
From: Leslie Short 

Sent: 01 November 2018 07:40 
To: Annette Feeney 

Subject: Re: Waveney Examination - Matter 3 - proposed wording change 
Importance: High 

 

thank you. 

 

I provide the following comments for the Inspectors consideration. 

 

Policy WLP1.1  

the first line of the Policy states that the Plan period housing requirement is a MINIMUM  of 

8,223 dwellings. This underlying qualification to housing numbers is consistent with the 

Framework approach to strategic plan making. 

 

As drafted, the proposed paras. supporting Policy WLP 1.1, create a tension between the 

spatial distribution %ages  and the circumstances which might bring about proposals for 

additional housing on sites/locations beyond allocated sites in the Plan.  

 

For example, we heard in evidence from Officers at the Examination that the Neighbourhood 

Plan was an opportunity for NP teams to bring forward housing development which would be 

in addition to the sites allocated in the Local Plan. The revised policy wording or rather to the 

supporting text recited below, effectively neuters or emasculates that opportunity given the 

supremacy and specific policy application in respect of 'allocated’ %ages in policy WLP1.1 

which is advocated by the Council. So in other words how can additional sites be brought 

forward in Local Plans as per para 29 of the Framework which will not be in conflict with 

WLP 1.1?. By that para. 29, a NP has to cater for no less development than is allocated in the 

Local Plan but how far can an NP go on to allocate additional land for housing with 

community support before it hits the buffers of the Council's rigid application of the 4% 

growth allocated for Reydon and Southwold? 

 

I would certainly advocate a positive response by the Council to the Inspector's concerns as to 

the preciseness of the housing numbers % for individual areas and that they should be 

rounded to multiples of 5 to provide the flexibility that is undoubtedly needed. That figure for 

Southwold and Reydon would then become 5% easily compensated for in terms of the 

District wide strategy by reducing the figure for the least sustainable area which is the Rural 

Area at an imponderable (and overly prescriptive) 12%. That Rural Areas figure is only set at 

12% because thats whats left at the end to make the numbers up to 100% after overly specific 

% numbers have been allocated higher up the various levels/categories in the settlement 

hierarchy. 

 

In summary conclusion the Council’s suggested amended wording takes us no 

further  forward and simply tinkers around the edges of the policy when what is needed is the 

Inspector's ‘suggested' rounding of % distribution of housing numbers to the nearest 5%. At 

the same time there could be a compensatory adjustment to the Rural Areas % figure 

downwards, being the least sustainable location for new housing in the proposed spatial 

distribution of growth in the Waveney District. 

 

 

  

Kind regards,  



 

Leslie Short BA MRTPI MRICS 

Director 

Artisan Planning & Property Services 
 

 

M: 07780 692025 
W: www.artisan-pps.co.uk  
T: 01473 832995  
 

 
 
This email contains information from Artisan Planning & Property Services Ltd, Berwick House, Baylham, 

Suffolk IP6 8RF, email admin@artisan-pps.co.uk. The contents of this email are solely for the intended 

recipient. If you have received this email in error please inform the sender immediately via return email or by 

calling 01473 832995 then delete the email and do not disclose any of its contents to any other person. 

 

 
 

On 31 Oct 2018, at 15:42, Annette Feeney <Annette.Feeney@eastsuffolk.gov.uk> wrote: 

 

You may recall at the Matter 3 session held on Wednesday 10 October the potential modification of 
WLP1.1 and supporting text was discussed. The Council has proposed  potential wording as set out 
below. The Inspector has asked that I circulate it for your comment prior to his consideration, to be 
received (by me) by Wednesday 14th November. Any main modifications the Inspector subsequently 

concludes are required for soundness will be subject to a full public consultation in due course. 
Kind regards 
Annette 

  

Matter 3 - 

Spatial 

Distribution of 

Housing, 

Housing Site 

Selection, 

Settlement 

Boundaries and 

the 

Presumption in 

Favour of 

Sustainable 

Development 

After 

Paragraph 

1.22 (Page 29) 

Insert following paragraphs after 

paragraph 1.22: 
The site allocations in this Local Plan 

together with existing commitments, in 

the form of completions since 2014 and 

extant planning permissions and 

Neighbourhood Plan allocations will 

deliver the level of growth and distribution 

strategy set out in Policy WLP1.1. It is likely 

that in addition to allocations and existing 

commitments there will be additional 

housing development in the District from 

windfall planning applications in 

accordance with Policies WLP1.23, 

WLP8.6, WLP8.7 and WLP8.11 and 

Neighbourhood Plans.  
  
Based on evidence in the Strategic Housing 

and Economic Land Availability 

Assessment and given that the potential 

for development within Settlement 

At the Matter 3 hearing on 

Wednesday 10th October 

2018, the Inspector queried 

the preciseness of the 

housing distribution 

percentages and how they 

would relate to decisions on 

planning applications.   
  
The percentages identified in 

the policy are precise out of 

necessity as they reflect 

allocations in this Local Plan 

and existing commitments, in 

the form of completions 

since 2014 and planning 

permissions and allocations 

in the Kessingland 

Neighbourhood Plan as at 

April 2017.  They cannot be 

rounded to multiples of five 
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Boundaries will be proportional to the 

settlement size, windfall development 

coming forward from planning 

applications in accordance with Policy 

WLP1.23 is unlikely to skew the 

distribution strategy. Therefore the 

percentages detailed in the Policy will not 

need to be routinely considered in the 

development management process but 

will be kept under review through annual 

monitoring.  
  
Policies WLP1.1 and WLP1.23 allow 

Neighbourhood Plans and Neighbourhood 

Development Orders to allocate and 

permit additional greenfield land for 

development outside settlement 

boundaries which will have a greater risk 

of skewing the overall strategy if not 

appropriately managed. Therefore, these 

policies require that new allocations in 

Neighbourhood Plans and development 

permitted through Neighbourhood 

Development Orders do not undermine 

the overall distribution strategy.  
  

At present it is not clear what the potential 

for development is through Policy WLP8.7, 

therefore this policy also requires 

consideration of whether a proposal 

would cumulatively undermine the 

distribution of housing in Policy WLP1.1 

and Policy WLP7.1. 

given the scale of overall 

housing growth comparable 

to specific settlements 

identified in the hierarchy, 

particularly the smaller 

settlements of Halesworth, 

Bungay and Southwold and 

Reydon.  The distinction 

between Bungay and 

Southwold and Reydon 

within the strategy would 

also be lost by rounding to 

five.    

  
The policy itself (final 

paragraph) already makes 

clear that allocations in the 

plan will deliver the 

distribution strategy which 

helps explain the preciseness 

of the figures.  Policies 

WLP1.3, WLP8.7 and 

WLP8.11 have requirements 

which ensure the distribution 

strategy in Policy WLP1.1 is 

not undermined, which help 

provide an understanding of 

how the distribution strategy 

will be applied in the 

development management 

system.  However, on 

reflection it is considered 

that this could be made 

clearer in the supporting text 

to Policy WLP1.1. 
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