NNDC Opening Statement for Day 2 question viii – Do any of the allocations have unacceptable impacts on / implications for designated European, national or local wildlife sites?
As set out in the Councils response paper, we have carried out a lot of work to investigate the possible impacts of the proposed allocations on European, National and Local wildlife sites.  This has included an initial assessment of the direct impact of development through the Sustainability Appraisal and wildlife surveys of those sites where the potential impact was deemed to be medium or high.  Recommendations from these surveys were included in the supporting text and policy requirements of the Draft Plan.  A number of specific wildlife surveys have also been carried out by agents promoting particular sites, and Core Strategy policy EN9 requires that where there is reason to suspect the presence of protected species planning applications should be accompanied by a survey assessing their presence and that proposals must be sensitive to and make provision for, their needs. 
An Appropriate Assessment of the Draft Plan [A1.8] was also carried out to assess possible impacts on European Sites from allocations in the Draft Plan. It identified potential issues associated with visitor disturbance and impacts on water resources, but concluded that there would be no adverse effects as long as measures including further assessment of water quality information and monitoring to assess a baseline and any change in the impacts of visitor disturbance on the North Norfolk Coast or on the Broads. Criteria requiring such measures were included in relevant policies in the Draft Plan.

Following receipt of the responses to the Draft Plan consultation from the Environment Agency, the RSPB and Natural England the Council has carried out further work to investigate these issues and has produced a Water Infrastructure Statement (which was prepared with Anglian Water and the Environment Agency and is in the exam library as document A1.11).  We have also pulled together existing information on monitoring of visitor numbers and their impacts on the North Norfolk Coast and the Broads SACs/SPAs and had further discussions with Natural England and RSPB about the matter.

In terms of visitor disturbance, we have pulled together existing information on monitoring of visitor numbers and their impacts on the North Norfolk Coast and the Broads SACs/SPAs and had further discussions with Natural England and RSPB about the matter.  This has identified a significant amount of monitoring of existing visitor impacts and a number of mitigation measures that are in place to address them – some of this is carried out through over-arching management plans and some is carried out through individual site management plans prepared by Natural England, the Norfolk Wildlife Trust etc who manage several sites within the SAC/SPA.
We all agree that there is a need to build on this available information and use it to ensure that the impacts of additional visitors arising from new development are mitigated.   
The existing policy criteria relating to possible visitor impacts on SACs / SPAs does refer to this but could be altered slightly to clarify that the future emphasis should be on mitigation measures and then continued monitoring to check whether those measures are effective.   An alternative form of wording has been discussed with Natural England and the RSPB 
In terms of water quality, the Water Infrastructure Statement [A1.11] demonstrates that there is sufficient headroom within existing consents to accommodate the full growth proposed in all settlements except for at Fakenham and Holt where most of the growth can be accommodated within existing consents but alternative waste water reduction and / or disposal mechanisms need to be found in order to accommodate all the proposed growth.  
Limited capacity in WWTWs is a common issue arising across Norfolk and beyond.  We recognise that there are uncertainties and that this is an area that needs ongoing work.  There is a commitment from all parties to continue this work and try and find a solution and the Council considers there is a reasonable prospect that appropriate waste water treatment infrastructure can be provided to enable the full level of growth to be achieved.

The Water Infrastructure Statement suggests a number of possible options and mitigation measures that could enable the full growth to come forwards.  Agents have begun investigations into these and further response papers for Holt, Fakenham and Stalham all seek to demonstrate that there is a solution to the issue. 
In the interim, the Core Strategy and Draft Plan policies give protection to water quality and require that development can not happen until it has been demonstrated that there is adequate capacity at receiving treatment works.  A number of minor modifications have been suggested by the Council, and supported by the EA, to update the information and ensure that adequate protection is given.  The Monitoring framework in the Draft Plan highlights that upgrades are required to STWs and a Minor modification (MM78) is suggested to require that the capacity at STWs and schedule of upgrades is monitored in all settlements.  In addition, Anglian Water can be consulted on all relevant planning applications which will enable particular issues to be checked.

Therefore in those areas where there is uncertainty about future capacity policies and procedures are in place to ensure that development does not have an unacceptable impact on national or local wildlife sites while a number of possible solutions are investigated.
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