NORTH NORFOLK CORE STRATEGY DPD 
(incorporating Development Control Policies)
AGENDA FOR PUBLIC EXAMINATION HEARING
Day 8 – Tuesday 8th January 2008
Independent Inspector: Philip A Goodman BA(Hons) DMS MRTPI

10:00am

Session 15 
ACCESS & INFRASTRUCTURE 

Policies: SS6, CT1, APP A, CT3, CT2, CT4 
1.
Inspector’s Opening remarks

2.
Introductions:

Council’s representative(s):
Jill Fisher, Polly Wake and Steve Blatch
Other participants for this session: 
D Harrison, Mr Young and Mr Wallace - First Focus 60

Mark Rose of Lovejoys 1315 for Trinity College 1316

Joanne Pears – Roger Tym & Co 1664 for Mr Barker 1666,
Mr Barker 1666 

Edward Hanson & Lee Newlyn of Barton Wilmore for Sutherland Homes 1045 & Coltishall Group 1325

Andy Scales & Duncan Potter for Norfolk Police Authority 1195
Trevor Bailey – Holt, MC and Fakenham Railway 778

Mr RJ Read 1410

Stephen Faulkner, Edward Bober and Richard Doleman from Norfolk County Council 614
G Parsons – Anglian Water 
P Simpson – EDF Power 
Carrie Williams & John Daniel Environment Agency 1002
Clive Doarks Natural England 771
Cllrs Read and Edwards - Cromer Town Council 909

Mr Graveling 476

David Gosling – Griffon Area Partnership 1298
Mrs Boden Smith t.b.c 182

Other participants for the afternoon session:  
Trevor Bailey – Holt, MC and Fakenham Railway 778

Stephen Faulkner, Edward Bober and Richard Doleman from Norfolk County Council 614
G Parsons – Anglian Water

P Simpson – EDF Power
Cllrs Read and Edwards - Cromer Town Council 909
Cllr Gadsden North Walsham Town Council 1409
3.
Council’s Opening Statement
4. Key Issues

Key issues:

i. Is there a potential shortage of infrastructure in the area likely to prevent delivery of the plan, and if so what options are available to address identifiable constraints?

ii. Does the Core Strategy need to be more proactive in this regard?  

iii. How committed are infrastructure providers/stakeholders to the Strategy, and does more need to be done to influence their plans?

iv. How are timing and phasing of development to be linked to infrastructure provision?

v. Are the monitoring measures adequate?

vi. Is the Strategy consistent with the Local Transport Plan?

vii. Does strategy do enough to foster sustainable transport and choice of travel modes including maximising the use of existing rail routes/services and providing for necessary ancillary development?

viii. Open space designations Policy CT1 – Does the policy comply with national guidance in PPG17?  How were the areas chosen?  Would it safeguard natural village greens and play areas in the countryside, parks in towns, and open space in new developments?  Is Church House, Wells correctly included?  Are open spaces in Cromer properly protected including North Lodge Park?  Open land in Aldborough?  Open Space Standards: – are they too onerous?

ix. Provision & retention of local facilities & services Policy CT3 – Does plan properly reflect role of voluntary sector and the need to consult local organisations? Need for a Community Resource Centre for Fakenham? Should the plan include a criteria based policy to deal with a firm prison proposal should it arise during the plan period?  Should there be an assessment of need in relation to a community facility before its loss is agreed?  

x. Developer Contributions Policy CT2 – Is the approach to developer contributions consistent with national advice in Circular 05/2005 and its practice guidance volume? (Core Documents?) and otherwise generally sound?  How much can be delegated to the proposed SPD?  Contributions for additional Police resources required as a result of new development?  Subsequent protection of open space set aside as part of new development?  Appropriate timing of development contributions in relation to scheme economics?  Appropriate balance of funding between developer contributions and public purse?  Maintenance and pump priming payments?  Would the policy harm deliverability of new development (especially housing) by reducing scheme viability?  Need for more detail on education, open space and sports facilities contributions?  Any other detailed sub-issues?
xi. Telecommunications Policy CT4 – Should policy preclude sites only accessible by footpath or bridleway?  Should policy address need for improved broadband and digital TV signals in Cromer?  Should there be a presumption against telecommunications masts close to housing unless there is no demonstrable alternative?
2pm


Session 16 
Transport and Parking 
Policies - CT5, CT7, CT6, APP C
5. Key issues
xii. Transport impact of new development – Policy CT5 – Should the policy commit to preserving the Cromer to Happisburgh coast road linking the service villages?  Can the A1151 accommodate traffic arising from new housing in Hoveton, Stalham, Ludham and Catfield without capacity improvements and if not should the housing allocations be reduced to avoid increased congestion in Hoveton and Wroxham villages?  
xiii. Parking provision – Policy CT6 and Appendix C – Are the policy’s parking provision standards consistent with the thrust of national guidance to reduce reliance on car usage and the need to balance other environmental objectives in new development?  Should the parking standards be more flexible in relation to car parking provision in town centre and edge of centre sites?  Does the policy adequately address the need for improved station parking to encourage modal shift onto the Bittern railway line at all stations along the line and at North Walsham in particular?
Xiv Safeguarding land for sustainable transport uses – Policy CT7 – Is safeguarding of land at Great Ryburgh for potential rail freight use realistic?  Should the former rail route from High Kelling to Fakenham be protected from development under the policy?  Should the policy be more pro-active in promoting greater passenger and freight use of the Bittern railway line including usage monitoring targets?  Is the Proposals Map clear in relation to CT7 proposals?
	Examination Statements – Week Three Day 8 of Examination

	I27
8 Jan

	i) Response to Inspector’s Matters & Issues - Session 15 (AM) Access & Infrastructure (Community) 
	2007
	NNDC

	
	ii) Response to Inspector’s Matters & Issues - Session 16 (PM) Access & Infrastructure (Transport)  
	
	

	
	iii) Response statement from NPS Group on behalf of Norwich Police Authority – Session 15 AM
	2007
	NPS

	
	iv) Response Statement from J Graveling  - Session 15 AM
	2007
	Graveling

	
	v) Response Statement from Mr Read CT1 Open Space & Recreation – Session 15 AM
	2007
	Read

	
	vi) Response Statement (and supporting text) from Mr Read CT1/CT5/CT6
	2007
	Read

	
	vii) Response Statement from Lovejoys on behalf of Trinity College (Infrastructure Provision – Fakenham)
	2007
	Lovejoys

	
	viii) Response Statement from First Focus (AM)
	2007
	First Focus


Representors are urged to read submitted response statements before the hearing.

Please bring your copies of all relevant documentation to the meeting.
