risk. a significant effect.
N/a | N/a
7. Protect, conserve, enhance
and expand biodiversity and ? ? The impact of the policy on biodiversity and The proposed main modification would not affect
prom_ote af”d conserve geodiversity will depend on the sites location. the previously assessed outcome.
geodiversity. " "
8. Protect, enhance and Development outside of settlement boundaries is
increase Green Infrastructure N/a | N/a likely to see a loss of green infrastructure. The
in the District. proposed Main Modification would change the
policy to be more flexible in permitting
development outside of settlement boundaries
but would not result in new development
significantly above the original 5% threshold on
N/a | N/a existing dwellings in each settlement. Due to
the policy’s criteria and wording, the level of
growth within these settlements is unlikely to be
significant.
9. Maintain, enhance and This policy allows for new development in
preserve the distinctiveness, ? ? settlements outside the locational strategy subject to
diversity and quality of a criteria based approach. The Landscape Character
landscape and townscape Assessment Settlement Fringe Study does not cover The proposed main modification would not affect
character. rural settlements outside of the Local Service the previously assessed outcome.
2 2 Centres. The exact location of the development will

depend on the impact upon the sustainability
objective.
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10. Conserve and where

A number of the smaller settlements within Breckland

appropriate enhance the ? ? are characterised by their historic environment. The
historic environment. policy includes infilling and rounding off
opportunities. In settlements the views through
settlements (including thosg provided by gaps In t.he The proposed main modification would not affect
street scene) can often be important to the historic .
. . : the previously assessed outcome.
” ” setting of the settlement. The policy does include a
' ' criterion on the need for the design to contribute to
the historic environment. The exact impact of this
policy will depend on the location of the
development.
11.1 the health and . I
mprove the health an N/a | N/a The proposed main modification would not have
well being of the population. S
a significant effect.
N/a | N/a
12. Reduce and prevent crime | N/a | N/a | This would be determined at the planning application | The proposed main modification would not have
N/a | N/a stage a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and L . All r;e\l;v ;esidentigl dwellings areArequirEd to |'
quantity of publicly accessible contribute towards open space. As such a policy The proposed main modification would not affect
which provides criteria for the delivery of new .
open space. : . " : the previously assessed outcome.
ST P housing development scores positively against the
LT sustainability objective.
14. Improve the quality, range || 0 Villages which have maintained a settlerT_\ent _ o
and accessibility of essential bogrﬁary have at least -2 of the key services and T.he-p.roposed main mOdI.fIC,atIOI’l Wo_uld nqt
services and facilities. faC|_I|t|es. Development in t_hese areas is however. S|gn|_f|cantly altg_r the po_hg:ys potential to impact
ST- P unlikely to be able to provide access to all essential service and facility provision.
LT services and facilities.
15. Redress inequalities N/a | N/a
related to age, gender,
disability, race, faith, location The proposed main modification would not have
and income. a significant effect.
N/a | N/a
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16. Ensure all groups have

The proposed main modification could support

access to affordable. decent D + The policy supports the delivery of new housing further housing delivery and removal of the
and appropriate hou,sing that subject to a criteria based approach in rural areas. threshold for individual schemes would enable
meets their needs These are settlements and hamlets which historically | affordable housing provision in rural
' ST- have seen limited levels of housing growth. Whilst communities. The overall modifications proposed
LT P this policy is not intended to see high levels of would not significantly enhance the previously
housing delivery it will still see housing growth. assessed positive outcome of the policy against
this objective.
17. Increase the vitality and Na |
il ot a a
V|al?[|I|ty of existing town The proposed main modification would not have
centres. a significant effect.
N/a | N/a
18. Help people gain access to
isfvi i N/a | N/a
il’?:isrf;/ll(?l?swoglt(eigizﬁoap;(;atfai()e The proposed main modification would not have
of residen(;ep P a significant effect.
) N/a | N/a
19. Improve the efficiency,
competitiveness and N/a | N/a The proposed main modification would not have
adaptability of the local Na | v a significant effect.
a a

economy.

Create Deliver

350




CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 04 Rural Settlements with Boundaries

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

Publication version N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

Proposed MM effect N/a
(in bold and
shaded if

amended)

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed Main Modification would allow some small flexibility in permitting development outside of settlement boundaries and in
particular removes the threshold that previously prevented development over 5 dwellings. However, whilst the change strengthens
some positive impacts upon and housing and affordable housing provision; in applying the policy as a whole the effect is unlikely to
alter from the previously assessed outcomes.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 05 small Villages and Hamlets Outside of Settlement Boundaries

SA Objective

We | Listen Create Deliver

apart from where it would comply with from-in-exceptionat-ciretmstances-where-planning-permission
may-be-granted-subjectto-being-supported-by-other policies within the development plan-teecatPlan™

and if all of the following criteria are satisfied:

1. The development comprises of sensitive infilling and rounding off of a cluster of dwellings with
access to an existing highway;

2. 1tis ﬁﬂrrneﬁdevelrepmem of an approprlate scale and deS|gn to the settlement—ef—&p—te%—uﬁﬁs

34 The deS|gn contrlbutes to enhancing the historic nature and connect|V|ty of communltles and
45. The proposal does not harm or undermine a visually important gap that contributes to the
character and distinctiveness of the rural scene.

Opportunities for self-build dwellings which meet the criteria set out above will be-censidered-n
aceerdance-with-rational-guidanee_supported.

Farmsteads and sporadic small scale groups of dwellings are considered as lying in the open
countryside and are not classed as small villages and hamlets. These, and isolated locations in the
countryside, are unlikely to be considered acceptable.

*with the exception of Policy GEN 05 Settlement Boundaries

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM18 38 Development in smaller villages and hamlets outside of defined settlement boundaries will be limited,

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the

The policy allows for housing development in
areas outside of the locational strategy
subject to a criteria based approach.

The proposed Main Modification would allow for
some flexibility in permitting development

Create Deliver

recycling/reuse of onsite D -- Development in these areas is likely to be on | outside of settlement boundaries. In applying
resources to minimise the undeveloped land. Whilst the level of growth | the policy as a whole, the previously assessed
impacts on the environment and within these settlements is unlikely to be outcome would stand.
safeguard resources for the significant it will still impact on the
future generations. sustainability objective.
ST-LT | P
2. Limit water consumption to the
capacity of natural processes and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not affect
storage systems and maintain the previously assessed outcome.
and enhance water quality.
N/a N/a
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of
water to accommodate additional N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not affect
growth and development with the previously assessed outcome.
minimal impacts on water quality.
N/a N/a
4. Minimise the production Of. The proposed main modification would not affect
waste and support the recycling N/a N/a X
the previously assessed outcome.
of waste.
N/a N/a
The locational strategy has set out the most The proposed Main Modification would change
5. Reduce contributions to sustainable settlements for growth in the policy to be more flexible in permitting
climate change and localised air L ) Breckland which has included having regard development outside of settlement boundaries.
pollution to the provision of public transport. In the However, in applying the policy as a whole, the
: rural areas defined within this policy there is | gyerall effect is unlikely to alter from the
limited access to public transportand previously assessed negative outcome.
developments are likely to rely on the private
ST-LT | P car.
6. To adapt to climate change and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not affect
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avoid, reduce and manage flood
risk.

the previously assessed outcome.

N/a N/a
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and . .
S . 5 5 . . - . The proposed main modification would not affect
expand biodiversity and promote ? : The impact of the policy on biodiversity and X
) . . . ) . , the previously assessed outcome.
and conserve geodiversity. geodiversity will depend on the sites location.
? ?
Development outside of settlement boundaries is
likely to see a loss of green infrastructure. The
8. Protect, enhance and increase pro_posed Main MOdIfI(_:atIO.n would_ c_hange the
. policy to be more flexible in permitting
Green Infrastructure in the N/a N/a : i
District development outside of settlement boundaries.

) Due to the policy’s criteria and wording, the level
of growth within these settlements is unlikely to
be significant.

N/a N/a
9. Maintain, enhance and This policy allows for new development in
preserve the distinctiveness, 5 5 settlements outside the locational strategy The proposed main modification would not affect
diversity and quality of landscape | ' subject to a criteria based approach. The the previously assessed outcome.
and townscape character. Landscape Character Assessment Settlement
Fringe Study does not cover rural settlements
outside of the Local Service Centres. The
? ? exact location of the development will
depend on the impact upon the sustainability
objective.
10. Conserve and where A number of the smaller settlements within . L
. . . . S The proposed main modification would not affect
appropriate enhance the historic ? ? Breckland are characterised by their historic i
. : T S the previously assessed outcome.
environment. environment. The policy includes infilling and
rounding off opportunities. In settlements the
views through settlements (including those
provided by gaps in the street scene) can
? ?

often be important to the historic setting of
the settlement. The policy does include a
criterion on the need for the design to
contribute to the historic environment. The
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exact impact of this policy will depend on the
location of the development.

11. Improve the health and well

The proposed main modification would not have

being of the population. N/a N/a a significant effect.
N/a N/a
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a This would be determined at the planning Th? pf‘?posed main modification would not have
application stage a significant effect.
N/a N/a PP 9
13. Improve the_quallty an_d All new residential dwellings are required to The proposed main modification would not affect
quantity of publicly accessible L + contribute towards open space. As such a X
. . . L . the previously assessed outcome.
open space. policy which provides criteria for the delivery
STLT | p of new housing development scores
positively against the sustainability objective.
14. Improv_e _the quality, range T_he sm_all_est rural hamle_ts and V|Ilag_e1_; have The proposed main modification would not affect
and accessibility of essential L -- either limited or no services and facilities. :
. e . . . the previously assessed outcome.
services and facilities. Residential development in these areas
STLT | p wou!d not have _g_o_od access to essential
services and facilities.
15. Redress 'neqL_JaI't.'PTS related The proposed main modification would not affect
to age, gender, disability, race, N/a N/a X
. . - the previously assessed outcome.
faith, location and income.
N/a N/a
16. Ensure all groups have access The policy supports the delivery of new The proposed main modification could support
to affordable, decent and D + housing subject to a criteria based approach | further housing delivery but not significantly
appropriate housing that meets in rural areas. These are settlements and enough to affect the previously assessed
their needs. hamlets which historically have seen limited outcome.
levels of housing growth. Whilst this policy is
ST-LT | P not intended to see high levels of housing
delivery, it will still see housing growth.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
viability of existing town centres. a significant effect.
N/a N/a
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have

satisfying work appropriate to

? A T r e
Create Deliver

a significant effect.

355




CAPITA

their skills, potential and place of
residence.

N/a N/a

19. Improve the efficiency,
competitiveness and adaptability | N/a N/a
of the local economy.

The proposed main modification would not have
a significant effect.

N/a N/a

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 05 Small Villages and Hamlets Outside of Settlement Boundaries

SA Summary
Sustainability Objective
1 2 3 4
Publication - |Na |Na |Na |- Na |? N/a |? ? N/a |Na |+ - N/a |+ N/a | N/a | N/a
version
Proposed MM
effect (in
bold and -- N/a N/a N/a - N/a ? N/a ? ? N/a N/a + -- N/a + N/a N/a N/a
shaded if
amended)

Overall effect The proposed Main Modifications would allow for some flexibility in permitting development outside of settlement boundaries, in certain
of Pr_o_pos:ed circumstances as the limit on the size of proposals in these locations has been removed. The remaining, unmodified policy criteria would
Modification | hrevent large scale development in these locations. In applying the policy as a whole, the overall effect is unlikely to significantly alter the

upon SA previously assessed outcomes.
assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 06 Principles of New Housing

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change

Ref Number

MM19 42 Add the following text to the third paragraph after the first sentence: To ensure the housing mix
Regard should also be had to the needs of those who identify as Gypsy and Travellers as set out reflects the needs of those
within the Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessment, including non-travelling within the District.
gypsy and travellers.

Assessment of policy against SA

SA Objective Effect of proposed Main Modification

objective — Publication version

The proposed policy does not set a maximum
density, however it does encourage higher
density in areas where this may be
appropriate, such as town centre locations,
areas with good public transport and within
the urban extensions.

Encouraging higher densities in sustainable
ST-LT (P locations will ultimately reduce the quantities
of greenfield land that is developed.

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of
undeveloped land and productive
agricultural holdings and D +
encourage the recycling/reuse of
onsite resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the future
generations.

The proposed main modification would not
have a significant effect.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a

capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and | N/a N/a have a significant effect.

enhance water quality.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a

water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a have a significant effect.

minimal impacts on water quality.
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4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a . .
. The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling of S
N/a N/a have a significant effect.
waste.
5. Reduce contributions to climate | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
6. T.O adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood S
risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . .
S . The proposed main modification would not
expand biodiversity and promote N/a N/a have a significant effect
and conserve geodiversity. 9 '
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a . .
. The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the N/a N/a have a significant effect
District. g '
L + The density of the development does not
necessarily equate to the quality of the
development, this is subject to design, layout
and context. The preferred policy approach to
L focus high density development in areas where
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve . -
L . - there is already an efficient use of land and . R
the distinctiveness, diversity and ; : o The proposed main modification would not
- sustainable locations where additional L
quality of landscape and ST-LT | P . . have a significant effect.
measures can be introduced such as strategic
townscape character. ; L . :
landscaping to assist integration with
landscape/townscape setting. Conversely low
density development, especially in the rural
areas, will assimilate to the existing form and
character of these area.
L + The historic environment of Breckland includes
the 50 Conservation Areas identified in the
baseline assessment. The density of
10. Conserve and where . ; . .
appropriate enhance the historic development in these Conservation Areas The proposed main modification would not
ST-LT (P varies considerably and the flexibility of the have a significant effect.

environment.

proposed approach to enable high density
development in urban scenarios and low
density development in the rural context
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should enable appropriately designed
developments that have a positive effect
against this objective.

11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. In_1prove the_quallty an_d N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
quantity of publicly accessible open L
N/a N/a have a significant effect.
space.
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'_cy, range and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services N/a N/a have a significant effect
and facilities. '
L + The proposed main modification adds reference
to meeting the housing needs of Gypsy and
15. Redress inequalities related to Travellers thus having a positive impact on
age, gender, disability, race, faith, redressing inequalities. The appraisal score has
: . ST-LT (P ) o
location and income. been amended to show this positive, local,
permanent effect which will be short to long
term.
L + The proposed Main Modification would add the
16. Ensure all groups have access requirement to consider the housing needs of
to affordable, decent and Gypsies and Travellers. The appraisal score has
appropriate housing that meets ST-LT | P been amended to show this positive, local,
their needs. permanent effect which will be short to long
term.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not
their skills, potential and place of N/a N/a have a significant effect.
residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
competitiveness and adaptability N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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| of the local economy. | |

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 06 Principles of New Housing
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 < 4 5

Publication version [+ N/a |N/a |[N/a |N/a |N/a |N/a |N/a |+ + N/a |N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a
Proposed MM effect [+ N/a |N/a |[N/a [N/a |N/a |N/a |N/a |+ + N/a [N/a N/a N/a + + N/a N/a N/a
(in bold and
shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would require the policy to have regard to meeting the housing needs of the Gypsy and Traveller

Modification upon |meet their needs.
SA assessment

Proposed community. This would have positive effects with regards to addressing inequalities and ensuring all groups have access to housing to
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 07 Affordable Housing

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM21 44 Add new criterion before i. and renumber criteria accordingly (numerical not roman numerals) Ensures the policy remains up to

1. The national definition of affordable housing as set out in the National Planning Policy
Framework, is applied for the purpose of this policy.

Add wording to policy criterion iii

The size, mix, type and tenure of affordable homes as defined in national policy, will meet the
identified housing need of Breckland as established by the CNSHMA and agreed by Breckland
Council, currently a tenure split of 70:30 rented to shared ownership/intermediate products

(CNSHMA 2017).

obligations to secure the affordable housing and to ensure it is available at an affordable price for
future eligible households or for the subsidy to be recycled for alternative affordable housing

provision;

Under the heading ‘commuted sums’ add following wording:

Affordable housing should be delivered on site. Where evidence is provided that the site is not
viable if provision is made on site in line with the requirements set out in this policy, a commuted
sum will be sought at £50,000 per equivalent whole dwelling as recommended by the Council’s
Local Plan CIL Viability Assessment, or the figure set out in any successor evidence endorsed by
the Council.

date and consistent with national
government policy

Provide clarity by specifying
current tenure split

Consistency with the NPPF

Clarification that the figure is
based on the Viability
Assessment, but that this may be
subject to change dependant on
Council endorsed evidence base
documents which are more up to
date.
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considered where ewvi
wviable: this is robustly justified bv evidence. Where the provision of on 5|te units threatens the

Amend Pollcy HOU 07 — Affordable Housing, under commuted sums:
Off site contr|but|ons in I|eu of bunt units on S|te WI|| only be

To avoid misinterpretation and
to clarify the policy requirement

SA Objective

viability of the development, Fthe applicant will be required to submit an open book viability
assessment in accordance with clause vi of this policy.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss | N/a N/a
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the . Compatibility with this gpjegtlve W'!I be The proposed main modification would not have
recycling/reuse of onsite N/a N/a dependent on the specific sites which are to be a sianificant effect
resources to minimise the developed. 9 ’
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to N + The policy facilitates the delivery of new
the capacity of natural households, which will lead to an increase in . e
) The proposed main modification would not have
processes and storage systems STLT | p water consumption. However, the Water Cycle a sianificant effect
and maintain and enhance Study has shown that there is sufficient water 9 '
water quality. capacity to meet the growth requirements.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse N 0 . . .
New households will lead to an increase in

of water to accommodate . o . e
additional arowth and water consumption. The findings of the Water | The proposed main modification would not have

J ST-LT |P Cycle Study will need to be taken into a significant effect.

development with minimal
impacts on water quality.

consideration within new developments
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D 0 New households will produce additional waste.
4. Minimise the production of The exact impact may depend on . .
. . . The proposed main modification would not have
waste and support the recycling N/ N/ arrangements for recycling and composting. a sianificant effect
of waste. a a Overall, this will not be significantly affected by 9 '
the levels of affordable housing.
D 0 The impact will be dependent on the location
5. Reduce contributions to of new affordable housing development. . .
. - . e S The proposed main modification would not have
climate change and localised air N/a N/a However, the spatial distribution focuses a sianificant effect
pollution. development on more accessible areas with 9 '
access to public transport.
6. To adgpt to climate change D 0 The compatibility with t.hIS objective is The proposed main modification would not have
and avoid, reduce and manage dependent on the location of the development DT
. N/a N/a a significant effect.
flood risk. rather than the tenure.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance D 0/-
and expand biodiversity and Compatibility with this objective is likely to be The proposed main modification would not have
promote and conserve ST-LT [P dependent on the location of the development. | a significant effect.
geodiversity.
D 0/+ The need for developers to fund affordable
housing may lead to tensions between socio-
8. Protect, enhance and increase economic needs and landscape needs . L
. . . The proposed main modification would not have
Green Infrastructure in the STLT | p particularly for the funding of green a sianificant effect
District. ) infrastructure. A lower level of affordable 9 '
housing may increase funds available for other
facilities.
9. Maintain, enhance and D 0/-
preserve the d|st|r_1ct|veness, Compatibility with this objective is likely to be The proposed main modification would not have
diversity and quality of ; S
ST-LT |P dependent on the location of the development. | a significant effect.
landscape and townscape
character.
;0' Egnr?Z:ZZﬁEgnvgziLZ historic D 0 Compatibility with this objective is likely to be The proposed main modification would not have
bprop ST-LT [P dependent on the location of the development. | a significant effect.
environment.
11. Improve the health and well D 0 The provision of new gfflordable housmg W'I.l The proposed main modification would not have
; . help to meet the District's needs and this will DT
being of the population. ST P a significant effect.

have related health benefits to the population.
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A lower level than required to meet housing
needs may lead to some people living in unfit
housing.

. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
12. Reduce and prevent crime ST
N/a N/a a significant effect.
D 0/+ The requirement for developments to provide
13. Imorove the quality and onsite affordable housing, may cause tension
-'mp - Y an with the need for the developer to also fund The proposed main modification would not have
quantity of publicly accessible N
MT P open space. A lower level of affordable a significant effect.
open space. . . X
housing would increase funds available for
other facilities.
D + Affordable housing will be delivered as part of
14. Imorove the quality. ranae wider development schemes. The settlement
) prove the q Y, rang hierarchy focuses development around the The proposed main modification would not have
and accessibility of essential . . R
. e ST P market towns and larger villages which have a significant effect.
services and facilities. X .
better access to essential services and
facilities.
D 0 The preferred approach would seek to support
15. Redress inequalities related a lower level of affordable housing than set out . P
. . o : The proposed main modification would not have
to age, gender, disability, race, ST P within the SHMA. This could lead to not a sianificant effect
faith, location and income. enough affordable housing being provided to 9 '
meet housing needs.
B) + The policy requires all new development over The proposed main modification clarifies the
16. Ensure all groups have . . : . . . .
11 units or 1000sgm to provide onsite Council's position with regards to the delivery of
access to affordable, decent and : . . . L
appropriate housing that meets | ST P affordable housing. This scores well against affordable housing but would not significantly
. the SA objective to deliver more affordable affect the ability to meet local housing needs. No
their needs. . .
housing to meet local needs. change is proposed to the assessment.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a L L . T
T L This will not be significantly affected by the The proposed main modification would not have
viability of existing town . S
N/a N/a level of affordable housing. a significant effect.
centres.
18._He|_p people gain access to N + This is likely to be impacted by the location of . e
satisfying work appropriate to . : The proposed main modification would not have
. . h the affordable housing. However, it should DT
their skills, potential and place MT P a significant effect.

of residence.

have regard to the spatial distribution.
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19. Improve the efficiency,
competitiveness and
adaptability of the local MT P

economy.

N + The stability provided by an increased level of

affordable housing may make the District more
attractive as a labour base for employers who

would be able to tap in to an increased labour

market.

a significant effect.

The proposed main modification would not have

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 07 Affordable Housing

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

i 2 3
Publication N/a | + 0 0 0 0 0/- o/+ | 0/- 0 0 N/a o/+ + 0 + N/a + +
version
Proposed MM N/a | + 0 0 0 0 o/- |0/+ |0/~ |O 0 N/a o/+ + 0 + N/a + +

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed main modification clarifies the Council's position with regards to the delivery of affordable housing but would not
significantly affect the ability to meet local housing needs. The proposed main modification would not give rise to significant effects
upon sustainable development.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 08 Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM23 47 Policy HOUOS8 — Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople To ensure the policy reflects the
required level of need.
The Local Plan supports the provision of the following: To clearly identify how the level

of need for pitches will be met.

e 10-4 additional pitches for Gypsy and Traveller households, of which 71 should be provided | To ensure the retention of gypsy
in the first five years of the plan; and traveller accommodation to

meet identified needs.

= 2 additional plots for Travelling Showpeople, to be delivered in years 11-15 and years 16-20
of the Local Plan.

These additional pitches / plots (and any additional requirements associated with newly
confirmed need from unknown households) will be secured via:

= Support for the expansion of existing sites; and/or
= The provision of new sites where the criteria below are met.

The Local Plan supports the expansion of the following Gypsy and Traveller sites each for 1
additional pitch, subject to a planning application:

e Fayrehaven Caravan Site, Beetley (See Policies Map)
e Summer Meadow Mill Road, Mattishall (See Policies Map)

The provision of pitches and plots on new sites will be supported, having regard to-
aceordance-with the Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessment, where:

1. The site is otherwise suitable for residential development and the associated necessary
infrastructure requirements will be made available as part of the development proposal;

2. The site will have safe access to the highway and will not result in any unacceptable impact
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on the capacity and environment of the highway network;

3. The site is in a sustainable location in reasonable proximity to relevant services and facilities
including but not limited toe transport, education, healthcare and other community
infrastructure provision;

4. The ability to achieve neighbourliness can be demonstrated in relation to the living conditions
of current or future residents of the site and interaction with immediate neighbours and the
wider settled community neighbourhood; and

5. The site is sensitive to local character and does not have an adverse visual impact on the
character and appearance of the surrounding landscape.

Preference will be given to brownfield locations and those that can readily be serviced. Transit
sites should be in close proximity to the main established travelling routes in the area. Sites that
have unrestricted planning permission for

Gypsy and Traveller or Travelling Showpeople use are safeguarded for this use. Planning
permission for alternative development or changes of use will not be permitted, unless it can be
robustly evidenced that there is no longer a need for Gypsy and Traveller provision.

Non-Travelling Gypsy and Travellers

The provision of pitches and plots for non-travelling gypsy, travellers and showpeople will be
supported, having regard to the need identified in the Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation
Needs Assessment. Proposals will be considered in accordance with the criteria of this policy.

++ \

D+ |
0
‘ Assessment of policy against SA Effect of proposed Main

SA Objective objective — Publication version Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss of L 0/+ . .
. The policy gives a preference for
undeveloped land and productive ) ; i
. . brownfield land to be used in the first
agricultural holdings and encourage the : o . A
. . instance. However, there is limited The proposed main modification would
recycling/reuse of onsite resources to ) . . R
A . . ST P brownfield land available within the not have a significant effect.
minimise the impacts on the environment o .
District and there is pressure from other
and safeguard resources for the future .
. uses on it.
generations.
D 0 The impact of new developments on
2. Limit water consumption to the capacity water consumpthn and quality are The proposed main modification would
of natural processes and storage systems MT P currently uncertain. Any new development not have a sianificant effect
and maintain and enhance water quality. will be required to have regard to the 9 ’
findings of the Water Cycle Study.
D 0 The impact of new developments on
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water to water consumption and quality are
accommodate additional growth and currently uncertain. The location of any The proposed main modification would
development with minimal impacts on MT P new development will be required to have | not have a significant effect.
water quality. regard to the findings of the Water Cycle
Study.
L 0 The expansion of an existing site or the
provision of a new site will produce
4. Minimise the production of waste and additional waste. The exact impact, and The proposed main modification would
support the recycling of waste. ST P therefore the compatibility with this not have a significant effect.
objective, may depend on arrangements
for recycling and composting.
L 0 New developments are likely to result in
5. Reduce contributions to climate change increased car journeys and add to The proposed main modification would
- . : greenhouse gas emissions. The level of N
and localised air pollution. ST P ; . . not have a significant effect.
impact will be dependent on the location
of the site.
N/a N/a Any new development site within
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, Breckland will need to be assessed in The proposed main modification would
reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a regards to flood risk. The impact is not not have a significant effect.

currently clear.
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L 0 The exact impact depends on the location
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand ; . . e
- . of any new site, the proposed policy does | The proposed main modification would
biodiversity and promote and conserve . R
. . N/a P not make any reference to either not have a significant effect.
geodiversity. oo . : .
biodiversity or geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green L 0 The policy does not make any reference The proposed main modification would
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a to green infrastructure. not have a significant effect.
L + The policy refers to the need to consider
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the Iand_scape a_nq townscape. The |mpact will . L
L . . - be site specific, however regard will need | The proposed main modification would
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of B
MT P to be had to the Landscape Character not have a significant effect.
landscape and townscape character. .
Assessment and the Settlement Fringe
Study.
L + The policy refers to the need to have
10. Conserve and where appropriate _regard to_ the h|stor_|c envwo_n_ment. Any The proposed main modification would
. . . impact will be location specific, and as A
enhance the historic environment. MT P - . AT not have a significant effect.
such compatibility with the objective is
currently unclear.
11. Improve the health and well being of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
the population. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
D + Making adequate provision for sites
12 Reduce and prevent crime reduces the need for unauthorised The proposed main modification would
) P MT-LT (P encampments, and as such the policy not have a significant effect.
score positively against the objective.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of D + All development should contribute to the The proposed main modification would
publicly accessible open space. MT-LT [P provision of open space. not have a significant effect.
D 0 The policy requires sites to be in a
14. Improve the quality, range and sustainable location in reasonable . e
L . . I . . The proposed main modification would
accessibility of essential services and proximity to services and facilities. It o
s MT-LT (P . not have a significant effect.
facilities. therefore scores well against the
objective.
15. Redre_ss me_qualmes re_Iated to age, D * The provision of suitable sites will help to | The proposed main modification would
gender, disability, race, faith, location and : o B
ncome MT redress inequalities. not have a significant effect.
16. Ensure all groups have access to D + A clear policy direction is provided which The proposed main modification would
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affordable, decent and appropriate housing
that meets their needs.

scores positively against the objective to
ensure all groups have access to
appropriate housing to meet their needs.

lower the number of pitches required.
However as this is based upon the
available evidence, the policy would

such the policy scores positively against
the objective.

MT P . . )
continue to support meeting housing
needs. The proposed main modification
would not have a significant effect.

17. Increase the vitality and viability of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
existing town centres. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.

D + The policy requires new sites to be in

18. Help peop_le gain access jco satlsfyln_g sus_tg!nable_locathns close to services and The proposed main modification would
work appropriate to their skills, potential facilities, this can include employment. As o

- MT P . -, . not have a significant effect.
and place of residence. such the policy scores positively against

the objective.
D + The policy requires new sites to be in

19. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness ?:;T;:ng!;\ilsogzgoi:;Slcti):ee:r? Tgr\r/r;(:eist axg The proposed main modification would
and adaptability of the local economy. MT P ' pioy ) not have a significant effect.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 08 Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

Publication o/+ |0 0 0 0
version
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Proposed MM
effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

o/+ |0 0 0 0 N/a | O 0 + + N/a | + + 0 + + N/a +

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon

SA assessment

The proposed main modification would lower the number of pitches required. However as this is based upon the available evidence, the

policy would continue to support meeting housing needs. The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 09 Specialist Housing

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM25 49 Insert additional wording following criterion d: To ensure the policy addresses

C2 Residential Institutions

the need for C2 bed spaces.

Applications which provide additional C2 bed spaces to meet the needs of Older People as

defined within the Central Norfolk Strategic Housing Market Assessment will be supported

(subject to conformity with other relevant policies within the development plan). The Council will

resist the loss of C2 bed spaces unless it can be demonstrated that a replacement facility will be

provided or that such a use was no longer viable.

SA Objective

Assessment of policy against SA objective
— Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss | N/a N/a
of undeveloped land and .
. . . The policy seeks to support new development
productive agricultural holdings ; ; . . .
which provides housing solutions for an ageing
and encourage the : . ; . e
. . population. This could include development on The proposed main modification does not have
recycling/reuse of onsite ) . A
S N/a N/a undeveloped or greenfield land, however this a significant effect.
resources to minimise the : . ) .
. . will be determined by the sites location and the
impacts on the environment and lanning apolication
safeguard resources for the P g app )
future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to N/a N/a . .
. New development will have a requirement for . I
the capacity of natural S : o . The proposed main modification does not have
water provision. The impact is likely to minimal LT
processes and storage systems N/a N/a o i a significant effect.
N from specialist housing.
and maintain and enhance
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water quality.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse N/a N/a
of water to accommodate New development will have a requirement for . P
L T : o . The proposed main modification would not
additional growth and N/a N/a water provision. The impact is likely to minimal have a sianificant effect
development with minimal from specialist housing. 9 '
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production Of. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling N/a N/a have a significant effect
of waste. 9 '
L + The policy encourages the development of The proposed main modification would not
L specialist housing within settlements which have | have a significant effect, but it is acknowledged
5. Reduce contributions to L
. - . access to an adequate range of transport that the provision of new care homes has a
climate change and localised air L o g . o . .
ollution ST P facilities. This is in conformity with the potential impact on energy consumption but it
P ' expectations of the sustainability appraisal is not possible to determine how this compares
objective. to alternative options.
i ? ?
6. To ad_apt to climate change - : The conformity with this sustainability objective | The proposed main modification would not
and avoid, reduce and manage . . . S
. ? ? will be dependent on the location of the site have a significant effect.
flood risk.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance L 0 S . . o
. . No reference to biodiversity or geodiversity is . e
and expand biodiversity and .- . > The proposed main modification would not
made within the policy. This will depend on the S
promote and conserve ST P . . have a significant effect.
. . sites location
geodiversity.
. L 0 No reference to green infrastructure is made
8. Protect, enhance and increase - . L . . R
. within the policy. This will depend on the sites The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the . ; . L
District ST P location and will be determined through the have a significant effect.
' planning application.
L + The policy includes a criteria to ensure the
9. Maintain, enhance and design and scale of schemes is appropriate to
preserve the distinctiveness, the setting and surroundings with no adverse . L
. . . . ) . The proposed main modification would not
diversity and quality of impact on local character and amenity. This o
ST P have a significant effect.
landscape and townscape should ensure that the development comes
character. forward in accordance with the expectations of
the sustainability objective.
10. Conserve and where L + The policy includes a criteria to ensure the The proposed main modification would not

Create Deliver

373




CAPITA

appropriate enhance the historic
environment.

design and scale of schemes is appropriate to
the setting and surroundings with no adverse
impact on local character and amenity. This

have a significant effect.

ST P should ensure that the development comes
forward in accordance with the expectations of
the sustainability objective.
L + The policy seeks to increase the level of
specialist housing within the district in order to The proposed main modification adds support
11. Improve the health and well address the requirements of the ageing and protection to housing for older people.
being of the population. ST P population. The development should occur in However, this does not significantly change the
areas where there is access to public transport already positive appraisal of the policy.
and health facilities.
. N/a N/a This will be determined at the planning The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime I S
N/a N/a application stage have a significant effect.
13. Irr_1prove the_quallty an_d N/a N/a All new residential development is required to The proposed main modification would not
quantity of publicly accessible N/ N/ rovide on-site open space have a significant effect
open space. a a P P pace. 9 '
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and accessibility of essential N/ N/ have a significant effect
services and facilities. a a g '
N/a ++ The strategic housing market assessment
confirms that the number of older people within . I
. . g . : The proposed main modification adds support
15. Redress inequalities related Breckland is increasing. The policy supports : .
. . . . . and protection to housing for older people.
to age, gender, disability, race, specialist housing to meet the needs of this : S
. - . N/a N/a : . . However, this does not significantly change the
faith, location and income. section of Breckland's population and as such - : .
. : . o already positive appraisal of the policy.
scores positively against this sustainability
objective.
16. Ensure all groups have D L The policy will help to secure housing for an The proposed Maln-Mo.dlflcatmn f_urther
. . L . strengthens the policy in supporting the
access to affordable, decent and ageing population which is accordance with the ; .
. . 2 L delivery of housing to meet all needs. The
appropriate housing that meets | MT P sustainability objective to ensure all groups have : . .
. . : previously assessed highly positive outcome
their needs. access to appropriate housing. :
would remain.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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centres.

18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not
their skills, potential and place N/a N/a have a significant effect.

of residence.

19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and The proposed main modification would not
adaptability of the local N/a N/a have a significant effect.

economy.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 09 Specialist Housing
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 < 4

Publication N/a | O 0 N/a | + ? N/a | N/a | + + + N/a N/a N/a ++ ++ N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a | O 0 N/a | + ? N/a | N/a | + + + N/a N/a N/a ++ ++ N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would ensure the policy addresses the need for C2 bed spaces. This is positive for the health,

Proposed wellbeing and equality of Breckland’s residents, and in meeting their housing needs. However, the associated SA objectives were
Modification upon | already scored positively and so the proposed main modification would not require an amendment to the assessment outcomes.
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 10 Technical Design Standards for New Homes

SA Objective

We | Listen Create Deliver

and to help delivery sustainable communities, the following standards will apply, subject to viability:
Water efficiency

All new housing must meet Building Regulation requirement of 110 I/h/d.

Non-domestic buildings should as a minimum reach 'Good' BREEAM status.

Internal Space in a Home

All new homes across all tenures will meet the Government’s Nationally Described Space Standard
(NDSS).

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM26 52 To ensure that new homes provide quality living environments for residents both now and in the future

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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flood risk.

1. Minimise the irreversible loss | N/a N/a
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the . The proposed main modification would not have
recycling/reuse of onsite ST
S N/a N/a a significant effect.
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.
- . D 0 i ici
2. Limit water consumption to The_ p_ollcy sets water ef‘_ﬂme_ncy standards
the capacity of natural to limit water consumption in new
development. Whilst this does not The proposed main modification would not affect
processes and storage systems X
D MT-LT P counteract the effect of new homes on the previously assessed outcome.
and maintain and enhance L -
. water consumption it does limit the
water quality. L
negative impact to some extent.
. D 0 i ici
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse The_ p_ollcy sets water ef'_ﬂme_ncy standards
of water to accommodate to limit water consumption in new
e development. Whilst this does not The proposed main modification would not affect
additional growth and X
- g MT-LT P counteract the effect of new homes on the previously assessed outcome.
development with minimal S L
. - water consumption it does limit the
impacts on water quality. L
negative impact to some extent.
. Minimi i N/a N/a . e
4. Minimise the production Of. The proposed main modification would not have
waste and support the recycling L
N/a N/a a significant effect.
of waste.
. i i N/a N/a . e
5 . Reduce contributions t_o . The proposed main modification would not have
climate change and localised air L
- N/a N/a a significant effect.
pollution.
) i N/a N/a . e
6. To ad_apt to climate change The proposed main modification would not have
and avoid, reduce and manage L
N/a N/a a significant effect.
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7. Protect, conserve, enhance N/a N/a
and expand biodiversity and The proposed main modification would not have
promote and conserve N/a N/a a significant effect.
geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase | N/a N/a . T
. The proposed main modification would not have
Green Infrastructure in the C
L N/a N/a a significant effect.
District.
9. Maintain, enhance and N/a N/a
preserve the dlstlr_1ct|veness, The proposed main modification would not have
diversity and quality of DL
N/a N/a a significant effect.
landscape and townscape
character.
10. Cons?erve and where . . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
appropriate enhance the historic ST
. N/a N/a a significant effect.
environment.
D 0 This policy does not specifically relate to
any of the decision making questions
associated with this sustainability objective. . I .
However ensuring adaptability and Main modlflcat_lo_n_ has removed r_e_quwements_
11. Improve the health and well - : . . around accessibility and adaptability. The policy
; . accessibility of dwellings is considered . .
being of the population. MT-LT P N . . no longer has the positive benefits, however nor
positive in regards to well being. The policy | . . .
is it negative.
approach should ensure that people are
able to remain within their own home
longer.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a The_: prqposed main modification would not have
N/a N/a a significant effect.
i N/a N/a . T
lﬁa:tr:f rg\fle ltjtg)?iguaa:::tgezgi?ale The proposed main modification would not have
q y of p y N/a N/a a significant effect.
open space.
i N/ N/ . T
14. Improv_e _the quality, range a a The proposed main modification would not have
and accessibility of essential DT
. e N/a N/a a significant effect.
services and facilities.
15. Redress inequalities related | D 0 The inclusion of a policy around the Main modification has removed requirements
to age, gender, disability, race, MT-LT P adaptability and accessibility of dwellings around accessibility and adaptability. The policy
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faith, location and income.

scores positively against the sustainability
objective to redress inequalities. The
strategic housing market assessment has
demonstrated that Breckland has an
increasing older population and this policy
will go some way to meeting their needs
within the housing market.

no longer has the positive benefits. Score has
been reduced to '0' neutral.

D 0 A specific policy around design standards
and the need to ensure the adaptability of
16. Ensure all groups have homes scores positively against the Main modification has removed requirements
access to affordable, decent and sustainability objective. The strategic around accessibility and adaptability. The policy
appropriate housing that meets | MT-LT P housing market assessment has shown the | no longer has the positive benefits. Score has
their needs. need for adaptable dwellings to support been reduced to '0' neutral.
these sections of the community within
Breckland.
1.7' I_r!crease t_he_ vitality and Nia N/a The proposed main modification would not have
viability of existing town DT
N/a N/a a significant effect.
centres.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have
their skills, potential and place N/a N/a a significant effect.
of residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and The proposed main modification would not have
adaptability of the local N/a N/a a significant effect.

economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 10 Technical Design Standards for New Homes
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication N/a |0 0 N/a [N/a |[N/a |N/a |N/a |[N/a |N/a |0 N/a N/a N/a ++ ++ N/a N/a N/a
version

Proposed MM
effect (in bold N/a |0 0 N/a [|N/a |N/a |N/a |N/a |N/a |[N/a |0 N/a  |N/a N/a [0 0 N/a |N/a  |N/a

and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of Main modification has removed requirements around accessibility and adaptability. The policy no longer has the positive benefits it did
Proposed with regards to redressing inequalities and ensuring all groups have access to housing that meets their needs. Score has been reduced
Modification upon | to neutral in these respective SA objectives.

SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 11 Residential Replacement, Extension and Alteration

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM27 53 Delete last sentence of policy: Addressed in Policy ENVO7

SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the
recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.

ST

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

The policy involves the replacement and
extension of existing dwellings, therefore it
does not involve the take up of significant
amounts of new undeveloped land or
productive agricultural land.

Effect of proposed Main Modification

The proposed main modification would not have a

significant effect.

2. Limit water consumption to the
capacity of natural processes and
storage systems and maintain
and enhance water quality.

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

The policy will not see the creation of new
dwellings, so as such should not impact
upon water consumption.

The proposed main modification would not have a

significant effect.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of
water to accommodate additional
growth and development with

minimal impacts on water quality.

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

The proposed main modification would not have a

significant effect.

4. Minimise the production of

N/a

N/a

The proposed main modification would not have a
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waste and support the recycling

significant effect.

N/a N/a
of waste.
5. Reduce contributions to N/a N/a . e
. . . The proposed main modification would not have a
climate change and localised air N/a N/a significant effect
pollution. 9 )
6. T.O adapt to climate change and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
avoid, reduce and manage flood L
risk. N/a N/a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | N/a N/a . e
S . The proposed main modification would not have a
expand biodiversity and promote N/a N/a sianificant effect
and conserve geodiversity. 9 )
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a . e
. The proposed main modification would not have a
Green Infrastructure in the N/a N/a sianificant effect
District. g )
Well designed replacement buildings can . R
gned rep g The proposed main modification would remove
have a positive effect on the landscape and the reference to listed buildings. The reference as
9. Maintain, enhance and L + townscape. Additionally, contemporary . ) gs. 1
S - . included was not in accordance with the NPPF.
preserve the distinctiveness, buildings add to the layers of our built
. . . . Removal of the reference would not affect the
diversity and quality of landscape heritage. ) . .
and townscape character Replacement dwellings can provide a statutory requirements with regards to listed
) e . X buildings and so the proposed main modification
ST P significant opportunity to improve the S
would not result in significant effect.
landscape.
The loss of traditional and smaller
properties is at variance with the objective
of conserving the historic environment. The proposed main modification would remove
However, the character and built form is the reference to listed buildings. The reference as
10. Conserve and where " " continually evolving and contemporary included was not in accordance with the NPPF.
appropriate enhance the historic | ' buildings can add to the evolution of the Removal of the reference would not affect the
environment. character of villages and hamlets. statutory requirements with regards to listed
Given the subjectivity around design the buildings and so the proposed main modification
effect of such an approach is at best would not result in significant effect.
uncertain.
? ?
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
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being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T_he_p_roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13a::|]1? rg::e H;)?ic(:qluaalllctgezgi(znle N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
9 yorp y N/a N/a significant effect.
open space.
14. Improv_e _tt_1e quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and accessibility of essential A
. il N/a N/a significant effect.
services and facilities.
15. Redress mquaht,gs related N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
to age, gender, disability, race, A
. - - N/a N/a significant effect.
faith, location and income.
L + Ensuring that replacement dwellings reflect
16. Ensure all groups have access . - y
the size and scale of the original will help to . I
to affordable, decent and o " The proposed main modification would not have a
appropriate housing that meets MT P maintain the traditional local vernacular. It significant effect
pprop 9 also retains choice within the market for g '
their needs. . . .
smaller dwellings within the countryside.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
viability of existing town centres. | N/a N/a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a
their skills, potential and place of | N/a N/a significant effect.
residence.
(J:-ogr'nl tﬂi?yfng;i 2fg:jcfggyt'ab“i t N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
P P Y | N/a N/a significant effect.

of the local economy.

T G T L s
Create Deliver

383




CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 11 Residential Replacement, Extension and Alteration
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would remove the reference to listed buildings. The reference as included was not in accordance with
Proposed the NPPF. Removal of the reference would not affect the statutory requirements with regards to listed buildings and so the proposed
Modification upon | main modification would not result in significant effect.

SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 13 Agricultural Workers Exceptions

Mod Page
Ref Number

Text with proposed Modification

Reason for Change

MM30 55

SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the
recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.

Change the title of the policy to :
Policy HOU13 Agrieuttarat-Workers-Exeeptions - Rural Workers Dwellings

ST

Assessment of policy against SA objective —
Publication version

This policy allows for the development of new
dwellings, where there is a demonstrated
agricultural need. It is likely that the dwellings
would be built on undeveloped or agricultural
land, however the number of dwellings coming
forward under this policy are likely to be minimal
and as such the impact is likely to be limited.

To be consistent with national
policy

To be consistent with national
policy

Effect of proposed Main Modification

The proposed main modification would not
have a significant effect.

2. Limit water consumption to the
capacity of natural processes and
storage systems and maintain
and enhance water guality.

ST

All new dwellings will have an impact upon water
consumption, however due to the limited number
of dwellings likely to come forward under this
policy, the impact is likely to be limited.

The proposed main modification would not
have a significant effect.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of

All new dwellings will have an impact upon water

The proposed main modification would not
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water to accommodate additional

consumption, however due to the limited number

have a significant effect.

growth and development with ST P of dwellings likely to come forward under this
minimal impacts on water quality. policy, the impact is likely to be limited.
4. Minimise the production Of. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling N/a N/a have a significant effect
of waste. 9 )
5. Reduce contributions to L - By \{lrtue of the types of industry these dwelll_ngs _ o
. . . are intended to support, they are likely to be in The proposed main modification would not
climate change and localised air ; . ) " L
. ST P isolated locations which are less sustainable. have a significant effect.
pollution. . : S
Transport options are likely to be limited to cars.
6. To adapt to climate change and | N/a N/a The impact against this sustainability objective will . e
. . Lo . The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood be determined based on the individual planning L
. N/a N/a - have a significant effect.
risk. application.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | N/a N/a The impact against this sustainability objective will . L
o . . Lo . The proposed main modification would not
expand biodiversity and promote be determined based on the individual planning L
. . N/a N/a - have a significant effect.
and conserve geodiversity. application.
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The impact against this sustainability objective will . e
. . L . The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the be determined based on the individual planning L
s N/a N/a - have a significant effect.
District. application.
9. Maintain, enhance and L +
preserve the distinctiveness, The policy includes reference for the proposed The proposed main modification would not
diversity and quality of landscape | ST P dwellings to include appropriate landscaping. have a significant effect.
and townscape character.
10. Conserve and where N/a N/a The impact against this sustainability objective will . I
. . . : Lo . The proposed main modification would not
appropriate enhance the historic be determined based on the individual planning -
. N/a N/a oo have a significant effect.
environment. application.
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. In_1prove the_quallty an_d L * All new dwellings are required to contribute to The proposed main modification would not
quantity of publicly accessible -
ST P open space. have a significant effect.
open space.
14. Improve the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
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and accessibility of essential

have a significant effect.

. s N/a N/a
services and facilities.
15. Redress meqt_JaIlt_le_s related N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
to age, gender, disability, race, N/ N/ have a significant effect
faith, location and income. a a 9 '
16. Ensure all groups have access | L L The policy supports the development of new
to affordable, decent and Poicy supp P The proposed main modification would not
appropriate housing that meets ST P dwellings where they are demonstrated as have a significant effect
. essential to the need of the business. '
their needs.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town centres. | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not
their skills, potential and place of | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, L T The policy supports the development of new The_ pr_oposed maln_mod|f|cat|oq broadens the
competitiveness and adaptability dwellings where they are demonstrated as deflnltlon_ c_>f the policy _to a”OYV increased
ST P opportunities for rural industries to attract

of the local economy.

essential to the need of the business.

and retain employees in the area
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 13 Agricultural Workers Exceptions

SA Summary

Publication version

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

- |- - N/a

5

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

++

N/a

N/a

++

Proposed MM effect
(in bold and
shaded if
amended)

- |- - N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

++

N/a

N/a

++

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 14 Affordable Housing Exceptions

SA Objective

We | Listen Create Deliver

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM31 56 Criterion a

Add an * after 100%

At the end of the policy insert the following text
*The scheme should provide 100% affordable housing except where an element of market housing is
essential to bring forward affordable housing.

Merge criterion e. and g. into one criterion:

e. The scheme demonstrates good design, is of a style appropriate to its immediate surroundings and
scale proportionate to existing development;

Insert new paragraph at end of policy:

Where there is an identified need for specialist housing, schemes will be encouraged to provide an
element of specialist housing with the proposal.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

To avoid duplication.

To provide clarification
to the policy
requirement.

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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CAPITA

L - The development of affordable housing

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of exception sites is on land which is The proposed main modification would allow
undeveloped land and productive located outside of settlement for some market housing within rural
agricultural holdings and encourage boundaries. Often this land is likely to be | exceptions sites. Whilst this flexibility could
the recycling/reuse of onsite ST-LT P undeveloped or agricultural and enable the delivery of more sites in rural
resources to minimise the impacts on therefore the use of this policy is likely areas, it is unlikely that this would be
the environment and safeguard to lead to its loss. The amount of land sufficiently significant to alter the previously
resources for the future generations. likely to be used for affordable housing assessed outcome.

exception sites is minimal.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.

? ? Affordable housing exception sites are

likely to be built on undeveloped
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and greenfield land, which as such will have . e
expand biodiversity and promote and 5 " a biodiversity impact. The exact impact The proposgq main modification would not

- . 7 7 . ; have a significant effect.

conserve geodiversity. however will depend on the sites

location and any mitigation measures

which are proposed.
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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? ? Exception sites in rural areas are likely
to occupy peripheral locations on the
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the edge of the built-up area. The precise
distinctiveness, diversity and quality impact of such development on the The proposed main modification would not
of landscape and townscape ? ? landscape and built environment will have a significant effect.
character. depend on the specific site chosen and
the design and layout of the proposed
scheme.
? ? Any development proposal should have
regard to the historic environment and
the associated proposals within this
10. Conserve and where appropriate QOcument. The historic environment can The proposed main modification would not
. . . include the landscape and townscape L
enhance the historic environment. ? ? have a significant effect.
and as such the development of
exception sites has the potential to
impact upon it depending on the sites
location.
11. Improve the health and well being [ N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'Fy, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services and N/a N/a have a significant effect
facilities. '
D + Exception sites can form an important
option in providing for people's housing
15. Redress inequalities related to needs in areas _where there is a general . L
age, gender, disability, race, faith, polle){ of restraint on new development. The proposed main modification would not
MT-LT P Additionally, the controls on exception affect the previously assessed outcome.

location and income.

sites to provide for people with local
connections can sustain local social and
family networks, redressing inequalities

Create Deliver

391




CAPITA

related to age and income.

D + The key role of exception sites is in . .
o S The proposed main modification would allow
providing affordable housing in rural : -
X for some market housing within rural
areas where it would not normally be : : . . -
. : exceptions sites. Whilst this flexibility could
16. Ensure all groups have access to delivered. Whilst the quantum of
. ) . . lessen the amount of affordable homes per
affordable, decent and appropriate housing delivered is likely to be N . .
. - MT-LT P . . . site, it could enable the delivery of more sites
housing that meets their needs. delivered, it will support the delivery of ;
. in rural areas and thus more affordable
affordable housing and as such scores X .
" : . A homes. It is considered reasonable therefore
positively against this sustainability ; .
s that the previous outcome would remain.
objective.
17. Increase the vitality and viability N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would not
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a have a significant effect.
residence.
D + The provision of a greater proportion of
affordable housing which is aligned to
19. Improve the efficiency, the specific needs in Breckland will . A
competitiveness and adaptability of enable a greater number of people of The proposgq main modification would not
MT-LT P have a significant effect.

the local economy.

working age to live in the area and
access work, thereby supporting the
local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: HOU 14 Affordable Housing Exceptions
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication - N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |? N/a | ? ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a + + N/a N/a +
version
Proposed MM - N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |? N/a | ? ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a + + N/a N/a +

effect (in bold
and shaded if

amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would allow for some market housing within rural exceptions sites. Whilst this flexibility could lessen
Proposed the amount of affordable homes per site, it could enable the delivery of more sites in rural areas and therefore more affordable homes
Modification upon | overall.

SA assessment It is unlikely that this would be on a sufficiently significant scale to alter the previously assessed outcomes.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy TRO1 Sustainable Transport Network

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM112 | 147 Amend criterion b to state:

‘locating development so as to ensure wherever possible, new development is elose-te aceesspoirts-sueh | To provide clarity to the
as-bus-steps accessible by sustainable modes of transport and makes that-propesaisinelude provision for policy.

improved public transport’

Delete final paragraph:

SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a

undeveloped land and productive
agricultural holdings and encourage the
recycling/reuse of onsite resources to
minimise the impacts on the environment
and safeguard resources for the future
generations.

N/a

N/a

Assessment of policy against
SA objective — Publication
version

This is repeated in TR
02 and is better placed
there.

Effect of proposed Main Modification

The proposed main modification would not have a
significant effect.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a

N/a

The proposed main modification would not have a
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capacity of natural processes and storage

significant effect.

systems and maintain and enhance water | N/a N/a
quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water N/a N/a
to accommodate additional growth and The proposed main modification would not have a
development with minimal impacts on N/a N/a significant effect.
water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a significant effect.
D + The sustainable transport policy
encourages the dellve_ry of housing The proposed main modification provides
development in sustainable o . . o
. . additional clarity to increase opportunities for
locations where it reduces the need : .
. travel by sustainable modes of transport and this
I . to travel and in areas where there
5. Reduce contributions to climate change . . - could further encourage people to travel by means
- . : is public transport availability. A key )
and localised air pollution. ST-LT | P : ; Lo that would reduce traffic volumes and support
case of localised air pollution is .
. travel by means other than single occupancy car,
through car use, as such a policy .
) but overall not considered enough to change the
which encourages other transport . . s ) .
. . ; original scoring of the objective against the policy.
options scores positively against
this objective.
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand | N/a N/a . e
- . The proposed main modification would not have a
biodiversity and promote and conserve A
: : N/a N/a significant effect.
geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the N/a N/a . L
. . . . The proposed main modification would not have a
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of A
N/a N/a significant effect.
landscape and townscape character.
10. Conserve and where appropriate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
enhance the historic environment. N/a N/a significant effect.
11. Improve the health and well being of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
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. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
12. Reduce and prevent crime L

N/a N/a significant effect.

13. Improve the quality and quantity of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a significant effect.

? ? Whilst this policy does not directly The proposed main modification further

provide or enhance essential strengthens the role of sustainable modes of
. services and facilities, it requires transport to access new developments that should
14. Improve the quality, range and . . . o
oo . . new developments to be located in | increase opportunities to connect communities in
accessibility of essential services and R " . ; . S
facilities : . more sustainable locations. The new developments to existing facilities and
) overall implication is that this will services. Overall it is not considered to change the
lead to better accessibility to overall score of the policy against this objective,
facilities. which is positive.
15. Redre_ss me_qualmes re_Iated to age, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
gender, disability, race, faith, location and N
: N/a N/a significant effect.
income.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
affordable, decent and appropriate N/a N/a sianificant effect
housing that meets their needs. 9 '

N/a N/a The proposed main modification further
strengthens the role of sustainable modes of
transport to access new developments. This
should increase opportunities for new
developments to connect to town centres as they

17. Increase the vitality and viability of are public transport hubs. By making provision for

existing town centres. N/a N/a improved public transport the new residents in the
new developments should be able to access town
centres, potentially increase the vitality and
viability of existing town centres. Overall it is not
considered to change the overall score of the
policy against this objective, which is n/a.

18. Help peop_le gain access FO satlsfym_g N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a

work appropriate to their skills, potential S

- N/a N/a significant effect.
and place of residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would help
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local economy.

competitiveness and adaptability of the ensure that those people occupying properties in

the new developments have access to sustainable
modes of transport. This would therefore help to
improve business opportunities to connect to the
N/a N/a local labour market and enhance their
competiveness by being able to attract and retain
and employees. Overall it is not considered to
change the overall score of the policy against this
objective, which is n/a.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy TRO1 Sustainable Transport Network

SA Summary

Publication

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a ? N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

Proposed MM
effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a ? N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed main modification further strengthens the role of sustainable modes of transport to access new developments. This
should have positive impacts in terms of better connecting the public to town centres where there are public transport hubs, thus
supporting their vitality and viability. Equally, the support for sustainable modes of transport would positively contribute towards an
efficient, competitive and adaptable local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy TR 02 - Transport Requirements for Major Developments

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change

Ref Number

MM113 | 148 Amend bullet point 4 to state: In order to link the policy clearly
‘Provide safe, suitable and convenient access for all users, including appropriate parking and to Appendix 2 of the plan.
servicing provision in terms of amount, design and layout (Appendix 2 provides a starting point)
and;’

Amend bullet point 5 to state:
‘avoid inappropriate traffic generation and do not compromise eempremising highway safety.’

Amend final paragraph to state: To ensure that the policy also
‘Major development proposals should include an assessment of the impacts of new development | meets the aims set out in Policy
on the existing transport network; and demonstrate how they will maximise connectivity within GEN 02.

and through a development and to the surrounding areas, including the provision of high quality
and safe pedestrian and cycle routes. Where potential transport impacts are identified,
developers will be expected to produce Transport Assessments, based on an appropriate
methodology, to assess the impacts and identify appropriate mitigation, together with Travel
Plans where appropriate.’

Assessment of policy against

SA Objective — SA objective — Publication Effect of proposed Main Modification
version

1. Minimise the irreversible loss N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
of undeveloped land and N/a N/a effect.
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productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the
recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.

2. Limit water consumption to the | N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not have a significant
storage systems and maintain N/a N/a effect.
and enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of | N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not have a significant
growth and development with N/a N/a effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production Of. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
waste and support the recycling N/ N/ offect
of waste. a a '
L * The policy requires proposgls to The modification would further strengthen support for
have regard to the cumulative . .
pedestrian and cycle paths. As a consequence this would help
L effect of development on the . . ) .
5. Reduce contributions to L reduce the volume of traffic and improve air quality. The
. - . transport network. This is a - ' : '
climate change and localised air : . anticipated effect has been extended from 'Medium term
) MT-LT | P wider requirement than \ \ . .
pollution. . . through to both 'short and long term' because the impact is
previously included, and would - .
7 o anticipated to take effect from completion of the development
be beneficial for considering .
. . : and then into the long term.
impacts upon air pollution.
6. T.O adapt to climate change and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
avoid, reduce and manage flood
. N/a N/a effect.
risk.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | N/a N/a . L -
o . The proposed main modification would not have a significant
expand biodiversity and promote
. - N/a N/a effect.
and conserve geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance apd Increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
Green Infrastructure in the
N/a N/a effect.

District.
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9. Maintain, enhance and N/a N/a
preserve the distinctiveness, The proposed main modification would not have a significant
diversity and quality of landscape | N/a N/a effect.
and townscape character.
10. Cons_erve and where . . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
appropriate enhance the historic
. N/a N/a effect.
environment.
L + The proposed main modification adds emphasis on improving
connectivity including the provision of high quality and safe
11. Improve the health and well pedestrian and. cycle rouFes. Th!s modification may improve
being of the population LT P cycle and walking rates, improving health and wellbeing of
9 bop ' the people around those new major developments. This
local, positive effect will be permanent but long term as it will
take time to implement and change habits.

D + The proposed main modification will improve the
effectiveness of the policy to reduce and prevent crime by
providing safe access for all users and having a focus on the

12. Reduce and prevent crime design and layout for parking areas should result in long

ST-LT |P o . .
term, permanent positive effects of this policy across the
District. This policy was previously judged to have had N/a
effect.

13. Irr_1prove the_quallty an_d N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
quantity of publicly accessible N/ N/ offect
open space. a a '
L + : . . The proposed main modification adds emphasis on improving
. Preparing high quality . : - : .
14. Improve the quality, range : . .| connectivity including the provision of high quality and safe
. - sustainable transport solutions is . . e .
and accessibility of essential - o : pedestrian and cycle routes. This modification may improve
. L MT P beneficial to creating inclusive o ; .
services and facilities. " accessibility but it would be location dependent. The change
communities. . A
is not significant to alter scores.

15. Redress mquaht,gs related N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
to age, gender, disability, race,

. . - N/a N/a effect.
faith, location and income.
16. Ensure all groups have access | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
to affordable, decent and

N/a N/a effect.

appropriate housing that meets
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of the local economy.

their needs.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
viability of existing town centres. | N/a N/a effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a significant
their skills, potential and place of | N/a N/a effect.
residence.
19. Imprgve the efficiency, . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a significant
competitiveness and adaptability

N/a N/a effect.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy TR 02 - Transport Requirements for Major Developments

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

i 2 3 4
Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + + N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed main modification would further strengthen support for pedestrian and cycle paths, and adds emphasis on improving

connectivity. The effect would be an improvement on the scores against SA objectives 11 and 12.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO1 Green Infrastructure

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM116 | 150 Amend 1st para To ensure development

SA Objective

isten Create Deliver

The network of green infrastructure in the District, including water bodies_and the strategic green
infrastructure corridors shown on the Policies Map should be safeguarded, retained and, where
opportunities arise, enhanced. Enhancement of the green infrastructure network will be sought through
the promotion of positive action, and the development management process.

Amend 3rd para, second sentence:

...Where it is considered that the development will have a detrimental effect on the quantlty or function of
eX|st|ng green infrastructure, app
Hetweﬂewm—be—enhaﬁeed—as—a—maﬂ{—ef—the—develepment comDensatorv provision WI|| be requwed in the
form of new and/or enhancements to the existing green infrastructure. Where appropriate, the Council
will seek to secure through planning obligations provision for the future management and/or maintenance
of green infrastructure. Developments that fail to exploit opportunities...

Insert additional wording as final paragraphs to the policy:

Development proposals should also have regard to Council endorsed strategic green infrastructure
strategies and made neighbourhood plans when considering opportunities on site to provide connections
and linkages with the wider network of green infrastructure.

The absence of a detailed green infrastructure strategy for an area should not prevent the consideration
of opportunities for linking strategic green areas at a higher level when preparing development proposals.
As a starting point, green areas in the local vicinity of a site including designated areas of open space (in
line with policy ENV 04), local green space designations, Public Rights of Way and areas protected by
environmental designations should be identified to explore possible opportunities for improving
connectivity between sites, where appropriate, and in the context of balancing other planning
considerations for the site.

proposals take into
account relevant
evidence, aiding
implementation of
policy.

Assessment of policy against SA Effect of proposed Main
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objective — Publication version

Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of L + Although the release of land to facilitate the

undeveloped land and productive agricultural growth of the district is unavoidable, a

holdings and encourage the recycling/reuse of green infrastructure policy will help to The proposed main modification
onsite resources to minimise the impacts on ST-LT ([P ensure the most valuable land is preserved. | would not have a significant effect.
the environment and safeguard resources for Therefore, there is good compatibility with

the future generations. this sustainability objective.

2. Limit water consumption to the capacity of N/a N/a . .

The proposed main modification
natural processes and storage systems and N/a N/a would not have a significant effect
maintain and enhance water quality. )
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water to N/a N/a
accommodate additional growth and The proposed main modification
development with minimal impacts on water N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
quality.

4. Minimise the production of waste and N/a N/a The proposed main modification
support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
? ? There are a number of potential benefits of | The proposed main modification no
green infrastructure one of which is as a longer expects an enhancement in
carbon sink. Although this will not directly green infrastructure (where
reduce emissions into the atmosphere, it development would have a
may reduce contributions by increasing the | detrimental effect on it) because
5. Reduce contributions to climate change and amount of carbon that is fixed and compensatory provision is now
localised air pollution. ? ? therefore there is the potential for a good

compatibility with this sustainability
objective. An attractive and integrated
green infrastructure network could also
encourage people to walk as opposed to
drive to places and this may have direct

required, with the opportunity to
consider future management and/or
maintenance. The impact of the
modifications to the overall scoring of
the policy against the objective is still
uncertain and therefore has not
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benefits in terms of emissions. However, as
these effects will be dependant on the
exact infrastructure provided it is difficult to
guantify them at this point.

changed.

? ? The rationale for the impact of a positive
green infrastructure policy is set out in the
comments for sustainability objective 5. As
one of the anticipated affects of climate
change is an increased flood risk to some
areas a positive effect in terms of
sustainability objective 5 may also have
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, benefits for this susta!nablllty obJ(_ectlve. The proposed main mod|f_|cat|on
. There are also potentially more direct would not affect the previously

reduce and manage flood risk. ? ? . .

impacts that green infrastructure can have | assessed outcome.

in terms of mitigating flood risk.

Specifically, vegetation can trap run-off and

increase rainfall capture. This can reduce

flood risk. As the benefits in terms of this

objective will depend upon the exact nature

of the infrastructure provided it is difficult

to quantify at this juncture.

L + Protection of existing green infrastructure, The proposed main modification
and its enhancement through new clarifies the position with regards to
development will have significant benefits how green infrastructure would be
in terms of preserving and enhancing the provided or enhanced in those cases

7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand L ) =

- . biodiversity of the district. Therefore there where development would have a
biodiversity and promote and conserve ; e . ) L .
. . ST-LT | P is a strong compatibility with this objective. | detrimental effect to green

geodiversity. ; . : : L -
As more infrastructure improvement is infrastructure. This is a positive
likely to be seen as development is realised, | approach that would support the
this compatibility is likely to strengthen over | previous assessment against this SA
time. objective.

L ++ The key aim of this policy is to safeguard The proposed main modification

8. Protect, enhance and increase Green and enhance green infrastructure within clarifies the position with regards to
Infrastructure in the District. ST-LT [P Breckland. The policy scores very positively | how green infrastructure would be

against the sustainability objective.

provided or enhanced in those cases
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where development would have a
detrimental effect to green
infrastructure, and clarifies that
strategic infrastructure corridors
identified on the policy map should
be considered. This is a positive
approach that would support the
previous assessment against this SA
objective.

L The proposed main modification
clarifies the position with regards to
Preserving areas of important green how green infrastructure would be
9. Maintain. enhance and preserve the infrastructure is also likely to preserve provided or enhanced in those cases
Y . nad p . areas which are important to the where development would have a
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of Co . ; o .
landscape and townscape character ST-LT distinctiveness and diversity of the district. detrimental effect to green
' Therefore there is a good compatibility with | infrastructure. This is a positive
this sustainability objective. approach that would support the
previous assessment against this SA
objective.
L The proposed main modification
clarifies the position with regards to
L . . how green infrastructure would be
The historic environment comprises the rovided or enhanced in those cases
. natural environment as well as the built P
10. Conserve and where appropriate enhance : . . where development would have a
. . . environment. The preservation of certain .
the historic environment. ST-LT ST . ' detrimental effect to green
location is likely to have particular benefits ; L -
. : - o infrastructure. This is a positive
in terms of this sustainability objective.
approach that would support the
previous assessment against this SA
objective.
L Providing new and improved green
infrastructure, including areas of open The proposed main modification
11. Improve the health and well being of the space, and other links, will have benefits in brop .
. . . would not affect the previously
population. ST-LT terms of the available leisure and

recreational space to the districts residents.
This would have a good compatibility with

assessed outcome.
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this sustainability objective.

12 Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a The proposed main modification
) P N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
L + The proposed main modification
clarifies the position with regards to
. - how green infrastructure would be
Improved green infrastructure will include . .
. provided or enhanced in those cases
. . the provision of open space, formal and
13. Improve the quality and quantity of . . . . where development would have a
. . informal and improved linkages. There is :
publicly accessible open space. ST-LT | P I . ; detrimental effect to green
therefore a good compatibility with this ; L -
sustainability objective infrastructure. This is a positive
' approach that would support the
previous assessment against this SA
objective.
14. Improve the quality, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification
accessibility of essential services and facilities. | N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, N/a N/a . .
ender, disability, race, faith, location and The proposed main modification
9 ’ ’ ’ ’ N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
income.
5 5 — —
' ' _Requmng the provision of green The proposed main modification
infrastructure is likely to confer a cost to o P .
. . . clarifies how mitigation/compensation
16. Ensure all groups have access to the developer, either in terms of physically :
. . . : and on-going management and
affordable, decent and appropriate housing laying out infrastructure or management. :
. ? ? : L maintenance would be secured. It
that meets their needs. The cost in certain circumstances may :
o . would not affect the previously
lessen the viability of a scheme and this .
X assessed uncertain outcome.
may effect delivery.
L + The proposed main modification no
longer expects an enhancement in
Green infrastructure can enhance an areas | green infrastructure (where
17. Increase the vitality and viability of image, can make |t_ more pleasant to use devglopment would hgve a
- and a more attractive investment. detrimental effect on it) because
existing town centres. ST-LT | P

Therefore there is a clear compatibility with
this sustainability objective.

compensatory provision is now
required, with the opportunity to
consider future management and/or
maintenance. The impact of the

o = m H -
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modifications to the overall scoring of
the policy against the objective has
not changed.

18. Help_ people gain access to sa_tlsfylng work | N/a N/a The proposed main modification
appropriate to their skills, potential and place S

h N/a N/a would not have a significant effect.
of residence.

L + The proposed main modification no
longer expects an enhancement in
green infrastructure (where
development would have a

The potential improved image described for | detrimental effect on it) because
19. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness sustainability objective 17 can also compensatory provision is now
and adaptability of the local economy. ST-LT | P potentially have benefits in terms of this required, with the opportunity to

sustainability objective.

consider future management and/or
maintenance. The impact of the
modifications to the overall scoring of
the policy against the objective has
not changed.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO1 Green Infrastructure
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication + N/a | N/a | N/a | ? ? + ++ |+ + + N/a + N/a N/a ? + N/a +
version
Proposed MM + N/a | N/a | N/a |? ? + ++ | + + + N/a + N/a N/a ? + N/a +

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification no longer expects an enhancement in green infrastructure (where development would have a

Proposed detrimental effect on it) because compensatory provision is now required, with the opportunity to consider future management and/or
Modification upon | maintenance. The proposed main modification clarifies the position with regards to how green infrastructure would be provided or
SA assessment enhanced in those cases where development would have a detrimental effect to green infrastructure.

The proposed main modification would support the previously assessed positive outcomes but otherwise would have no significant
effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO2 Sites of European, National and Local Nature Conservation Importance

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change

Ref Number

MM118 | 152 Amend policy: To aid implementation of policy;
Policy ENV 02 Biodiversity protection and enhancement Skes-eftrternrationats to correct reference to Ecological

; Impact Assessments; to clarify
The highest level of protection will be given to European Sites, with development only permitted | that the policy applies to more
where #ean-be-demenstratedthat the proposal is in accordance with the requirements of the than just designated sites.

Conservation of Habitats and Species Reqgulations 2017. there-wiltbe-no-adverse-effect{either

Where measures to mitigate for potential adverse effects on European sites are required,

dentified; the proposed mitigation measures must be justified as fit for purpose with appropriate
evidence, to inform the Council’s Habitats Regulations Assessment.

Development likely to have an adverse effect (either directly or indirectly) on a site of national,
regional or local biodiversity, or geological interest, as identified on the Policies Map, will not be
permitted unless:

a. it can be clearly demonstrated that there are reasons for the proposal that outweigh the need
to safeguard the special ecological / geological interest of the site, and;

b. it has been demonstrated, where development would result in significant harm, that it cannot
be reasonably located on an alternative site that would result in less or no harm, and;

c. residual harm, after all measures to prevent and adequately mitigate have been applied, will
be adequately compensated for.

Where the Council considers that a designated site, protected species, or any species or habitat,
particularly where listed as a Priority Habitat or Species under Section 41 of the Natural
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Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006), efprincipatimportanee for conservation may be
adversely affected by a development proposal, an ecological ervirenmentatl impact assessment

(EclA) will be required to be submitted with the planning application to assess effects on

flora and fauna, commensurate with the scale of the impact and

the |mportance of the species. meﬁhe—HA—and—ktabftats—Regt&aﬂens—Assessmef%RAa—afe

In accordance with the stepwise approach to protecting biodiversity (the mitigation hierarchy),
all development with the potential to affect biodiversity should demonstrate how such effects
have been considered, by firstly demonstrating how effects have been avoided, and then how
effects that cannot be avoided have been minimised. Residual harm, after all measures to
prevent and adequately mitigate have been applied, must be adequately compensated for.

All development should demonstrate are how net gains for biodiversity are being secured as
part of the development, proportionate to the scale of development and potential impacts (if

any).

Where development is permitted, the authority will consider the need for conditions or planning
obligations to ensure the protection and enhancement of the site’s nature conservat|on and / or
geologlcal interest. ¥ i y

Wherever a proposed development may have a detnmental impact upon a designated S|te or
protected species, appropriate conditions and/or planning obligations will be used to ensure that
the appropriate mitigation measures incorporated within the proposal are fully implemented, and
monitored where required. ttitised:

Policy ENVO3 outlines specific requirements that apply to The Breckland Special Protection Area.

— Assessment of policy against SA

S CLTEENTS objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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air pollution.

emissions into the atmosphere, it may reduce
contributions by increasing the amount of
carbon that is fixed and therefore there is the

1. Minimise the irreversible D +
loss of u.ndevel.oped land and The policy seeks protection for sites with an
productive agricultural : . . .
. environmental designation. The policy sets

holdings and encourage the o . . e
recycling/reuse of onsite clea_r criteria regardmg reasons where an T_he.p_roposed main modification would not have a

S ST-LT | P environmentally designated site could be significant effect.
resources to minimise the .
. . developed upon, it therefore scores well
impacts on the environment ) L Lo

against the sustainability objective.
and safeguard resources for
the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to | N/a N/a
E,I:gccézaefgngfsﬁ:g;ael systems The proposed main modification would not have a
and maintain and enhance N/a N/a significant effect.
water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse | N/a N/a
ngger:aﬁog?gs\?t?r:ﬁgate The proposed main modification would not have a
development with minimal N/a N/a significant effect.
impacts on water quality.
&al\él;g'g;esagzg:fgﬁgt'on of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
recycling of waste. N/a N/a significant effect.
? ? There are a number of potential benefits of
protecting sites with a high biodiversity . I
5. Reduce contributions to value, one of which is as a carbon sink. T_he_p_roposed main modification would _no_t have a
. . L . significant effect to change the uncertainties
climate change and localised Although this will not directly reduce . S .
? ? previously acknowledged when considering this

objective against the policy.
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potential for a good compatibility with this
sustainability objective. It is however difficult
to quantify the exact impact.

6. To adapt to climate change

Designated sites can often work as a carbon
sink. Although they will not directly reduce
emissions into the atmosphere, it may reduce

. N + contributions by increasing the amount of The proposed main modification would not have a
and avoid, reduce and manage bon that is fixed and theref here is th L
flood risk carbon that is fixed and therefore there is the significant effect
) potential for a good compatibility with this
sustainability objective.
ST-LT |P
7. Protect, conserve, enhance N ++ The policy seeks the protection of designated | The proposed Main Modification strengthens the
and expand biodiversity and sites within Breckland which is in accordance | policy's ability to protect, conserve and enhance
promote and conserve ST-LT | P with the expectations of the sustainability biodiversity. The previously assessed highly positive
geodiversity. objective and the habitat regulations. outcome will remain.
N + Designated sites for biodiversity and
geodiversity often form part of the green The proposed Main Modification strengthens the
8. Protect, enhance and mfrastru_ctu_re netvx_/ork. The policy provides a p_ohc_ys a_blllty t_o pr_otect, conserve and enhance
. set of criteria seeking to protect European, biodiversity. This will often involve green
increase Green Infrastructure . . . . . ,
. . ST-LT | P national, regional and local sites from infrastructure. However, as this won't always be the
in the District. . o . .
development. The policy approach therefore | case, it is reasonable to retain the previous
scores well against this sustainability assessment outcome.
objective.
S N ++ The natural environment and in particular
9. Maintain, enhance and : ; s . .
Lo designated sites form a key part of deriving The proposed Main Modification strengthens the
preserve the distinctiveness, T .
. . . the character of the landscape and policy's ability to protect, conserve and enhance
diversity and quality of L : o . . . -
ST-LT | P townscape of the District. The policy biodiversity. The previously assessed highly positive
landscape and townscape : A . .
therefore scores well with the sustainability outcome will remain.
character. S
objective.
? ? The historic environment comprises the
natural environment as well as the built. The
10. Conserve and where . . . - . .
appropriate enhance the preservation of certain locations is likely to The proposed main modification would not have a
? ? have particular benefits in terms of this significant effect.

historic environment.

sustainability objective, however the exact
implication is unclear.
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11. Improve the health and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
well being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T-he.p-roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
D + The proposed Main Modification strengthens the
13. Improve the quality and Designate.d sites for biodiversity and ppligy's a-bility tg prptect, conserve and enhance
quantity of publicly accessible geodlversny_ can include areas of open space. | biodiversity. Th_|s will Ioften involve open space.
ST-LT | P The protection of these areas scores well However, as this won't always be the case, it is
open space. . - S . ;
against the sustainability objective. reasonable to retain the previous assessment
outcome.
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and accessibility of essential N/a N/a significant effect
services and facilities. )
15. Redress inequalities N/a N/a
related to age, gender, The proposed main modification would not have a
disability, race, faith, location N/a N/a significant effect
and income.
16. Ensure all groups have N/a N/a
access to affordable, decent The proposed main modification would not have a
and appropriate housing that N/a N/a significant effect.
meets their needs.
1.7' I_r!crease t_he_ vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
viability of existing town Lo
N/a N/a significant effect.
centres.
18. Help people gain access to | N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a
their skills, potential and place | N/a N/a significant effect.
of residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and The proposed main modification would not have a
adaptability of the local N/a N/a significant effect.

economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO2 Sites of European, National and Local Nature Conservation Importance

SA Summary
Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication + N/a | N/a | N/a | ? + ++ |+ ++ | ? N/a | N/a + N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM + N/a | N/a | N/a |? + ++ |+ ++ | ? N/a | N/a + N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification strengthens the policy's ability to protect, conserve and enhance biodiversity. This would have a
Proposed positive effect against some SA objectives but it would not alter their previously assessed positive outcomes.

Modification upon
SA assessment

414
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO3 The Brecks Protected Habitats and Species

Policy ENVO3 The Brecks Protected Habitats & Species

The Council requires that a Habitats Regulations Assessment is undertaken on all proposals for
development that are likely to have a significant effect on The Breckland Special Protection Area
(SPA) which is classified for its populations of Stone Curlew, Woodlark and Nightjar, and/or
Breckland Special Area of Conservation (SAC), which is designated for its heathland habitats.
Development will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that the proposal will not
adversely affect the integrity of the SPA or the SAC.

Stone Curlew

Plan level Habitats Regulations Assessment has been undertaken to identify where built
development is likely to significantly affect the Breckland SPA. Map 5.1 identifies a 1,500m
buffer zone from the edge of those parts of the SPA that support, or are capable of supporting,
Stone Curlew, where new built development would be likely to significantly affect the SPA
population.

The plan level Habitats Regulations Assessment also identifies areas that have a functional link
to the SPA, because they support Stone Curlew outside, but in close proximity to the SPA
boundary.

These areas also have a 1500m buffer zone, within which new built development would be likely
to significantly affect the SPA population.

A conclusion of no likely significant effect can be met where the proposed building is located
further than 1500m away from the SPA boundary (red primary buffer) or the identified (blue
secondary buffer) or possible (orange square cells) areas that have a functional link (see Map

5.1).

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for Change
Ref Number
MM120 | 155 Amend wording in Policy ENV 03: Consistency with the Habitats

Regulation Assessment (LP/S/4).

To provide clarity of the
Monitoring and Mitigation
Framework as agreed in the
SoCG between Breckland District
Council and the RSPB.
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Development within the SPA boundary, or located less than 1500m away from the SPA boundary
or identified areas that have a functional link (see Map 5.1) will not normally be permitted.

Where a proposed building is outside the SPA but within 1500m of the SPA boundary or
identified or possible areas that have a functional link (see Map 5.1), there may be
circumstances where a project level Habitats Regulations Assessment is able to demonstrate
that the proposal will not adversely affect the integrity of the SPA. For agricultural buildings,
aApplicants must provide evidence to show how their proposal meets the criteria listed in
Natural England’s “Agricultural Buildings and the Breckland SPA Stone Curlew constraint zone”
advice note, or successor document. Circumstances where the proposal is able to conclusively
demonstrate that it will not result in an adverse effect on Breckland SPA may include where the
proposal is:

< More than 1500m away from potential stone curlew nestinrg-sites habitat (such as arable land)
inside the SPA {these-are-those-parts-ef-the-SPA-that-are-also-designated-as-Breekland Farmtand
SSSh;

< A new building that will be completely masked on all sides from the SPA by existing built
development;

A proposed re-development of an existing building that would not alter its footprint or increase
its potential impact;

« A new agricultural building of less than 120 sqm;

< An extension to existing agricultural buildings of less than 120 sqm or 100% of the original,
whichever is less.

Large developments adjacent to, or just outside the primary or secondary buffer, particularly
where occurring in an isolated area with few other buildings, are likely to also require project
level assessment.

Woodlark and Nightjar

Development within 400m of the SPA that support, or are capable of supporting Woodlark
and/or Nightjar will not normally be permitted. The Council will consider the need for a Habitats
Regulations Assessment to determine the implications of development on Nightjar and Woodlark
on a case by case basis, depending on the location and nature of the proposal.
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Recreation pressure and urban effects

Plan level Habitats Regulations Assessment has identified the potential for increased disturbance
to Nightjar, Woodlark and Stone Curlew as a result of recreation, and the potential for other
urban effects such as increased fire, litter and eutrophication to significantly affect Breckland

Monitoring and Mitigation Framework

The Council commits to a framework of measures that will enable it to co-ordinate the necessary
monitoring and mitigation measures required to demonstrate that the increases in visitor
pressure arising from new development in the District will be addressed before adverse effects
on European sites occurs.

These will include as a minimum the following measures to be implemented following adoption
of the Plan:

=Creation of an advisory group;

*Production of a monitoring programme;
eldentification of mitigation measures:; and
<Defining funding to support the above measures.

The Council will work with partners to develop a framework for managing and monitoring urban
effects. Proposals for development where urban heaths at Thetford (Barnham Cross Common,
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Thetford Heath, Thetford Golf Club and Marsh), East Wretham or Brettenham are likely to be
used as local greenspace will need to demonstrate the inclusion of mitigation measures that
contribute to the framework to address the potential impact urban effects on Breckland
SPA/SAC.

Assessment of policy against SA objective —
Publication version

SA Objective

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss | N ++ The Brecks forms a large area of undeveloped,
of undeveloped land and often arable, land to the south west of the
productive agricultural holdings District, much of which is designated as a Special
and encourage the Protection Area (SPA). The policy seeks to ensure

The proposed main modification would not

recycling/reuse of onsite that development does not cause an adverse

resources to minimise the ST-LT P impact on the SPA, and as such will help to have a significant effect.

impacts on the environment and minimise the loss of undeveloped land in

safeguard resources for the accordance with the expectations of this

future generations. objective.

2. Limit water consumption to N/a N/a

:,I:gccézaéggngfsﬁggael systems The proposgq main modification would not
N/a N/a have a significant effect.

and maintain and enhance
water quality.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse | N/a N/a
of water to accommodate
additional growth and

The proposed main modification would not

. . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
development with minimal
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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of waste.
? ? There are a number of potential benefits of
protecting sites with a high biodiversity value, one
of which is as a carbon sink. Although this will not | The proposed main modification would not
5. Reduce contributions to directly reduce emissions into the atmosphere, it have a significant effect to change the
climate change and localised air 5 5 may reduce contributions by increasing the uncertainties previously acknowledged
pollution. ' ' amount of carbon that is fixed and therefore there | when considering this objective against the
is the potential for a good compatibility with this policy.
sustainability objective. It is however difficult to
guantify the exact impact.
6. To adgpt to climate change N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and avoid, reduce and manage L
. N/a N/a have a significant effect
flood risk.
N ++ The policy has been developed with the key aim
7. Protect, conserve, enhance of ensuring that new deve_lopment does not The proposed Main Modification strengthens
L - adversely affect the integrity of the SPA. The : . .
and expand biodiversity and : : the policy with regards to protecting
policy seeks to apply an appropriate assessment . :
promote and conserve ST-LT P . : European sites. The previously assessed
eodiversity to assess the affect. This has been developed in highly positive outcome will remain
9 ' accordance with the adopted evidence base and )
as such score highly against the SA criteria.
D + The Brecks Special Protection Area includes areas
of green infrastructure, such as Thetford Forest. The proposed Main Modification strengthens
8. Protect, enhance and Whilst the policy itself is not seeking the the policy with regards to protecting
increase Green Infrastructure in ST-LT P protection of green infrastructure, the need to European sites and therefore green
the District. ensure there is not an adverse affect on the infrastructure. The previously assessed
integrity of the SPA means that the affect is likely | positive outcome will remain.
to be symbiotic to this sustainability objective.
9. Maintain, enhance and D i The Brecks SPA fo_rmg. a key part of the Igndscape The proposed Main Modification strengthens
L character of the District as a whole, and is where : . .
preserve the distinctiveness, N . : . the policy with regards to protecting
. . . the District gets its name. The policy which seeks .
diversity and quality of ; . European sites and therefore landscape.
ST-LT P to ensure that residential development does not . .
landscape and townscape . . : The previously assessed positive outcome
character have an adverse impact on the integrity of the will remain
) SPA, is beneficial to the SA objective. )
10. Conserve and where N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
appropriate enhance the N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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historic environment.

11. Improve the health and well | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13a:]r,:f rcc))\f/e H;)?igluaalllcté/ezgi?ale N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
9 yorp y N/a N/a have a significant effect.
open space.
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and accessibility of essential L
. e N/a N/a have a significant effect.
services and facilities.
15. Redress |neqL_1aI|t_|efs related | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
to age, gender, disability, race, L
. - . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
faith, location and income.
D - The policy requires development to undergo an
Appropriate Assessment to consider potential
16. Ensure all groups have adverse impacts on the SPA, where these are . L
. The proposed main modification would see
access to affordable, decent and found the development should be refused. This . . .
. . . . ) the general policy aims remain and thus the
appropriate housing that meets | ST-LT P has the potential to restrict housing development revious outcome would stand
their needs. in parts of the district with the Breckland SPA and P )
as such have an adverse impact on housing
delivery.
1.7' I_r!crease t_he_ vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town N/a N/a have a significant effect
centres. 9 )
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not
their skills, potential and place N/a N/a have a significant effect.
of residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and The proposed main modification would not
adaptability of the local N/a N/a have a significant effect.

economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO3 The Brecks Protected Habitats and Species

SA Summary
Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication ++ | N/a |N/a | Na |? N/a | ++ | + + N/a | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a - N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM ++ | N/a | N/a [ N/a |? N/a | ++ | + + N/a | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a - N/a N/a N/a|

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification strengthens the policy with regards to protecting European sites. This would have a positive effect
Proposed against some SA objectives but it would not alter their previously assessed positive outcomes.

Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV0O4 Open Space, Sport and Recreation

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM123 | 160 Open space designations as identified through the 2015 Open Space Assessment are shown on the Policies Maps. To aid

Existing Provision

Development that would result in the loss of existing designated open space will only be permitted if:

(a) it can be demonstrated (through a local assessment) that there is an excess of recreational or amenity open
space in the settlement and the proposed loss will not result in a current or likely shortfall during the plan period;

or

(b) recreational facilities within the open space will be enhanced by the proposed development on an appropriate
portion of the open space; or

(c) the community would gain greater benefit from the developer providing a suitable alternative recreational or
amenity open space in an equally accessible and convenient location.

The development of existing open space with an ecological value (a known biodiversity or nature conservation

interest) will not be permitted, unless there is a space of equal or ‘greater’ value provided as part of the proposal.

New Provision

All new residential development of 11 or more dwellings will be is expected to provide a contribution towards
outdoor playing space equivalent to 2.56 hectares per 1,000 population*, which equates to 25.6m=2 of outdoor
playing space per person. As set out in the Open Space Assessment (2015), this 25.6m2 is broken down to
17.6m=2 of outdoor sport area and 8m=2 of children's play space.

There is a presumption that for developments comprising of 25 dwellings or more that epen-space,—spertand
reereationfactities—outdoor playing space will be provided within the development site. Where on-site provision
is provided, the space should be of an appropriate type to serve the needs of the development, well related to

implementation
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the proposed residential properties and having regard to in-aceerdance-with relevant standards.

Within residential developments ef25-er-mere-cwellirgs priority should be given to the provision of children’s
play areas since the facility is most likely to be required within an easy reach of dwellings and will be required to
conform to the 0.8ha per 1000 people standard in provision of children’s play area. in-accordance-with-the-NPFA

It is recognised that there may be cases where the direct provision of epen-space outdoor playing space on-site
is not the preferred option. It may be that epen-spaece outdoor playing space does not represent an efficient use
of land in the context of the site location or that there is a deliverable opportunity to secure a more meaningful
area of epen-space-outdoor playing space that better serves the whole community in close proximity to the
application site. Contributions in lieu of on-site provision _for sites of 25 or more dwellings will be the exception
and will fer-sites-of25-er-more-dwellings-wilt need to be supported by robust evidence from the applicant that
on-site provision is not preferable appropriate and/or viable. For sites of less than 25 dwellings, on-site provision
will be preferable, but may not be appropriate in all cases and proportionate evidence will be required from the
applicant to demonstrate that on-site provision is not appropriate. Any contribution will need to be towards a
specific deliverable scheme in consultation with the relevant parish council and the developer contributions policy
in this document. It will be secured through a section 106 agreement. Fhe-eontribution-wilk-beregtiredto-name
a-specific-scheme._Where it is not possible to accommodate outdoor sports areas on-site, negotiations will occur
on a site-by-site basis to determine specific provision and financial contributions, taking into account the financial

viability of the development.

In addition to the on-site and off-site contributions, a contribution will be required for 10 years maintenance of
the facility. Jihe Off—sne contrlbut|on WI|| be proporuonal to the type of facility prowded and WI|| be calculated i

peﬁed-leal-ly havmq regard to the need for land acqwsmon provision of facilities and 10 years maintenance.

423
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Where it can be established through an up-to-date Open Space Assessment that a proposal is located in a Parish
assessed to have sufficient play space provision other forms of open space, informed by the findings of the Open
Space Assessment would be considered as potential to mitigate the specific impacts arising from the proposal.

Local Green Space

Applications relating to Local Green Space will be determined in accordance with national policy.

* The population resulting from a particular development is calculated using the occupancy rates set out in the
below table. Using these occupancy rates it is possible to calculate the level of outdoor playing space needs for
any given development.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

SA Objective

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of D +
undeveloped land and productive
agricultural holdings and encourage
the recycling/reuse of onsite resources
to minimise the impacts on the
environment and safeguard resources
for the future generations.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.

enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not

Protection of current open space will | The proposed main modification would not
ST-LT P reduce the loss of undeveloped land. | have a significant effect.
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water to accommodate additional

have a significant effect.

growth and development with minimal | N/a N/a
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
D + The proposed modification removes the
threshold for residential developments of 25
dwellings or more, to all residential
development, giving priority to the provision of
. children’s play areas (where it is required).
Protection of open spaces, ! ; , . S
) ; Having a children’s play facility that is within
particularly ones with trees present ) : : ’
walking distance of a residential development
can help reduce carbon
I . o would reduce the need for parents/carers to
5. Reduce contributions to climate concentration in the atmosphere. . . :
. . . . - drive to a local facility and thereby reducing
change and localised air pollution. MT-LT P Widespread provision of sports . . . . .
. o . the traffic volumes and improving air quality.
facilities across the District will . .
| . The introduction of a threshold of 11 or more
reduce people's need to drive to . . .
s dwellings to the provision of outdoor playing
access such facilities. . .
space rather than on all residential proposals
may reduce potential provision but the overall
impact of the modifications to the previous
assessment of the policy against the objective
is not considered to have changed.
. + . e
6. To adapt to climate change and D Open green spaces can hglp to . The proposed main modification would not
. . absorb run off, thus reducing the risk .
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. ST-LT of flooding affect the previously assessed outcome.
D ++ The proposed main modification would mean
Open space can be designated for a that outdoor playing space should onl_y provide
. - . on developments of 11 or more dwellings,
range of reasons, include biodiversity . :
) . : rather than on all residential proposals. As
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and and geodiversity. Protection of open . . . .
expand biodiversity and promote and space and provision of new open outd_oor pla_ymg shace 1S unhke_ly -to provide a
ST-LT P quality habitat, the effect of this is not

conserve geodiversity.

spaces can expand, enhance,
conserve and protect biodiversity and
geodiversity.

expected to be significant. The proposed main
modification would also secure mitigation or
enhancement for loss of open space with
ecological value. Overall the previous
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assessment is considered to still stand.

D ++ The proposed main modification would mean
Open spaces are a form of green that outdoor playing space should only be
infrastructure. The policies aim of provided on developments of 11 or more
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green protecting existing open spaces and dwellings, rather than on all residential
Infrastructure in the District. ST-LT P provision of new spaces is proposals. Whilst this lessens the opportunities
compatible with the sustainability for an increase in green infrastructure, the
objective. overall policy remains very positive with
regards to this SA objective.
D ++ The proposed main modification mainly relates
to outdoor playing space and children’s play
. equipment; these elements are unlikely to be
s Provision of open space and the . . .

9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the . - considered as distinct and quality elements of
. . - . protection of existing open space can .
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of ! . the landscape. The approach to the protection

ST-LT P enhance the diversity of the .
landscape and townscape character. and enhancement of green infrastructure
landscape and townscape. :
generally is not proposed to be amended and
in this respect, the previous assessment score
should remain.
D + : The approach to the protection and
Protection of open spaces can X
. enhancement of green infrastructure generally
10. Conserve and where appropriate enhance and protect the character . I
. . . : S is not proposed to be amended and in this
enhance the historic environment. ST-LT P and setting of the historic )
. respect, the previous assessment score should
environment. .
remain.
D ++ Protection of existing and provision
of new outdoor sports facilities and
11. Improve the health and well being children's play areas, can improve The proposed main modification would not
of the population. ST-LT P the health of and well-being of the affect the previously assessed outcome.
population by encouraging people to
exercise and play outdoors.
. N/a N/a i ificati
12. Reduce and prevent crime The proposgt_j main modification would not
N/a N/a have a significant effect.
D ++ The policy requires all net new The proposed main modification may affect
13. Improve the quality and quantity of development to provide either a how open space provision is delivered but it
publicly accessible open space. ST-LT P contribution towards or onsite open would not change that this is a very positive

space. The policy has been

policy with regards to the SA objective and not
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developed having regard to the
deficit identified through the Open
Space Assessment.

affect the previously assessed outcome.

D + The proposed modification removes the
threshold for residential developments of 25
dwellings or more, to all residential
development, to have priority to the provision
of children’s play areas. Having a children’s
_ The policy will seek to increase the play faC|.I|ty that is within walqug distance of a
14. Improve the quality, range and s . residential development would improve the
L - . provision of open spaces, which - ; .
accessibility of essential services and - : accessibility, but the introduction of a threshold
s ST-LT P scores positively against the X L
facilities. S 27 of 11 or more dwellings to the provision of
sustainability objective. .
outdoor playing space rather than on all
residential proposals may reduce potential prov
ision against the original text in the policy.
Overall, the overall of the madifications to the
previous assessment of the policy against the
objective is not considered to have changed.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, D * All new _development will be required . R
. . - - to contribute towards open space, The proposed main modification would not
gender, disability, race, faith, location ; : . .
- ST-LT P which will help to address existing affect the previously assessed outcome.
and income. L : "
deficiencies and redress inequalities.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
affordable, decent and appropriate N/a N/a have a significant effect
housing that meets their needs. 9 '
17. Increase the vitality and viability of | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18._He|_p people gain access to . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
satisfying work appropriate to their N/ N/ have a significant effect
skills, potential and place of residence. a a 9 '
ic?r.nl rgfi;?\)/:ngr]ses zfr:c:jcf;;yt’abili tv of the N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
b P Y N/a N/a have a significant effect.

local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO4 Open Space, Sport and Recreation
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication + N/a | N/a | N/a | + + ++ | ++ | ++ |+ ++ N/a ++ + + N/a N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM + N/a | N/a | N/a | + + ++ | ++ [+ [+ ++ N/a ++ + + N/a N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if

amended)

Overall effect of The proposed modification removes the threshold for residential developments of 25 dwellings or more, to all residential development,
Proposed giving priority to the provision of children’s play areas (where it is required). This is a positive amendment. The introduction of a
Modification upon | threshold of 11 or more dwellings to the provision of outdoor playing space rather than on all residential proposals may reduce potential
SA assessment provision. On balance, the overall impact of the proposed main modification would not change the previously assessed outcome.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO5 Protection and Enhancement of the Landscape

SA Objective

beauty, its benefit to the rural character and in the interests of biodiversity, geodiversity and historic
conservation. Development proposals will be expected to contribute to and where possible enhance the local
environment by recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside. Development should have
particular regard to maintaining the aesthetic and biodiversity qualities of natural and man-made features within
the landscape, including a consideration of individual or groups of natural features such as trees, hedges and
woodland or rivers, streams or other topographical features.

Release-ofHHand inBreekland Development proposals will have regard to the findings of the Council's Landscape
Character Assessment (LCA) and Settlement Frlnge Landscape Assessment and_te-enrsure—tand-is-onlyreleased-n

. Bevelopment should-alse be designed to be sympathetic to
landscape character—-aneHnformeeby-the+CA-

High protection will be given to The Brecks landscape, reflecting its role as a regionally significant green
infrastructure asset. Proposals within The Brecks Landscape Character Areas will not be permitted where these
would result in harm to key visual features of the landscape type, other valued components of the landscape, or
where proposals would result in an unacceptable change in the landscape character.

High protection will also be given to the river valleys and chalk rivers in Breckland as identified in the Landscape
Character Assessment, recognising their defining natural features, rich biodiversity and the undeveloped
character of their shallow valleys.

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM126 | 165 The landscape of the District will-be-protectedfor-the-sake-of is recognised-and-valued for-its-own-ntrinsic Clarification of

how the evidence
will be used to
assess
development
proposals.

Assessment of policy against SA objective — Effect of proposed Main

Publication version Modification
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N ++ The proposed main modification would
amend the policy to be flexible to the
potential that development could affect
landscape character and there are
times when this could be acceptable.

1. Minimise the irreversible Ios_s of Many of the District's important natural features are The p‘(‘)llcy WO,l,J|d no longer use th_e
undeveloped land and productive . : . word “protect” but would replace it
. . located in predominantly undeveloped areas. This o . o X
agricultural holdings and . with “value” — this is considered
. policy seeks to protect the landscape and natural ;
encourage the recycling/reuse of o . L important to allow for some acceptable
. LS assets of the District in accordance with the findings
onsite resources to minimise the ST-LT | P : ; change to character. The proposed
. . of the Landscape Character Assessments. This policy ) o .
impacts on the environment and . . L main modification adds the expectation
approach scores highly against the sustainability
safeguard resources for the future . for development proposals to
. objective. ; .
generations. contribute to and where possible
enhance the local environment. Overall
the policy would continue to protect
landscape and natural assets. The
previous assessment outcome would
remain.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would
growth and development with N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a . L
. The proposed main modification would
waste and support the recycling of A
N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
waste.
D + The policy provides protection to the District's See response to SA objective 1.
5. Reduce contributions to climate landscape. Protection of open spaces, particularly
change and localised air pollution. ST-LT | P ones with trees, present can help reduce carbon

concentration in the atmosphere.
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D + The policy seeks high protection for river valleys
6. To adapt to climate change and within the District, based on their undeveloped The proposed main modification would
avoid, reduce and manage flood nature and high biodiversity value. By protecting not affect the previously assessed
. ST-LT (P ! ; . X
risk. these areas this reduces the risk of buildings being outcome.
developed within them.
D) ++ Many different types of land within the District
contribute to its biodiversity, and this includes a
significant contribution from the undeveloped
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and ; .
S . landscape and other natural features. A policy which S
expand biodiversity and promote : See response to SA objective 1.
. - ST-LT | P helps to prevent land or natural features being lost
and conserve geodiversity. . L
through development is likely to make a positive
contribution to the biodiversity or geodiversity of the
District.
D ++ Many different types of land within the district
contribute to green infrastructure, and this includes a
. significant contribution from the undeveloped
8. Protect, enhance and increase . .
. landscape and other natural features. A policy which L
Green Infrastructure in the . See response to SA objective 1.
. ST-LT | P helps to prevent land or natural features being lost
District. S -
through development is likely to make a positive
contribution to green infrastructure within the
district.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve | D ++ A policy that protects the landscape of the District
the distinctiveness, diversity and will have a direct benefit in terms of preserving the See response to SA obiective 1
quality of landscape and ST-LT | P distinctiveness and diversity of the landscape of the P . '
townscape character. district.
? ? The historic environment comprises areas of the
landscape as well as buildings. Where a feature of
the historic environment is also in an area of
10. Conserve and where landscape sensitivity then this policy will contribute to
appropriate enhance the historic " " this achievement of this sustainability objective. In See response to SA objective 1.
environment. ' ' the absence of a quantitative assessment of the
correlation of these issues, it is not possible to
quantify the beneficial contribution of the policy to
this objective at this juncture.
? ?

11. Improve the health and well

The landscape of the District can have a positive

The proposed main modification would
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being of the population.

impact on health.

not affect the previously assessed

? ?
outcome.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
? ? Publicly accessible open space comprises in part
areas of the countryside. Where open space is also in
13. Improve the quality and an area of Iandscape_sensmwty then this ppllC)/_ ywll
uantity of publicly accessible open Cof‘t”t.’“te to the achievement of the_ su_stamablllty See response to SA objective 1
9 ? ? objective. In the absence of a quantitative '
space. . . .
assessment of the correlation of these two issues, it
is not possible to quantify the beneficial contribution
of the policy to this objective at this juncture.
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'Fy, range and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
accessibility of essential services o
s N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
and facilities.
15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a . .
. - . The proposed main modification would
age, gender, disability, race, faith, o
; . N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
location and income.
D - Restricting the development of land through the
16. Ensure all groups have access application of a landscape protection policy may
to affordable, decent and prevent some land from being available for housing See response to SA obiective 1
appropriate housing that meets ST-LT (P development. This may in turn impact upon the P . '
their needs. provision of housing in the District. There is therefore
a minor conflict with this sustainability objective.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
viability of existing town centres. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
residence.
19. Improve the efficiency, D - Rest_rlcu_ng the development of Iar_1d thro_ugh the
competitiveness and adaptability application of a landscape protectlt_)n policy may : See response to SA objective 1
ST-LT | P prevent come land from being available for economic '

of the local economy.

development. This may in turn impact upon the
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development of the District's economy. There is
therefore a minor conflict with the sustainability
objective.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO5 Protection and Enhancement of the Landscape
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication ++ | N/a | N/a | N/a | + + ++ | ++ | ++ [ ? ? N/a ? N/a N/a - N/a N/a -
version
Proposed MM ++ | N/a [ N/a | N/a | + + ++ | ++ [ ++ |? ? N/a ? N/a N/a - N/a N/a -

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of Overall the policy would continue to protect landscape and natural assets, and the previous assessment outcomes would remain.
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO6 Trees, Hedgerows and Development

SA Objective

Development requiring the loss of a protected tree or hedgerow (including preserved trees, protected hedgerows,
trees in Conservation Areas, ancient trees, aged and veteran trees and trees classified as being of categories A or
Bin vaIue (885837 2012) will only be perm|tted Where—

b} it would allow for a substantially improved overall approach to the design and landscaping of the development
that would outweigh the loss of any tree or hedgerow.

After point b insert the following wording and amend policy wording:

Where the loss of such features is demonstrably unavoidable, adequate replacement provision, preferably by

native species will be sought. Where the loss of trees-a_tree is accepted in these circumstances, developers will

be requwed to fe%&rn—eneugh—spaee—te ensure that &Heas{—eﬁe—tree—ef—a—anﬂlaﬁtﬁﬁma{e—ﬁﬁﬁhat—remevedﬂs
rovat: the loss is wiltHbe-suitably

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM127 | 166 Remove wording: Not necessary for

the policy to be
sound

In recognition
that losses must
be adequately
compensated for.

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of | D 0 Protection of trees and hedgerows could in . I
. . The proposed main modification would not
undeveloped land and productive some cases restrict development on L
. . ST-LT P : : have a significant effect.
agricultural holdings and undeveloped and productive agricultural
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encourage the recycling/reuse of
onsite resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the future
generations.

land. However, the focus of the policy
option is not to minimise the loss of all
undeveloped land and agricultural land.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
\‘/1vla|\é|’:2Ia?jesagzg:f?#:trf:yglﬁng of N/a N/a The proposc_e(_j main modification would not
N/a N/a have a significant effect.
waste.
Trees and other natural features such as
D + hedgerows absorb carbon _from the_
5. Reduce contributions to climate atmosphere,-thelrefore th_elr protection can The proposed main modification would not
. . . reduce contributions to climate change. S
change and localised air pollution. . . have a significant effect.
However, the scale of absorption associated
LT P with trees and natural features at risk from
development of negligible.
6. T.O adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood L
risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and D + Protection of trees and hedgerows from The policy would continue to conserve
expand biodiversity and promote S development will help to conserve biodiversity. The proposed Main Modifications
and conserve geodiversity. T-LT biodiversity in the District. to the policy would not significantly alter this.
8. Protect, enhance and increase D + Greater protection for natural features The policy would continue to protect green
Green Infrastructure in the S within the landscape can help to improve infrastructure. The proposed Main Modifications
District. T-LT green infrastructure. to the policy would not significantly alter this.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve |[D ++ Trees and hedgerows are an important part | The policy would continue to protect landscape
the distinctiveness, diversity and ST-LT P of the landscape and townscape and have character. The proposed Main Modifications to
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quality of landscape and
townscape character.

high amenity value. The protection of them
within developments will enhance the
character of the landscape and townscape.

the policy would not significantly alter this.

D + Trees and hedgerows have a role in . P :
. . N The proposed main modifications to the policy
preserving the setting of the historic . . .
10. Conserve and where . . would not affect the way in which the policy
. . . environment and the protection of them S .
appropriate enhance the historic s : . could assist in protecting trees and hedgerows
. ST-LT P within developments through this policy . Do L
environment. " . s and their contribution to the historic
scores positively against the sustainability .
L environment.
objective.
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
D + Trees and hedgerows play an important
. role in providing amenity within open
13. '”.‘pm"e the_quallty an_d spaces, their protection through the policy The proposed main modification would not
quantity of publicly accessible open " . e L
ST-LT P scores positively against the sustainability have a significant effect.
space. Lo . .
objective in regards to improving the
guality of open space.
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'_cy, range and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services N/ N/ have a sianificant effect
and facilities. a a g
15. Redress |n§qua_1l_|t|es relatec_l to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
age, gender, disability, race, faith, N/ N/ have a significant effect
location and income. a a g '
16. Ensure all groups have access N/a N/a
to affordable, decent and The proposed main modification would not
appropriate housing that meets N/a N/a have a significant effect.
their needs.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
i:t:ff/llg pS\(/)cE)rIE galcoac::iZi: :ctg their N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
9 bprop N/a N/a have a significant effect.

skills, potential and place of
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residence.

19. Improve the efficiency, N/a N/a
competitiveness and adaptability
of the local economy.

The proposed main modification would not
N/a N/a have a significant effect.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO6 Trees, Hedgerows and Development
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication 0 N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | + + ++ |+ N/a | N/a + N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM 0 N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | + + ++ | + N/a | N/a + N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would not give rise to significant effects upon sustainable development.
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV 07 Designated Heritage Assets

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM129 | 168 Revise the wording of the policy as follows: To more

The significance of designated heritage assets (including and their settings), such as-ineluding-rationaty
protected listed buildings ard-theirsettings, scheduled monuments, archaeelegical-sites; registered parks and

gardens; and conservation areas and-their-settings, will be conserved, or wherever possible ang enhanced. Great

weight shall be given to their conservation. ane-giver-the-highestdevelof-protection- Proposals that may wettd

affect the significance of a designated heritage asset will be required to provide proportionate evidence to the
assets importance, sufficient infermatien-to identify its significance, including any contribution that its setting
makes to enable any impact to be_fully assessed, in accordance with national policy.

Development that will affect any designated heritage asset will be subject to comprehensive assessment and wi
be-expected-to should conserve and-or, Wherever possible, enhance the archltectural and historic character,
appearance and setting of the asset v

other-designrated-areas-ef-histerieinterest:

Where a proposed development will affect the character or setting of a Listed Building, particular regard will need
to be given to the protection, conservation and potential enhancement of any features of historic or architectural
interest; this-ncludesinternalfeatures,Hoorplansand-spaces-orany-oebjectorstructure including within the
curtilage of a listed building that predates 1st July 1948. The conversion of listed buildings ef-partictlar
architectural-er-historic-interest for economic or residential purposes in locations that would otherwise be
unacceptable will be considered where this would ensure the retention and ongoing conservation of the building.

Proposals will be considered having regard to national policy and relevant guidance.

accurately ensure
the policy reflects
national
guidance.

Create Deliver

438



CAPITA

SA Objective

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main
Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a N/a
undeveloped land and productive agricultural
holdings and encourage the recycling/reuse The proposed main modification would
of onsite resources to minimise the impacts N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
on the environment and safeguard resources
for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the capacity of | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
natural processes and storage systems and N/a N/a not have a significant effect
maintain and enhance water quality. )
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water to N/a N/a
accommodate additional growth and The proposed main modification would
development with minimal impacts on water | N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate change N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
and localised air pollution. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand N/a N/a . L

L - The proposed main modification would
biodiversity and promote and conserve N/a N/a not have a significant effect
geodiversity. )
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the D ++ A key element of the character of the The proposed main modification would
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distinctiveness, diversity and quality of
landscape and townscape character.

landscape and townscape within
Breckland is the historic environment and
its assets. The policy seeks to ensure that
development proposals will not lead to
unacceptable harm to these heritage

ensure the policy was in line with the
NPPF. This strengthens the policy and
supports the previously assessed
outcome.

ST-LT (P assets. It also requires additional
information on any application which may
cause harm to a designated heritage
assets. The policy scores well against this
sustainability objective.
D ++ The policy seeks to ensure that
development proposals will not I_ead to The proposed main modification would
unacceptable harm to these heritage . - )
. : - ensure the policy was in line with the
10. Conserve and where appropriate enhance assets. It also requires additional . .
. . . : . L . NPPF. This strengthens the policy and
the historic environment. ST-LT | P information on any application which may .
. ; supports the previously assessed
cause harm to a designated heritage
) . . outcome.
assets. The policy scores well against this
sustainability objective.
11. Improve the health and well being of the | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
population. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
14. Im_pr_o_ve the qualle, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
accessibility of essential services and R
o N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
facilities.
15. Redress inequalities related to age, N/a N/a . e
. . . . The proposed main modification would
gender, disability, race, faith, location and N
; N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
income.
16. Ensure all groups have access to _ N/a N/a The proposed main modification would
affordable, decent and appropriate housing A
. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.
that meets their needs.
17. Increase the vitality and viability of D + Breckland's five market towns include The proposed modification to the
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existing town centres. numerous designated heritage assets. policy, when assessed against the

These help to enhance the viability and objective, further strengthen the
STLT | p vitality of the town centre. A policy which | positive effect of the policy, but it is

seeks to protect heritage assets therefore | not judged to have changed the
scores positively against this sustainability | previously assessed outcome.
objective.

18. Help peop_le gain access _to satlsfyln_g N/a N/a The proposed main modification would

work appropriate to their skills, potential and o

- N/a N/a not have a significant effect.

place of residence.

19. Improve the efficiency, competitiveness N/a N/a The proposed main modification would

and adaptability of the local economy. N/a N/a not have a significant effect.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV 07 Designated Heritage Assets

SA Summary

Publication version

Sustainability Objective
i 2 3 4 5
N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ | ++ | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a

N/a

Proposed MM
effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ | ++ | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a

N/a

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed main modification would ensure the policy was in line with the NPPF. This strengthens the policy with regards to the

conservation of the historic environment and supports the previously assessed positive outcomes. Otherwise there would be no
significant effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV 08 Non-Statutory Heritage Assets

SA Objective

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM130 | 169 Development wilt should be expected to conserve, or ang wherever possible enhance the historic character, To more

appearance and setting of non-designated historic assets. Proposals that could affect previously unrecognised
heritage assets will be expected, through agreement with the Council, to undergo an appropriate assessment,
proportionate irdire-with to the significance of the asset. The assessment must provide sufficient information for
any impact to be fully assessed. In weighing applications that are likely to directly or indirectly affect non-
designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be undertaken, having regard to the scale of any harm or
loss and the significance of the heritage asset.

The conversion of non-designated buildings identified in the Norfolk Historic Environment Record, or through
Neighbourhood Plans, of particular architectural or historic merit for economic or residential purposes in locations
that would otherwise be unacceptable will be considered where this would ensure the retention of the building.
Proposals will be considered having regard to relevant national policy and relevant guidance.

In the case of traditional dwellings which positively contribute to the character of Breckland, applications for
replacement will be expected to be accompanied by a Design and Access Statement which includes a structural
survey that demonstrates that the demolition is necessary and that there is no alternative and viable solution of
renovation to provide an acceptable standard of accommodation.

Development proposals should identify assets of archaeological significance. An archaeological evaluation will be
required for development sites that are known or thought to have the potential to include non-designated
heritage assets of with archaeological interest. Where appropriate, archaeological remains should be left in situ
following further design/engineering work. If the benefits of a particular development are considered to outweigh

the importance of retaining archaeological remains in situ, satisfactory excavation and recording of remains will
be required before development is begun.

+ Assessment of policy against SA
o | objective — Publication version

Listen Create Deliver

accurately ensure
the policy reflects
national
guidance.

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a N/a
undeveloped land and productive
agrlcultur._al holdings and encourage The proposed main modification would not
the recycling/reuse of onsite N/a N/a have a significant effect
resources to minimise the impacts )
on the environment and safeguard
resources for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . e

S . The proposed main modification would not
expand biodiversity and promote N/a N/a have a significant effect
and conserve geodiversity. )
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve D + Non statutory heritage assets help to The proposed main modification would bring
the distinctiveness, diversity and ST-LT P enhance the character of the landscape and | the policy's wording more in line with the
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quality of landscape and townscape
character.

townscape, alongside the designated
heritage assets. These are not currently
protected through national planning policy.
A policy seeking there retention scores
positively against the sustainability
objective.

NPPF and add requirements with regards to
archaeological remains. This is a positive
approach but would not have a significant
effect on the previously assessed outcome for
this objective.

D ++ The proposed main modification would bring
the policy's wording more in line with the
Non statutory heritage assets have an NPPF and add requirements with regards to
. important role to play in the setting of the archaeological remains. This would have a
10. Conserve and where appropriate Lo . : : o .
enhance the historic environment ST-LT P hlSi}OI’IC enwronment in Breckland. A ppl_lcy pos!tlve approgch to the protec-tlon of non
' which seeks their retention scores positively | designated heritage assets, which make up a
against this sustainability objective. large part of the historic environment. For
this reason, the "+" score has been amended
to "++".
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
14. Im_pr_o_ve the qualle, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services L
e N/a N/a have a significant effect.
and facilities.
15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a . I
. - - The proposed main modification would not
age, gender, disability, race, faith, -
: . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
location and income.
The policy supports the conversion of non-
statutory heritage assets to residential and
16. Ensure all groups have access to D ; This will housi . —
affordable, decent and appropriate + economic uses. This will see new housing The proposed main modification would not
. ’ . provision which scores positively against have a significant effect.
housing that meets their needs. S N
the sustainability objective.
ST-LT P
17. Increase the vitality and viability | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not

T G T L s
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of existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would not
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a have a significant effect.
residence.
D 0 The proposed main modification concerning
The policy supports the conversion of non- | archaeological evaluation could increase
statutory heritage assets to residential and | development costs which could make a site
19. Improve the efficiency, economic uses. This could see new less attractive to develop. Whilst part of
competitiveness and adaptability of ST-LT P business provision which scores positively NPPF, as the provision was not previously

the local economy.

against the sustainability objective for the
efficiency, competitiveness and adaptability
of the local economy.

included the effect of this provision had not
been assessed. Therefore, on balance the
policy is no longer considered positive against
this objective but a neutral effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV 08 Non-Statutory Heritage Assets
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |+ + N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a +
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |+ ++ | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a 0

effect (in bold
and shaded if

amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would bring the policy's wording more in line with the NPPF and add requirements with regards to
Proposed archaeological remains. This would have a positive approach to the protection of non designated heritage assets, which make up a
Modification upon | large part of the historic environment. This would support the previously positive outcome for SA objective 9 and improve the score for
SA assessment SA objective 10. The modification could create some economic uncertainty and so a neutral rather than positive effect is envisaged

against SA objective 19.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENVO9 Flood Risk & Surface Water Drainage

SA Objective

Proposals for vulnerable development in medium (zone 2) and higher flood risk areas (zones 3a and 3b) must be
accompanied by a site-specific flood risk assessment, clearly identifying whether the development will be safe for
its lifetime, taking account of the vulnerability of its users, and whether there may be any potential increase or
reduction in flood risk elsewhere.

Replace wording in penultimate paragraph:
In the case of major development on unallocated sites, if the sequential test shows that it isn’t possible to use an
alternative site, the applicant will need to submit an additional exception test in line with national policy on Flood
Risk Assessments.-w inabii i emove i i

Add further wording to the last paragraph:

All applications should reflect best practice and the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) guidance, and any updated
version (currently April 2017) providing the appropriate information required to assist in the determination of
such application as issued by the LLFA. This includes the requirement to provide details of means of adoption and
maintenance of the systems over the lifetime of the development at the pre-application stage. In adherence with

this guidance, drainage strategies must also consider the potential increase in the volume of run-off from a
development as a result of increases in the area of impermeable surfaces. Although run-off rates may be
restricted to equivalent greenfield rates, the duration over which the site could discharge at this rate is likely to
increase.

Assessment of policy against SA objective —
Publication version

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM131 | 170 Amend wording as follows: Clarification of

application of
policy

To reflect national
policy guidance

To ensure
development
proposals
adequately
address the
potential increase
in the volume of
run-off.

Effect of proposed Main Modification

We
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss N/a N/a
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the . The proposed main modification would not
recycling/reuse of onsite S
S N/a N/a have a significant effect.
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the | D + . . - The proposed main modifications add further
. The policy requires new developments to mitigate
capacity of natural processes and . ; reference to surface water run off. However,
S any flood risk through design and the o
storage systems and maintain MT-LT | P . . . . the modifications do not alter the
- implementation of sustainable drainage systems. L :
and enhance water quality. sustainability appraisal.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of | N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The policy specifically relates to flood risk rather The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a than water quality. have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production Of. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling N/a N/a have a significant effect
of waste. g )
5. Reduce contributions to N/a N/a . e
. - . The proposed main modification would not
climate change and localised air N/a N/a have a significant effect
pollution. 9 )
++ i i . e
. D The policy requires all new development to have The proposed main modifications add further
6. To adapt to climate change and regard to flood risk and the need to incorporate
. . . : reference to surface water run off. However,
avoid, reduce and manage flood surface water drainage into the design and o
- MT-LT | P ; -, the modifications do not alter the
risk. development of the scheme. This scores positively s :
) L . Lo sustainability appraisal.
against the sustainability appraisal objective.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
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expand biodiversity and promote

have a significant effect.

. . N/a N/a
and conserve geodiversity.
L + The policy seeks to secure SuDS in line with the
8. Protect, enhance and increase guidance set out by Norfolk County Council as the . I
. . : The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the STLT | p Lead Local Flood Authority to deal with have a significant effect
District. sustainable drainage. SuDS can form part of the 9 '
green infrastructure network.
9. Maintain, enhance and N/a N/a
preserve the distinctiveness, The proposed main modification would not
diversity and quality of landscape | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
and townscape character.
10. Conserve and where N/a N/a . S
. . . The proposed main modification would not
appropriate enhance the historic N/ N/ have a sianificant effect
environment. a a g '
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
being of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
lﬁarl1rtr|]f rg\fle Ltjtg)?iguaa:::tgezgi?ale N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
q yorp y N/a N/a have a significant effect.
open space.
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and accessibility of essential L
. e N/a N/a have a significant effect.
services and facilities.
15. Redress |neqL_JaI|t_|§s related N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
to age, gender, disability, race, N/ N/ have a significant effect
faith, location and income. a a g
16. Ensure all groups have access | D + The policy requires all development to have
to affordable, decent and regard to flood risk and to be suitably located in The proposed main modification would not
appropriate housing that meets ST-LT | P areas which will not place the development at risk | have a significant effect.
their needs. of flooding.
17. Increase the vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
viability of existing town centres. | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not

o = m H -
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satisfying work appropriate to have a significant effect.

their skills, potential and place of | N/a N/a

residence.

19. 'mp.r?"e the efficiency, . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
competitiveness and adaptability N/a N/a have a significant effect

of the local economy. )

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV0O9 Flood Risk & Surface Water Drainage
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification adds further reference to surface water run off. This is a positive approach with regards to flood risk
Proposed and water quality, but would not alter the previously assessed outcomes.

Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV10 Renewable Energy Development

The Council supports proposals for new renewable energy and low carbon development, subject to consideration
of the impact of the development and whether thrs can be made acceptable Prepesats—feHenewabmle—eﬁergy

generated—etmﬁagh—any—adveree—mﬂrpaets- Proposals WI|| be conS|dered havmg regard to the extent to WhICh

there are:
1. adverse impacts on the local landscape, townscape or designated and gr-non-designated heritage assets

assessed in line with Policies ENV 05, ENV 07 and ENV 08 in the plan —partictlarty-tisted-buildings,conservation

areasscheduled-ancienrt-moenuments-historic parksand-gardens;

2. adverse effects on residential amenity by virtue of outlook / overbearing impact, traffic generation, noise,
vibration, overshadowing, flieker; glare or any other associated detrimental emissions, during construction,
operation and decommissioning; anet

3. an irreversible loss of the highest quality agricultural land;

4. cumulative impacts of renewable energy development on an area; and

3- 5. adverse impacts upon designated wildlife sites; nature conservation interests; and biodiversity, assessed in
line with Policies ENV 02 and ENV 03 in the plan.

Proposals will be permitted where the impact is, or can be made, acceptable. Applications will be expected to

demonstrate that any adverse |mpacts can be mrthated Pemmssren—wm—be—granted—where—there—are—ﬁe

eetwaghed—by—t-he—beneﬁts— Proposals for renewable energy deveIODment |nclud|nd the Iandward mfrastructure
for offshore renewable schemes requiring planning permission will be assessed to determine whether the benefits
they bring in terms of the wetdme amount and usability of energy generated outweigh any adverse impacts.
When attributing weight to any harm, in addition to other relevant policies in the Local Plan, regard will be given
to national policy and guidance, statutory duty and legislation which seeks protection and enhancement of the

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM133 | 173 Amend policy wording: Yes — the
proposed Main
Policy ENV 10 Renewable Energy Development Modification

would change the
requirements of
the policy.
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landscape; designated and non-statutory heritage assets.

Where appropriate the authority will consider the need for planning conditions requiring the decommissioning
and removal of all plant and ancillary equipment, and if necessary the restoration of land, on the cessation of
use.

Solar Energy Development

The effective use of land by focusing large scale solar farms on previously developed and non agricultural land,
will be encouraged provided that it is not of high environmental value.

Particular factors that the Council will need to consider where a proposal involves greenfield land include:

the proposed use of any agricultural land has been shown to be necessary and poorer quality land has been used
in preference to higher quality land, where possible; and

that the proposal allows for continued agricultural use where applicable and/or encourages biodiversity
improvements around arrays.

Wind Energy Development

Proposals for wind energy development will only be permitted if:

the development site is in an area identified as suitable for wind energy development in an adopted
Neighbourhood Plan; and

following consultation, it can be demonstrated that the planning impacts identified by affected local communities
have been fully addressed and therefore the proposal has their backing.

Assessment of policy against SA

S CLTEENTS objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of D 0 Renewable energy can often require the | The proposed main modification adds greater

452
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undeveloped land and productive
agricultural holdings and encourage
the recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the impacts

use of undeveloped land for siting,
particularly for schemes such as solar
farms. In some instances the use of the
land for a renewable scheme may be

emphasis on the avoidance of harmful
environmental impacts, including loss of greenfield
and high quality agricultural land. For this reason,
the policy should be reassessed as "0" instead of

on the environment and safeguard ST-LT | P/T temporary, however this is not always -
resources for the future generations. the case. The policy may therefore have
a negative impact against this
sustainability objective.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not have a
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not have a
growth and development with N/a N/a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a significant effect.
N ++ The proposed modification makes explicit
reference to 'supporting' and 'encouraging' new
The policy supports the development of | renewable energy and low carbon development
renewable energy schemes within the with a specific reference to solar energy
5. Reduce contributions to climate District, where there is no significant development that collectively contributes to the
change and localised air pollution. ST-LT |P adverse effects. The policy scores policy being considered as 'very positive' when
positively against the sustainability measured against the objective and provides
objective. benefits not restricted to within the district but
contributing to a wider national climate change
programme.
6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. | N/a N/a significant effect.
? ? The development of renewable energy The proposed main modifications would not affect
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and . : L o
S . schemes on undeveloped greenfield land | the protection afforded to biodiversity in the
expand biodiversity and promote " " h . . i N .
: : as the potential to impact upon policy. There would be no significant effect to this

and conserve geodiversity.

biodiversity and geodiversity within the

SA objective.
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District. The policy does include a
criteria around the assessment of effect
on biodiversity. The precise impact upon
this sustainability objective will depend
on the sites location.

8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
Green Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a significant effect.
? ? The development of renewable energy
schemes has the potential to impact
upon the landscape and townscape of
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the District. No specific reference is The proposed main modifications would not
the distinctiveness, diversity and made within the policy to landscape and | significantly affect the impact upon landscape and
quality of landscape and townscape | ? ? townscape character. The exact impact | townscape, and so there would be no change to
character. of a scheme will depend on the sites the previous assessment.
location, however regard should be had
to the Landscape Character Assessment
and the Settlement Fringe Study.
? ? The historic environment comprises both
built heritage assets and also the
environment. The development of The proposed main modifications would not
10. Conserve and where appropriate renewable energy schemes has the significantly affect the impact upon the historic
enhance the historic environment. ? ? potential to impact upon the historic environment, and so there would be no change to
environment of the District. The exact the previous assessment.
impact of a scheme will depend on the
sites location.
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T.he-p.roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
of publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a significant effect.
14 Im!or_o_ve the quall'_cy, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
accessibility of essential services L
N/a N/a significant effect.

and facilities.
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15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a . e

. - - The proposed main modification would not have a
age, gender, disability, race, faith, N/ N/ sianificant effect
location and income. a a g )
16. Ensure all groups have access to | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
affordable, decent and appropriate N/a N/a sianificant effect
housing that meets their needs. 9 )
17. Increase the vitality and viability | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
of existing town centres. N/a N/a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would not have a
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a significant effect.
residence.
19. Imp_rgve the efficiency, . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
competitiveness and adaptability of L

N/a N/a significant effect.

the local economy.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ENV10 Renewable Energy Development

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

i1 2 3 4 5
Publication version - N/a| N/a | N/a | + N/a N/a N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a
Proposed MM effect O | N/a| N/a | N/a | ++ | N/a N/a N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a

(in bold and
shaded if amended)

Overall effect of
Proposed

assessment

The proposed main modification would strengthen the policy and improve scoring against SA objectives 1, 5 and 19. The proposed
main modification would also support the policy’s aims with regards to landscape, townscape and the historic environment, but
Modification upon SA | would not affect the previously assessed scores.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 02 - Snetterton Heath

Mod Page
Ref Number

Text with proposed Modification

Reason for
Change

MM137 | 183

SA Objective

Remove first sentence of the policy

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

To avoid repetition

Effect of proposed Main Modification

water quality.

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of L - s ' .
. There is limited brownfield land available

undeveloped land and productive o S .

. . within the District. The allocation of
agricultural holdings and encourage the . e

. . employment land at Snetterton would The proposed main modification would not
recycling/reuse of onsite resources to . . L
A - . ST P require the use of greenfield land, and have a significant effect.
minimise the impacts on the environment : . .
as such scores negatively against this
and safeguard resources for the future L
. criteria.

generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and storage The proposed main modification would not
systems and maintain and enhance water | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of water N/a N/a
to accommodate additional growth and This would be dependent on the design | The proposed main modification would not
development with minimal impacts on N/a N/a of the buildings. affect the previously assessed outcome.
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4. Minimise the production of waste and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
N/a N/a The removal of specific reference to criteria
5. Reduce contributions to climate change a-e of POI'Cy.ECO3 would not affect the
. . . implementation of the Plan as a whole and
and localised air pollution. N/a N/a . .
therefore the proposed main modification
would not have a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and avoid, N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and expand | N/a N/a . o
- . The proposed main modification would not
biodiversity and promote and conserve L
. . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the L 0 The policy includes the requirement for . P
o . . . . The proposed main modification would not
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of employment development to include -
ST-LT | P . . S have a significant effect.
landscape and townscape character. suitable landscaping to minimise impact.
N/a N/a The policy does not include any specific
reference to the historic environment.
10. Conserve and where appropriate This was considered in the Historic The proposed main modification would not
enhance the historic environment. N/a N/a Character Assessment would be dealt have a significant effect.
with through other policies within the
Local Plan.
11. Improve the health and well being of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
N/a N/a The policy seeks to provide 20ha of
14. Im_pr_o_ve the qualle, range and employm_en_t with g_uldance on_dlff_erent The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services and B uses within the site. The policy is L
N/a N/a have a significant effect.

facilities.

designed to support a range of job types
suitable for people seeking a variety of
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work opportunities.

15. Redress inequalities related to age, D ++ . e
. . - . The proposed main modification would not
gender, disability, race, faith, location and L
: LT P have a significant effect.
income.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
affordable, decent and appropriate L
. - N/a N/a have a significant effect.
housing that meets their needs.
N/a N/a The policy seeks to provide 20ha of
employment with guidance on different
17. Increase the vitality and viability of B uses within the site. The policy is The proposed main modification would not
existing town centres. N/a N/a designed to support a range of job types | have a significant effect.
suitable for people seeking a variety of
work opportunities.
D ++ Snetterton is a major employment
18. Help peop_le gain access _to satlsfym_g centr_e Wlt_hln Breckland, extension to The proposed main modification would not
work appropriate to their skills, potential LT P the site will help to meet employment have a sianificant effect
and place of residence. needs within the District and as such it 9 '
score positively against this criteria.
ic?r.nl rgg;?\)’:ﬂg‘; Zfr:c:jc':;;yt’abili tv of the D s The proposed main modification would not
P P Y LT P have a significant effect.

local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 02 - Snetterton Heath
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication - N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | O N/a
version

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

++

N/a

N/a

++

++

Proposed MM - N/a [ N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |0 N/a
effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

N/a

N/a

N/a

N/a

++

N/a

N/a

++

++

Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

Overall effect of In general, the proposed main modification is likely to have little effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 03 General Employment Areas

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM140 | 195 Sites that are identified as General Employment Areas, employment allocations that have not been superseded by | To reflect the
this Plan and proposed employment allocations in this Plan, as illustrated on the Policies Map will be protected for | findings of the
employment use. General
Employment Area
Proposals to accommodate new employment development (B1, B2 and B8 uses) will be permitted on General Topic Paper

Employment Areas where the following criteria apply:

1. It is not a town centre use’, unless the location is sequentially preferable and need has been demonstrated;

2. It will not undermine the function of the wider employment area;

3. The scale, bulk and appearance of the development is compatible with the character of its surroundings;

4. There is no significant detrimental health impacts, (assessed through a health impact assessment where
appropriate), on the amenity of neighbouring land uses and the character of the area by virtue of increased
levels of noise, odour, emissions, or dust and impacts on light; and

5. The traffic generated does not have a severe adverse impact on local amenity, highway safety or the operation
of the highways network.

Proposals for mixed-use development in identified employment areas will be supported provided that they:

e incorporate a significant employment element (B1, B2 and B8 uses);

- lewith-exist | ;

support the improvement of an employment area that is in need of upgrading;_and
are compatible and Bdo not constrain the operations of adjoining businesses.:an¢
+—Are-capable-ofreinstatementfor-business-ana-ndustriat-use:

Where the site is considered as having no reasonable prospect of coming into use justification would be needed
as to whether the site no longer suitable, available and/or economically viable, including evidence of appropriate
marketing and future market demand.

Yunless it is a proposal for mixed use development
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SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Restricting development on employment

Effect of proposed Main Modification

undeveloped land and productive P 0 sites for non-employment uses may put

agricultural holdings and encourage some pressure on the release of . e

the recycling/reuse of onsite LT P undeveloped and agricultural land for T_he_p_roposed main modification would not have a
S . significant effect.

resources to minimise the impacts development.

on the environment and safeguard

resources for the future generations.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a

capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not have a

storage systems and maintain and significant effect.

enhance water quality. N/a N/a

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a

water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not have a

growth and development with N/a N/a significant effect.

minimal impacts on water quality.

4. Minimise the production of waste | N/a | N/a The proposed main modification would not have a

and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a significant effect.

5. Reduce contrlk.Jutlon.s to cllmate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a

change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a significant effect.

6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a

avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. The proposed main modification would not have a

N/a N/a significant effect.
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7. Protect, conserve, enhance and

N/a N/a i ificati
expand biodiversity and promote T_he.?rop?sef? rr;am modification would not have a
and conserve geodiversity. N/a | N/a signiicant etfect.
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a ) o
Green Infrastructure in the District. The proposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve N/a N/a
the distinctiveness, diversity and The proposed main modification would not have a
quality of landscape and townscape N/a N/a significant effect.
character.
10. Conserve and where appropriate N/ N/ . .
. . . a a The proposed main modification would not have a
enhance the historic environment. L
significant effect.
N/a N/a
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a | N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. Im_prove the guality and_ N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
quantity of publicly accessible open N/a N/a significant effect.
space.
14. Improve the quality, range and D - Restricting development on
accessn_ol_ll_ty of essential services - - employment S|tes_ for non-employment The proposed main modification would not have a
and facilities. uses may be d-e-trlmental to the - significant effect.
provision of facilities and services in
settlements.
15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a
age, gender, disability, race, faith, The proposed main modification would not have a
location and income. N/a N/a significant effect.
16. Ensure all groups have access to D - Restricting development on The proposed main modification would not have a
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affordable, decent and appropriate

employment sites for non-employment

significant effect.

MT P
housing that meets their needs. uses could result in vacant under used
land which could be used to provide
homes for the population.
17. Increase the vitality and viability | + Restricting development on The inclusion of footnote 1 would support some
of existing town centres. employment sites for non- mixed use development in employment areas.
employment uses will result in less However, the policy includes criteria to ensure the
out-of-town retail units. thus effect on town centres would not be negative. The
ST- P improving the vitality a}1d viability of policy continues to support town centres.
LT town centres.
18. Help people gain accessto D ++ | Protecting employment sites allows for The proposed main modification would allow for the
satisfying work appropriate to their enhancement of employment policy to continue to protect and enhance
skills, potential and place of ST- | P opportunities and greater accessibility employment uses. The previous assessment
residence. LT to employment. outcome should remain.
19. Improve the efficiency, D ++ | Providing and protecting areas from
competitiveness and adaptability of employment use will ensure there is _ o
the local economy. apbropriate areas of accessible land The proposed main modification would not have a
pprop : o significant effect and continues to support the
ST- P avaﬂablg:_to improve efﬂuency,. objective.
LT competitiveness and adaptability of the

local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 03 General Employment Areas
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication 0 N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a N/a - N/a - + ++ ++
version
Proposed MM 0 N/a | N/a | N/fa | N/a |N/a | N/a | N/a [ N/a [N/a [ N/a |N/a |Na |- N/a | - + ++ ++

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification
upon SA
assessment

The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy ECO4 Employment Development Outside of General Employment Areas

SA Objective

1. Minimise the irreversible loss | L -
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the
recycling/reuse of onsite
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.

Existing Employment (Outside General Employment Areas, employment allocations that have not been
superseded and proposed employment allocations)

Employment uses in locations outside of those outlined in Policy EC 03 are considered important to the economy,

particularly those in rural areas. Proposals that will result in a permanent loss of employment uses with no
alternative proposed will be considered on their own merits. The loss will be weighed in the planning balance,
taking into account factors such as the long term sustainability of the location, individual site constraints and the
existing and potential market demand for employment uses.

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Option could result in limited loss of

MT-LT | P particularly in the case of industries significant effect.
related to agriculture and forestry.

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM141 | 197 Add additional new subtitle and text at the end of Policy ECO4: To provide

further protection
to employment
uses that do not
site within a
General
Employment
Area or a
proposed or not
superseded
allocation.

Effect of proposed Main Modification

undeveloped and agricultural land The proposed main modification would not have a
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2. Limit water consumption to N/a N/a
the capacity of natural The proposed main modification would not have a
processes and storage systems I
P N/a N/a significant effect.
and maintain and enhance
water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse N/a N/a
of V\_/a_ter to accommodate The proposed main modification would not have a
additional growth and N/a N/a significant effect
development with minimal 9 '
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production Of. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
waste and support the recycling .
N/a N/a significant effect.
of waste.
5. Reduce contributions to L 0/ Bnpmymentdevﬂopmentmlenuﬁe . .
. . . countryside locations could result in The proposed main modification would not have a
climate change and localised air : L
- MT-LT | P employees having to travel long significant effect.
pollution. .
distances to work.
6.To adf’:\pt to climate change N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and avoid, reduce and manage Lo
. N/a N/a significant effect.
flood risk.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance L - o
. - Limited loss of undeveloped land could . P
and expand biodiversity and . : The proposed main modification would not have a
result in a detrimental effect on A
promote and conserve ST-LT [P o ) significant effect.
. . biodiversity
geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase | N/a N/a . .
. The proposed main modification would not have a
Green Infrastructure in the N/a N/a significant effect
District. 9 '
9. Maintain, en_ha_nce_ and L - B class use outside of General The proposed main modification relates to the protection
preserve the distinctiveness, - .
diversity and quality of Emp_loyment Areas could have a of eX|st|r_19 (_employment uses from loss. Th!s would not
ST-LT [P detrimental affect on the townscape and | have a significant effect with regards to this SA
landscape and townscape S
landscape. objective.
character.
10. Conserve and where L - B class use outside of General The proposed main modification relates to the protection
appropriate enhance the historic | ST-LT | P Employment Areas could have a of existing employment uses from loss. This would not
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environment.

detrimental affect on the townscape and
landscape, including the historic
environment.

have a significant effect with regards to this SA
objective.

11. Improve the health and well | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
being of the population. N/a N/a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T-he.p-roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. In_1prove the_quallty an_d N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
quantity of publicly accessible N/ N/ significant effect
open space. a a 9 '
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and accessibility of essential N/a N/a significant effect
services and facilities. 9 '
L + The proposed main modification offers further protection
to employment areas outside of allocations, some of
15. Redress inequalities related which lie in the rural areas. Protecting these areas helps
to age, gender, disability, race, st |p to address rural inequalities. Previously it was judged
faith, location and income. ) that there would be no effect, however, due to the
proposed main modification, a positive score has been
added.
16. Ensure all groups have N/a N/a
access to affordable, decent and The proposed main modification would not have a
appropriate housing that meets | N/a N/a significant effect.
their needs.
1.7' I_qcrease t_he_ vitality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
viability of existing town Lo
N/a N/a significant effect.
centres.
. L ++ Option allows flexibility for the location
18. Help people gain access to : . I .
L - of employment use where there is an The proposed main modification offers further protection
satisfying work appropriate to . i : . . .
- . b identified need, thus creating to employment areas outside of allocations, supporting
their skills, potential and place ST-LT |P - . . o
. employment opportunities to meet the the previously assessed highly positive outcome.
of residence. )
needs of the local population.
19. Improve the efficiency, L ++ Option allows for diverse rural economy | The proposed main modification offers further protection
competitiveness and ST-LT |P by allowing for employment to employment areas outside of allocations, supporting
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adaptability of the local development in the countryside which the previously assessed highly positive outcome.
economy. supports agriculture and forestry. The
option allows a level of flexibility to
ensure economic development is not
overly restricted by lack of appropriately
located, available land.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC04 Employment Development Outside of General Employment Areas
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication - N/a | N/a | N/a | 0/- N/a | - N/a | - - N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a ++ ++
version
Proposed MM - N/a | N/a [ N/a | 0/- | N/a |- N/a | - - N/a | N/a N/a N/a + N/a N/a ++ ++

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification offers further protection to employment areas outside of allocations; this would support the previously
Proposed assessed highly positive outcomes against economic SA objectives. It is also considered that the proposed main modification would
Modification upon | assist in addressing rural inequalities and so has been scored positively against SA objective 15.

SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 05 - Town Centre and Retail Strategy

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM143 | 201 Replace figures in table: To reflect
Hierarchy Convenience  Comparison Food and corrected and
Requirement @ Requirement beverage updated
(net sq m) (net sq m) (gross sq m) evidence -
Thetford Key Centre 862 1,509 3669 2,986 925 757 Breckland Retail
Dereham Main centre 1950 839 5220-4,793 849 and Town Centre
Attleborough | Medium town centre 1025-578 1242-1,016 820 Study Second
Swaffham Medium town centre 0 804-737 220 ';‘gfg;]dl_:%é%?p\
Watton Medium town centre 491514 +172-1,048 181

Amend wording of second to last paragraph of policy:
For the Key Settlements of Attleborough and Thetford, a significant proportion of the retail need for the plan gf}lr g;canon of
period will be met through development of small scale service provision in the Strategic Urban Extensions to requirements
serve the expanded communities. Retail proposals for-the-Strategie-Urban-Extensionsin-Thetford-and
Attlebereugh will be supported where they seek to deliver up to 2,400 sq m gross floorspace A1-A5 use in
Thetford and up to 1,900 sq m gross floorspace A1-A5 use in Attleborough in a local parade format, which has
been informed by the Breckland Retail and Town Centre Study. Proposals should be...

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

SA Objective
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risk.

the confluence of the Rivers Thet and Little
Ouse and the Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment. No specific reference is made to

1. Minimise the irreversible loss L 0
of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural holdings
and encourage the . . - The proposed main modification would not
recycling/reuse of onsite Policy relates to existing town centres S
s N/a N/a have a significant effect.
resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment and
safeguard resources for the
future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the | N/a 0
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain N/a N/a have a significant effect.
and enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of | N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with N/a N/a have a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production Of_ N/a N/a Compatibility with this objective will be The proposed main modification would not
waste and support the recycling . . S o
of waste. N/a N/a determined at the planning application stage. | have a significant effect.
D + The supports the development of town The proposed modification further clarifies
L centre uses within the Districts town centres. | the policy but does not change the
5. Reduce contributions to o ; . . X
. . . This is compatible with the aims of the previous assessment other than the
climate change and localised air _— . . .
ollution ST-LT P objective as these are more accessible positive effects of the policy would not
P ' locations by means other than single just be for the medium term but cover the
occupancy car. short to long term.
L 0 The policy allocates retail floorspace across
the District, including to Thetford. Whilst the
. level of growth can be accommodated within
6. To adapt to climate change and ) . R
avoid, reduce and manage flood the town, any new development will need to | The proposed main modification would not
’ ST P have regard to the town centres location at have a significant effect.
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this within either the policy or the reasoned
justification.

7. Protect, conserve, enhance and | N/a N/a . .
S . The proposed main modification would not
expand biodiversity and promote N/ N/ have a sianificant effect
and conserve geodiversity. a a 9 '
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a . .
. The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the N/ N/ have a significant effect
District. a a 9 '
S L + Direct enhancements to the townscape are
9. Maintain, enhance and . . )
T not included within the policy. However, the . P
preserve the distinctiveness, . The proposed main modification would not
. . . retail and town centre strategy states that S
diversity and quality of landscape | MT P o S have a significant effect.
applications should deliver improvements to
and townscape character. . .
the built environment.
10. Cons_erve and where . . L - No specific mention to the historic The proposed main modification would not
appropriate enhance the historic . . . - . L
. ST P environment is provided within the policy have a significant effect.
environment.
11. Improve the health and well L + Thg_p_ollcy_su_pports th_e '°Ca“°T‘ of r(_etall . The proposed main modification would not
; . facilities within accessible locations, including L
being of the population. MT P . . have a significant effect.
through new pedestrian and cycle links.
. N/a N/a This will be determined at the planning The proposed main modification would not
12. Reduce and prevent crime o L
N/a N/a application stage have a significant effect.
liar?t?’f rg\fle Sg)(laiguaa:::tgezgi?ale N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
q yorp y N/a N/a have a significant effect.
open space.
D ++ The policy allows for new retail floorspace
14. Improve the quality. range within the town centres in accordance with
- |mprove the g Y. rang the Retail and Town Centre Strategy. This The proposed main modification would not
and accessibility of essential - . S
. e MT P will improve access to key services and as have a significant effect.
services and facilities. . o
such scores well against the sustainability
objective.
15. Redress mquaht,gs related D + The policy suppqrts the dgvelopmgnt of tqwn The proposed main modification would not
to age, gender, disability, race, centre uses within accessible locations which L
. - - MT P . . . N have a significant effect.
faith, location and income. is compatible with the objective.
16. Ensure all groups have access | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not

o = m H -
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to affordable, decent and

have a significant effect.

appropriate housing that meets N/a N/a
their needs.

L ++ The proposed main modification would not
change the previous score of the policy

The policy reflects the findings of the Retail against thIS.ObJeCtlve even though the
. floorspace figures have been amended. It
s and Town Centre Study. Increases in . : . .
17. Increase the vitality and e is considered the policy still promotes the
L L floorspace within the town centre and lower L L
viability of existing town centres. | ST P ; o vitality and viability of the centres. The
impact assessment thresholds will improve : !
o -~ policy outlines the amount of land
the vitality and viability of the town centre. ;
required to support the town centres and
the Key Settlements that will provide for
the needs of the local community.
18. Help people gain access to L + The policy allows for an increase in retail and
satisfying work appropriate to town centre floorspace across the A use class | The proposed main modification supports
their skills, potential and place of | MT P in accordance with the findings of the Retalil the previous assessment outcomes.
residence. and Town Centre study.

L + The proposed main modification would not
change the previous score of the policy
against this objective even though the

.. The policy does not directly allocate land for _ﬂoorspgce figures haye bgen amended. It
19. Improve the efficiency, : o is considered the policy still promotes the
competitiveness and adaptability business development, however it is vitality and viability of the centres that

MT P supportive of new floorspace within the town

of the local economy.

centre.

supports the competiveness and
adaptability of the local economy. The
policy outlines the amount of land

required to support the town centres and

the Key Settlements.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 05 - Town Centre and Retail Strategy

SA Summary
Sustainability Objective
1 3 4
Publication 0 0 N/a | N/a | + 0 N/a | N/a | + - + N/a N/a ++ + N/a ++ + +
version
Proposed MM 0 0 N/a | N/a | + 0 N/a | N/a | + - + N/a N/a ++ + N/a ++ + +

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)
Overall effect of The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect upon the previously assessed outcomes.
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 07 Tourism Related Development

Policy ECO7 Tourism Related Development
The ereatior; enhancement and expansion of existing tourism attractions; and tourism infrastructure will be

supported in accordance with the development strategy where this would erkhance-the-existing-teurism-offer;
benefit the local economy; the environment and infrastructure can accommodate the visitor impact; and

proposals would be of a suitable scale and type for #s-their location.

Proposals for new tourism related development teisure-todrism-and-—culturat-development-propesats-aned-visitor

aceemmeodatien attracting a significant number of visitors should be located within, or be accessible to the five
market towns. Smaller development proposals involving new tourism related development should be of a suitable
scale and type to protect the character of the townscape and landscape within which they are situated.

All B de veIopment proposals WI|| be assessed against the extent to WhICh they meet the foIIowmg criteria:

Bring regeneration benefits, partlcularly through the redevelopment of brownfield land;

Are accessible by sustainable modes of transport and-/+er-are-in-close-proximity-to-existing-visiter-attractions—or
where a proposal is not readily accessible by sustainable modes of transport, it can be demonstrated that the
development relies on a specific geographical resource or contributions are made to improve accessibility;

Offer the potential to improve access to rights of way; and/or green infrastructure; and

In the case of Droposals in the countrVS|de demonstrate the need for a rural Iocatlon for that development

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM144 | 210 Revise policy wording as follows: To ensure that

there is a
distinction
between new
tourism proposals
and tourist
destinations that
already exist.
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Camping and caravan sites will be supported where there is an unmet need. Proposals should be small in scale to
limit impact on landscape and amenity and utilise, or be well related to, existing rural buildings.

Assessment of policy against SA objective — Effect of proposed Main

SA Objective Publication version Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of | L -- The policy allows for tourist related development across the
undeveloped land and productive district, whilst the focus for major schemes is on the market
agricultural holdings and towns, smaller scale development is acceptable across the . e
. - . . . The proposed main modification
encourage the recycling/reuse of district subject to scale and type. Whilst, the effect on this L
- LS ST- . : . . would not have a significant
onsite resources to minimise the LT P objective will be dependent on the particular site, due to effect
impacts on the environment and the limited quantum of brownfield land across the District it ’
safeguard resources for the future is likely that most development will occur on undeveloped
generations. land.
2, L|m_|t water consumption to the D 0 New development will see a need for increased water The proposed main modification
capacity of natural processes and . : . L
o consumption, however the impact from tourism would not have a significant
storage systems and maintain and LT P s N
- development is likely to be minimal. effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of D 0 New development will see a need for increased water The proposed main modification
water to accommodate additional . . . R
. consumption, however the impact from tourism would not have a significant
growth and development with LT P S .
. . . development is likely to be minimal. effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a The proposed main modification
waste and support the recycling of N/a N/a would not have a significant
waste. effect.
L 0 The preferred direction allows for smaller scale tourism The proposed modification adds
5. Reduce contributions to climate development across the district. This may lead to greater consideration to
change and localised air pollution. MT P development in areas without public transport access and accessibility and impact upon the
as such lead to reliance on the private car. The impact environment. The score is
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upon air pollution likely to be minimal.

therefore amended from 0/- to O.

5 5 - —— -
6. To adapt to climate change and - - The_effect c_>f this objective will be d(_ependent on the The proposed main modification
. particular site selected, as such the impact is unclear at L
avoid, reduce and manage flood . : ; would not have a significant
. ? ? present but should be dealt with during the planning
risk. o effect.
application stage.
? ? i i
- - The effect on this objective will be dependent on the Igr?s%oe“rc{h\g?;ldaﬁttlr:)l;‘etﬁ;
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and particular site selected. The effect will need to be carefully environment Tﬁe roposed Main
expand biodiversity and promote " " considered given the close relationship between tourism Modification ;Nouldpno? have a
and conserve geodiversity. ' ' and rural areas with known biodiversity value such as L
Thetford Forest or the river valleys significant effect that would alter
| the previously assessed outcome.
? ? . S : The policy would continue to
The effect on this objective will be dependent on the consider the impact Ubon areen
8. Protect, enhance and increase particular site selected. The effect will need to be carefully infrastructure 'IPhe rg osgd Main
Green Infrastructure in the considered given the close relationship between tourism e : prop
L ? ? : - : Modification would not have a
District. ' ' and rural areas with known biodiversity value such as L
Thetford Forest or the river valleys significant effect that would alter
| the previously assessed outcome.
? ? . _— . The policy would continue to
s The effect on this objective will be dependent on the : .
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve : : . ; consider the impact upon the
s . - particular site selected. The impact will need to be carefully ) ;
the distinctiveness, diversity and ) . environment. The proposed Main
. considered given the dependency between a successful e
quality of landscape and ? ? . . ; Modification would not have a
tourist economy and an attractive landscape and built L
townscape character. environment significant effect that would alter
| the previously assessed outcome.
? ? The policy would continue to
10. Conserve and where The impact on this objective will be dependent on the consider the impact upon the
’ . . . particular site selected. The effect will need to be carefully environment. The proposed Main
appropriate enhance the historic : . . . : e
environment ? ? considered given the close relationship between tourism Modification would not have a
' and heritage, including e historic environment. significant effect that would alter
the previously assessed outcome.
11. Improve the health and well N/a N/a The proposed main modification
: . would not have a significant
being of the population. N/a N/a
effect.
N/a N/a The proposed main modification
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a would not have a significant

effect.
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13. Improve the quality and N/a N/a The proposed main modification
quantity of publicly accessible open N/a N/a would not have a significant
space. effect.

14. Improve the quality, range and | N/a N/a The proposed main modification
accessibility of essential services N/ N/ would not have a significant
and facilities. a a effect.

15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a . .

. - . The proposed main modification
age, gender, disability, race, faith, N/a N/a would not have a significant effect
location and income. g
16. Ensure all groups have access N/a N/a The proposed main modification
to affordable, decent and A

. . would not have a significant
appropriate housing that meets N/a N/a
. effect.
their needs.
D + The proposed modification
supports new development
The policy seeks to promote larger scale development attracting a significant number of
17. Increase the vitality and ST- within or close to town centres as sustainable locations visitors should be within or be
viability of existing town centres. P from which to explore Breckland. This scores good accessible to the five market
LT oo . . . . .
compatibility with this objective. towns and therefore this policy
would have a positive effect
against this objective.
L ++ The proposed modification seeks
18. Help people gain access to The policy supports the development of new tourist to clarify proposals for new
satisfying work appropriate to facilities and accommodation within the District. Tourism is | tourism development and those
their skills, potential and place of ST P a key employment sector within Breckland and as such the | that are existing. The policy still
residence. policy scores well against this objective. has a positive effect when
considered against the objective.
L ++ The proposed modification seeks
Tourism and tourist related employment is a key sector to cl_anfy proposals for new
.. - . . tourism development and those
19. Improve the efficiency, within Breckland's economy. The policy supports the L . :
L . . . o e that are existing. The policy still
competitiveness and adaptability sustainable development of tourist facilities within the .
ST P has a positive effect when

of the local economy.

District. The preferred direction supports smaller scale
tourism development across the district.

considered against the objective
and the additional clarification
helps support development
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proposals that relies on a specific
geographic resource and or a
countryside location.

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy EC 07 Tourism Related Development
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 4 5}
Publication -- 0 0 N/a | 0/- ? ? ? ? ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + ++ ++
version
Proposed MM -- 0 0 N/a | O ? ? ? ? ? N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + ++ ++

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would support the previously assessed outcomes in the main. SA objective 5 has been amended from al
Proposed 0/- score to 0 due to the greater emphasis the policy would have on the environment and accessibility, and the effect this would have
Modification upon | on pollution and air quality.

SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 01 Design

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM146 | 214 Revise the text after criteria O to state the following: To provide
additional clarity
Development that does not fully address the—values ef-the-design-prineiples—of the criteria above erthe-design to the policy.

issues-eutines-abeve-will not be aceeptable permitted.
The policy has

All development proposals should respond to current best practice and demonstrate that they are in general also been
conformity with the design principles set out in established urban design guidance, any subsequently produced amended to
design guidance Supplementary Planning Document adopted by the Council or other design guidance endorsed included

by the Council and/or through neighbourhood planning. reference to

viability in relation
In some cases the Council will request the involvement of a developer funded Design Review, subject to viability. | to Design
Reviews.

Assessment of policy against SA objective

Shtlesive — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible N/a N/a
loss of undeveloped land and
productive agricultural
holdings and encourage the The proposed main modification would not have a
recycling/reuse of onsite N/a N/a significant effect.

resources to minimise the
impacts on the environment
and safeguard resources for
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the future generations.

2. Limit water consumption to | N/a N/a
the capacity of natural The proposed main modification would not have a
processes and storage systems N/ N/a sianificant effect
and maintain and enhance a 9 '
water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse | N/a N/a
of V\{a_ter to accommodate The proposed main modification would not have a
additional growth and R

. . N/a N/a significant effect.
development with minimal
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
waste and support the N/ N/ significant effect
recycling of waste. a a 9 '
5'. Reduce contributions t_o N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
climate change and localised N/ N/ sianificant effect
air pollution. a a 9 '
6. To ad_apt to climate change N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and avoid, reduce and manage N/ N/ significant effect
flood risk. a a g '
7. Protect, conserve, enhance N/a N/a
and expand biodiversity and The proposed main modification would not have a
promote and conserve N/a N/a significant effect.
geodiversity.
?' Protect, enhance and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
increase Green Infrastructure S
. L N/a N/a significant effect.
in the District.

L D T The most obvious effects of good design is the The proposed M"?“” Modification .WOUld potennal-ly
9. Maintain, enhance and I . remove the requirement for Design Review. Whilst
Lo contribution that is made to the townscape and . . . .
preserve the distinctiveness, : L this could result in some proposals being subject
diversity and quality of Iandscapg of pI_acgs. The effective appllcatlon of to less scrutiny, which may be a missed
ST-LT |P good design principles should result in a ’

landscape and townscape
character.

particular compatibility with this sustainability
objective.

opportunity for design of the very highest quality,
these occasions are likely to be rare and overall
the policy remains highly positive in its approach.

T G T L s
Create Deliver

480




CAPITA

D ++ The proposed Main Modification would potentially
Good design should take into account the remove the requirement for Design Review. Whilst
10. Conserve and where setting of the area and the local character. The this could result in some proposals being subject
appropriate enhance the st | p application of the good design policy should to less scrutiny, which may be a missed
historic environment. result in a particular compatibility with this opportunity for design of the very highest quality,
sustainability objective. these occasions are likely to be rare and overall
the policy remains highly positive in its approach.
D + Well designed development should incorporate
open space and/or create good accessibility
11. Improve the health and links. It ShOUId. also mcorporate_ featu_res that_ The proposed main modification would not have a
well being of the population ST-LT |P promote & choice of transport, including walking significant effect
’ or cycling. This may contribute to the '
improvement of the health and well being of the
population.
D ++ The policy incorporates crime prevention as one
12. Reduce and prevent crime of the principles of good design. This can be The proposed main modification would not have a
) ST-LT (P through both the prevention of crime and the significant effect.
prevention of the fear of crime.
13. Irr_1prove the_quallty an_d D + Well designed development shoul_d mtegrat_e any | tpe proposed main modification would not have a
quantity of publicly accessible element of open space, or forge links to existing A
ST-LT |P : . significant effect.
open space. open space as far as is practicable.
14. Improv_e _the quality, range N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and accessibility of essential A
services and facilities. N/a N/a significant effect.
15. Redress inequalities N/a N/a
related to age, gender, The proposed main modification would not have a
disability, race, faith, location N/a N/a significant effect.
and income.
D + Well designed housing should incorporate an The proposed main modification adds that a
appropriate mix of house types and should be Design Review should be subject to viability. This
16. Ensure all groups have : . -
designed in such a way as to be capable of would go some way to avoiding market
access to affordable, decent adaptation to meet the changing needs of its uncertainty in the delivery of housing. This
and appropriate housing that ST-LT |P )

meets their needs.

occupiers. There are risks that very high
standards of design confer additional costs to
the developer, in terms of money and time, and

however would not result in a significant
difference when considering the effects of the
policy as a whole and so, on balance, the positive
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this may impact upon the market attractiveness
of sites and therefore the delivery of housing.

assessment should remain.

D + Well designed buildings, spaces and
17. Increase the vitality and transportation routes will contribute to the . .
S L : . . The proposed main modification would not have a
viability of existing town STLT | p creation of an attractive environment that significant effect
centres. people will want to use. This will help to create '
vital and viable town centres.
18. Help people gain access to | N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to The proposed main modification would not have a
their skills, potential and place | N/a N/a significant effect.
of residence.
Well designed buildings, spaces and
transportation routes will contribute to the
D + creation of an attractive and well functioning
environment that people will want to use and
invest in.
Therefore well designed places will help to
19. Improve the efficiency, contribute to the competitiveness of the
competitiveness and economy. Buildings designed to be adaptable The proposed main modification would not have a
adaptability of the local will build in adaptability which should help the significant effect.
economy. reactiveness of the economy by ensuring that
ST-LT (P buildings are suitable for a number of purposes.

There are risks that very high standards of
design confer additional costs to the developer,
and this may impact upon the attractiveness of
sites and therefore the delivery of employment
development.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 01 Design

SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | ++ | ++ |+ ++ + N/a N/a + + N/a +
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a [ N/a |++ | ++ |+ ++ + N/a N/a + + N/a +

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

The proposed Main Modification would potentially remove the requirement for Design Review. Whilst this could result in some proposals
being subject to less scrutiny, which may be a missed opportunity for design of the very highest quality, these occasions are likely to be

rare and the previously assessed outcomes should remain.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 02 - Healthy Lifestyles

New development will be expected to take appropriate steps to avoid/mitigate potential negative effects on the

health of the population and facilitate enhanced health and well-being through the provision of conditions
supportive of good physical and mental health. Where possible, new development should also seek to reduce
disparities in health between different parts of Breckland by addressing detrimental environmental social and
economic conditions.

Development in Air Quality Management Areas and those areas identified as affecting or likely to affect the
control of relevant pollutants within the Air Quality Management Area, should be consistent with the local air
guality action plan.

Developers will be expected to demonstrate the above, through the following eemplete-and-submit-the-following
with-planning-applications:

i._A Health Impact Assessment fertarge-and-complexpropesats where the Council consider there are likely to be
clear health implications from the proposal;

ii. A Healthy Yrbar Planning Checklist for developments of 5 dwellings/1,000m2 of non-residential development
or more.

iii. An assessment of the likely impact of the development on air quality, for developments of 5
dwellings/1,000m2 of non-residential development or more, in or impacting on areas identified as ‘at risk’ of
exceeding air quality objectives.

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM147 | 218 Revise Policy COMO2 as follows: To add clarity for

when health
impact
assessments and
healthy urban
planning
checklists will be
required.
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SA Objective

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a N/a
undeveloped land and productive
agrlculturgl holdings and encourage The proposed main modification would not
the recycling/reuse of onsite resources N/ N/ have a sianificant effect
to minimise the impacts on the a a 9 '
environment and safeguard resources
for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not
growth and development with minimal | N/a N/a have a significant effect.
impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
L ++ . . The proposed main modification further
The policy requires all new developments to . ; -
: . . strengthens the policy against the objective.
L . consider health impacts through design and , ;
5. Reduce contributions to climate . . . The 'negative effects on the health of the
. : . ST - construction. This would include access to g . . .
change and localised air pollution. P . o population’ are not listed in the main
LT services and facilities by means other than

single occupancy catr.

modification, but when considered against
the objective to reduce localised air

We | Listen Create Deliver
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pollution, this policy has short to long term
positive effects that are not only positive
but very positive and hence the change in
scoring.

6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . .
S . The proposed main modification would not
expand biodiversity and promote and L
. . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
conserve geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase Green | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
D + The policy requires new development to
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the consider the health impact through the . L
o . . . ; : The proposed main modification would not
distinctiveness, diversity and quality of design and construction phase. The L
ST-LT (P have a significant effect.
landscape and townscape character. landscape and townscape of a development
can have a significant health impact.
D + The policy requires new development to
10. Conserve and where appropriate conglder the health |mpact through the The proposed main modification would not
. . . design and construction phase. The L
enhance the historic environment. ST-LT |P have a significant effect.
landscape and townscape of a development
can have a significant health impact.
D ++ The policy requires all new development to The proposed main modifications add clarity
11. Improve the health and well being consider health impacts from the initial to the policy rather than changing the
of the population. ST-LT (P design phase and as such score positively priorities; therefore, there is no significant
against the sustainability objective. changes to the sustainability of the policy.
12. Reduce and orevent crime N/a N/a Compatibility with the objective will occur The proposed main modification would not
) P N/a N/a through the planning application stage. have a significant effect.
D + All new developments should provide open
13. Improve the quality and quantity of space. As part OT the application proposal The proposed main modification would not
ublicly accessible open space ST P Qevelopments will now T‘eefj to consider have a significant effect
P ' impact upon health, which includes access to '
open space.
14. Improve the quality, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
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facilities.
. . D ha The policy requires new develgpment_to have The proposed main modifications add clarity
15. Redress inequalities related to age, regard to health impacts, particularly in . .
. . - . : : to the policy rather than changing the
gender, disability, race, faith, location regards to economic, environmental and C . S
. ST-LT |P . o ; priorities; therefore, there is no significant
and income. social conditions. This should help to redress S .
. . s o changes to the sustainability of the policy.
inequalities within the district.
D + The policy requires new develppment_to have The proposed main modifications add clarity
16. Ensure all groups have access to regard to health impacts, particularly in . .
. . . to the policy rather than changing the
affordable, decent and appropriate regards to economic, environmental and e . A
. - ST-LT (P . . ; priorities; therefore, there is no significant
housing that meets their needs. social conditions. This should help to redress - .
; . ey o change to the sustainability of the policy.
inequalities within the district.
17. Increase the vitality and viability of | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18._He|_p people gain access to . N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
satisfying work appropriate to their -
. . . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
skills, potential and place of residence.
(]:-(?r'nl T}E?\Y:nggi zfrrélcfggyéabilit of the N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
P P Y N/a N/a have a significant effect.

local economy.

Create Deliver

487




CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 02 - Healthy Lifestyles
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | + + ++ N/a + N/a + + N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a [ N/a | N/a | ++ | N/a | N/a [ N/a |+ + ++ N/a + N/a + + N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect in the main, but would improve the score against SA objective 5
Proposed regarding air pollution.

Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 04 - Community Facilities

Mod Page
Ref Number

Text with proposed Modification

Reason for
Change

MM151 | 221

SA Objective

Revise the policy as follows:

The creation, enhancement and expansion of community facilities will be supported in-acecoerdance-with-the
developmentstrategy where this would enhance the existing offer, benefit the local economy and be of a
suitable scale and type for its location and in locations in close proximity to the area that they will serve.
Proposals, including change of use (outside permitted development rights), which result in the loss of local
community buildings (most recently used for this purpose where the use has ceased), will not be permitted
unless:

It can be demonstrated that there is no local need for the facility or that its continuing function is no longer
viable following appropriate marketing; ane or

An equivalent facility in terms of quality is provided to serve the same community in an accessible location. e¢:

AR NBran o orn o arEARHA o-aee = noad nA oo ad A a-he ho

All proposals relating to the provision, loss or redevelopment of Indoor Sports Facilities will have regard to the

Assessment of policy against SA

objective — Publication version

We | Listen Create Deliver

key findings and recommendations of the Indoor Sport and Built Sports and Recreational Facilities Study (2017).

To add clarity to
the policy

Effect of proposed Main Modification
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1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a N/a
undeveloped land and productive
agrlculturfal holdings and encourage The proposed main modification would not have a
the recycling/reuse of onsite o
S . N/a N/a significant effect.
resources to minimise the impacts on
the environment and safeguard
resources for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not have a
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a
water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not have a
growth and development with N/a N/a significant effect.
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a significant effect.
L + Protection of key local services
5. Reduce contributions to climate reduces peoples need to travel long The proposed main modification would not have a
change and localised air pollution. LT P distances, thus lowering carbon significant effect.
dioxide emissions.

6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . e

S . The proposed main modification would not have a
expand biodiversity and promote and N/a N/a significant effect
conserve geodiversity. '
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
Green Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the | N/a N/a
distinctiveness, diversity and quality The proposed main modification would not have a
of landscape and townscape N/a N/a significant effect.
character.
10. Conserve and where appropriate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
enhance the historic environment. N/a N/a significant effect.
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L ? Reducing peoples need to travel by The proposed main modifications add clarity to the
11. Improve the health and well being protecting key local services could policy rather than changing the priorities, therefore,
of the population. MT P improve the well being of the local there is no significant change to the sustainability of
population the policy.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a T_he_p_roposed main modification would not have a
N/a N/a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
of publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a significant effect.
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'_cy, range and L ++ Protection of local services ensures The proposed main modification would not have a
accessibility of essential services and everyone has access to key local N
o MT ; o significant effect.
facilities. services and facilities
15. Redress inequalities related to L * Protection of local services ensures Th? proposed main mod!f|cat|ons ‘?‘d‘?' _cIarlty to the
. - . policy rather than changing the priorities, therefore,
age, gender, disability, race, faith, everyone has reasonably easy access . L S
: . MT P . there is no significant change to the sustainability of
location and income. to the services that they need. .
the policy.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
affordable, decent and appropriate N/ N/ sianificant effect
housing that meets their needs. a a 9 '
17. Increase the vitality and viability N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
of existing town centres. N/a N/a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would not have a
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a significant effect.
residence.
i(?r.nl rg,';;?\)’eenghses Zfr?clc:;:y{abili tv of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have a
b P Y N/a N/a significant effect.

the local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy COM 04 - Community Facilities
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4

Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a [ N/a |? N/a N/a ++ + N/a N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | + N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a |? N/a N/a ++ + N/a N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of No significant effects are envisaged in response to the proposed main modification.
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment

492
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy INF 01 - Telecommunications

Mod Page
Ref Number

Text with proposed Modification

Reason for
Change

MM152 | 222

provided that:

where it would be sited;

SA Objective

Add additional wording to first bullet point:
The Council will support proposals for the provision and improvement of telecommunications infrastructure

*The installation and any associated apparatus is sited and designed to avoid any unacceptable impact on visual
and residential amenity, highway safety, the historic environment and the character and appearance of the area

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

To ensure due
regard is made to
the impact of
telecommunications
development on
the historic
environment

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of ? ? . .
. The technical requirements of some
undeveloped land and productive o . N
agricultural holdings and encourage telecommunications infrastructure will dictate
. . that they will need to be located in the The proposed main modification would not
the recycling/reuse of onsite : ) o S
o . ? ? countryside. However, locally defined criteria | have a significant effect.
resources to minimise the impacts on D
. should ensure that this is a last resort, and
the environment and safeguard . . ; o
. that all visual impacts will be minimised.
resources for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a
capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a have a significant effect.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
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water to accommodate additional

have a significant effect.

growth and development with N/a N/a
minimal impacts on water quality.
4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
5. Reduce contributions to climate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
7 Protect. conserve. enhance and N - No specific reference is made to the
e)’( and bi’C)diversit ’and romote and protection of biodiversity or geodiversity The proposed main modification would not
cor?serve eodivergit P ST-LT |P within the policy, instead the policy relies on | have a significant effect.
9 Y- visual impact.
N - No specific reference is made to the

8. Protect, enhance and increase F(JiLC::tligtilr?n Orfetélr??;\\;?er\?ttr};:tru?:)o\(/jvli\;ﬁ:ﬁlttie The proposed main modification would not
Green Infrastructure in the District. ST-LT | P ~uding 9 . . . have a significant effect.

policy, instead the policy relies on visual

impact.
9. Maintain. enhance and oreserve the N + The policy includes a locally defined criteria

e ! . nap . around avoidance of sites with an . P

distinctiveness, diversity and quality . . . . The proposed main modification would not

unacceptable impact on visual or residential S
of landscape and townscape ST-LT |P : : . N . . have a significant effect.
character amenity. This provides compatibility with this

) sustainability objective.
D * The policy includes a locally defined criteria The .p_roposed main modlf!cat|9n ma.kes
_ around avoidance of sites with an exp_I|C|t r(_efe_rence tg _the historic enqunment.

10. Conserve and where appropriate unaccentable impact on the historic Whilst this is a positive amendment with
enhance the historic environment. ST-LT |P ceep P . - . regards to this SA objective, it would not

environment. This provides compatibility with : .

. Co _— result in a change to the previously assessed
this sustainability objective.
outcome.
11. Improve the health and well being [ N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of the population. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
. N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not

12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a have a significant effect.
13. Improve the quality and quantity N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
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of publicly accessible open space. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
14. Im_pr_o_ve the qualle, range and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
accessibility of essential services and L
L N/a N/a have a significant effect.
facilities.
15. Redress mt_aqua_ll_ltles relateq to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
age, gender, disability, race, faith, L
: . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
location and income.
16. Ensure all groups have access to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
affordable, decent and appropriate L
. . N/a N/a have a significant effect.
housing that meets their needs.
17. Increase the vitality and viability N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not
of existing town centres. N/a N/a have a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to D + A good telecommunication network is
satisfying work appropriate to their essential to the development of the local The proposed main modification would not
skills, potential and place of MT P economy, and therefore is important to this have a significant effect.
residence. sustainability objective.
. . D + A good telecommunication network is
19. Improve the efficiency, . . I
competitiveness and adaptability of essential to the development of the local _ The proposgq main modification would not
MT P economy, and therefore is important to this have a significant effect.

the local economy.

sustainability objective.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy INF 01 - Telecommunications
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication ? N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | - - + + N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + +
version
Proposed MM ? N/a | N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | - - + + N/a | N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a N/a + +

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification adds a reference about the historic environment. This is positive but would not alter the previously
Proposed assessed positive outcome.

Modification upon
SA assessment

496

We | Listen Create Deliver



We

CAPITA

LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy INF 02 - Developer Contributions

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for
Ref Number Change
MM153 | 224 Amend first paragraph of policy as follows: For additional

The Council will secure site specific developer contributions for developments of 11 or more dwellings (which
have a maximum combined gross floorspace of no more than 1,000 square metres (gross internal area)),
excluding rural exception sites, in order to properly service, manage and mitigate the impact of development,
subject to viability, which...

Amend policy clause 4:
4. Pedestrian and highway safety improvements necessary to mitigate the impact of development on the wider
highway network and to secure satisfactory access to the development;

Policy INF 02, delete policy clause 8, add new wording at the end of the policy:

Details of significant infrastructure requirements are identified within the Council’s Infrastructure Delivery Plan.
Developer contributions will be required to secure infrastructure which is necessary to ensure:

7. The delivery of environmental infrastructure (biodiversity management, landscaping, flood defences, SUD’s,

O O C O C Y y citt h

. The delivery of any other infrastructure requirements in a made Neighbourhood Plan.

clarity in the policy
and for consistency
with national policy
(particularly
paragraph 173 of
the NPPF)

Clarify obligations
also must mitigate
the impact of
development on
the wider highway
network

To provide
clarification that
phasing of
development
should align with
the provision of
infrastructure.
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The delivery of development will need to align with the provision of infrastructure. As such, development may

require to be phased to ensure the provision of infrastructure in a timely manner. Planning obligations may be

used to secure the phasing arrangement. Commuted payments will be sought to secure the necessary future

maintenance of infrastructure.

SA Objective

Assessment of policy against SA
objective — Publication version

Effect of proposed Main Modification

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of N/a N/a

undeveloped land and productive

agrlcultur._al holdings and encourage The proposed main modification would not have
the recycling/reuse of onsite N/a N/a a significant effect

resources to minimise the impacts on ’

the environment and safeguard

resources for the future generations.

2. Limit water consumption to the N/a N/a

capacity of natural processes and The proposed main modification would not have
storage systems and maintain and N/a N/a a significant effect.

enhance water quality.

3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of N/a N/a

water to accommodate additional The proposed main modification would not have
growth and development with N/a N/a a significant effect.

minimal impacts on water quality.

4. Minimise the production of waste N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
and support the recycling of waste. N/a N/a a significant effect.

5. Reduce contributions to climate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
change and localised air pollution. N/a N/a a significant effect.

6. To adapt to climate change and N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
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avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. N/a N/a a significant effect.
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and N/a N/a . P
o . The proposed main modification would not have
expand biodiversity and promote and L
- . N/a N/a a significant effect.
conserve geodiversity.
8. Protect, enhance and increase N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
Green Infrastructure in the District. N/a N/a a significant effect.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the | N/a N/a
distinctiveness, diversity and quality The proposed main modification would not have
of landscape and townscape N/a N/a a significant effect.
character.
10. Conserve and where appropriate N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
enhance the historic environment. N/a N/a a significant effect.
11. Improve the health and well being | N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
of the population. N/a N/a a significant effect.
12. Reduce and prevent crime N/a N/a Th(_e pl_'qposed main modification would not have
N/a N/a a significant effect.
D + All new development is required to
contribute towards open space. This will
need to be secured through a planning
13. Improve the quality and quantity obligation to ensure it comes forward. As | The proposed main modification would not have
of publicly accessible open space. ST-LT (P such a policy setting out the requirements | a significant effect.
for developer contributions scores
positively against this sustainability
objective.
D + Where a new development requires the
provision of infrastructure including
essential facilities such as schools to make
14. Im!or_o_ve the quall'_cy, range and it a_cceptable_ in plannlng terms a plann_lng The proposed main modification would not have
accessibility of essential services and STLT | p obligation will be required to secure this. a significant effect
facilities. As such a policy setting out the '
requirements for developer contributions
scores positively against this sustainability
objective.
15. Redress inequalities related to N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have

. ™ol
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age, gender, disability, race, faith,

a significant effect.

: . N/a N/a
location and income.
D + Affordable housing will need to be
secured through a planning obligation to
16. Ensure all groups have access to . : . L
. ensure it comes forward. As such a policy | The proposed main modification would not have
affordable, decent and appropriate : : S
. . ST-LT (P setting out the requirements for developer | a significant effect.
housing that meets their needs. I o : )
contributions scores positively against this
sustainability objective.
17. Increase the vitality and viability N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
of existing town centres. N/a N/a a significant effect.
18. Help people gain access to N/a N/a
satisfying work appropriate to their The proposed main modification would not have
skills, potential and place of N/a N/a a significant effect.
residence.
ic?r.nl 232?:;22 zfr:c:jcf;;yt’abili tv of N/a N/a The proposed main modification would not have
P P y N/a N/a a significant effect.

the local economy.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: Policy INF 02 - Developer Contributions
SA Summary

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

Publication N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a + + N/a + N/a N/a N/a
version
Proposed MM N/a [ N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a | N/a + + N/a + N/a N/a N/a

effect (in bold
and shaded if
amended)

Overall effect of The proposed main modification would not have a significant effect.
Proposed
Modification upon
SA assessment
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: INF 03: Local Plan Policy Review

Mod Page Text with proposed Modification Reason for

Ref Number Change

MM155 | 226 Policy INF 03: Local Plan Policy Review To allow for review
of the Plan.

The Council will undertake an immediate partial review of the Plan, with regard to the following matters:

1.Policy HOU 01 Development Requirements (minimum): To consider housing need and the subsequent
strategy for meeting the identified need.

2.Policy HOU 08 Gypsy and Travellers: To consider the needs of non-travelling gypsy and travellers and identify
suitable provision to meet such a need.

3.Policy HOU 10 Technical Design Standards for New Homes: To consider the accessibility of homes standards.
4.Policy EC 01 Economic Development: To consider the effect of the dualling of the A47 on the Plan’s economic

strateqgy.

The partial review of the Plan will be submitted for examination 3 years after the date of adoption of this Plan
or by June 2022, whichever is soonest. In the event that the review is not submitted for examination by this
time, then the Council’s policies that relate to the supply of housing, economic development and gypsy and
travellers will be deemed to be out-of-date.
SA Objective Assessment of policy against Effect of proposed Main Modification
SA objective — Publication

version

1. Minimise the irreversible loss of
undeveloped land and productive n/a n/a n/a - proposed new policy

The proposed new policy would not have a significant
effect upon this SA objective.
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agricultural holdings and encourage
the recycling/reuse of onsite resources

to minimise the impacts on the n/a n/a
environment and safeguard resources
for the future generations.
2. Limit water consumption to the
) n/a n/a . A
capacity of natural processes and n/a - proposed new polic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
storage systems and maintain and n/a n/a prop policy effect upon this SA objective.
enhance water quality.
3. Ensure the sustainable reuse of ; /
P n/a n/a
water to accommodate additional / q i The proposed new policy would not have a significant
growth and developmgnt with minimal n/a - proposea new policy effect upon this SA objective.
impacts on water quality. n/a n/a
4. Minimise the production of waste n/a n/a /a - proposed new polic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
and support the recycling of waste. i a prop policy effect upon this SA objective.
5. Reduce contributions to climate n/a n/a n/a - proposed new polic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
change and localised air pollution. n/a n/a prop policy effect upon this SA objective.
6. To adapt to climate change and n/a n/a _ o
avoid, reduce and manage flood risk. n/a - proposed new policy The proposed new pol_lcy \_/vould not have a significant
effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
7. Protect, conserve, enhance and / /
expand biodiversity and promote and n/a n/a . The proposed new policy would not have a significant
- . n/a - proposed new policy : -
conserve geodiversity. effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
|8' fProtteCt,tenhgnE[:E ag(.j |tn_crtease Green | p/a n/a n/a - proposed new polic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
nirastructure in the Listrict. n/a n/a prop policy effect upon this SA objective.
9. Maintain, enhance and preserve the n/a n/a n/a - proposed new policy The proposed new policy would not have a significant
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distinctiveness, diversity and quality of
landscape and townscape character.

effect upon this SA objective.

n/a n/a
10. Conserve and where appropriate n/a n/a / q i The proposed new policy would not have a significant
enhance the historic environment. 2 /2 n/a - proposed new policy effect upon this SA objective.
11. Improve the health and well being n/a - proposed new policy The proposed new policy would ensure a prompt
of the population D + review of policy HOU 10 Technical Housing Standards.
' This could result in changes being made to the policy
that would be positive for health and wellbeing. The
ST-LT | T proposed new policy is positive in respect of this SA
objective.
12. Reduce and prevent crime n/a n/a n/a - proposed new nolic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
n/a n/a prop policy effect upon this SA objective.
13. Improve the quality and quantity of | n/a n/a _ o
publicly accessible open space. n/a - proposed new policy The proposed new polllcy yvould not have a significant
effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
14. Improve the quality, range and n/a n/a
accessibility of essential services and ) . The proposed new policy would not have a significant
facilities. n/a - proposed new policy effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
15. Redress inequalities related to n/a n/a
age, gender, disability, race, faith, n/a - proposed new polic The proposed new policy would not have a significant
location and income. brop policy effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
16. Ensure all groups have access to D + n/a - proposed new policy The proposed new policy would ensure that the

affordable, decent and appropriate

delivery of the correct amount and types of housing
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housing that meets their needs.

including the needs of non-travelling gypsy and
travelers, and would be reviewed and identified needs

ST-LT | T are met. The proposed new policy is positive in respect
of this SA objective.
17. Increase the vitality and viability of / /
existing town centres. n/a n/a . The proposed new policy would not have a significant
n/a - proposed new policy : Lo
effect upon this SA objective.
n/a n/a
18. Help people gain access to The proposed new policy ensures that housing delivery
s : . D + . : .
satisfying work appropriate to their n/a - proposed new polic and economic development is taking placed as
skills, potential and place of residence. prop policy required, and if not, a new strategy adopted. The
ST-LT | T proposed new policy is positive in respect of this SA
objective.
19. Improve the efficiency, The proposed new policy refers to the role of policy
competitiveness and adaptability of the | p + ECO1 to consider the effect of dualling the A47 on the
local economy. Plan's economic strategy and this is a proactive policy
n/a - proposed new policy that will be able to respond to changing economic
situation and improve the adaptability of the local
ST-MT | T economy. The assessment of the policy against the

objective would have a temporary positive effect across
the district in the short to medium term.
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LOCAL PLAN POLICY: INF 03: Local Plan Policy Review

SA Summary

Publication
version

Sustainability Objective

1 2 3 4 5

PROPOSED NEW POLICY — NO PREVIOUS ASSESSMENT

Proposed MM
effect

nfa |nfa |nfa |nfa |n/a |nfa |n/fa |n/a |n/a |n/fa |+ n/a n/a n/a n/a + n/a + +

Overall effect of
Proposed
Modification
upon SA
assessment

The proposed main modification would require for a Local Plan review to be submitted for examination by June 2022 or within 3 years

of adoption of this plan, with regards to policies HOU 01, HOU 08, HOU 10 and EC 01. This is considered a positive approach with
regards to the relevant SA objectives (11, 16, 18 and 19) but otherwise no significant effect is envisaged.
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