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Using this document

The Joint Core Strategy was the subject of a Regulation 25 public consultation between 2 March 2009 and 12 June 2009. The responses
received to this consultation are shown on the following pages as detailed below:

Content Page numbers
Representations, their summaries and assessments, and the suggested actions for the Joint Core 2 - 396
Strategy

Summary of representations, suggested actions, and actual actions taken for the Joint Core Strategy 397 - 584

Respondents to the consultations may find details of any action taken with regard to the Joint Core Strategy in response to their representations
by checking the details of their representation and GNDP suggested actions in the representations summaries in pages 2 — 396, and then
cross-referencing with the summaries of actual actions taken shown in pages 397 — 584.

Please note that this document comprises two separate reports which have been merged and the page numbers referred to above are those in
bold text at the foot of the page
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Joint Core Strategy Public consultation Reg25

Public Participation Report

Representations

5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

10412 - Honingham Thorpe Farms Commen JCS does not address rural employment or economy

Limited [8296] t sufficiently and needs to take acount of the Taylor
Review. No mention is made to the importance of
agriculture and land-based industries to the rural
economy. Specific wording amendments recommended
for vision re support and growth of agricultural sector

Nature Representation Summary

10405 - Easton College [3570] Commen Given the importance of agriculture to Norfolk and the

t significant rural area covered by the JCS, greater policy
provision for supporting the rural economy and
land-based industries is required. Recommend specific

wording in vision re promoting agriculture

10263 - Costessey Parish Commen Welcomes reference in the Vision to all villages being

Council (Mrs Rachel Jackson) t allowed some development to help make small
communities more sustainable, and supporting local
shops and businesses. Development in smaller villages
could also help to reduce 'urban sprawl' on the periphery
of Norwich with places like Costessey are now suffering,
with resulting changes to the character and identity of the
places in which we live.

To reduce the use of private cars more seriously, need
greater emphasis on making rural communities more
sustainable by providing housing to increase the potential
viability of village shops, post offices, pubs and other
businesses as well as rural bus routes.

11025 - Bidwells Norwich (309) Commen Supports Poringland as Key Service Centre but the
(Mrs Isabel Lockwood) [7175] t strategy does not reflect the potential for Poringland to
accommodate growth in the Plan period and beyond.

10065 - The Greetham Trustees Commen Objective 4 comments that it should be emphasise the

[7606] t need to reinforce the more limited services that are
available in smaller rural settlements such as the service
villages and the other villages.

Objective 6 comments that service villages and other
villages should also be central to the aim to make sure
that people have ready access to services, encouraging
innovative approches to supporting rural service

5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Comments noted

Comments noted

Comments noted and accepted. Since the publication of
the public consultation draft further work has been carried
out to identify the scale and distribution of new
development in villages. This pattern of growth is seen by
the GNDP as necessary to support and sustain local
services in rural areas. [PR]

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas. [PR]

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas. [PR]
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Action

Consider incorporating specific
wording amendments to vision re
support and growth of agricultural
sector

Consider adding further wording in
vision re promoting agriculture

No change.

No change.

Ensure revised policy reinforces
services in smaller settlements,
and peoples' access to them.



Representations

11019 - Norwich Chamber Council
(Mr Don Pearson) [8371]

8321 - Mr Geoffrey Loades

8627 - University of East Anglia
(Mr Joseph Saunders) [8029]

10249 - Norfolk Geodiversity
Partnership (Ms Jenny Gladstone)
[8260]

9667 - Mr Quinton Biddle [8166]

9064 - Mr Alex Kuhn [8106]

Nature
Commen

t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

Comments that the strategy is for the benefit of the
whole of Norfolk, not just Norwich. This essential for
growth in the region, not just about job creation, but
putting in the infrastructure which will enable that growth

Comment that there should be a further objective,
recognising that grwoth in villages will help to sustain

Vision (under communities, deprivation, regeneration)
needs to refer to the role of UEA as the sole provider of
higher education in the area.

Section 4 Spatial Portrait:

4.2 Natural Environment, landscape and diversity

A brief outline of the region's rich geodiversity is missing
from this spatial portrait. The word geology does occur
once, but rather inappropriately. Geodiversity is also
missing from the title.

Objective 8: Geodiversity is missing from this objective.
Suggests that the next to last sentence be amended to
"Biodiversity, geodiversity and locally ..."

Concern that objective 10 will not be met and that traffic
on Salhouse Rd will increase considerably once the NDR
and new housing is built.

Objects to the scale of growth, especially in the green
belt. Main road need improving around Norwich and could
not cope with traffic from more housing. New
development would lead to ecological and environmental
damage, and add to global warming.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Comments noted and welcomed.

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas. [PR]

Other city institutions also provide for higher education in
Norwich, although the UEA is by far the dominant
provider. Accept the strategy should refer to the need for
investment in higher education, including UEA.

Comments noted and accepted.

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The implementation plan for the Norwich Area
Transportation Strategy includes the NDR as well as
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich. These are critical parts of the
infrastructure needed to deliver the strategy as a whole.

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change. All new homes must be carbon
neutral by 2016, and the strategy requires high standards
of design for new development - especially major growth
areas.

There is no formal 'green belt' policy in the area.
[PR]
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Action

No change

No change.

Amend text in vision, objective 7
and strategic policy to refer to the
need for investment in higher
education, including UEA.

Spatial Portrait, para. 4.2 'Natural
Environment, landscape and
diversity'. Amend to include a
brief outline of the region's rich
geodiversity, correcting the way in
which 'geology' is referred to .
Add 'Geodiversity' to the title.

Objective 8: revise next to last
sentence to read "Biodiversity,
geodiversity and locally ..."

No change

No change.



Representations

9745 - Norfolk & Norwich
Association for the Blind (Mr P. J.
S. Childs) [1155]

9814 - East of England
Development Agency (Ms Natalie
Blaken) [1509]

10144 - R Smith [8243]

8064 - Miss Janet Saunders

10712 - Ms S Layton [8354]

10906 - Allied London Properties
[8367]

9980 - GF Cole and Son [8226]

Nature

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

Important not to lose Norfolk identity with countryside
covered by concrete and housing. Very proud of "being
Norfolk" and different.

EEDA reminds the GNDP of the requirement for the JCS
to conform to national planning policy, particularly PPS1
and PPS12, and to adopted regional plans. Previous
comments on the core strategy in September 2008
remain extant. In commenting on these latest changes
EEDA have focussed on Policy 5 regarding locations for
major change and development in the Norwich Policy

Supports the spatial vision in principle but it does not
differentiate between those key service centres within the
Norwich Policy Area which will be contributing to the
proposed new homes on smaller sites and those further
afield.

Until there is a viable alternative to cars, parking and the
road network need improving.

Object to potential “regeneration” of well laid out estates
and built for replacement by poor quality overly dense
housing with no pavements. Insifficient consultation on

Consider the spatial vision and objectives appropriate and
achievable within the plan period. It is essential that to
deliver major growth areas and the strategy itself, major
infrastructure and unlocking of ownership constraints are
needed required. These aspects are not demonstrated in
the strategy (answers to other questions elaborate).

Whilst not objecting to the principles of the preferred
option in terms of the general distribution of development,
we feel that the balance between the growth in the NPA
and the rural area under provides for the rural area, and
that this should be adjusted accordingly.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. Strategic policies on design and sustainability,
aim to reflect the advice and guidance of CABE on major
growth and striving for local distinctiveness. [PR]

Comments noted

Comment accepted. Since the publication of the public
consultation draft further work has been carried out to
identify the scale and distribution of new development in
villages. This pattern of growth is seen by the GNDP as
necessary to support and sustain local services in rural
areas. [PR]

The strategy proposes attractive measures designed to
give people alternatives to cars, where this is practicable.
Tthe strategy already recognises that some people,
especially in rural areas will still need to use their cars.

Comments noted. The plan deals with strategic issues and
does not include the level of detail suggested by the
comments. Regeneration generally refers to the
redevelopment of brownfield sites where present uses
have ceased, though it could apply to improvements to
existing housing estates. High desnity development, such
as on many of the existing housing estates in Norwich,
enable large areas within residential areas to be open
spaces for a variety of neighbourhood uses. Shared
surfaces on new housing development are not directly
promoted through this plan, though this is promoted by
government policies in areas where roads are designed to
minimise veihicle speeds.

Geneal support is welcomes, However, the GNDP is
carrying out significant work on infrastructure needs and
costs and this will form part of a comprehensive
implementation plan for the strategy. This work is not yet
complete and will not have been apparent from the
consultation document. [PR]

Comments noted. The requirement for the minimum
number of dwellings in the Norwich Policy Area is set by
the adopted regional plan and can not be amended in this
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Action

No change.

See response to policy 5

Ensure revised policies is clear
about the strategic criteria to be
used in deciding how and where
new homes on smaller sites will be
determined.

No change

No change to plan

No change.

No change to plan



Representations

9060 - Chenery Drive Residents
Association (Mr R. Craggs) [3412]

11036 - Norwich Design Quality
Panel (The Manager) [8375]

9086 - Broads Authority (Mr. John
Clements) [7986]

8108 - Mr Charles Thomas [7888]

Nature
Commen

t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

Objects to the scale of growth.

No clear vision for the kind and type of places for JCS
area, but only concerned with infrastructure capacities .
Instead generic phrases which are culled from
Government policy without specificity for our sub
region.Quality of design is not an explicit aspiration of the
JCS, is subsidiary to other issues.

Opportunity to set out what sort of place the Joint
Authorities are trying to create (or conserve) appears to
have been lost sight of, and that polices and programmes
seem to be determining the Vision. Support objectives,
but desciption also relates to policies and programmes.
Greater clarity on relationship to Broads needed and
greater emphasis (throughout the document) on protection
and enhancement of the environment as a pre-requisite
for growth

Objection casts doubt on climate change projections. The
emphasis on affordable housing leads to low quality
environments.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. [PR]

Comments noted.

Comments noted

The strategy has an important role to adapt and mitigate to
the effects of climate change. Official national and
international scientific research and monitoring on climate
change requires action to address this. [PR]
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Action

No change

Ensure importance of high quality
design is emphasised more fully in
the vision and throughout the

Consider amendments to vision
and objectives to give gretaer
focus on what type of place the
plan seeks to create/enhance.
Consider general rewording re
Broads and greater emphasis on
environmental protection

No change



Representations

10380 - GO East (Ms Mary
Marston) [7463]

11097 - Phillip Jeans Homes Ltd
[8300]

9848 - Gladedale (Anglia) Ltd.
[8203]

Nature

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

1. Spatial Portrait should cover key physical, social and
economic characteristics of the area, including
opportunities and constraints.

2. The spatial vision is a fundamental element of the
DPD, reflecting local ambitions and aspirations, and
providing the underpinning for the subsequent objectives
and policies. We note the reference to Sustainable
Community Strategies as evidence to this. Encourage
clearer elaboration of links to other strategies, eg Norfolk
Local Transport Plan, NATS, the Economic Strategy for
greater Norwich, and the Broads Plan.

3. Welcome prominence given to climate change,
sustainability and quality of life in your document.

Elsewhere in our representations we identify opportunities

to strengthen the link between sustainable transport,
carbon reduction, accessibility and health, and the role of
‘greater Norwich' as the focus for sustainable growth, and
question whether the economic vision could also be
strengthened.

4. The north east of Norwich is identified for the largest
growth allocation, and you may want to incorporate some
elements of the emerging vision for the Rackheath
eco-town within your DPD and embed an expectation that
this location should serve as an exemplar for sustainable
growth.

5. To avoid repetition of subsequent policy, some of the
more detailed content, for example relating to the rural
area, could be omitted.

6. Is Spatial planning objective 1 a spatial planning
objective? Consider an order of objectives which best
reflects the overarching spatial vision and key social,
economic and environmental drivers.

Supports the spatial vision and objectives in principle but
to deliver the strategy and the growth it is essential to
deliver major

infrastructure and unlock ownership constraints required.
the strategy does not show how this will be done.

Supports the Spatial Vision as a coherent and cohesive
vision for the Greater Norwich area, reinforcing the
existing strengths and qualities of the area and seeking to
deliver significant new housing growth in the most
sustainable manner, with recognition that Hethersett is
identified as a sustainable location for growth within the
Norwich Policy Area for strategic (major) growth as well
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Comments noted

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. this
wiork has not yet been completed. [PR]

Comments on the vision, and proposed distribution of
growth are noted and welcomed.
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Action

Consider amendments to take
account of GO East comments
on:

1. Content of portrait

2. Links to other plans

3. Links between carbon reduction
and 4. transport and strenthening
of economic vision

clearer reference to eco town
potential

reduce detail of vision eg on rural
areas

4. Reference to ecotown potential

5. Avoiding repitition

To develop and update section on
delivery.

No change.



Representations

8342 - Age Concern Norwich (Phil
Wells) [7957]

7910 - Mrs Alexi Balmuth [6885]
7922 - mr paul newson [7812]

9056 - Mrs CA Gilson [8102]

10700 - Environment Agency
(Eastern Area Office) (Miss
Jessica Bowden) [8352]

9654 - Ms E Riches [8165]

9074 - Ms R Pickering [8109]

Nature

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

as its continued function as a Key Service Centre.

Representation Summary

No reference in the strategy to the needs of an ageing
population, whose needs also have to be met (health,
access to local services) to ensure a functioning
community.

General comment

Objects on the basis that land in the area is already
designated as green belt. the countryside should be
protected from development for agriculture or green
space. Questions the need for the level of growth.

General support, however advise need to amend wording
of following obectives:

8 to "The use of previously developed land, with
appropriate remediation where necessary, will be
prioritised to minimise the loss of agricultural land and the
countryside". This reflects the aims of the Planning
Policy Statement 23

10 should refer to waste water infrastructure etc as well
as transport infrastructure

Also suggest that greater emphasis could be placed upon
protecting, enhancing and importantly preventing
deterioration of the aquatic environment, a requirement of
the Water Framework Directive.

Comments on objectives concerning:

1. availability of funding to support growth

2. potential increase in unemployment resulting from
growth

3. insufficient detail on Long Stratton

Pages 16-18 are bland (no further details given)
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Accept objection. The GNDP is carrying out significant
work on infrastructure needs and costs, and this will form
part of a comprehensive implementation plan for the

Comment noted [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

Major growth areas are intended to avoid the most fertile
and versatile agricultural land in the area.

No part of the plan area is protected by a formal 'green
belt' policy.

Comments noted

Comments noted.

1. The funding to support the growth will come from the
private sector and from government, including agencies
such as the NHS.

2. Employment and housing need is calculated to provide
a balance - in recent years employment generation in the
area has been extremely succesful

3 and 4. This is a strategic plan. Further detail re Long
Stratton will be in the South Norfolk site allocation plan

Unclear objection - no GNDP response possible. The final
version of the strategy is being substantially edited to
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Action

Ensure the vision, objectives and
relevant policies are specific about
the needs of an ageing
population. Ensure the
implementation plan is also

No change

No change

Consider amendments to
objectives to reflect EA advice

No change to plan

No change



Representations

10682 - Ms Natalie Beal [8349]

9470 - Louisa Young [8135]

10209 - Mr D Mawson OBE [5864]

10245 - Mrs Angela Garner [8258]

10281 - Norwich Economy Round
Table (Ms Caroline Jarrold)

Nature
Commen

t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

There is no mention of car sharing as an important way to
address single occupancy car use - especially taking into
account the increase in rail fares for example.

Wants to improve Norwich's public transport and reduce
its costs.

Also need better access to health services in North
Norwich; need local shops so people don't have to use
cars to get to supermarkets. Insist that provision for
schools, parks and socialising for young people is built in
to any development.

Housing should be carbon neutral and affordable NOT
more executive monsters.

Does not believe that area needs as many homes as
proposed. 16000 would be more acceptable and
Wymondham should have only 1000 new homes
otherwise the whole character of the area will be

The slogan "jobs, homes, prosperity for local people" is
criticised because without jobs the homes will not be sold
and the prosperity will be for landowners and builders
only. Following the consultation the objector feels anger
and hopelessness towards local government.

The strategy has an emphasis on accommodating growth
and "roads and drains infrastructure" rather than from a
place shaping/local identity focus. This will lead to
problems in the long term. The strategy should identify
"what sort of place do we want Norwich to be in the
future?"

a€¢ JCS lacks "local distinctiveness" needs a greater

make sure it is clear, concise and can be understood by a
wide range of readers. [PR]
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

This is a detailed initivative that spatial planning cannot
control in itself. The strategy is already based on providing
attractive and viable public transport alternatives to
private cars wherever practicable. [PR]

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable.

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Wymondham, is the favoured GNDP option, and also
reflects the pattern and character of settlements in south
Norfolk.

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. The economic stratregy for the GNDP area is
based on developing the strength of the area's economic
sectors (taking account of the current recession) and aims
to increase jobs at all levels. The proposed scale and
distribution of growth is the favoured GNDP option of all
councils who are partners in the GNDP. [PR]

Comments accepted. However, since the publication of
the public consultation draft further work has been carried
out to develop strategic policies on design and
sustainability, which aim to reflect the advice and
guidance of CABE on major growth. In addition, the
proposed scale and distribution of growth is the favoured
GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and character
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Action

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change.

Ensure in editing, that the strategy
succinctly and directly identifies
what sort of place Norwich will be
in the future, rather than being led
by infrastructure proposals.



Representations Nature
8866 - mrs Dorothy Allen [8071] Commen
t

10529 - MR Adrian Vernon [8312] Object
8327 - Mr Brian Cleland [7938] Object
10298 - mrs LISA ford [8282] Object
10310 - CPRE Norfolk (Mr James  Object
Frost) [6826]

10553 - Mr G P Collings [8318] Object

Representation Summary

Need to provide new homes before tacking employment
and transportation problems. Would be better to improve
the lives of existing residents before growing the area.

Local roads/infrastracture will not cope, with the city
spoiled by congestion and swamped insufficient car.
Health care which is already lacking will be further

Suggested amendments so zero carbon will be the
MINIMUM standard...,

Objective 11: needs more emphasis on information and
communications technology.

Wants to keep Hethersett as a village with its natural
green spaces and its sufficient current ammenities.
Growth strategy cannot keep 'adding' to existing villages

without spoiling them - this is not fair on current residents.

CPRE Norfolk cannot support the proposals because of
the considerable and irretrievable loss of countryside that
will result. Rather, there is a need to extend the
timescales for target numbers of housing and level of
economic growth; improve the prospects for affordable
housing and the effective use of land; re-cast the spatial
strategy to make better links between housing and
employment; and to develop a transport strategy that
reduces the use of the car, and with it congestion and

No to any further building of roads and houses.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to develop strategic
policies on design and sustainability, which aim to reflect
the advice and guidance of CABE on major growth.

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs, including the development
of new homes and jobs, and the needs of existing
communities, and this will form part of a comprehensive
implementation plan for the strategy. [PR]

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. The
strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable.

In addition, the transportation package that comprises the
NDR and significant improvements to public transport and
the local road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole. [PR]

To consider further

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Hethersett, is the favoured GNDP option, and also
reflects the pattern and character of settlements in south
Norfolk. [PR]

Objection noted. The targets for house building are set out
in the adopted regional plan - this plan must show how they
can be be achieved as sustainbly as possible. The plan
seeks to promote brownfield development and colocation
of employment and housing as far as possible and
promotes affordable housing. The transport startegy seeks
to promote modal shift to reduce CO2 emissions.

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. The transportation package that comprises the
NDR and significant improvements to public transport and
the local road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole. [PR]
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Action

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change to plan

No change.



Representations

8444 - lan Harris [8007]

9282 - Mrs Brenda Ruddock

8929 - Miss Rachel Buckenham
[8079]

8377 - M Harrold [7966]

8338 - e buitenhuis [7951]

9222 - Ms T Wheatley [4494]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

A large scale growth agenda which includes new road
building conflicts with requirements for sustainable
communities and the need to address climate change.

Objects to the scale of growth.

Objects to large scale development at Wymondham.

New housing development should not be limited at
Aylsham soley due to the capacity of the sewage

treatment works. This ought be capable of being resolved.

Objects to NDR. Public funding should improve public
transport, while new roads should be funded by private
firms. Living and working should be designed so they are
close to each other (walking/cycling distrance).

Too much growth, need for affordable housing for local
people who need it now, not enough emphasis on local
facilities and investment in public transport
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action
The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

No change

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. [PR]

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Wymondham, is the favoured GNDP option, and also
reflects the pattern and character of settlements in south
Norfolk.

There strategy wording needs to be clarified as soon as
the Water Cycle Study is completed,

No change.

No change

Amend text as soon as the Water
Cycle Study stage 2b is

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.

No change

The strategy already requires growth to be based on
developing attractive alternatives to the car, wherever

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

No change.

The strategy already includes a requirement for a
substantial proportion of affordable housing, infrastructure
and investment in public transport.
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Representations

8945 - Mrs Hazel Davidson [8088]

9027 - Keymer Cavendish (Mr E.
J. Keymer) [4187]

10842 - Norwich Green Party (Mr
Stephen Little) [8018]

10080 - Mrs Elizabeth Fletcher
[8235]

8198 - Mr P Anderson [7901]

8869 - ie homes & property Itd
(mr ed palmieri) [7620]

Nature Representation Summary
Object Objects to the level of growth, the NDR, and wants breter
public transport, walking and cycling.

Object Development should aim to be carbon neutral, but
standards should be realistic and viable. New

development should not be based around private cars.

Object Approve of many elelemnts of vision. Applaud the
prominence given to 'Climate change and sustainability'
but question how the strategy lives up to these
aspirations. Need more emphasis on promoting equality

and public transport.

Object Ojects very strongly to large scale "development” in the
county. It will increase traffic and destroy a tranquil rural
environment which is much appreciated by most who live

here. This "growth" is destruction on a big scale.

Object General objection

Objects to restrictions on the limited scale of new
development in service villages, like Tasburgh, which is
on an important road (A140) and is therefore a sustainable
location.

Object
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action
The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

No change

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable. [PR]

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change. The Code for Sustainable Homes
and Building Regulations will require new housing
development to be carbon neutral by 2016.

No change.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable. [PR]

Objection noted. Vision and startegy place considerable
emphasis on public transport.

Consider greater emphasis on
promotion of equlity in vision.

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. The proposed scale and distribution of growth is
the favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern
and character of settlements in south Norfolk. Since the
publication of the public consultation draft further work has
been carried out to develop strategic policies on design
and sustainability, which aim to reflect the advice and
guidance of CABE on major growth. [PR]

Objection noted [PR]

No change.

No change

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Tasburgh, is the favoured GNDP option, and also reflects
the pattern and character of settlements in south Norfolk.

No change

Since the publication of the public consultation draft

further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
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Representations

9321 - Ms Celia Viner [8123]

11040 - Norfolk Homes Ltd

9719 - Mrs Rosemary Watkinson
[8174]

8831 - Mr John Nelson [8064]

8256 - R Barker [6805]

7944 - Colin Mould [7809]

9559 - Drayton Parish Council
(Mrs Patricia Kirby) [6690]

8938 - Miss Marguerite Finn

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Too many houses, not enough jobs, not sustainable.

With regard to climate change/sustainability/provision of
facilities etc. the general aim is supported but to achieve
developments they have to be viable and a balanced

approach is required here to avoid stifling development.

You describe utopia. Why should all this new
development achieve that?

There should be more development in Norwich and maybe
Wymondahm, but not Hethersett.

Objects to development at Long Stratton.

Insufficient attention given to infrastructure

As previous correspondence states, it is considered an
over development of the area.

Objects to the level of growth because it is unrealistic and
unsustainable - the recession will make creation of new
jobs more difficult. the strategy should concentrate on
what is here at the moment.

Local and national public transport needs to be improved.
Objects to the NDR because it will lead to to more, and
faster traffic, adding to pollution.

sustain local services in rural areas.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. Estimates for jobs growth is based on detailed
studies of the potential of different economic sectors in
the area. The basis of the strategy is to promote
regeneration, development and growth that are as
sustainable as possible. [PR]

Objection is noted. Since the publication of the public
consultation draft further work has been carried out to
develop strategic policies on infrastructure, sustainability,
and energy efficiency/renewable energy. [PR][

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. [PR]

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk. The pattenr of
development also recognsises the constraints in urban
Norwich from the physcial, community, environmental and
historic environment caracteristics. More intensive
development at present would lead to conflicts with other
priorities such as the protection of parks and other urban
green space, and employment land. [PR]

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Long Stratton, is the favoured GNDP option, and which
also reflects the pattern and character of settlements in
south Norfolk. [PR]

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.
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Action

No change

Development of the strategy
needs to made sure policy
requirements are viable, and

No change.

No change.

No change

No change

No change.

No change.



Representations

8734 - Brooke Parish Council (Mr
Edward Jinks) [8053]

9259 - Ms Rosemary O'Donoghue
[8115]

8312 - Marion Amos [7919]

10647 - Ms Lucy Hall [8295]

9542 - Mr R Harris [8146]

Nature Representation Summary

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Objects to even modest devleopment in service villages
unless these can be accommodated within development
boundaries, and without harming the character of the
village.

Objects to the NDR, as people will continue to drive into
Norwich to work, causing congestion.

Objects to NDR due to lack of funds, and contradicts
other parts of the strategy.

Objects to Objective 10 and Objective 11. because there
is no incentive for people to get out of their cars,
especially if they live ten miles out of Norwich. Without

a long term vision for a post-car city objective 9 will not
be met (to minimise the contributors to climate change).

The area (assumed to be the growth triangle) is too large
and lacks open space. This area is a lung of fresh air to
Norwich.

| object to the NDR route, which is only to increase the
housing yet no indication of access to the present road
system.

This rate of loss of greenfield land is not sustainable and
more thought is needed across the UK about ways to
contribute to the preservation of the countryside &
wellbeing of the whole of the UK. 100,000 new people
moving to the area is completely unacceptable for
Norwich and Norfolk.

Norfolk's part to play in the wellbeing of the UK
(summarised as follows):

1. food supplier for the nation

2. tourism and quality of the countryside/historic
environment

3. within the next 50 years higher sea levels due to
climate change will reduce the areas of land in the
county.

4. Water supply will be restricted and therefore a limit on
the population increase will have to be imposed.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable. [PR]
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action
Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas.

No change

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy

No change.

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy

No change.

Objections and comments noted. However, The strategy is
already based on providing attractive and viable public
transport alternatives to private cars wherever practicable.
In addition, the strategy already emphasises how it must
help to deliver more sustainable communities, and which
help to address climate change. [PR]

No change.

In general terms, the scale of new housing growth is the
minimum to be provided in the area and is required by the
regional spatial strategy, based on population forecasts for
the east of England.

No change.

Objection to the NDR is noted but the transportation
package that comprises the NDR and significant
improvements to public transport and the local road
network in Norwich is identified as critical infrastructure to
enable the implementation of the strategy as a whole.

No major development is planned on the best and most
versatile agricultural land, though there is a substantial
area of major grwoth on greenfield land. Significantly more
development on brownfield land than presently proposed
would lead to major conflicts with other priority areas of
policy such as protecting employment land, urban open
space and the historic urban environment.

In general terms the strategy already emphasises how it
must help to deliver more sustainable communities, and
which help to address climate change.

Furthermore, the GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs, including water supply and
sewerage, and this will form part of a comprehensive
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Representations

8397 - COLNEY PARISH
MEETING (MRS HAZEL MARTIN)
[7978]

8891 - Hempnall Parish Council
(Mr 1 J Nelson) [2014]

8957 - MR Richard Edwards

8441 - Dr Tim Rayner [8006]

8707 - Mr Nick Miller [8049]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Concerned about the scale of growth, which is not
wanted, is based on out of date forecasts, and would
affect quality of life in the county.

The planned growth is incompatible with reducing the
effects of climate change. This scsle of 'urbasiation" will
affect tranquility nd rurality.

Objects to the scale of growth and the NDR which will not
reduce climate change.

Proposals for large scale growth and building new roads
do not support sustainable communities and contradict
requirements for sustainability and addressing climate
change.

Poor consultation on new town proposal in South Norfolk.
Also objects to inadequate consideration of modest
growth in small villages. More neededon green links.

implementation plan for the strategy. Anglian Water state
that with the planned growth there would be sufficient
supply of water. [PR]
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. [PR]

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable. [PR]

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole.

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, and which help to
address climate change. [PR]

The 'major new town' proposal at Mangreen, Swainsthorpe
and Swardeston has been removed from this joint core
strategy.

Since the publication of the public consultation draft

further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
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Action

No change

No change.

No change.

No change

No change.



sustain local services in rural areas.

The strategy already refers extensively to green links, as
part of a strategic approach to green infrastructure and, in
Norwich, to the green grid. [PR]
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Representations

9184 - Widen the Choice Rural
Transport Partnership (Mr Chris
Wood) [8114]

10335 - Arthritis Care (Ms Carole
Williams) [8293]

9339 - Mr E Newberry [8120]

11081 - Norwich and Norfolk
Transport Action Group (Ms
Denise Carlo) [8387]

9347 - Mr Peter Rope [7113]

Nature Representation Summary

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

The last bullet on travel is very old-fashioned. The prority
has to be non-car forms of tranport, supported by
development to faciitate non-car access.

Questions where the evidence is for the need for such a
large number of new houses. Brownfield sites should be
used.

Objects to the level of growth forced upon the region by
people who do not understand the area. The number of
jobs and need of housing are hypothetical in the current
recession.

Laudable aspirations re deprivation, zero carbon
development and green links, but concerns about the
overall vision:

1. Greenhouse gas emissions from transport are not
addressed

2. Spatial strategy promotes decentralisation and outer
orbital northern road opens up land for car-based
development

3. JCS is transport-infrastructure-led and does not
promote modal shift

4. Growth and roads conflict with other Spatial Planning
Objectives viz. healthy and active lifestyles (Obj 3),
protection of the natural, built and historic environment
(Obj 8), minimisation of climate change (Obj 9) , reduce
the need to travel (Obj 11).

Recommend wording changes to bullet point 3 and
objective 10

The over development of business parks to the east of
city (including Postwick) will need a structural makeover

5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action

Unfortunately it is not clear which part of the vision these No change.
comments relate to. However, the strategy is already

based on providing attractive and viable public transport

alternatives to private cars wherever practicable. Whist

major growth areas will be based on high quality, viable

and attractive public transport, there will still be people

living and working in rural communities who will continue to

rely on their cars. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be No change.
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial

strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of

England. the use of brownfield land is at a level that

avoids significant conflicts with other priorities inthe urban

area, such as retaining land for jobs, open space and

significant historic character. [PR]

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be No change
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial

strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of

England. Estimates for jobs growth is based on detailed

studies of the potential of different economic sectors in

the area. [PR]

Objection noted. The strategy attempts to promote road Consider suggested amendments
imporovements to enable improvements to public transport to vision.

on radial routes into Norwich, thereby promoting modal

shift. See transport questions for further detail.

Objection noted. No change
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Representations

9284 - Ms Jill Loan [8117]

8350 - Alyson Lowe [6992]

7991 - Michael Gotts [7844]

10800 - Ms Kerry Lane [8361]

9376 - Ms Irene Burrows [8124]

9894 - Mr Peter Suton [8219]

7957 - Mrs Rosemary Bennett
[6862]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Objects to major development near Catton, Sprowston,
Beeston St. Andrews. Disappointed there is no further
cultural development proposed. Concerned that there is
more funding for education, care services and public
transport and police.

Objects on grounds of unachievable and unaffordable
growth plans, especially during a recession.

Growth is unwanted and will spoil Norfolk.

Aware that objectives not ranked, but vital considered in
correct order for all new growth areas:

a) Sustainably accessible jobs

b) High speed broadband

c) Affordable public transport (bus and rail) and cycling
and walking facilities

d) Car-sharing

e) Important that car use is not made too convenient

Too many houses in growth triangle, which will change and
spoil Norwich. concered there will be no green belt
between Dussingdale and Thorpe End.

The proposed development in the Old
Catton/Sprowston/Thorpe are is far too big. Objects to the
strategy to build a bypass and extneding the urban area
up to the new road, resulting in destruction of green
areas. The transport links to Norwich, such as Salhouse
Road, Plumstead Road, Wroxham Road and Blue Boar
Lane need improving. The quality of life of those living in
this area will be adversely affected to a huge degree.

Growth at Long Stratton wold encourage communting into
Norwich.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, including Broadland. The strategy
for major growth to the north east of Norwich is being
developed in more detail, and this is analysing valuable
wildlife habitats and environmental assets.

The GNDP is already carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. [PR]

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on

infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. The
effects of the recession do not diminish the need for jobs
and homes, but do affect their timing. This is being taken
into account when revising forecasts of housing and jobs

[PR] The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to
be provided in the area and is required by the regional
spatial strategy, based on population forecasts for the
east of England.

Objection noted re ordering of objectives and promaotion of
sustainable new settlements.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option and has been the subject of
detailed debate by the different councils. Masterplanning
for the grwoth triangle will also include important green
infrastructure and green spaces, though not undeveloped
land in the way described. [PR]

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, inlcuding the

growth triangle, is the favoured GNDP option. The scale
of new housing growth is the minimum to be provided in
the area and is required by the regional spatial strategy,
based on population forecasts for the east of England.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth includes
Long Stratton and is the favoured GNDP option, and which
also reflects the pattern and character of settlements in
south Norfolk.
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Action

No change.

No change.

No change

Consider reordering objectives

No change

No change.

No change
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Representations Nature Representation Summary Council's Assessment Action
9509 - Ms Cathy Armor [8140] Object There wont be enough investment to create or attract Estimates for jobs growth is based on detailed studies of No change.
35,000 jobs to the area. A11 and A47 need dualling, and the potential of different economic sectors in the area. The
improved rail links. current recession may change the timing of job creation

and investment, but grwoth is based on the underlying
strengths of different sectors.
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Representations

11140 - JB Planning Associates
(Mr John Boyd) [6979]

Nature Representation Summary

Object

Overall support to the spatial vision and
objectives.

Wymondham - endorse Wymondham as a location for
major development, as a

sustainable location for new growth that has

good local facilities and public transport links. Scope to
improve Wymondham's sustainability by improving public
transport,

local facilities and local employment.

Noted synergies between grwoth at Wymondham,
Hethersett and Cringleford, which could jointly fund
improvements to public transport along the A11 corridor,
and reduce private car use.

Wymondham is a far more sustainable location for
development than Long Stratton. Suggests reallocating
some growth from Long Stratton to Wymondham.

Long Stratton - concerned that level of growth is for the
single aim of funding a bypass for the town. Consider
this is contrary to objective 4.

Long Stratton does not have the local facilities or public
transport connections to

sustain such a high level of growth. As a settlement, it
compares unfavourably with

Wymondham, which has been allocated only a slightly
higher level of growth, at

2,200 new dwellings. Further to this, the Regional Plan
identifies Wymondham as a

location for high-tech employment development and
rail-related uses, whilst Long

Stratton, as an isolated village, is not mentioned. August
2008 Reg 25 consultation noted that only 20-50 new
homes could be

accommodated in Long Stratton if the bypass were not to
be delivered. The

comparative levels of development therefore seem to be
in conflict with the Regional

Plan; if this is the case, the Core Strategy could be found
unsound at examination.

We are also concerned that there is also less scope for
this development to improve

facilities in Long Stratton, as there will be little money
available after the cost of the

bypass and other essential infrastructure have been
accounted for. Concerned that increasing housing and
reducing local congestion on would lead to unsustainable
commuting

to Norwich and increase in car traffic.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action

the objector's extensive comments regarding the scale and No change
distribtuion of growth in places, especially in south

Norfolk have been extensive considered by local councils.

Notwithstanding the points made by the objector, the

proposed scale and distribution of growth is the favoured

GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and character

of settlements in south Norfolk. [PR]
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Representations Nature
8043 - Shane Hull [7857] Object
9420 - Swannington with Alderford Object

& Little Witchingham Parish

Council (Mr Steve Griggs) [8127]

8136 - Mr Alan Fairweather [7889] Object
9911 - Miss Lynda Edwards Object
8694 - mrs jane fischl [8031] Object
8462 - Mr C Skeels [8016] Object

Objective 5 also notes the parts of the Norwich Policy
Area which will be locations

for major employment development. These do not include

Representation Summary

Long Stratton. The proposed level of development at
Long Stratton

is inconsistent with Objectives 9, 10 and 11. This would
be an unsustainable

form of development, which would result in a significant
increase in traffic, and

carbon emissions.

Objects to large scale grwoth at Hethersett

See Comments at Q28

Insufficient attention to infrastructure.

Norwich will become too big, causing too many problems
with unemployment and too much pressure on essential
services.

Objects to the amount of proposed growth and considers
there will not be enough jobs. Also feels that money
should be spent of public transport, cycling and
sustainable city centre development rather than

Agrees in general but too much growth is planned at
Wymondham.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment Action

The proposed scale and distribution of growth including
Hethersett, is the favoured GNDP option, and which also
reflects the pattern and character of settlements in south
Norfolk. [PR]

See Comments at Q28

No change

See Q28

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. [PR]

No change

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England. The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy.
Estimates for jobs growth is based on detailed studies of
the potential of different economic sectors in the area. The
basis of the strategy is to promote regeneration,
development and growth that are as sustainable as

No change.

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on

infrastructure needs and costs, and detailed forecasts on
jobs (taking acocunt of the recession). This will form part
of a comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy.

No change.

The strategy already emphasises how it must help to
deliver more sustainable communities, including the city
centre.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Wymondham, is the favoured GNDP option, and which
also reflects the pattern and character of settlements in

No change
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Representations

10448 - Mr David Smith [8309]

8584 - Mr M Read [8024]

10576 - Mr/Mrs Shingfield [8319]

9693 - Mr Paul Ruddock [5446]

8704 - Ms K Dunn [8045]

9954 - Sustrans (Mr Nigel
Brigham) [6903]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Objects to all of it - this will change Norfolk for ever.

The growth proposals will result in high density housing
with insufficient parking, producing slums of the future.
Only brownfield land should be built on, using existing
infrastructure.

Objector has answered no to all questions. Please go to
Question 28 for our reasons.

Insufficient thought and planning has gone into allocation
of housing at Long Stratton. The only thought is it will
provide a bypass. There are no new planned employment
areas, so new residents will mainly have to commute to
Norwich which goes against policy of reducing car
journeys. If many of the planned houses are occupiped
by elderly people retiring to Norfolk this will put pressure
on health and social services.

Objects to too much development on prime agricultural
land. Further comment about a gypsy and traveller site in
Spooner Row.

Agree with the vast majority, but object to reference to
improving road network and feel there is not enough
emphasis on promoting modal shift. Suggest specific
rewording of objectives to promote sustainable modes of
transport.

south Norfolk.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

The scale of new housing growth is the minimum to be
provided in the area and is required by the regional spatial
strategy, based on population forecasts for the east of
England.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk. [PR]

General objections noted. Since the publication of the
public consultation draft further work has been carried out
to develop strategic policies on design and sustainability,
which aim to reflect the advice and guidance of CABE on
major growth.

The capacity of the urban area for new development is
heavily constrained by a complex combination of historic
environments, valuable parks and other urban green
space, and the need to protect employment land from
competing uses (like hosuing). Significantly more
brownfield development would only be possible at present
by eroding into these, with signficant adverse impacts on
the environment, communities and overall policy
objectives. [PR]

Objections noted.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth, including
Long Stratton, is the favoured GNDP option, and also
reflects the pattern and character of settlements in south
Norfolk.

No major growth would be on grade 1 agricutlural land (the
highest quality and the most versatile). Comments about
gypsy and traveller site is not relevant to this plan (refer

to South Norfolk Council, gypsy & traveller development
plan document)

Objection noted. The strategy promotes modal shift. To
chieve this, it will be necessary to free up roadspace on
radial routes to Norwich for sustsinable transport
improvements through some road building.
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Action

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change

Consider suggested amendments
to wording of objectives.



Representations

9907 - Christopher Webb [8019]

9788 - Cringleford Parish Council
(Mrs Anne Barnes) [7513]

10165 - Lafarge Aggregates Ltd
[8245]

8486 - Mrs Helen Hutson [8020]

8337 - Mr Geoffrey Loades

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Objects to the proposed Norwich Northern Distributor
Road, because it would increase carbon emissions at a
time when it is imperative that carbon emissions are
drastically reduced.

Object to spatial strategy which does not allocate
sufficient development to rural locations and focuses too
much development on Cringelford. Previous development
has led to urbanisation in Cringleford and has not brought
sufficient benefits through section 106 agreements. We
anticipate that there will be significant environmental
impacts and restrictions in the area suggested for
development. We would not consider any new
development without a full environmental appraisal by an
independent environmental consultant. We would expect
to be involved in the tendering process and selection of
the consultant.

Object as strategic sites noted in the County's emerging
MWDF Core Strategy and Site Allocations DPDs are not
accounted for the spatial vision and vision does not
comply to PPS 12. Spatial objectives do not seek to
protect sites of strategic rail network for transporting
goods, thus reducing pressure on the strategic road

General objection. Specifically objects to major
development at Colney/Cringleford. Objects to objective
11 as it is impossible to build such large scale growth and
also reduce the need to travel.

Insufficient attention given to the opportunity to develop
villages and market towns, to sustain them.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council’'s Assessment Action
The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole. The strategy is already based on providing
attractive and viable public transport alternatives to
private cars wherever practicable. The strategy already
emphasises how it must help to deliver more sustainable
communities, and which help to address climate change.

No change.

The strategy identifies Cringleford as an area for growth
as it is on the edge of the urban area and has good public
transport links, with the potential for further improvement
and good access to empolyment. Focussiing significant
development in more isolated locations would be likley to
make the plan unsound as it would generate greater need
to travel and therefore be unsustainable. The strategy sets
out the social and environmental infrastucture
requirements to serve new development, such as the need
for green infrastucture.

Subsequent plans will give more detail concerning any
potential development at Cringlefore. The detail of any
planning application will be dealt with at the planning
application stage. Further parish council will be welcomed .
The legislation covering the need for EIA is set nationally
and will be considered when any planning application is
received. If needed, an EIA must be submitted by a
developer to support their planning application.

No change to plan

Consider need for vision cover
minerals and waste sites and to
further promote rail freight.

Objection noted.

General objection noted. The proposed scale and
distribution of growth, including Colney/Cringleford, is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk.

No change.

The strategy is already based on providing attractive and
viable public transport alternatives to private cars
wherever practicable. [PR]

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas. [PR]

No further change needed.
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Representations

10784 - Liftshare (Ms Ali
Clabburn) [8360]

8630 - Dr Rebecca Taylor [8030]

8062 - Mr Terence George
Stanford [7873]

Nature Representation Summary

Object

Object

Object

8638 - The Landscape Partnership Object

Ltd (Mr Steven Bainbridge)
[7569]

8605 - Tacolneston Parish Council
(Mr P Jeffery) [2059]

Support

Considers it is vital spatail objectives are considered in
the correct order:

a) In every new growth area an appropriate number of
jobs must also be created within walking/cycling distance
of the new houses as well as all of the necessary
services to ensure that it is not necessary to travel
unsustainably

b) All new growth areas must have high speed broadband
installed as standard to enable homeworking and
e-activities/services rather than travel

c) New growth areas must have convenient and
affordable public transport (bus and rail) and cycling and
walking facilities incorporated into them so sustainable
travel is possible and encouraged when habits are being
formed

d) Car-sharing needs to be properly promoted in each
area to ensure that any car journeys that are made have
a high occupancy (this needs to be monitored)

e) It is important that car use is not made too convenient
otherwise it will be chosen and then congestion will
Scale of growth is disproportionate to the size of the city.
Need more emphasis on affordable housing, better public
transport, cycling and walking, and jobs near peoples’
homes. The NDR seems contrary to these principles.

General objection

Comments refer to resource and waste management: this
is a conspicuous omission from the vision but included in
objective 9

General support, and concern about provision for jobs and
infrastructure.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Comments noted and are to be considered further. Other
than car-sharing, the other points referred to in the
representation are addressed in the strategy.However, the
respondent makes an important comment about the order
in which they should be considered in policy development,
and taking forward major projects (especially growth
locations). [PR]

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk.

The strategy is already based on providing a significant
proportion of affordable housing, ensuring the opportunity
for new jobs to be close to new growth areas, to promote
attractive and viable public transport alternatives to
private cars wherever practicable.

The transportation package that comprises the NDR and
significant improvements to public transport and the local
road network in Norwich is identified as critical
infrastructure to enable the implementation of the strategy
as a whole. [PR]

Objection noted [PR]

Objection accepted.

General support welcomed. The GNDP is carrying out
significant work on infrastructure needs and costs and this
will form part of a comprehensive implementation plan for
the strategy. This work, together with extensive analysis
of the potnetial for jobs growth (taking account of the
current recession) is reflected in the strategy.
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Action

To consider the ordering of
objectives, possibly as a
sequential approach to sustainable
communities in greater Norwich.

No change

No change

Amend text of the vision to refer
to waste management

No change



Representations

10815 - North East Wymondham
Landowners [8362]

7994 - Miss Lynne Morris [7851]

8173 - Mr Roger F. Weeks
MRICS [4796]

9265 - Mrs Gray [5927]

8053 - Mrs Charlotte Wootten
[7861]

8078 - Mr S Buller [7879]

8083 - Mrs Eleanor Laming [7880]

8411 - Ed King [7965]

9140 - Mrs S Capps-Jenner
[8112]

9755 - Damien van Carrapiett
[8184]

10060 - RG Carter Farms and
Drayton Farms Ltd [8232]
10070 - Lothbury Property Trust
Company Ltd [8234]

10157 - Mr Martin Green and
Norwich Consolidated Charities
[8244]

10258 - The Theatres Trust (Ms
11109 - The Leeder Family [8390]

10752 - Althorpe Gospel Hall
Trust [7048]

Nature

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Representation Summary

Support vision and objectives. Detailed assessment
provided of how development to the north east of
Wymondham could meet the vision and objectives of the
plan.

Insufficient attention given to infrastructure

Objects to further development at Hethel Engineering
Centre

General support

General support for the promotion of zero carbon
development. However, as zero carbon development has
not yet been defined, suggest amendment from "zero
carbon development will be the standard" the words "to be
achieved" should be replaced by "if this can be achieved
in a cost efficient manner".

Supports the vision which recognises communities'
spiritual needs in the area. This will need to be reflected in
the detailed policies including Policy 18 in order to deliver
community infrastructure including new Places of
Worship.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Support noted. The comments seek to justify the
identification of a specific development area and how the
backers of development in that area could meet the plan's
vision and objectives. Whilst the commentary is noted,
this is a strategic plan which identifies broad areas of
growth without identifying specific sites. This will be dealt
with in subsequent plans.

The GNDP is carrying out significant work on
infrastructure needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. [PR]

Hethel is identified in the regional spatial strategy as a
strategic location to develop jobs, and is a regionally
important centre for motor sports engineering. [PR]

Support welcomed

Welcome general support. Text later in the plan makes it
clear that the national definition of zero carbon
development, when clarified, will be used locally.

Support welcomed and detailed comments noted for
amendment. [PR]
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Action

No change to plan.

No change

No change

No change

Consider recommended
amendment to the wording of
vision concerning zero carbon
development.

Amend policy 18 to ensure
community infrastructure includes
new Places of Worship



Representations

9860 - Diocese of Norwich [2708]

8260 - Miss Claire Yaxley [7908]

9865 - Hill Residential [8215]
10867 - Taylor Wimpey
Developments & Hopkins Homes
[8363]

10878 - Broadland Land Trust
[8366]

10632 - Ms Jane Chittenden

10995 - Mrs S Plaw [8370]

8803 - Marlingford & Colton
Parish Council (Mr Max Bergin)

8148 - Mr A.J. Pring [7899]

Nature

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Representation Summary

Support the spatial vision for the Joint Core Strategy
Area.

Support Wymondham as a main town, being a sustainable

location for further development, owing to the excellent
range of services and facilities and good accessibility by
public transport.

Support Hingham and Poringland / Framingham Earl as
Key Service Centres as they both benefit from a range

General support, including emphasis on tackling climate
change, and comment that growth should be based on
reducing the need to travel

Support vision and objectives and proposed locations for
growth. These reflect the requirements of PPS3 and the
East of England Plan to the effect that the Norwich area
has the potential to develop further as a major focus for
long term economic development and growth. Specific
named locations for growth can help to achieve the vision
and objectives of the plan.

In the vision for the future, would like to see more
emphasis on alternatives to car travel - eg local rail,
trams, exploiting under-used existing infrastructure where
possible; controlled and coordinated by a single integrated
transport authority.

Geenral support although concern at choice of Service
Villages and their level of growth.

General support but question how realistic the proposals
are given the current economic climate.

Support and general comments
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Support welcomed. [PR]

Support welcomed. The strategy is based on reducing
travel demand, and developing attractive alternatives to

Support noted

Comments welcomed and noted. The strategy is already
based on providing attractive and viable public transport
alternatives to private cars wherever practicable. Some of
the comments are outside the scope of the joint core
strategy, but more relevant to the local transport plan.

The proposed scale and distribution of growth is the
favoured GNDP option, and also reflects the pattern and
character of settlements in south Norfolk.

Since the publication of the public consultation draft
further work has been carried out to identify the scale and
distribution of new development in villages. This pattern of
growth is seen by the GNDP as necessary to support and
sustain local services in rural areas. [ PR]

Support welcome. The forecasts for new homes and jobs
do take account of the current recession, but the timing of
when the growth will take place is under constant

Support welcomed and general comments noted. [PR]

Page 26 of 584

Action

No change.

No change

No change to plan

No change.

No further change beyond current
editing.

No change.

No change



Representations Nature Representation Summary
10727 - Aylsham Town Council Support  General support
(Mrs M E Anderson-Dungar)
[1776]

11125 - Persimmon Homes
(Anglia) [2373]

10504 - Postwick with Witton
Parish Council (A R Woods)
[7215]

11070 - Chaplin Farrant (Julie
Carpenter) [7535]

10758 - NHS Norfolk (Deborah
Elliott) [7666]

10972 - Howard Birch Associates
(Mr Howard Birch) [8176]

10393 - Acle Parish Council (Ms
Pauline James) [8294]

10425 - Mr J E Youngs [8308]
10476 - Mr | T Smith [8310]
10652 - Jim Smith (Mr Jim
Smith) [8342]

10658 - Mrs Lyn Robertson
[8348]

10924 - Ms Jean Cooper [8368]

Council's Assessment

Support welcomed
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Action

None



Representations Nature Representation Summary
9213 - Stratton Strawless Parish Support  General support
Council (Mr T Dann) [1828]

8560 - Bressingham & Fersfield

Parish Council (Mr M Mortimer)

[1976]

9144 - Stoke Holy Cross Parish

Council (Mrs L Read) [2055]

9870 - Swardeston Parish Council

(Carole Jowett) [2058]

10044 - Persimmon Homes

(Anglia) [2373]

8222 - Mrs Joyce Deaning [4558]

10010 - notcutts Limited (Mrs
Erica McDonald) [6911]

8387 - Mr Ben Du Brow [7012]
9923 - John Heaser [7015]

9094 - Mr John Osborne [7111]
9024 - Chaplin Farrant (Julie
Carpenter) [7535]

8962 - Ms Rosemary Mann [7706]

8512 - Mr Daniel Douglas [7817]
7985 - Mr Keith Bigland [7843]
8082 - Mr S Buller [7879]

8262 - Rockland St Mary and
Hellington Parish Council (Mr
Dennis Passingham) [7912]
8536 - Mrs Patricia Robertson
[8021]

8616 - Kay Eke [8025]

8615 - Thorpe St Andrew Town
Council (Mr Steven Ford) [8027]
8617 - Thorpe St Andrew Town
Council (Mr Steven Ford) [8027]
8649 - Mr Kevin Fincham [8036]
8673 - Mrs Jo Fincham [8044]
9668 - Wroxham Parish Council
(Mrs Daphne Wyatt) [8047]
8723 - Brooke Parish Council (Mr
Edward Jinks) [8053]

8768 - Mrs Cynthia Wade [8061]

8969 - Mr Norman Sewell [8092]
9096 - Mrs S M Curtis [8111]
9461 - Mr Barry Dowe [8134]
9479 - Mrs C H Bryant [8139]
9536 - Noble Foods Ltd [8149]
9585 - Mr Ashley Catton [8157]
9594 - Mrs Sandra Osborne
[8162]

Council's Assessment

Support welcomed
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(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Action

No change to plan



9717 - Ingleton Wood LLP
(Nicole La Ronde) [8172]
9820 - Ms Karen Drane [8198]

Representations Nature Representation Summary

9947 - Gladedale (Anglia) Ltd

[8222]

9987 - The Bunwell Partnership

(Mr Nigel Crouch) [8228]

10021 - The London Planning

Practice LLP (Ms Erin Murphy)

[8230]

10097 - Kimberley and Carleton

Forehoe Parish Council (Mrs Jane

Fraser) [8239]

10122 - Mr David Nichols [8242]

10172 - Commercial Land [8246]

8288 - Mr Robert Mapes [7915] Support  General support. Queries which side of the A11
employment will be at Wymondham, and requests that
the 'Wymondham/all corridor' is defined more clearly.

10358 - Keswick Parish Council
(Mr P Brooks) [2020]

Support  Support in principle although the vision is aspirational
thinking towards an ideal concept and doubts it is
achievable. No apparent regard to cost which, at a time
of long-term economic uncertainty, adds further to the
doubt that such ambitious plans are practicable.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Council's Assessment

Support welcome. Clarify text.

General support is welcomed. With regard to costs, the
GNDP is carrying out significant work on infrastructure
needs and costs and this will form part of a
comprehensive implementation plan for the strategy. The
implementation plan, and forecasts for new housing and
jobs, do take account of the current economic climate and
the impact for the time it may take to meet these

Page 29 of 584

Action

Amend descriptions in the text
regarding:

a) which side of the A11
employment will be at
Wymondham; and

b) clearer definition of
‘Wymondham/A11 corridor'.

No change.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Representations Nature Representation Summary Council's Assessment Action

Decision on (Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?
Consider amendments to objectives to reflect EA advice.

Amend text as soon as the Water Cycle Study stage 2b is completed.
Amend text in vision, objective 7 and strategic policy to refer to the need for investment in higher education, including UEA.
Consider greater emphasis on promotion of equlity in vision.

Amend descriptions in the text regarding:
a) which side of the A11 employment will be at Wymondham; and
b) clearer definition of 'Wymondham/A11 corridor'.

Ensure in editing, that the strategy succinctly and directly identifies what sort of place Norwich will be in the future, rather than being led by infrastructure proposals.
Consider suggested amendments to vision.

See Q28

Ensure revised policies is clear about the strategic criteria to be used in deciding how and where new homes on smaller sites will be determined.

Spatial Portrait, para. 4.2 ‘Natural Environment, landscape and diversity'. Amend to include a brief outline of the region's rich geodiversity, correcting the way in which ‘geology' is
referred to . Add 'Geodiversity' to the title.

Objective 8: revise next to last sentence to read "Biodiversity, geodiversity and locally ..."

To consider the ordering of objectives, possibly as a sequential approach to sustainable communities in greater Norwich.
Consider reordering objectives

To develop and update section on delivery.

Amend policy 18 to ensure community infrastructure includes new Places of Worship.

Ensure importance of high quality design is emphasised more fully in the vision and throughout the plan.

Consider amendments to vision and objectives to give gretaer focus on what type of place the plan seeks to create/enhance.
Consider general rewording re Broads and greater emphasis on environmental protection

Consider adding further wording in vision re promoting agriculture

Ensure revised policy reinforces services in smaller settlements, and peoples' access to them.

Consider incorporating specific wording amendments to vision re support and growth of agricultural sector.

See response to policy 5.
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Consider need for vision cover minerals and waste sites and to further promote rail freight.
Ensure the vision, objectives and relevant policies are specific about the needs of an ageing population. Ensure the implementation plan is also specific about these needs.

Amend text of the vision to refer to waste management.
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5. Spatial vision (Q1)

(Q1) Do you agree with the spatial vision & objectives?

Representations Nature Representation Summary Council's Assessment Action

Consider amendments to take account of GO East comments on:

1. Content of portrait

2. Links to other plans

3. Links between carbon reduction and 4. transport and strenthening of economic vision
clearer reference to eco town potential

reduce detail of vision eg on rural areas

4. Reference to ecotown potential

5. Avoiding repitition

6. Ordering of objectives

Development of the strategy needs to made sure policy requirements are viable, and based on evidence.

Consider recommended amendment to the wording of vision concerning zero carbon development.
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Representations

6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

8628 - University of East Anglia Commen There is no mention of the Colney Lane Bus Link
(Mr Joseph Saunders) [8029] t

Nature Representation Summary

11098 - Phillip Jeans Homes Ltd Commen Essential supporting infrastructure such as green

[8300] t infrastructure, schools, emergency services and health

10907 - Allied London Properties care will also be required. Concern about NNDR funding

[8367] as JCS cannot rely on development areas in other parts
of the GNDP funding NNDR when they do not have the
same effect on capacity as development in the North
East. Further detail is needed on how much water supply
and sewage disposal upgrades/ facilities will cost.
Concern that the A47 has yet to be assessed in the
terms of capacity against the anticipated growth- need to
complete this assessment prior to allocations being
determined to understand impact on proposed growth

options.
10601 - Mr/Mrs Smith [8322] Commen Critical to take account of likely timing of infrastructure
t e.g. employment developments such as at airport are

reliant on major infrastructure so unlikely to be available
in the short to medium term.

8109 - Mr Charles Thomas [7888] Commen Housing developments need to address current problems

t such as lack of outdoor space, adequately sized garages
and a minimum of two off road parking spaces for every
household. Existing estate roads are cluttered with on

road car parking.

10381 - GO East (Ms Mary Commen In addition to road based schemes which the GNDP

Marston) [7463] t considers will be required to enable certain locations to
come forward for development, early recognition of the
role of sustainable transport in delivering growth would be
helpful. Reference to Bus Rapid Transport at policies 2, 3
and 4 suggest that this might also be regarded as either
critical or essential infrastructure.

10701 - Environment Agency Commen Water companies can advise on water supply and sewage
(Eastern Area Office) (Miss t disposal requirements. Should be studied through WCS.
Jessica Bowden) [8352]
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

This is a strategic doument which does not set out the
detail of all transport schemes. The potential for a colney
bus link will be considered through other documents,

Comment noted. Other infrastructural requirements are
listed elsewhere in the plan. Further detail on the A47 and
water is being produced as part of the evidence base.

Comment noted. The Implementation section will identify
what infrastructure is required and when it is required.

Noted. Policies covering these issues will be in the

Development Management plans for each district.

Noted.

Comment noted.
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Action

No change to plan

Ensure plan takes account of the
findings of the Water Cycle Study
and transport requirements are
set out in NATS.

No change to plan

No change to plan

Consider including BRT in list of
critical infrastructure

Include more detail on water
infrastructure requirements
reflecting the findings of the
Water Cycle Study.



Representations

9743 - Great Yarmouth Borough
Council (Mr David Glason) [6974]

9669 - Wroxham Parish Council
(Mrs Daphne Wyatt) [8047]

9655 - Ms E Riches [8165]

9087 - Broads Authority (Mr. John
Clements) [7986]

8871 - ie homes & property Itd
(mr ed palmieri) [7620]

9637 - Gable Developments (Mr
Chris Leeming) [7503]

9471 - Louisa Young [8135]

10246 - Mrs Angela Garner [8258]

8708 - Mr Nick Miller [8049]

Nature

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Representation Summary

Council welcomes proposals; however there is concern
that these plans may generate an adverse impact in the
Great Yarmouth area as they could be seen to be in
competition. The plans may undermine the extensive
efforts to regenerate brownfield riverside sites in the
heart of the town. The Council needs to be re-assured
that the specific challenges facing Great Yarmouth will
continue to be recognised and responded to through
appropriate and timely interventions and assistance
designed to support and facilitate its own development

The small amount of B road upgrading and the lack of
attention to traffic flow analysis may contribute to future
problems.

Bypass at Long Stratton should be funded by
government- not through restricting services that would
otherwise have been provided for (through developer

Green infrastructure provision must be considered on a
strategic scale and not just in terms of individual
developments and reference should be made to
recreational infrastructure.

Need junction improvements at A140/A47

It appears that the strategy is dependent on investment
for supporting infrastructure by various utilities and
without this it will be unlikely to meet RSS targets. This
suggests that the GNDP are unable to put forward any
realistic delivery vehicle in support of its favoured growth
options at this time. This document does not take into
consideration comments made by technical consultees
and as such proves that there is insufficient evidence
base on which to justify its favoured growth option. There
is no justification for 1,800 homes at Long Stratton
simply for a bypass. The strategy is car based and will
only increase traffic and congestion on the A140.

Need for stronger emphasis on green infrastructure,
schools, emergency services, healthcare and affordable
housing.

Lack of communication between planning, health,
education and transport. Hospital is full, care in the
community is a disaster, the walk-in centre with excellent
parking is moving to the mall (is the transport strategy
not to keep cars out of the city) and villages such as
Cringleford have no public transport in the evening or on
Sundays.

Funding gap between requirements and funds needs
addressing as does timing of infrastructure
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

The infrastructure is needed to support the growth required
by the adopted East of England Plan. Insufficient
brownfield sites are avaiable to meet this scale of growth.
Growth of greater Norwich's economy should be taken
account of by Great Yarmouth to ensure that the benefits
of that growth are shared.

Traffic flow analysis informs tarnsport policy.

The A140 is no longer a trunk road and therefore can not
be fundede by the Highways Agency.

The plan refers both to the need for strategic green
infrastucture and for recreational space.

Agreed - junction improvements will be required to support
development

Noted. The Implementation section of the plan covers
delivery of infrastructure, though it is accepted that

further consideration should be given to a delivery vehicle.
Opposition to growth at Long Stratton noted.

Noted. All of these issues are covered in the plan. The
need for a greater emphasis on health facilities is agreed.

The purpose of this plan is to ensure co-ordination between
various service providers and thus to promote increased
access to services and enable provision to be made to
serve growth.

Comment noted. The Implementation section of the plan
deals with infrastructure delivery.
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Action

No change to plan

No chnage to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan

Consider delivery vehicle to
ensure implmentation of the plan.

Ensure plan gives greater
emphasis to health facilities.

No change to plan

No change to plan



Representations

9342 - Mr E Newberry [8120]

9537 - Noble Foods Ltd [8149]

7946 - Colin Mould [7809]

7986 - Mr Keith Bigland [7843]
8079 - Mr S Buller [7879]

8263 - Rockland St Mary and
Hellington Parish Council (Mr
Dennis Passingham) [7912]
8289 - Mr Robert Mapes [7915]
8487 - Mrs Helen Hutson [8020]
9462 - Mr Barry Dowe [8134]
10123 - Mr David Nichols [8242]

9480 - Mrs C H Bryant [8139]

9955 - Sustrans (Mr Nigel
Brigham) [6903]

8328 - Mr Brian Cleland [7938]

10577 - Mr/Mrs Shingfield [8319]

Nature

Commen
t

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Difficulty will be getting it in place in the right order with
little inconvenience. Doubt right amount of public
transport, small convenience shops, medical centre and
schools will be provided.

No. Not all infrastructure will be relevant to smaller scale
developments.

Need to improve road and rail links to the rest of the
county and Europe by dualling the A11 and A47, improve
Norwich to London and Norwich to Midlands rail link and
have rapid bus lanes into Norwich.

Have you thought about enough schools?

The list of major road schemes ignores the vast majority
of the vision and is incompatible with sustainable
development. There is no logic for the need for the road
schemes since there is a need to manage travel
behaviour and the demand for transport and make
efficient use of existing infrastructure. Schemes to
increase road capacity are at odds with this so the NDR,
A47 junction improvements and Long Stratton bypass
should not be mentioned. The critical infrastructure
requirements should be

a€¢ Efficient and adequate water supply and sewage
disposal

a€¢ Efficient and adequate transport networks

a€¢ Green infrastructure

a€¢ Schools

a€¢ Health facilities

a€¢ Provision for emergency services

a€¢ Adequate affordable housing

No initiatives shown how to reduce water usage and
sewage generation. If the NNDR falls, the whole spatial
strategy has nowhere to go. Is it not dependant upon
unitary council?

Please go to Question 28
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Noted. The Implementation policy aims to ensure that
infrastructure is provided at the appropriate time to serve
new development.

Noted. This issue will be addressed in the plan when the
evidence base on infrastructure need is complete.

The plan supports the suggested transport improvements.

Yes, childrens services are providing appropriate

Objection and infrastructure recomendations noted. The
NDR and the junction improvements on the A47 will give
road space over to public transport to enable

Policy 13 covers water efficiency, though it is accepted
that it is necessary to cover this issue in more detail. The
NNDR is a key issue for the plan. The strategy is not
dependent on the local government review.

See question 28
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Action

No change to plan

Ensure issue of infrastructure
requirements from small scale
development is addressed.

No change to plan

No change to plan

Consider clearer reference to
water requirements.

Ensure the issues of water
efficiency and sewerage are
covered in more detail.

See question 28



Representations

10071 - Lothbury Property Trust
Company Ltd [8234]

10879 - Broadland Land Trust
[8366]

10311 - CPRE Norfolk (Mr James
Frost) [6826]

10166 - Lafarge Aggregates Ltd
[8245]

9028 - Keymer Cavendish (Mr E.
J. Keymer) [4187]

9924 - John Heaser [7015]

8631 - Dr Rebecca Taylor [8030]

8650 - Mr Kevin Fincham [8036]
8674 - Mrs Jo Fincham [8044]
9349 - Mr Peter Rope [7113]
10554 - Mr G P Collings [8318]

9895 - Mr Peter Suton [8219]

10530 - MR Adrian Vernon [8312]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object
Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Recognise NNDR has been identified as a significant part
of NATS and funding from Regional Funding Allocation
gives greater degree of certainty over its delivery.
However even with the absence of the NNDR, the North
East is the most sustainable location for growth in the
area and offers a unique opportunity to facilitate
significant improvements to the transport network in
Norwich.

It is suggested that paragraph 6.2 is amended to include
bullet point that refers to new rail halts that utilise the
existing capacity of the Bittern Line and to the inner link
road (which will carry orbital movement from Broadland
Business Park in the south through to Wroxham Road).
The potential for tram/train transit opportunities should be
fully explored.

The infrastructure proposed is dictating the spatial
strategy and the location of development rather than
serving it e.g. NNDR, Long Stratton bypass.

NATS requires urgent review to refocus priorities on a
high grade, efficient public transport system which would
link settlements with the city centre and major
employment locations. The level of growth also places
further pressure on water resource and treatment in the
country which is barely touched upon in the proposed

The critical infrastructure requirements do not take
account of existing assets within the plan area. The long
term protection an enhancement of the area's intermodal
materials handling facilities will aid in the achievement of
the development objectives.

Insufficient emphasis on public transport, the rail network
and safe walking/cycling routes (both urban and rural) -
need for off road, safe cycle paths.

Need to address traffic problems at Thorpe/Postwick
business areas.

Maintain and improve what already exists.

The NDR is in the wrong place. It seems to me that the
intention is fill in behind it, creating one huge 'new' city.
This development will be detrimental to those living in Old
Catton/Sprowston/Thorpe area.

This critical infrastructure just feeds large numbers of
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Comments noted.

The strategy promotes a balanced transport policy and
prioritises improvements to public transport. A Water
Cycle Study has identified the water infrastructure
required to support grwoth and further detail on this issue
will be incorprtaed in the plan when that study is complete.

Noted.

The startegy seeks to promote a balanced trasnport
policy, with road improvements enabling public trasport
improvements. The startegy promotes walking and
cycling. More detail will be set out in subsequent plans.

Noted. The plan promotes road improvments at the
Postwick hub.

The infrastructure required is necessary to enable the
growth required in the East of England Plan.

Substantial development is required to meet the housing
need set out in the East of England Plan. A large urban
extension has been identified as the most appropraite may
to meet the majority of the housing need in Broadland.
The plan requiries development to be built to high
standards and to provide the services it needs to reduce
negative impact on existing development.

Objection noted. New road provisionis intended free up
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Action

Consider including reference to rail
halts, tram train potential and
inner link road

Incorporate fidings of Water Cycle
Study in the plan.

Consider including the long term
protection an enhancement of the
area's intermodal materials
handling facilities through the plan.

No change to plan

No change to plan.
No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan



Representations

9504 - South Norfolk Council
(Stoke Holy Cross Ward) (Mr
Trevor Lewis) [8142]

11082 - Norwich and Norfolk
Transport Action Group (Ms
Denise Carlo) [8387]

11141 - JB Planning Associates
(Mr John Boyd) [6979]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

vehicles on to already crowded roads.

Representation Summary

There are major infrastructure implications for any
development of the Deal Ground and Utilities sites. It
would be unlikely that developers could fund it alone.

Concern that JCS is being driven by road infrastructure
projects in particular north east which will bolster case for
NDR.

Major new road building is incompatible with sustainable
development, increase car dependency and CO2, will lead
to further decentralisation of actives and takes away
funding from sustainable transport and community
infrastructure.

The NDR does not provide a good fit with emerging
spatial patterns, will encourage car travel and increase
CO2 emissions.

Building a dual carriage bypass at Long Stratton is not
justified and Long Stratton is unsuitable for major
development as is largely reliant on car use.

Alternatives- NATS must be reviewed in line with the RSS
to provide a high quality public transport system with
cross-city links, new local access roads should be
provided on a scale commensurate with servicing new
development and supporting green travel modes.

The road infrastructure is unsound as it is inconsistent
with national policies, is not in general conformity with the
RSS, there is a lack of justification/evidence for road
schemes, alternative transport options have not been
tested and there is no guarantee that the projects are
deliverable.

NDR, A47 improvements and Long Stratton bypass
should be deleted and replaced with a public transport
system to included BRT, with cross-city links for
connecting the different parts of the NPA and
enhancements to the local rail network.

Concerned that developer contributions at Long Stratton
will primarily be required to fund the bypass and not local
facilities that the development will require. The allocation
at Long Stratton is based on insufficient evidence and the
single issue of a bypass must be kept in perspective
with regards to the Core Strategies aims and objectives.
Long Stratton is an unsustainable settlement with poor
public transport and limited facilities. It is not suitable for
the proposed level of development. There appears to be a
significant degree of uncertainty around the level of
growth required to fund a bypass, the availability of
funding to pay for it up from and the effect that the cost
of the bypass will have on the availability of developer
contributions to fund local facilities such as affordable
housing. Should the Core Strategy progress on this basis,

road space for public transport improvements.
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment Action

Noted. The site specific needs at this site will be
addressed in the Norwich Site Allocation plan.

No change to plan.

Objection noted. The road improvements are intended to
free up space for public transport improvements, therefore
showing conformity with national and regional policy.
Cross city BRT is promoted through the plan and further
work on rail capacity is to be undertaken to infrom policy.
For further detail on these issues, see responses to

See response to transport policy

Objection to growth at Long Stratton and view that this
would make the Core Strategy unsound noted.

Take account of view that growth
at Long Stratton would make the
strategy unsound.
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Representations

8398 - COLNEY PARISH
MEETING (MRS HAZEL MARTIN)
[7978]

10449 - Mr David Smith [8309]
10477 - Mr | T Smith [8310]

10264 - Costessey Parish

Council (Mrs Rachel Jackson)
[7068]

8054 - Mrs Charlotte Wootten
[7861]

8137 - Mr Alan Fairweather [7889]

8454 - Mr Peter Sergeant [7993]
8832 - Mr John Nelson [8064]

8902 - Old Catton Parish Council
(Mrs S Barber) [1816]

9561 - Drayton Parish Council
(Mrs Patricia Kirby) [6690]

10843 - Norwich Green Party (Mr
Stephen Little) [8018]

9543 - Mr R Harris [8146]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

it would not be based on credible or robust evidence base

and would be found unsound.

Representation Summary

Opposed to large scale development. It will result in more
crime and will destroy the feeling of living in a safe rural
community with a sense of belonging.

NNDR needs to be dualled and/or links up with both ends
of the A47. Not linking it may result in increased traffic.

The NDR has limited value as it will not be easily
accessed locally. There may be more traffic passing
through Old Catton with new homes to the north of
Norwich and through Drayton, Costessey and Taverham.

Given the stated need for a modal shift away from car
use, it is surprising that 2 out of 3 critical infrastructure
requirements are to do with upgrading the road network.
Improvements to Water Supply touches on an issue
which if an environmentally responsible path was
pursued, could well act as a brake on development.

Increasing population does not answer problems of
deprivation in Norwich or rural areas- this has to be dealt
with via increased investment by public utilities and local
government with Government grants. Education is a
priority so that the high tech industry at Colney and UEA
can be expanded. A higher wage structure is required in
agriculture and there needs to be a restriction on second
homes. Small industries should be encouraged to support
the local village and the young village residents. Sites
need to be provided for Gypsies and travellers. There
should be restriction of legal and illegal immigration.
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Large scale development is needed to meet the growth
required by the East of England plan. This plan attempts to
ensure that the growth creates vibrant new communities
with the facilites to enable a sense of community to be
created.

NNDR is proposed as a dual carriageway. The link to the
west was carefully considered but rejected by the county
council on environmental grounds, as it would have to
croass the nationally designated environmental asset of
the Wensum Valley.

The strategy is designed to reduce traffic in the suburbs
and improve public trasnport.

Objection noted. The road projects are intended to free up
space for public transport improvements. The Water Cycle
Study is covering water infrastructure requirements and
will inform the plan.

Issues such as agricultural pay rates, second homes and
immigration policy can not be dealt with through this plan
as they are matters for national government. The plan
covers gipsy and traveller sites and promotes improved
education facilities.
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Action

No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan

Ensure the findings of the Water
Cycle Study inform the plan.

No change to plan.



Representations Nature Representation Summary
10728 - Aylsham Town Council Object Yes
(Mrs M E Anderson-Dungar)

[1776]

8561 - Bressingham & Fersfield

Parish Council (Mr M Mortimer)

[1976]

9145 - Stoke Holy Cross Parish

Council (Mrs L Read) [2055]

9871 - Swardeston Parish Council

(Carole Jowett) [2058]

11126 - Persimmon Homes

(Anglia) [2373]

10045 - Persimmon Homes

(Anglia) [2373]

8223 - Mrs Joyce Deaning [4558]

10210 - Mr D Mawson OBE [5864]

8804 - Marlingford & Colton
Parish Council (Mr Max Bergin)
[6869]

10011 - notcutts Limited (Mrs
Erica McDonald) [6911]

8388 - Mr Ben Du Brow [7012]
9095 - Mr John Osborne [7111]
10505 - Postwick with Witton
Parish Council (A R Woods)
[7215]

8963 - Ms Rosemary Mann [7706]

8264 - Rockland St Mary and
Hellington Parish Council (Mr
Dennis Passingham) [7912]
8412 - Ed King [7965]

8379 - M Harrold [7966]

8422 - M Harrold [7966]

8463 - Mr C Skeels [8016]

8537 - Mrs Patricia Robertson
[8021]

8724 - Brooke Parish Council (Mr
Edward Jinks) [8053]

8970 - Mr Norman Sewell [8092]
9097 - Mrs S M Curtis [8111]
9141 - Mrs S Capps-Jenner
[8112]

9421 - Swannington with Alderford
& Little Witchingham Parish
Council (Mr Steve Griggs) [8127]

9595 - Mrs Sandra Osborne
[8162]

Council's Assessment

Support noted
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Action

No change to plan



10973 - Howard Birch Associates
(Mr Howard Birch) [8176]
9756 - Damien van Carrapiett

Representations

[8184]

9821 - Ms Karen Drane [8198]
9988 - The Bunwell Partnership
(Mr Nigel Crouch) [8228]

10022 - The London Planning
Practice LLP (Ms Erin Murphy)
[8230]

10098 - Kimberley and Carleton
Forehoe Parish Council (Mrs Jane
Fraser) [8239]

10173 - Commercial Land [8246]

10394 - Acle Parish Council (Ms

9286 - Ms Jill Loan [8117] Object
8149 - Mr A.J. Pring [7899] Object
9511 - Ms Cathy Armor [8140]

10816 - North East Wymondham  Object
Landowners [8362]

10785 - Liftshare (Ms Al Object
Clabburn) [8360]

10801 - Ms Kerry Lane [8361]

9694 - Mr Paul Ruddock [5446] Object
8893 - Hempnall Parish Council Object
(Mr 1 J Nelson) [2014]

9214 - Stratton Strawless Parish Object

Council (Mr T Dann) [1828]

Nature Representation Summary

No to NDR and growth areas. North of Norwich is an
ancient woodland and park land.

The same priorities have been identified before and have
not been delivered.

There is some doubt over the deliverability of NDR which
could frustrate delivery of the north east location.
Wymondham is the next most sustainable location and
offers a unique opportunity to unlock significant amount
of growth early on. Greater use should be made of the rail
link Wymondham has with Norwich, Cambridge and

It is important to reduce congestion but it is best
achieved by reducing the need to travel and to travel
more sustainably. Bottlenecks should be addressed after
that. Critical infrastructure should include

a€¢ High speed broadband for all settlement

a€¢ Network of pleasant, convenient, direct and well
maintained cycle paths

a€¢ Countywide car-sharing scheme

a€¢ High Occupancy Vehicle and bus lanes on main
routes

a€¢ Availability of car clubs.

a€¢ Assess potential to reopen railway lines

Insufficient detail of infrastructure required for 1,800 at
Long Stratton e.g sewerage system is inadequate, water
pressure is low. Who will pay for these if the developer
has to pay for bypass, affordable housing and

Infrastructure requirements (e.g. NNDR, Long Stratton
bypass) are incompatible with the aspiration to preserve
the rural nature of the countryside surrounding Norwich.

Whilst the development of transport networks is
important, maintaining and improving existing services

Page 35 of 392
6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Objection noted. Environmental assets will be incoporated
in the green infrastructure as far as possible. Ancient
woodland is protewcted from development.

Objection noted. The plan sets out present funding
priorities. Many previous priorities have been delivered,
some remain as priorities in this plan.

The strategy promotes delivery of the NDR and improved
services on the Cambridge line.

Objection noted. The plan promotes sustainable travel and
the reduction in the need to travel. Detailed transport
shemes will be set out in NATS.

The developer will have to provide the infrastructure
necssary to enable their development to go ahead,
including water infrastructure.

Noted. Infrastructure improvements will be necessary to
support growth required by the East of England Plan.

Objection noted. The plan covers new development and
therefore focuses on the infrastructure required to support
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Action

No change to plan

No change to plan

Ensure the plan promotes
broadband improvements.

No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan



8351 - Alyson Lowe [6992]
8868 - mrs Dorothy Allen [8071]
9075 - Ms R Pickering [8109]

Representations

9283 - Mrs Brenda Ruddock
[5445]

9912 - Miss Lynda Edwards
[6780]

10759 - NHS Norfolk (Deborah

8585 - Mr M Read [8024]

8445 - lan Harris [8007]

10648 - Ms Lucy Hall [8295]
10659 - Mrs Lyn Robertson

8639 - The Landscape Partnership
Ltd (Mr Steven Bainbridge)
[7569]

8513 - Mr Daniel Douglas [7817]

9260 - Ms Rosemary O'Donoghue
[8115]

8257 - R Barker [6805]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

such as sewage/water and healthcare are more
immediately important.

Representation Summary

Need more emphasis on hospital/healthcare facilities.
Planning for primary and secondary healthcare will be
required to meet the needs of the new population. EDAW
study has helpful estimates.

Use brownfield sites only

If people are to live, work and play within walking and
cycling distance, why are two out of the three
requirements road-related?

NATS is already out of date as produced before large
scale house building was proposed. Critical infrastructure
needed are water and sewage improvements, rail and light
rail, good interchange facilities between bike, car, rail and

Absence of waste management as a critical infrastructure
requirement.

There is no detail about how public transport services will
be supported with the necessary revenue.

It is not feasible to have rapid bus transit routes as on
Newmarket Road. The NDR is only going to serve a
small community and will encourage further building along
its route

The Issues and Options JCS said that even with a
bypass at Long Stratton, transport accessibility is poor.
As such the policy for growth is flawed.

that development. Maintenance of existing facilities is the
ongoing responsibility of a variety of bodies, though
facilities to support new development may benefit existing
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6. Spatial Strategy (Q2)

(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Noted.

The strategy promotes the use of brownfield sites, but
there are insuffiicient previously developed sites to meet
the growth needs.

A variety of transport solutions, including roads, are
required to promote accessibility for all.

A review of NATS is taking place. The plan promotes
modal shift and improved interchange facilities

Objection noted. A separate waste management plan is
being produced by Norfolk County Council

This will be set out in the NATS plan

BRT routes may require some road widening in places. The
NDR will free up road space for bus priority measures.

Objection noted. The amount of growth indentified in Long
Stratton would require a bypass to enable its
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Action

Include greater emphasis on
hospital/healthcare facilities,
taking account of the findings of
the EDAW study.

No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan

Consider the need for reference to
waste management in this plan.

No change to plan

No change to plan

No change to plan



Representations

9226 - Ms T Wheatley [4494]
7958 - Mrs Rosemary Bennett
[6862]

7923 - mr paul newson [7812]
8056 - Mr Andrew Burtenshaw
[7870]

8063 - Mr Terence George
Stanford [7873]

8199 - Mr P Anderson [7901]
8313 - Marion Amos [7919]
8958 - MR Richard Edwards
[7925]

8339 - e buitenhuis [7951]

8442 - Dr Tim Rayner [8006]
9908 - Christopher Webb [8019]
8697 - mrs jane fischl [8031]
8939 - Miss Marguerite Finn
[8087]

8947 - Mrs Hazel Davidson [8088]

9185 - Widen the Choice Rural
Transport Partnership (Mr Chris
Wood) [8114]

9322 - Ms Celia Viner [8123]
9377 - Ms Irene Burrows [8124]
9720 - Mrs Rosemary Watkinson
[8174]

9789 - Cringleford Parish Council
(Mrs Anne Barnes) [7513]

11041 - Norfolk Homes Ltd

8769 - Mrs Cynthia Wade [8061]

10359 - Keswick Parish Council
(Mr P Brooks) [2020]

8619 - Kay Eke [8025]

Nature

Object

Object

Support

Support

Support
Support

Support

Representation Summary

Over emphasis on new road building. There is no
requirement for the NNDR. Instead there should be more
emphasis on improving public transport, the rail network
and cycle routes/footpaths.

What is the definition of 'right'? And ‘right' for whom?
Incomers? Present incumbents?

Yes. Also need to include that local employers must be
involved with infrastructure development, both as
employers and service providers to town and rural
communities.

Subject to ensuring contributions from new developments
does not have a material impact on viability and hence
deliverability.

If NNDR is built what is the planned course of its route?

The strategy is dependent on significant investment and
the government's track record is questionable in this
regard. The failure of a single element could result in the
collapse of the whole strategy.

Agree that any development must be undertaken with full
supporting infrastructure.
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(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment Action
The NNDR is required to enable public transport
improvements by freeing up road space for bus, cycle
and pedestrian priority. See responses to transport policy
for further detail.

No change to plan

The question refers to infrastructure to serve new
development. This development will serve both existing
local people as household sizes decrease and new
residents to the area.

No change to plan.

Planning can not require development to use local service
providers.

No change to plan

Noted. The implementation section covers viability
considerations.

No change to plan.

Detail of the route is avaiable from the county council No change to plan

Noted. Investment will come from a number of different
agencies, from private developers and from the

No change to plan

Support noted No change to plan
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Representations

8174 - Mr Roger F. Weeks
MRICS [4796]

7992 - Michael Gotts [7844]
7995 - Miss Lynne Morris [7851]
8065 - Miss Janet Saunders
[7875]

8261 - Miss Claire Yaxley [7908]

11110 - The Leeder Family [8390]

8084 - Mrs Eleanor Laming [7880]

10633 - Ms Jane Chittenden

Nature

Support

Support

Support

Support

Support

Representation Summary

Infrastructure improvements must be completed before
new building takes places to avoid exacerbating existing
problems.

Support. NDR is long overdue and will take traffic off
smaller roads. Cycling and improved bus routes are an
unrealistic alternative.

Where infrastructure is described as critical, there is a
policy requirement to ensure that related development is
not permitted to exceed the level which triggers the
requirement if that infrastructure has not yet been
implemented.

A Long Stratton bypass is described appropriately as
essential supporting infrastructure.

Adequate drainage systems needed to account for heavy
rainfall

Need specific mention of investment in local rail services
linking market towns to Norwich and less dependence on
road travel.
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(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Council's Assessment

Infrastructure improvements are phased to be in tandem
with new development

Support for NDR noted. Promotion of walking and cycling
are part of a balanced transport policy.

Support noted.

Agreed. These will be provided by Anglian Water to serve
new development. Significant evidence on water has
informed the plan.

Noted. The capacity of local rail services is subject to
further investigation. Bus rapid transit is aidentified as
playing a key role in promoting public transport.

Page 42 of 584

Action

No change to plan

No change to plan.

Ensure plan includes an
infrastructre policy to cover
drainage.

No change to plan



Representations Nature Representation Summary Council’'s Assessment

Decision on (Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?
Ensure the issues of water efficiency and sewerage are covered in more detail.

Incorporate fidings of Water Cycle Study in the plan.

Consider including the long term protection an enhancement of the area's intermodal materials handling facilities through the plan.
Consider including BRT in list of critical infrastructure.

Include greater emphasis on hospital/healthcare facilities, taking account of the findings of the EDAW study.
Consider including reference to rail halts, tram train potential and inner link road.

Ensure plan gives greater emphasis to health facilities.

Ensure the findings of the Water Cycle Study inform the plan.

Ensure plan takes account of the findings of the Water Cycle Study and transport requirements are set out in NATS.
Consider the need for reference to waste management in this plan.

Consider clearer reference to water requirements.

Ensure issue of infrastructure requirements from small scale development is addressed.

Include more detail on water infrastructure requirements reflecting the findings of the Water Cycle Study.

Take account of view that growth at Long Stratton would make the strategy unsound.

See response to transport policy.

Ensure plan includes an infrastructre policy to cover drainage.

Consider delivery vehicle to ensure implmentation of the plan.

Ensure the plan promotes broadband improvements.
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(Q2) Have we identified the right critical infrastructure requirements?

Action



Representations Nature

Representation Summary

7.Policies for Places (Q3 - Q20)

(Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

8759 - Ms Sarah Smith [8059] Commen
t

11026 - Bidwells Norwich (309) Commen

(Mrs Isabel Lockwood) [7175] t

10689 - M Elliott [5264] Commen
t

10299 - mrs LISA ford [8282] Commen

t

9909 - Christopher Webb [8019] Commen
t

8873 - ie homes & property Itd Commen
(mr ed palmieri) [7620] t
10145 - R Smith [8243] Commen

t

9981 - GF Cole and Son [8226] Commen
t

10312 - CPRE Norfolk (Mr James  Commen
Frost) [6826] t

Lingwood should remain as a service village. Site
specific proposals must accord with the Sustainable
Community Strategy

Support the hierarchy and the identification of the role of
Poringland as a Key Service Centre.

Concern at the potential harm new development could
have on occupiers of barn conversions. In particular the
potential for loss of natural light into already dark interiors
and an increased risk of flooding from surface water run

Urban fringe development will result in areas such as
Bowthorpe spreading out to Colney, with Colney losing its
separate identity. The local road network will not cope
with the increase in traffic.

Not able to respond

Settlement hierarchy is too prescriptive. Tasburgh on
A140 and close to Long Stratton could take 200.

The hierarchy should recognise the key service centres in
the Norwich Policy Area. Given the distribution of new
homes it would be helpful to distinguish these.

Concern that the lower strata does not give enough
direction for locating growth. Should reflect the
relationship between settlements and acknowledge that
short car journeys between these settlements, in order to
access services, are potentially sustainable. Excluding
on grounds of poor or no public transport will lead to
decline in rural settlements.

Whilst supporting urban concentration concern at the level
of Greenfield development being proposed in the
favoured option. Welcome the commitment to low
numbers in the, although concerned at the favoured
option will impact on some villages.
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment Action

Lingwood is defined as a service village and the JCS None
must, and does, reflect the sustainable communities

strategies of the GNDP authorities. For Lingwood,

site-specific proposals are the responsibility of Broadland

District Council and are not matters for the JCS.

TH
Support noted. TH None.
These matters are the domain of site specific None.

development plan documents. TH

Transport and movement are key issues that the JCS None.
looks to address. Accommodating the RSS growth while

retaining the distinctive character of settlements is an

objective of the JCS and a challenge for the Site Specific

Allocations DPD. TH

Noted None
RBC
Settlement hierarchy methodology is being reviewed. The None

representation acknowledges the suitability of Long
Stratton for major development. Tasburgh is within the
new methodology as a service village, within the NPA.
Site specific DPDs may propose development at
Tasburgh, as part of identifying sites to accommodate the
1,800 other sites in the NPA category of the allocation
requirement.

The revised settlement hierarchy does explain that service None.
villages in the NPA may be considered for additional

development over and above the 10 to 20 new homes

range.TH

The lower strata of the settlement hierarchy have been None
redefined. In addition it is considered that the clustering of

settlement in the new methodology covers the point about

links between settlements. TH

It is not possible to locate the level of housing growth None.
required on brownfield sites only. The JCS maximises the
potential for brownfield developments. TH
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Representations

10713 - Ms S Layton [8354]

9638 - Gable Developments (Mr
Chris Leeming) [7503]

8918 - Old Catton Parish Council
(Mrs S Barber) [1816]

7980 - mr Daniel Yellop [7836]

7959 - Mrs Rosemary Bennett
[6862]

11061 - Norfolk Association of
Architects (Mr Michael Innes)
[8378]

10997 - Mrs S Plaw [8370]

9989 - The Bunwell Partnership
(Mr Nigel Crouch) [8228]

8446 - lan Harris [8007]

10637 - Mr Alfred Townly [7878]

Nature

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Commen
t

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Do not agree with the Government's forecasts for future
housing growth.

Hierarchy should reflect ability to accommodate
development in terms of infrastructure capacity and
whether economic advantage can be taken of spare
capacity. This could result in settlements moving up or
down the hierarchy. The hierarchy must be flexible to
reflect this.

Land at BDCO0051 should be designated for recreational

Hope there is not a big gap between the amount of
development from the NPA to the main towns and
service centres.

Rather than large development at Main Towns Long
Stratton it would better to build smaller numbers of homes
in villages in order to protect local services.

Fundamental opposition to spatial strategy derived from a
top down approach. More visionary approach needed -
promotes major new town at Acle.

Service villages. Cannot put 10- 20 new homes in a
village without having impact on existing residence,
Service villages lack facilities for young people and
evening bus services.

Bunwell has sufficient services to be classified as a
service village.

The NPA is too broadly defined, and unless public
transport and cycle routes are prioritised this will lead to
more car journeys.

Hierarchy too focussed on Norwich. This will result in
more traffic movements into the city. Needs investment
in housing and employment towns such as Acle.
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment

The housing requirement figures were tested at the
Examination in Public for the East of England Plan. They
cannot be amended through the Joint Core Strategy
process. TH

Consider the new methodology does give more flexibility
to the lower strata of the hierarchy.
TH

Not a JCS issue, representation passed to Broadland
District Council as it relates to its site- specific proposals.

Consider the hierarchy reflects the provision of services
and does offer alternatives in main towns.

The review of the settlement hierarchy recommends a
methodology that increases the number of service villages
and attributes an appropriate scale of development in the
main towns and Long Stratton.

TH

Consider the proposed settlement hierarchy, with its
emphasis on Norwich, pays full regard to the East of
England Plan. The JCS must be in conformity with the
East of England Plan and consider a major new town at
Acle would not give this. TH

The revised methodology for defining service villages
takes into account the availability of services and
facilities as well as public transport The range of 10 to 20

dwellings is considered an appropriate scale, and has been

set to avoid significant adverse impact on existing

The new approach does give Bunwell "service Village"
status. TH

One of the central aims of the Core Strategy is to locate
Greenfield development to locations with good access to
Norwich, a range of strategic employment locations and
services and where good public transport links exist or can
be provided.

TH

Consider the proposed hierarchy properly reflects the
emphasis on urban concentration that is in the RSS. JCS
does contain proposals for towns such as Acle, looking to
match the scale of development to the size and function
of settlements. TH
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Action

None

Pass rep to BDC

None

None

None.

None.

None.

None

None.



Representations

8763 - Mr Peter Lanyon [8060]

8200 - Mr P Anderson [7901]

10450 - Mr David Smith [8309]

11083 - Norwich and Norfolk
Transport Action Group (Ms
Denise Carlo) [8387]

8651 - Mr Kevin Fincham [8036]

8488 - Mrs Helen Hutson [8020]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Insufficient reasons given for the level of growth, GNDP
should challenge the growth which help met the duty to
minimise climate change.

Settlement hierarchy does not take account of rising sea
water levels

It sounds a good idea, but you cannot make more than
you have already got.

New development should be focussed on city centre and
surrounding urban area as this is most sustainable. The
urban fringe should not be in same category as city
centre as it will result in green field development.
Difference between locations in urban fringe and major
mixed developments in other locations in NPA is unclear.
Suggest:

urban area of Norwich

small and medium sites in sustainable locations in
Costessey, Cringleford, Sprowston, Hellesdon, Drayton,
Taverham and Thorpe St Andrew

Delete Colney and Trowse as further development would
undermine their character and setting

Major mixed-use developments in specified locations
within NPA

Key service centres

Service villages

Other villages

Focus on continued urban development, not expansion of
rural villages

Norwich and the fringe already over developed. A
mish-mash of housing and too little employment. In
adequate public transport.
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment Action

The total number of new homes needed has been decided None
through the Regional Spatial Strategy and cannot be

amended through the Joint Core Strategy Process. The

GNDP authorities made their views known through the

RSS process, an opportunity that was also available to

members of the public. The RSS and the JCS seek to

ensure that development is accommodated in a manner

that minimises the impact on climate change.

TH

The JCS evidence base includes a strategic flood risk None
assessment. This assessment includes assumptions

regarding rises in sea level. At the lower end of the

hierarchy the selection of suitable locations will include

reference to flooding.

TH

Comments noted. TH None.

The JCS seeks to maximise the amount of brown field None.
development in the City of Norwich. The settlement
hierarchy locates appropriate scales of development in
sustainable locations. The fringe parishes are home to a
significant number of people, business and provide links to
the city centre and the surrounding area. Given its
proximity to employment opportunities and the city centre
it is considered appropriate that Trowse is defined in the
urban fringe category. The reference to Colney reflects
the east of England Plan and existing development
proposals in the adopted South Norfolk Local Plan. TH

The JCS does concentrate major development to either None
within the urban area of Norwich or as an extension to this

urban area. There is also a need to ensure the viability

and vitality of rural settlements, and the settlement

hierarchy looking to put appropriate scales of

developments to settlements in the lower strata of the

hierarchy.

One of the central aims of the is to locate development to None
locations with good access to Norwich, a range of strategic
employment locations and services and where good public

transport links exist or can be provided. TH
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Representations

9896 - Mr Peter Suton [8219]

8675 - Mrs Jo Fincham [8044]

8150 - Mr A.J. Pring [7899]

10531 - MR Adrian Vernon [8312]

9186 - Widen the Choice Rural
Transport Partnership (Mr Chris
Wood) [8114]

9853 - Mr Paul Johnson [8207]

10817 - North East Wymondham
Landowners [8362]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Not desirable to locate major development NE of
Norwich, the area is already over developed.

Tasburgh should be in the 'other villages' category and
larger settlements such as Hempnall should be a service
village.

The city's mediaeval layout makes cross-city journeys
difficult. Adding more development will make transport
worse.

Object to service villages. Road network is inadequate to
cope with increased traffic and the local services are
disappearing. The development associated with the
designation will be detrimental to the landscape and to
wildlife.

It should be based on non-car travel opportunities

Prefer to see Norfolk remain as undeveloped as possible.
Consider Norfolk should have low housing growth that is
supported by adequate infrastructure

Hierarchy does not reflect the RSS as it fails to give due
prominence to Wymondham as a location for major
growth. Suggest hierarchy as:

Urban area, Wymondham and fringe parishes

Major mixed use development in specified locations in
NPA

Main Towns

Key Service Centres

Service Villages
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment

The NE Norwich location has emerged from evidence
studies that demonstrate it is the best location when
considered against other reasonable alternatives. The
scale of development has been determined through the
RSS and cannot be altered through the JCS process. TH

The proposed changes to the settlement hierarchy
methodology have redefined many settlements. The
number of services and facilities in Tasburgh and
Hempnall means they both fall into the 'service village'
category.

The JCS takes account of the Norwich Area Transport
Strategy and Policy 16 sets out the strategic principles
that will underpin the transport needs arising from the
proposed development. Protecting and enhancing the he
historic core of the city forms an important part of the
JCS.

Consider the settlement hierarchy places levels of
development that are appropriate in scale to the
settlements in each category. The additional housing has
the potential to help bolster local services. Landscape,
transport and wildlife considerations will be assessed at the
site-specific stage. TH

The proposed methodology looks to categorise settlements
based on factors such as availability and accessibility to
services and facilities. The aim is to locate development

in settlements that offer a range of local services that

may be accessed by walking, cycling or public transport.

The total number of new homes needed has been decided
through the Regional Spatial Strategy and cannot be
amended through the Joint Core Strategy Process. One of
the key aspects of the JCS is to establish infrastructure
needs and draw up a programme of delivery. TH

The reference to Wymondham in the RSS relates to major
employment growth. (Colney/Cringleford, Thorpe St
Andrew, Longwater/Costessey are also named alongside
Wymondham). Consider Wymondham would figure in the
second tier of the hierarchy proposed by the objector,
along with locations such as Old Catton, Rackheath,
Sprowston. Thorpe St Andrew, Cringleford, Easton
Costessey, Hethersett and Long Stratton. TH
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None

None

None.

None

None

None.



Representations

9790 - Cringleford Parish Council
(Mrs Anne Barnes) [7513]

9505 - South Norfolk Council
(Stoke Holy Cross Ward) (Mr
Trevor Lewis) [8142]

9757 - Damien van Carrapiett
[8184]
10427 - Mr J E Youngs [8308]

10337 - Arthritis Care (Ms Carole
Williams) [8293]
10478 - Mr | T Smith [8310]

8706 - Ms K Dunn [8045]

8315 - Mr Anthony Knights [7922]
and not promote urban sprawl
8586 - Mr M Read [8024]

10844 - Norwich Green Party (Mr
Stephen Little) [8018]

9228 - Ms T Wheatley [4494]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Strategy should be one of dispersal rather than urban
concentration, with more development going to the rural
settlements.

Note that the urban fringe is where the JCS looks to

focus major development. Implications of defining

Trowse as an urban fringe parish is unclear. Trowse is not
a parish that forms part of an urban fringe, being
separated from the City be rail and river. Note that other
villages such as Bixley and Caistor are not designated in
the same category as Trowse, leading to the conclusion
Trowse will receive development and those others will not.

Object on the grounds of lack of infrastructure

There should be no more housing development

1,800 houses for small villages are too much.

JCS should concentrate development on brownfield sites
to accommodate the housing requirement. The size of the

Generally happy with hierarchy, although urban area of
Norwich is too broad. Suggest splitting in two with:

A) existing urban area

B) urban fringe, both in Norwich and adjacent parishes

Settlements should naturally expand accordingly to local
demand not through edicts from above.
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment

Promoting urban concentration reflects the East of
England Plan and is considered to be the most sustainable
approach to locating major development. Proposed
changes to the settlement hierarchy methodology has
resulted in more settlements being defined as service
villages. This allows for more development in rural

Consider Trowse to be part of the urban fringe of Norwich.
Consider Caistor St Edmund and Bixley are not in the
same category, being physically separated from the urban
area to a much greater degree than Trowse.

TH

One of the key aspects of the JCS is to establish
infrastructure needs and draw up a programme of delivery.
TH

The total number of new homes needed has been decided
through the Regional Spatial Strategy and cannot be
amended through the Joint Core Strategy Process. TH

The settlement hierarchy looks to put appropriate scales of
development in each strata of the hierarchy. 1.800
homes will be distributed in other settlements in the South
Norfolk part of the Norwich Policy Area. This includes
development in the fringe, in service villages as well as
other villages. Therefore it is wrong to suggest the JCS
looks to locate 1,800 new homes in what the objector
referes to as small villages. TH

The JCS does look to maximise the use of brownfield sites

housing requirement means it cannot all be located on
brownfield sites. The evidence base includes the Strategic
Housing Land Availability Assessment, which
demonstrates this.

TH

Hierarchy reflects the sustainability of locations and
consider it appropriate to define the City of Norwich and
its urban fringe as sustainable locations for major growth.

The GNDP authorities have a statutory duty to prepare
development plans. These development plans must have
regard to national and regional planning guidance and
policy. Failure to prepare such development plans could
see the Secretary of State intervene and impose
proposals on the GNDP authorities. TH
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None
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Representations

7993 - Michael Gotts [7844]
9289 - Ms Jill Loan [8117]
9348 - Mr E Newberry [8120]
9323 - Ms Celia Viner [8123]

9913 - Miss Lynda Edwards
[6780]
10555 - Mr G P Collings [8318]

9029 - Keymer Cavendish (Mr E.
J. Keymer) [4187]

9350 - Mr Peter Rope [7113]

8434 - Helen Baczkowska [8000]

8994 - Mr CM Sparrow [8093]
9001 - Mr and Mrs A W Bowyer
[8094]

9005 - Mr and Mrs P Sabberton
[8095]

9009 - Mr Philip Smith [8096]
9016 - Mr Robert Hall [8098]

10082 - Mrs Elizabeth Fletcher
[8235]

8993 - Mrs J Leggett [5263]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

Not desirable to locate major development NE of
Norwich, the area is already over developed.

Object

Major development at Long Stratton and Wymondham

should be discouraged as they lack an employment base.

Only if there is sufficient affordable housing.

Summary - see rep

Lingwood should remain a service village. Sites S39 - 02
& 02a and S39 - 02 are not appropriate for a service

JCS should concentrate development on brownfield sites
and not promote urban sprawl

Object to further development in Trowse.
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(Q3) Policy 1 Settlement Hierarchy , (Q3) Do you agree with the proposed settlement hierarchy?

Council's Assessment

The NE Norwich location has emerged from evidence
studies that demonstrate it is the best location when
considered against other reasonable alternatives. The
scale of development has been determined through the
RSS and cannot be altered through the JCS process.
TH

Noted
RBC

Given the context of the numbers of new homes required
by the RSS and the settlement pattern in South Norfolk,
the level of housing growth in Wymondham and Long
Stratton is considered to be of an appropriate scale.
Wymondham and Long Stratton do have an employment
base. In the case of Wymondham, the town has an
existing employment base and has good road and rail links
to Norwich and Cambridge. The town is also close to the
strategic employment location at Hethel. Development at
Long Stratton is dependent on a bypass fort he village. TH

JCS includes policy that requires a proportion of new
housing development to be affordable housing. TH

The proposed changes to the methodology used to define
settlements will look to increase the scope for allowing
limited development in smaller settlements. The hierarchy
looks to focus development to locations that have

existing services and facilities.

TH

Comment on Lingwood's designation in the hierarchy
noted. Site references are not a JCS issue,
representations passed to Broadland District Council as it
relates to its site- specific proposals. TH

The JCS does look to maximise the use of brownfield sites
to accommodate the housing requirement. The size of the
housing requirement means it cannot all be located on
brownfield sites. The evidence base includes the Strategic
Housing Land Availability Assessment, which
demonstrates this. TH

The level of new development for Trowse will be
determined through the South Norfolk Site-Specific
Development Plan Document. Trowse is identified as part
of the Urban Fringe of Norwich and as such could be
selected to accommodate further development. Any
proposal for new development in Trowse would need to
take account of the form and character of the settlement.
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None

None

None

None

Pass reps to BDC

None



Representations

9562 - Drayton Parish Council
(Mrs Patricia Kirby) [6690]

9753 - MRS JENNIFER HALL
[8180]

10099 - Kimberley and Carleton
Forehoe Parish Council (Mrs Jane
Fraser) [8239]

8620 - Kay Eke [8025]

9695 - Mr Paul Ruddock [5446]

10236 - Mrs M/M
Craven/Whattam [8256]

8894 - Hempnall Parish Council
(Mr 1 J Nelson) [2014]
9285 - Mrs Brenda Ruddock

7870 - Mr Stephen Streeter [7782]

Nature

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Object

Representation Summary

No further development in NW of Norwich

Strategy should be one of dispersal rather than urban
concentration, with more development going to the rural
settlements or the creation of a new village

Urban fringe development can result in the coalescence
of villages on the fringe of the City. Colney for
example, could lose its separate identity.

JCS should concentrate development on brownfield sites
and not promote urban sprawl

Why not have more development in Diss and Harleston
where there are more employment opportunities?

Large developments will do harm to historic settlements,
threaten natural habitats, overwhelm infrastructure.
Should allow development in smaller settlements to keep
them thriving.

Level of housing growth in each category is too high and
will lead to suburbanisation.

There should be no more housing development

through the Regional Spatial Strategy and cannot be

7869 - Mr Stephen Streeter [7782]
TH

8930 - Miss Rachel Buckenham
[8079]

Object

Wymondham should not have further housing.
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Council's Assessment Action

JCS does not propose major development in the NW of None
Norwich. Such details are a Matter for the Broadland
District Council's Site - Specific Documents. TH

Promoting urban concentration reflects the East of None
England Plan and is considered to be the most sustainable

approach to locating major development. The proposed

change to the settlement hierarchy methodology has

resulted in more settlements being defined as service

villages. This allows for more development in rural

settlements. A new settlement was considered as a

potential option in the previous Regulation 25, and was not

taken forward because of the lack of evidence to support

The strategy looks to preserve the identity and local None.
distinctiveness of settlements. TH

The JCS does look to maximise the use of brownfield sites None
to accommodate the housing requirement. The size of the

housing requirement means it cannot all be located on

brownfield sites. The evidence base includes the Strategic

Housing Land Availability Assessment, which

demonstrates this.

TH

The scale of development has to take account of a None
variety of factors and not just employment opportunities.

Given these factors it is considered the JCS proposes an

appropriate level of new homes in Diss and Harleston. TH

The scale of development is set in the RSS and cannot be None.
recalculated through the JCS process. The protection of

historic environments, natural habitats and the provision of
infrastructure are all addressed in the JCS policies. The

revised hierarchy methodology increases the number of

smaller settlements that will have a housing allocation. TH

Consider the scale of development proposed is appropriate None
fo