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1. This statement further expands upon the initial representation submitted by the respondent on the Core Spatial Strategy Submission document in respect of the Spatial Strategy and in particular policy SS1. In putting forward this additional statement we would confirm that although our client, Gresham's School is located in the settlement of Holt the School has always been keen to acknowledge its role and significance throughout the wider North Norfolk area. 
2. The initial representation put forward on the submission document primarily identified a major area of conflict in respect of the identification of the 4 Principal Settlements and the proposed scale of additional new housing provision to be accommodated in those settlements within the plan period. The representation considered that this approach of restricting the scale of new housing development in those Principal Settlements appeared to conflict with the approach set out in existing and emerging regional planning policy.

3. In this regard it is recognised that the overall approach toward the identification of the settlement hierarchy in the Spatial Strategy is a refinement of the development strategy contained in the adopted North Norfolk Local (F1) where the focus of new development was on the 2 Growth Towns of North Walsham and Fakenham and 5 Small Towns of Cromer, Holt, Sheringham, Stalham and Wells next the Sea.
4. In view of the rural nature of the district and various landscape and environmental policy designations and constraints the opportunity for significant levels of new development to occur outside of the main identified settlements is limited. The approach now proposed to the identification of the settlement hierarchy is therefore to be welcomed and supported as this is considered to also reflect the intention of the regional policy framework with the emphasis placed on the market towns and larger villages throughout the region providing a clearly defined role in accommodating a greater proportion of the new development in the plan period whilst seeking to protect the smaller rural settlements and the wider rural environment. 
5. The submission document identifies as a core aim to concentrate new development in those settlements that have the greatest potential to become more self contained and to strengthen their roles centred upon retailing and services. This approach is considered to be in conformity with the policy of RPG6 Regional Planning Guidance for East Anglia (2000) and the emerging East of England Plan (D4) in particular the Secretary of State's proposed changes (D12) where there is an acknowledgement that in addition to development at the cities and larger towns there will be provision of additional new development in other market towns where such development can contribute to greater self containment and where good public transport access and facilities exist and growth in car usage can be minimised.
6. The basis of our client's representation in respect of the considered unsoundness of the policy and therefore this part of the Core Strategy is in respect of that part of Policy SS1 which seeks to direct the ‘majority’ of new development to the Principal Settlements but then only envisages that approximately 50% of new housing development will take place in those Principal Settlements.

7. It is accepted that the 4 Principal Settlements should accommodate the ‘majority’ of the residential development as these settlements have been identified having reference to the regional policy framework and acknowledging the development strategy of the adopted Local plan. In view of this emphasis our client considers that 50% as it relates to new housing development in the plan period does not reflect the ‘majority’ and to restrict the scale of development to this figure places an undue emphasis on other more rural settlements within the district accommodating a scale of new development which would not be considered to be in conformity with regional policy and the previously referred to core aim of the Strategy and to be in conflict with the aims of sustainable development. 
8. The Sustainability Appraisal June 2007 (A2) identified the settlements of Cromer, Holt and North Walsham as offering the opportunity for medium growth and Fakenham for large scale growth albeit subject to sewerage treatment works issue being addressed. On this basis it is therefore assumed that more than 50% of new dwellings can be accommodated within the Principal Settlements without any overriding detrimental impact.

9. However, Policy SS1 currently proposes that approximately 30% of new housing development could occur within the designated Service Villages, Coastal Service Villages and across the wider rural area.  On the basis of a total requirement of 8,000 dwellings to be provided within the district in the period 2001 to 2021, this is equivalent to 2,400 additional dwellings in less sustainable settlements.

10. This inconsistency in the overall approach to new development is further highlighted by the figures set out in Policy SS3 supported by Background Paper No 1: Housing (F17). The figures confirm that in the first 6 years of the plan period completions in the 4 Principal Settlements accounted for 38% of the total in the district. Although the scale of proposed new development in the Principal Settlements in the remainder of the period will account for 49% this level of new provision does not seek to redress the shortfall and indeed is actually less than the 50% figure referred to in the policy.

11. In conclusion it is considered that the identification of the 4 Principal Settlements to take the majority of new development is based on sound evidence which acknowledges their existing roles as service centres and with the potential to accommodate additional development.

12. The Spatial Strategy however fails to provide sufficient emphasis in the scale of new residential development to be accommodated in the Principal Settlements. The overall figure of 50% is considered to be low and this is exacerbated by the lower than anticipated completions in the 4 towns in the early years of the plan period. 
