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To: Simon Programme Officer JCS
Subject: GNDP's Joint Core Strategy

Attachments: Phil Kirby Letter 18 May 10.pdf

From: Robert Craggs Tel: 01603 402428 297A Wroxham Road Sprowston Norwich NR7 8RN
To: Simon Osborn Programme Officer Tel: 01787 238097

Dear Simon,
You may recall previous correspondence exchanged between us on the above subject. 
I attended the meeting at Kings Centre on 13 May and took detailed notes on what I heard and observed.
The purpose of this note is two-fold:
1. To ask if there are official minutes of the Examination into the Joint Core Strategy for Broadland, Norwich 
and South Norfolk produced by the Greater Norwich Development Partnership and if I can have access to 
those minutes?

My reason for asking this is because it appears to me that there are differing versions or interpretations of 
what took place at this meeting and what the meeting actually constituted in terms of any restraint placed on 
the implementation of this JCS and it's constituent plans going ahead.

2. Phil Kirby has circulated a letter dated !8 May 2010 which I am attaching  to this email informing people of 
exhibitions by way of an update about future growth in Broadland which appears to be in contempt if not 
inconsistent with, what the Inspectors stated about the need for alternatives to the JCStrategy that was 
presented and found wanting in so many areas and the likely need of further consultation with the public. In 
answer to a specific question on this Phil Kirby said that it would take about six months for such consultation 
to take place and that was after producing further information about cross referencing facts and prioritising 
the eighty critical points in the JCS that the Inspectors appeared to think was excessive by any standards. 
Eighty critical points by their own admission held the soundness of the plan in question. My understanding of 
that Exploratory Meeting was in fact that the Exploratory aspect of this Examination was postponed until 
September 2010 at the earliest when it would be recommenced in order to examine alternatives and see how 
different infrastructure features impacted on this strategy. The Pre-Hearing as I understand it has not even 
been heard and the Exploratory meeting is continuing. I therefore question why Phil Kirby is going ahead 
promoting a strategy that the Inspectors have clearly deemed to be flawed if not found wanting and also in 
the face of what was considerable opposition from a large and well informed audience that day.

I am also attaching an article from the Eastern Daily press published today entitled "It's business as usual for 
eco- town planners" which appears to endorse the perception of Phil Kirby and GNDP going ahead 
regardless of the Exploratoryt Meetings findings to-date.

You may well recall the obvious surprise expressed by Inspector Foster when a member of the audience  
complained about the lack of consultation on this entire JCS issue in terms of it being imposed on people and
how this resonated with the audience. Inspector Foster directed a question on this very point to Phil Kirby 
whose excuse was in effect it had been imposed by the Eastern Region and a representative of that Eastern 
Region Council could not find words to deny this obvious fact.

Now we are faced with Phil Kirby still going ahead with these plans in apparent complete defiance of the 
Inspectors let alone the public.

Perhaps you can clarify things for me?
 I am sure that many others would like to see the minutes of that 13 May meeting and what the conclusions 
mean and how binding they are.

Yours faithfully.
,
Robert Craggs
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