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Question 12.1 
Policy WLP8.29 – Design 
 

(a) Is the policy effective and consistent with national policy? 

1. The Council believes that WLP8.29 is effective and consistent with national planning policy as 

it currently stands in the Local Plan.  

2. Chapter 7 of the 2012 NPPF and chapter 12 of the 2018 NPPF outline what local authorities 

should aim for when considering design standards. Developments need to integrate into the 

existing environment and meet the needs of the existing and future populations that will 

inhabit the area. This includes making developments safe and inclusive, function well and add 

to the overall quality of the area and create a strong sense of place. A strong emphasis has 

also been placed on encouraging innovative design as long as it aligns with the other 

objectives set out in national planning policy.  

3. Both the 2012 and 2018 NPPF also state that local authorities should set out a clear vision for 

the design of their areas; however the level of detail in these visions should be appropriate 

for the area. Local authorities should avoid imposing architectural styles as this could stifle 

innovative design schemes. Overall guidance on issues such as scale, density, layout, materials 

and access should form the basis of design policies.  

4. WLP8.29 is therefore seen to conform with national planning policy. The policy provides high 

level guidance on what developments will have to display in order to be permitted, such as 

appropriate scale, awareness of landscape features and promoting public safety amongst 

other factors. However the policy does not impose architectural styles which would not be 

appropriate for the entire District. The policy also states that innovative design will be 

supported where it can demonstrate conformity with the other aspects of the policy. 

5. In response to the concerns raised by Lowestoft Town Council (Rep ID: 903), the policy states 

that red outcomes in relation to Building for Life 12 should be avoided unless exceptional 

circumstances are present. It also states that major development will be supported where it 

conforms to the guidelines. Therefore it is not seen as appropriate to incorporate the 

principles of Building for Life 12, that are set down in a separate document, into the policy.  

6. In response to the issues raised by Halesworth Town Council (Rep ID: 953) the policy is seen 

to be suitably effective and in conformity with national planning policy. Strengthening the 

wording of the policy further could be seen to impose restrictive criteria on development that 

would not be in conformity with national planning policy. The policy provides high level 

guidelines for the design of new developments whilst also allowing for innovative design 

schemes. What will be important is to ensure that the policy is implemented effectively.  
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(b) Is reference in the policy to “local character” instead of “local 
vernacular” appropriate and necessary for the plan to be sound? 

7. The Council takes the view that reference to ‘local character’ instead of ‘local vernacular’ is 

not necessary for the Local Plan to be sound.  

8. Paragraph 58 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 127 of the 2018 NPPF both state that 

development must be sympathetic and must respond to local character in order to integrate 

into the existing built and natural environment.  

9. WLP8.29 states in the first criteria that development must demonstrate a clear understanding 

of the form and character of the built and natural environment and use this understanding to 

complement local character and distinctiveness (A1, page 248). The policy continues to state 

that development needs to respond to local context by making use of material and detailing 

appropriate to the local vernacular. 

10. In response to the issues raised by Lowestoft Town Council (Shona Bendix) (Rep ID: 903) the 

Council takes the view that changing the reference from ‘local vernacular’ to ‘local character’ 

is not necessary. As demonstrated by the format of the policy, consideration of local 

vernacular is an element of considering local character. Changing the reference to ‘local 

character’ would simply reiterate what has already been stated in the policy and would not 

add any weight or finer grained consideration of local character in this respect.  

11. Also, the policy states that development should respond to local vernacular. Therefore 

development does not have to copy the existing local vernacular in order to complement the 

local character. New development can be innovatively designed, as is encouraged in the 

policy, as long as it meets the other criteria listed in the policy.  

 

Question 12.2 
Policy WLP8.30 – Design of Open Spaces 
 
(a) Is the policy sufficiently clear as to the type of open space to which 

it relates? 

12. WLP8.30 has been prepared to provide guidelines for new open spaces. The Glossary of the 

Local Plan (A1, Appendix 8, page 345) defines open space as a ‘range of different sites and 

areas, including wildlife areas, natural greenspace, parks and gardens, amenity greenspace, 

play space, allotments, cemeteries and churchyards and green corridors’. 

13. Lowestoft Town Council (Shona Bendix) (Rep ID: 904) stated that the policy should clarify that 

it applies to open green space rather than urban spaces. Bourne Leisure Ltd (Rep ID: 604) 

stated that the policy should be defined to ensure it specifically applies to public open space 
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and not all open space. An additional modification has been proposed for the end of 

paragraph 8.173 (A1, page 249). This will clarify the types of open space covered by this policy 

and that these would usually be open spaces that are publicly accessible or with controlled 

public access. See AM12.1 of the Suggested Main and Additional Modifications at the end of 

this document.  

 

Question 12.3 
Policy WLP8.34 – Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
 
(a) Is it necessary for the plan to be sound for the policy to specifically 

require ecological enhancements and to refer to the ‘mitigation 
hierarchy’? 

14. The Council considers that Policy WLP8.34 is suitably flexible as it currently stands to ensure 

the protection of Waveney’s valuable natural environment.  

15. The 2012 NPPF also states that new development should maintain and, where possible, 

enhance the natural environment (paragraph 109). Paragraph 170 of the 2018 NPPF states 

that planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural 

environment, including achieving net gains for biodiversity. 

16. Paragraph 118 of the 2012 National Planning Policy Frame work (NPPF) and paragraph 175 of 

the 2018 NPPF state that applications where significant harm to the natural environment can 

not be avoided, mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated should be refused. This is a 

sequential consideration and is often referred to as the ‘mitigation hierarchy’.  

17. The Governments ‘A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the Environment’ (2018) 

outlines the Governments objective to embed an ‘environmental net gain’ principle for 

development, including housing and infrastructure. Due to the nature and lifespan of the 

Local Plan, policies need to work towards achieving this aim.  

18. Natural England (Rep ID: 761) raised concerns that the ‘mitigation hierarchy’ is not referenced 

in the policy text. Natural England (Rep ID: 761) and Suffolk Wildlife Trust (Rep ID: 267) both 

raised concerns that the policy did not make reference to developments providing ecological 

enhancements to achieve net gains for the environment.  

19. WLP8.34 states that development will be supported where it maintains, restores or enhances 

the existing green infrastructure network. The Council believes that this will ensure that the 

natural environment does not experience net losses in quality and value resulting from future 

development, whilst also encouraging ecological enhancements as part of development as 

stated in paragraph 8.195 of the Local Plan (A1 page 255). To require ecological 
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enhancements through development as part of the policy may not always be practical or 

viable. The policy is therefore consistent with national planning policy in this regard. 

20. WLP8.34 also ensures that proposals with any direct or indirect adverse impacts on sites of 

biodiversity and geodiversity importance will not be supported unless the loss can be 

mitigated or compensated. The policy also states that compensatory habitats are equal or 

greater to the areas lost to development, are well related to existing green infrastructure and 

are supported by a management plan. This again ensures the maintenance of the natural 

environment whilst also encouraging net gains where appropriate in terms of area and quality 

and is therefore consistent with national planning policy.  

21. Every policy in the Local Plan has also been subject to Sustainability Appraisal (A2). The effects 

on the natural environment for each policy were outlined in this appraisal and mitigation 

measures were identified. The appraisal also helped inform decisions over the direction of the 

policies, including consideration of the effects on the natural environment and choosing 

policies that had the least impact.  

22. WLP8.34 also specifies that development should have regard to the Green Infrastructure 

Strategy 2015 (C14) which outlines improvements that should be pursued and enforced to 

protect and enhance the natural environment as stated in paragraph 8.194 of the Local Plan 

(A1). By ensuring that future development does not lead to net losses for the natural 

environment and encouraging regard for the Green Infrastructure Strategy (C14) should 

achieve net gains for the natural environment and biodiversity over the lifetime of the Plan.  

23. The points above therefore show that where future development can not avoid, mitigate or 

compensate for significant harm that it will not be supported. A Main Modification has been 

proposed to directly reference the ‘mitigation hierarchy’ in the supporting text of the policy at 

paragraph 8.193. See MM12.1 of the Suggested Main and Additional Modifications at the end 

of this document.  

 

(b) Is the County Wildlife Site at the entrance to Lowestoft Harbour, as 
shown on the Policies Map, justified and otherwise soundly-based? 

24. The Council considers the inclusion of the County Wildlife Site (CWS) at the entrance of 

Lowestoft Harbour to be justified and soundly-based.  

25. The 2012 NPPF paragraph 117 and paragraph 174 of the 2018 NPPF state that local 

authorities must identify and map components of local ecological networks including locally 

designated sites of ecological value. Suffolk Wildlife Trust (SWT) in conjunction with Suffolk 

County Council have identified a number of regionally important wildlife sites within the plan 

area, known as County Wildlife Sites. These were first identified several decades ago and the 

register of sites is regularly reviewed and kept up to date. County Wildlife Site designation is 
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based on specific selection criteria following Natural England Guidelines. This includes 

reviewing the history, size, diversity, naturalness, rarity, fragility and typicalness of the sites. 

Specific habitat criteria have also been listed for each habitat type. To be designated as a CWS 

at least one of these specific habitat criteria must be present on the site. Suffolk has a CWS 

Panel and the appropriate route for adding or removing sites from the register is to go 

through this Panel. 

26. In accordance with national policy, the County Wildlife Sites in the District, including the one 

at the entrance to Lowestoft Harbour have been identified for protection through the Local 

Plan and mapped on the Policies Map.  

27. With respect to the County Wildlife Site at Lowestoft Harbour, SWT have advised that it was 

originally created as compensation for the loss of Kittiwake nesting habitat elsewhere. The 

circular nature of the designation is unusual however this is to ensure that the surrounding 

water and air are clear so Kittiwakes can easily approach the site. SWT continue to support 

the County Wildlife Site for nesting Kittiwakes and therefore the site continues to be 

designated.  

28. In response to the representation from Associated British Ports (Rep ID: 554) the Council 

considers that the County Wildlife Site should be included in the Local Plan in order to be 

consistent with national policy.  

 

Question 12.4 
Policy WLP8.35 – Landscape Character 
 
(a)  Is the policy consistent with national policy in respect of the Broads 

and the Suffolk Coast and Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB)? 

29. The Council considers that WLP8.35 is consistent with national planning policy in regards to 

the Broads and Suffolk Coast and Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. 

30. The 2012 NPPF and the 2018 NPPF both apply great weight to the conservation of the 

landscape and scenic beauty of the Broads and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 

(paragraphs 115/172). Both also state that major development should not take place in these 

designated areas except in exceptional circumstances where there has been an assessment of 

the need for the development, the scope to develop elsewhere and the potential detrimental 

effects of the development (paragraphs 116/172). The 2018 NPPF also raises the need to 

enhance these areas as well as conserve them (paragraph 172).  

31. The Local Plan (A1) reinforces the protection that these designated areas get from national 

planning policy, stating that the Council will apply national planning policy to developments 
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within the AONB (Paragraph 8.198, page 257). This will ensure that major development does 

not take place within the AONB except in exceptional circumstances and where the tests 

outlined in national planning policy have been satisfied.  

32. The Broads Authority is the local authority responsible for planning and development within 

the designation of the Broads. WLP8.35 of the Local Plan (A1, page 259) therefore provides 

substantial protection to the setting of the Broads to ensure that development is sympathetic 

to the area and enhances the landscape where possible. Reference has also been made in the 

policy to the Broads Landscape Character Assessment (2016) and the Broads Landscape 

Sensitivity Study for Renewables and Infrastructure (2012), two evidence bases that proposals 

for development should take into account.  

33. Natural England (Rep ID: 176) stated that the policy does not specifically mention the 

protection of soils. The policy does already contain reference to the Waveney District 

Landscape Character Assessment (2008) which included matters relating to the geology of the 

District. All future developments will need to be sympathetic to the objectives and 

considerations of the Landscape Character Assessment which will ensure that detrimental 

impact on soils is minimised. Specific reference to the protection of soils, therefore, is not 

considered necessary.  

34. A Statement of Common Ground has been agreed between the Council, Suffolk County 

Council AONB Team and Natural England on issues regarding the AONB (See Statement of 

Common Ground). Following the modifications set out in the Statement of Common Ground, 

all parties consider the Local Plan to be sound on matters concerning the AONB and the Local 

Plans consistency with national planning policy. In response to the issues raised by the Broads 

Authority (Rep ID: 176), the Statement of Common Ground includes the need for a Landscape 

and Visual Impact Assessment in the settings of the Broads and the Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty. A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment will also be required with any 

proposal within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty itself.  

 

(b) Is a dedicated policy in respect of the Broads and the AONB 
necessary for the plan to be sound and, if so, what should the 
contents of that policy be? 

35. The Council considers that WLP8.35 is sufficient in respect of the Broads and AONB and 

therefore a dedicated policy is not considered to be necessary for the plan to be sound.  

36. The 2012 NPPF and the 2018 NPPF both apply great weight to the conservation and 

enhancement of the Broads and AONB (paragraphs 115/172). Both state that major 

development should not take place in these designated areas except in exceptional 

circumstances (paragraphs 116/172). The Local Plan (A1, page 257) states that the Council 
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will apply national planning policy to proposals within the AONB. This will ensure that any 

development within the AONB is appropriate and consistent with national planning policy.  

37. The alternative policy option considered was to have no policy on landscape character. Under 

this option the AONB and Broads would still be protected by national planning policy ensuring 

that no unsuitable development took place in their respective areas. However there would be 

limited protection for the settings of these areas. This option was not taken forward due to 

the lack of control the Council would have in controlling development in the settings of 

designated areas. A dedicated policy for the Broads and AONB, however, was still considered 

to be unnecessary due to the protection from national planning policy.  

38. A Statement of Common Ground has been agreed on matters relating to the Suffolk Coast 

and Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty between the Council, Suffolk County Council 

AONB Team and Natural England. Following the modifications set out in the Statement of 

Common Ground being applied to the Local Plan, all parties consider the Local Plan to be 

sound on matters concerning the AONB. The Statement of Common Ground includes 

references to the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan. (See Statement of 

Common Ground). 

 

Question 12.5 
Policy WLP8.36 – Coalescence of Settlements 
 
(a) Is the policy justified and consistent with national policy? Is its 

revision to a permissive, criteria-based policy necessary for the plan 
to be sound? 

39. The Council considers that WLP8.36 is consistent with national policy and is sound.  

40. Paragraph 58 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 127 of the 2018 NPPF state that policies need 

to respond to the local character and history of a settlement and reflect the identity of local 

surroundings. Often, part of a settlement’s identity is defined by its separation from a 

different settlement or built up area. The land between built up areas can provide a setting 

for settlements and also views into and out of them. The erosion of the separation between 

these areas can lead to the visual and physical coalescence of settlements and a loss of their 

unique identities and distinctiveness. 

41. Paragraph 61 of the 2012 NPPF adds that policies need to address the connections between 

people and places and integrate new development into the natural, built and historic 

environments.  

42. WLP8.36 therefore has been designed to only allow development if it maintains undeveloped 

land and openness between settlements. This will ensure the maintenance of separation 
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between these settlements and will help maintain unique identities through the prevention of 

urbanising elements. Paragraph 8.208 of the Local Plan (A1 page 260) specifies some areas 

that are in particular need of protection, however the policy is not limited to these areas and 

will therefore protect the local characters and identities of all settlements in the District.  

43. Gladman Developments Limited (Rep ID: 794) stated that a criteria based approach to this 

policy would allow more potentially suitable areas to come forward for development. A 

permissive and criteria-based policy is not considered appropriate given the importance the 

Council places on protecting the identity and character of settlements, given the increasing 

pressure for development in the District.  

 

Question 12.6 
Policy WLP8.37 – Historic Environment 
 
(a) Is modification of the policy to more closely reflect the relevant 

wording in the NPPF necessary for the plan to be sound? 

44. The Council considers that policy WLP8.37 is already in accordance with the NPPF and that no 

further modification of the policy is needed in order for it to be sound.  

45. Policy WLP8.37 sets out a clear statement that proposals for development should conserve or 

enhance heritage assets and their settings. It also clarifies when a heritage impact assessment 

is necessary in order to record the impact of a development proposal on the surrounding 

historic environment. The supporting text in paragraph 8.214 provides guidance about the 

information that is required within a heritage impact assessment. Consultation with the 

Council is encouraged to ensure that the level of information provided is only that which is 

necessary to understand the impact of development.  

46. This approach is in accordance with paragraph 128 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 189 of 

the 2018 NPPF, which both state that heritage impact assessments should be proportionate 

to the impact of the development and the impact it will have on the surrounding historic 

environment. Both paragraphs state that no more information should be provided than is 

necessary to understand the impact of development. This is the approach taken in policy 

WLP8.37 and so no amendments to the text are considered necessary.  

47. Historic England (Rep ID: 898) states that paragraph 8.211 should be amended to ensure 

consistency with the National Planning Policy Framework and to ensure that great weight is 

given to the conservation of all designated heritage assets. Paragraph 8.211 states that all 

heritage assets, whether designated or non-designated, are provided protection. However 

the level of protection increases with the importance of the building. Therefore designated 

heritage assets are provided with greater protection than non-designated heritage assets. 
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Grade I and Grade II* listed buildings are granted the highest levels of protection. Therefore 

the approach is considered to be in accordance with national policy. 

 

(b) Is removal of the reference to the Built Heritage and Design 
Supplementary Planning Document necessary for the plan to be 
sound? 

48. The Council does not consider that the removal of a reference to the Built Heritage and 

Design Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) is necessary in order for the Local Plan to be 

found sound.   

49. Lowestoft Town Council (Rep ID: 912) states that the SPD should be deleted because it does 

not support economic growth and the scoring mechanisms contained within it are arbitrary. 

The Built Heritage and Design SPD was adopted by Full Council on 25th April 2012 and so 

forms adopted guidance for development and change in the historic environment. The Built 

Heritage and Design SPD supports the Local Plan by providing practical advice to the owners 

of heritage assets to assist them in bringing forward change to the historic environment. 

Advice contained within the SPD enables the owners of heritage assets to make repairs and 

necessary changes to their properties without compromising or damaging their significance. 

The Built Heritage and Design SPD is an important material consideration in determining 

planning applications. Therefore reference to this document is fully justified in the policy.  

50. The approach taken by the Built Heritage and Design SPD is in accordance with paragraph 14 

of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 11 of the 2018 NPPF. This is because the SPD promotes 

development that at the same time protects and enhances the historic environment and 

recognises its importance as a resource that cannot be replaced. The SPD also accords with 

paragraph 126 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 185 of the 2018 NPPF because it supports the 

Plan in providing a strategy for the historic environment that not only protects it but 

recognises its role in supporting economic growth and the need for the historic environment 

to change over time. Therefore it is necessary for the Local Plan to make reference to the SPD 

because it highlights the availability of this useful practical information.  

51. Lowestoft Town Council (Rep ID: 912) describes the windows policy contained on page 17 of 

the Built Heritage and Design SPD as arbitrary. However the windows policy in fact provides a 

systematic points-based system that enables the replacement and repair of windows within 

Conservation Areas where this is necessary but without harming the historic and architectural 

significance of buildings and the wider area. Using this policy, Council officers first assess the 

value of the street, before assessing the value of the building and the value of the existing 

windows. This last criterion includes the state of repair of the existing windows. Each of these 

assessment criteria is awarded a score.  This is then compared to the quality of the 

replacement windows. A higher score means it is more likely that existing windows should be 

retained, unless these cannot be repaired.  Council officers can provide advice to property 
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owners proposing replacement windows. The windows policy therefore provides a systematic 

approach to assessing replacement window proposals, but one which enables flexibility in 

situations where the originals are in poor repair or the historic value of the street or building 

is low.  

 

Question 12.7 
Policy WLP8.38 – Non-Designated Heritage Assets 
 
(a) Is modification of the policy to more closely reflect the relevant 

wording in the NPPF necessary for the plan to be sound? 

52. The Council considers that policy WLP8.38 is sound in this regard and that no amendments to 

the text are necessary to align it with the NPPF. Gladman Developments (Rep ID: 796) have 

stated that the policy should be aligned with paragraphs 126 to 141 of the 2012 NPPF, in 

particular paragraph 135. The policy builds on the guidance to be found in paragraph 135 of 

the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 197 of the 2018 NPPF. Both the 2012 and 2018 NPPF state that 

when considering applications affecting non-designated heritage assets a balance must be 

struck between the impact on the heritage asset and the benefits of development. Policy 

WLP8.38 provides guidance about the reuse and demolition of non-designated heritage 

assets. The policy attaches considerable importance to the preservation of a non-designated 

heritage asset. However it also allows for flexibility in weighing the impact of a proposal upon 

the non-designated heritage asset against its significance and is therefore in accordance with 

the NPPF.  

 

(b) Is the policy sufficiently clear that it applies to non-designated 
heritage assets which both have and have not been identified on 
the local list? 

53. Historic England (Rep ID: 923) states that the policy should be clear that non-designated 

heritage assets identified on the local list are only one kind of non-designated heritage assets. 

There are also non-designated heritage assets that have not been identified on the local list. 

The Council has agreed a series of changes with Historic England that are considered 

necessary to resolve concerns and enhance the clarity of the policy. (See Statement of 

Common Ground).  
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Question 12.8 
Policy WLP8.39 – Conservation Areas 
 
(a) Is modification of the policy to more closely reflect the relevant 

wording in the NPPF necessary for the plan to be sound? 

54. The Council considers that the wording of policy WLP8.39 is sound and does not need to be 

amended to more closely reflect the wording of the NPPF. Gladman Developments (Rep ID: 

797) states that the policy should closely align with paragraphs 126-141 of the 2012 NPPF. 

Policy WLP8.39 adds to the guidance in the NPPF by stating when the demolition of an 

unlisted building in a conservation area may be acceptable. It also provides guidance about 

the replacement of doors and windows within conservation areas. This approach is in keeping 

with paragraphs 137 and 138 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraphs 200 and 201 of the 2018 

NPPF. Policy WLP8.39 seeks to promote development that enhances conservation areas but 

also to provide protection to buildings that contributed towards a conservation area, 

including both those that are listed and unlisted. However the policy also recognises that 

alteration and demolition may be necessary in certain circumstances and that minor changes, 

such as the replacement of doors and windows will also be needed. In this way the policy is 

sound and in conformity with the NPPF.   

55. Historic England (Rep ID: 921) raised concern over the clarity of the criteria in the policy and 

whether all the criteria have to be met or just one. The Council has agreed a change to the 

policy to improve clarity and confirm that just one criterion can apply. (See Statement of 

Common Ground).  

 

(b) Is the policy’s reference to “visual significance” sufficiently clear? 

56. Lowestoft Town Council (Rep ID: 915) states that it is unclear how ‘visual significance’ relates 

to historic or architectural interest and the application of the special duty for conservation 

areas.  The Council considers that ‘visual significance’ is sufficiently clear. The phrase refers to 

the value of the visual appearance of a building and also its contribution to a conservation 

area. A building within a conservation area may not be of architectural or historic significance 

but it may make a strong, positive contribution to the conservation area by virtue of its design 

and or character. Similarly the appearance of a building may mean that it makes a significant 

contribution to the surrounding conservation area.  
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Question 12.9 
Policy WLP8.40 – Archaeology 
 
(a) Is the policy consistent with national policy and is its requirement of 

the preservation and recording of all archaeological remains 
justified? 

57. Paragraph 128 of the 2012 NPPF and paragraph 189 of the 2018 NPPF both state that when 

investigating the impact of a proposed development the level of detail required should be 

proportionate to the level of importance of a heritage asset.  

58. The wording of the text and policy WLP8.40 require a full investigation wherever 

development is proposed in an area of known or potential archaeological content. Suffolk 

County Council (Rep ID: 527) have highlighted that this differs from the NPPF, which only 

requires a full archaeological investigation in areas with the highest potential for 

archaeological content. They also consider that the policy should be clear that the purpose of 

archaeological assessments that accompany applications is to identify the significance of 

remains, which will determine how these remains will be preserved and whether 

archaeological planning conditions or obligations will need to be imposed. It is agreed that 

archaeological assessment needs to be proportionate. Therefore, changes to the text and 

policy have been agreed with Suffolk County Council in response to these issues. (See 

Statement of Common Ground). 

 

(b) Is specific reference to the archaeological value of the Broads 
necessary for the plan to be sound? 

59. The Broads Authority (Rep ID: 226) states that the archaeology section should include 

reference to the archaeological value of The Broads. Paragraph 8.226 refers to the fact that 

‘The District contains a range of important archaeological sites.’ The Council does not 

therefore consider that specific reference to the Broads is necessary in order for the Plan to 

be sound.  
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Suggested Main and Additional Modifications 
 

Modification 

No. 

Paragraph 

/ Policy 

Change Reason Related 

Representation 

Main Modifications 

MM12.1 Para 8.193 

Biodiversity 

Add after second 

sentence – ‘The 

Framework states if 

significant harm to 

biodiversity resulting 

from development 

cannot be avoided, 

adequately mitigated, 

or, as a last resort, 

compensated for, 

then planning 

permission should be 

refused. This 

sequential approach 

is referred to as the 

‘mitigation hierarchy’ 

and the policy has 

been created to cover 

these scenarios.’ 

Clarify that the 

policy does 

meet the 

requirements of 

the ‘mitigation 

hierarchy’ 

without directly 

referencing it in 

the policy.  

Rep ID: 761 Natural 

England 

MM12.2 Mutford 

Inset Map 

Amend boundary of 

Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty at 

Mutford. 

Correction of an 

error from the 

Natural England 

digitised source 

map.  

 

Additional Modifications 

AM12.1 Para 8.173 

– Design of 

Open 

Spaces 

Add to the end pf 

Paragraph 8.173 – 

‘The types of open 

space covered by this 

policy include wildlife 

areas, natural 

greenspace, parks 

and gardens, amenity 

greenspace, play 

space, allotments and 

green corridors. The 

Rep ID: 904 

Lowestoft Town 

Council 

Rep ID: 604 

Bourne Leisure 

Factual/Clarification 
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Modification 

No. 

Paragraph 

/ Policy 

Change Reason Related 

Representation 

open space would 

usually be publicly 

accessible or with 

controlled public 

access.’ 

 

Please note this list does not include modifications contained in Statements of Common 

Ground.  

 

 

MM12.2 Amend boundary of Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty at Mutford 

 

Submitted Local Plan 

 

 

 

Proposed modification 

 

 

 

 


