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Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11743 - 8659 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, iii

11743 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent:  British National Party (Edith Crowther) [8659] Agent: N/A
Full Text: It will not be possible any longer to provide any housing that will be "affordable" at any price, due to A) the local,

national and global economy being in crisis for the foreseeable future and B) the carbon dioxide and other pollution
targets already set by the UK Government and the EU.

Housing is no longer affordable whether you are the Builder, the Investor, the Buyer, or the Vendor of an overpriced
house. It is especially no longer affordable to the environment - the cost to clean air, plentiful water, wild flora and
fauna, is far too great.

Summary: It will not be possible any longer to provide any housing that will be "affordable" at any price, due to A) the local,
national and global economy being in crisis for the foreseeable future and B) the carbon dioxide and other pollution
targets already set by the UK Government and the EU.

Housing is no longer affordable whether you are the Builder, the Investor, the Buyer, or the Vendor of an overpriced
house. It is especially no longer affordable to the environment - the cost to clean air, plentiful water, wild flora and
fauna, is far too great.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11820 - 8209 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii

11820 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent:  Timewell [8209] Agent: Bidwells Norwich (309) (Mr John Long) [8211]
Full Text:

Summary: Timewell Properties Ltd object to the 'focussed change' to JCS Policy 4: Affordable Housing (FC1).

Timewell Properties Ltd consider that revised Policy 4's requirement for 40% of houses on sites of 16 dwellings or more
to be affordable housing is, by the GNDP's own evidence, undeliverable in most instances without public subsidy and
therefore potentially unsound.

The focussed change fails the "Justified" and "Effective" soundness tests because it is not based on robust and
credible evidence and does not represent the most appropriate strategy when considered against the alternatives. The
Focussed Changes could result in an undeliverable policy, particularly in the short to medium term and the likely limited
supply of public subsidy during this period.

The Affordable Housing Viability Study, (DJD, July 2010) demonstrates that the 40% target is undeliverable in 60% of
the tested viability scenarios, without public subsidy and marginal in 10% of tested scenarios.

Timewell Properties Ltd suggests that given the likely scarcity of public subsidy in the short to medium term, the
affordable housing target should be set at a more realistic and achievable level. In other words set at a level that can
be shown to be deliverable in the majority of tested viability scenarios without public subsidy.

This will require a re-run of the Drivas Jonas model to test and identify the level of affordable housing that can delivered
without public subsidy in the majority of tested scenarios. The Drivas Jonas study shows that even with a 20%
affordable housing target, the target is undeliverable in 46% of tested scenarios. If the model used more appropriate
assumptions, particularly on land values, build cost and section 106/CIL tariffs the amount of undeliverable scenarios
would be even higher (see below).

Timewell Properties Ltd are also concerned that the Affordable Housing Viability Study's (DJD, July 2010) methodology
is based on inaccurate and unrepresentative assumptions which has resulted in a less than robust and credible
evidence base. As an example, the viability testing has disregarded the JCS policy requirement for homes to achieve
Code for Sustainable Home level 6 by 2015 and the cost of meeting this requirement. Also, the levels of public subsidy
factored in to the model demonstrate scheme viability with public subsidy seem very generous. The ability to attract
such levels of grant is questioned.

Timewell Properties Ltd also suggests that the GNDP's interpretation of the Viability Appraisal's results is also flawed.
The GNDP contend that the 40% affordable housing target is justified because it can be shown to be viable in a
"...significant number of the scenarios modelled". However, the "significant" number of instances where the target can
be considered viable is only 30%. The report actually shows that in 60% of the tested scenarios, the 40% affordable
housing figure cannot be achieved without public subsidy and in 10% of cases it is marginal. If more representative
and accurate assumptions were used, the amount of scenarios shown as viable would be somewhat less, both with
and without public subsidy. This suggests that the 40% affordable housing target is undeliverable, and therefore
unjustified in viability terms.

Timewell Properties Ltd note that the focussed changes to Policy 4 (FC1) include additional flexibility to enable the
proportion of affordable housing to be reduced and the tenures amended where development schemes are unviable.
However, it is Timewell Properties Ltd view that the Policy's affordable housing target should be set at a level that can
be demonstrated to be deliverable without public subsidy in the majority of cases, rather than be an aspirational target.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[ S - 11885 - 8710 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - None |

11885 Support

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

Respondent:  Blue Living (David Copeland) [8710] Agent: N/A

Full Text: Blue Living supports GNDP's intentions but has some reservations on the direction and timing of the JCS's wording,
namely:

* In a market which has seen marked changes over the past three years and is bound to see equally marked shifts over
the period to 2026 why fix a figure at all? - there are sufficiently robust models available, such as that produced by GVA
Grimley for the HCA, which can measure viability in any given phase of development and can be reviewed and re-run
as necessary. So by all means a 40% target but subject always to viability (‘where viable')

Summary: Blue Living supports GNDP's intentions but has some reservations on the direction and timing of the JCS's wording,
namely:

* In a market which has seen marked changes over the past three years and is bound to see equally marked shifts over
the period to 2026 why fix a figure at all? - there are sufficiently robust models available, such as that produced by GVA
Grimley for the HCA, which can measure viability in any given phase of development and can be reviewed and re-run
as necessary. So by all means a 40% target but subject always to viability (‘where viable')

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11932 - 8726 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

11932 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent:  Persimmon/Hopkins Homes/Taylor Wimpey [8726] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text: Proportion of affordable housing

The policy requires the proportion of affordable housing to be based on the most up to date housing needs assessment
for the plan area. This suggests that the proportion of affordable housing may change without subjecting the policy to
further testing through the development plan process. We consider that to be unsound. The proportion of affordable
housing to be sought must be set out in policy where it can be properly tested for its impact on delivery and viability.

Variable targets
We consider that the variable approach to target is unsound.

PPS3 requires that LDDs should set out the range of circumstances in which affordable housing will be required. The
PPS advises that this could include setting different proportions for a series of site-size thresholds, but that this needs
to consider the likely impact upon overall levels of housing delivery and creating mixed communities. In this latter
regard the PPS advises that local authorities should take account of the need to deliver low cost market housing as
part of the overall mix.

Whilst PPS3 allows for a range of targets to be set, we do not consider that the Core Strategy as currently drafted is
justified and that it does not take into account sufficiently the potential impact on housing delivery.

We consider that the variable targets set out in FC1 are unsound as they are not justified by the evidence base nor are
they likely to be effective.

The differential targets in the policy are likely to distort the market. They will make smaller sites more attractive to the
detriment of the major sites. Delivery of these major sites is central to the achieving the strategy and in order to ensure
the scale of new homes needed, both market and affordable can be delivered. The major sites have significant
infrastructure costs not associated with smaller sites. Often much of this infrastructure needs to be delivered upfront,
for example, strategic roads and sewer provision in order to enable a number of developers to commence
development.

FC1 effectively provides a premium for smaller sites. The effect of the policy is likely to be delay to the delivery of the
strategic sites, and hence market and affordable homes. This is likely to mean that, in order to maintain a five year
supply, sites would be released in less favourable/sustainable locations. Such sites will be smaller, and hence attract
less affordable housing. The policy is also likely to lead to dispersed development rather than encourage the delivery of
the strategy as set out.

The Core strategy needs to be founded on a recognition of the factors which impact upon the delivery of strategic
sites. Such sites have significant upfront infrastructure costs. They also provide significant community gain on site.
We fully acknowledge the need to provide a mix of housing. However, we do not consider the plan as drafted to be
sound.

The targets are derived from the affordable housing viability study. We consider a number of assumptions underlying
that study to be flawed.

The study sets out (at 8.4) that Drivers Jonas Deloitte's research suggests additional costs of £7,000 per unit to
achieve Code Level 4. At page 31 it is suggested that this adds around 7 - 9% to construction costs. No evidence is
presented to substantiate these estimates of increase in costs. We consider those figures to be a substantial
underestimate of the cost. Research by the Zero Carbon Hub (ZCH) 'Defining a Fabric Energy Efficiency Standard for
zero carbon homes' published in November 2009 indentified that the medium costs of achieving the energy efficiency
requirements for Code Level 3 to be in the range of 9 - 11%. Adding the further requirements for achieving Code Level
3 in its entirety will be significantly more than the 9 - 11% noted in the ZCH findings. We therefore consider that the
assumption of a 7 to 9% addition to build costs is wholly insufficient for assessing the construction costs of Code Level
4.

The Viability Study also assesses the impact of Code 5. The Core Strategy proposes no policy requirements in relation
to Code Level 5 and we therefore question why the study has looked at this. Policy 3 seeks to require Code Level 6
from 2015 and it is this impact which should have assessed by the study in order to inform policy. Code 6 is likely to
be adding between 35 and 40% to the cost base, according to CLG's latest costs review. Given that a significant
amount of development is likely to take place on strategic sites post 2016 (or 2015 if Policy 3 is approved) FC1 needs
to be founded on an assessment of the construction costs of delivering Code 6. The Affordable Housing Viability report
states that Code 5 makes a large proportion of options unviable. However, from the report it is unclear which options
that applies to. We do not consider that is an appropriate basis upon which policy can be adopted.

We also consider the study likely to underestimate the S106/CIL contributions. The study assumes contributions of
between £7,000 and £15,000 per unit. Further work is underway in relation to the CIL targets. The Greater Norwich
Infrastructure Needs and Funding Study October 2009 considered a range of tariffs across the JCS area, some
considerably in excess of those set out in the Affordable Housing Viability Study. Greater clarity is required from GNDP
as to the proposed levels of contribution to be sought from development to enable a reasoned assessment to be made
of the affordable housing contributions.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0O - 11932 - 8726 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

11932 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

The study assess viability based on a notional one hectare site. The results are then extrapolated to assess viability on
all sites. We consider that approach to be unsound. The circumstances pertaining to sites of one hectare cannot be
simply grossed up and be said to apply to strategic sites. The major sites have significant infrastructure costs not
associated with smaller sites. Often much of this infrastructure needs to be delivered upfront, for example, strategic
roads and sewer provision in order to enable a number of development to commence and progress on a parts of the
site concurrently. This upfront investment has significant implications for cash flow. Major sites also provide significant
community gain on site.

The variable targets effectively provide a premium for smaller sites and are likely to distort the market. The effect of
the policy is likely to be delay to the delivery of the strategic sites, and hence market and affordable homes. This is
likely to mean that, in order to maintain a five year supply, sites would be released in less favourable/sustainable
locations. Such sites will be smaller, and hence attract less affordable housing and fewer community benefits. The
policy is likely to lead to dispersed development rather than encourage the delivery of the strategy as set out.

The Core Strategy needs to be founded on a recognition of the factors which impact upon the delivery of strategic sites.
Delivery of the major sites is central to the achieving the strategy and in order to ensure the scale of new homes
needed, both market and affordable can be delivered. However, we do not consider the plan as drafted to be sound
and the differential targets in the policy are likely to distort the market. They will make smaller sites more attractive to
the detriment of the major sites.

We do not consider the viability study to be a sound basis on which to set thresholds.

Summary: A number of the assumptions which underlie the Affordable Housing Viability study are flawed and therefore an
inappropriate basis upon which to set policy.

The approach to variable thresholds is likely to distort the market and hinder the delivery of the strategic growth
locations.

The approach to strategic sites needs to take into account the factors which affect their deivery and cannot be based
on general assumptions about a notional site and simply grossed up.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11938 - 8547 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

11938 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent: Easton Landowners Consortium [8547] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text: Proportion of affordable housing

The policy requires the proportion of affordable housing to be based on the most up to date housing needs assessment
for the plan area. This suggests that the proportion of affordable housing may change without subjecting the policy to
further testing through the development plan process. We consider that to be unsound. The proportion of affordable
housing to be sought must be set out in policy where it can be properly tested for its impact on delivery and viability.

Variable targets
We consider that the variable approach to target is unsound.

PPS3 requires that LDDs should set out the range of circumstances in which affordable housing will be required. The
PPS advises that this could include setting different proportions for a series of site-size thresholds, but that this needs
to consider the likely impact upon overall levels of housing delivery and creating mixed communities. In this latter
regard the PPS advises that local authorities should take account of the need to deliver low cost market housing as
part of the overall mix.

Whilst PPS3 allows for a range of targets to be set, we do not consider that the Core Strategy as currently drafted is
justified and that it does not take into account sufficiently the potential impact on housing delivery.

We consider that the variable targets set out in FC1 are unsound as they are not justified by the evidence base nor are
they likely to be effective.

The differential targets in the policy are likely to distort the market. They will make smaller sites more attractive to the
detriment of the major sites. Delivery of these major sites is central to the achieving the strategy and in order to ensure
the scale of new homes needed, both market and affordable can be delivered. The major sites have significant
infrastructure costs not associated with smaller sites. Often much of this infrastructure needs to be delivered upfront,
for example, strategic roads and sewer provision in order to enable a number of developers to commence
development.

FC1 effectively provides a premium for smaller sites. The effect of the policy is likely to be delay to the delivery of the
strategic sites, and hence market and affordable homes. This is likely to mean that, in order to maintain a five year
supply, sites would be released in less favourable/sustainable locations. Such sites will be smaller, and hence attract
less affordable housing. The policy is also likely to lead to dispersed development rather than encourage the delivery of
the strategy as set out.

The Core strategy needs to be founded on a recognition of the factors which impact upon the delivery of strategic
sites. Such sites have significant upfront infrastructure costs. They also provide significant community gain on site.
We fully acknowledge the need to provide a mix of housing. However, we do not consider the plan as drafted to be
sound.

The targets are derived from the affordable housing viability study. We consider a number of assumptions underlying
that study to be flawed.

The study sets out (at 8.4) that Drivers Jonas Deloitte's research suggests additional costs of £7,000 per unit to
achieve Code Level 4. At page 31 it is suggested that this adds around 7 - 9% to construction costs. No evidence is
presented to substantiate these estimates of increase in costs. We consider those figures to be a substantial
underestimate of the cost. Research by the Zero Carbon Hub (ZCH) 'Defining a Fabric Energy Efficiency Standard for
zero carbon homes' published in November 2009 indentified that the medium costs of achieving the energy efficiency
requirements for Code Level 3 to be in the range of 9 - 11%. Adding the further requirements for achieving Code Level
3 in its entirety will be significantly more than the 9 - 11% noted in the ZCH findings. We therefore consider that the
assumption of a 7 to 9% addition to build costs is wholly insufficient for assessing the construction costs of Code Level
4.

The Viability Study also assesses the impact of Code 5. The Core Strategy proposes no policy requirements in relation
to Code Level 5 and we therefore question why the study has looked at this. Policy 3 seeks to require Code Level 6
from 2015 and it is this impact which should have assessed by the study in order to inform policy. Code 6 is likely to
be adding between 35 and 40% to the cost base, according to CLG's latest costs review. Given that a significant
amount of development is likely to take place on strategic sites post 2016 (or 2015 if Policy 3 is approved) FC1 needs
to be founded on an assessment of the construction costs of delivering Code 6. The Affordable Housing Viability report
states that Code 5 makes a large proportion of options unviable. However, from the report it is unclear which options
that applies to. We do not consider that is an appropriate basis upon which policy can be adopted.

We also consider the study likely to underestimate the S106/CIL contributions. The study assumes contributions of
between £7,000 and £15,000 per unit. Further work is underway in relation to the CIL targets. The Greater Norwich
Infrastructure Needs and Funding Study October 2009 considered a range of tariffs across the JCS area, some
considerably in excess of those set out in the Affordable Housing Viability Study. Greater clarity is required from GNDP
as to the proposed levels of contribution to be sought from development to enable a reasoned assessment to be made
of the affordable housing contributions.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11938 - 8547 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

11938 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

The study assess viability based on a notional one hectare site. The results are then extrapolated to assess viability on
all sites. We consider that approach to be unsound. The circumstances pertaining to sites of one hectare cannot be
simply grossed up and be said to apply to strategic sites. The major sites have significant infrastructure costs not
associated with smaller sites. Often much of this infrastructure needs to be delivered upfront, for example, strategic
roads and sewer provision in order to enable a number of development to commence and progress on a parts of the
site concurrently. This upfront investment has significant implications for cash flow. Major sites also provide significant
community gain on site.

The variable targets effectively provide a premium for smaller sites and are likely to distort the market. The effect of
the policy is likely to be delay to the delivery of the strategic sites, and hence market and affordable homes. This is
likely to mean that, in order to maintain a five year supply, sites would be released in less favourable/sustainable
locations. Such sites will be smaller, and hence attract less affordable housing and fewer community benefits. The
policy is likely to lead to dispersed development rather than encourage the delivery of the strategy as set out.

The Core Strategy needs to be founded on a recognition of the factors which impact upon the delivery of strategic sites.
Delivery of the major sites is central to the achieving the strategy and in order to ensure the scale of new homes
needed, both market and affordable can be delivered. However, we do not consider the plan as drafted to be sound
and the differential targets in the policy are likely to distort the market. They will make smaller sites more attractive to
the detriment of the major sites.

We do not consider the viability study to be a sound basis on which to set thresholds.

Summary: We do not consider the viability study to be a sound basis on which to set thresholds for affordable housing. The
differential targets are likely to act to slow delivery on the major growth locations. Further work is required whichlooks
specifically at major developments and how they are deivered rathan than making assmptions about such sites based
ona notional single hectare site.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

O - 12090 - 8310 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

12090 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: If i know then so should you

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

O - 12100 - 8309 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

12100 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

Respondent: Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The public at large have not been given sufficient time nor given a proper and fair consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12115 - 8500 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii
12115 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4

FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

Respondent:  Mr Hugh Ivins [8500] Agent: N/A
Full Text:
Summary: FC1

1) greater clarity is required to define the requirement (numbers rounded, upwards from 0.5). Since the proportion 0.5 is
itself less than half of a whole number, the requirement should start at ‘upwards of 0.6. Or, upwards from, but not
including 0.5

2) There should be a recognition that the affordable housing requirements of each District are significantly different, by
adding ---sought, 'within each District', may be reduced ---

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12156 - 1781 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - None |

12156 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent:  Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Policy FC1 Affordable Housing

We believe the changes being proposed are unsound and we would object for the following reasons.

1. The change to require all developments to include affordable housing removes choice. Those who are able to afford
to build their own houses will be permitted to exclude themselves from the egalitarian process being proposed. This is
discriminatory. Many people would not choose to live on estates with such a high proportion of non-ownership
residents. They will be unable to do so if this strategy is implemented.

2. The Drivers, Jones Report (Affordable Housing Viability Survey) sets out viability tests, which are assessed only by
comparison to the profitability for a developer. This biases all subsequent assessment because there is no incentive for
developers to do other than seek new greenfield sites. Such a process is not sustainable or desirable.

3. The source of public subsidy referred to in Policy FC1 is no longer available. Whether it is a

centrally funded or a locally imposed Community infrastructure Levy it would be unwise for it to be used to justify
unviable development.

4. Given the case law used as precedence in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that developers will just negotiate the
quantity of affordable housing with the Councils. Given the present preferential position afforded to developers in the
current Planning system this seems an undesirable addition.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0O - 12191 - 8234 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

12191 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent:  Lothbury Property Trust Company Ltd [8234] Agent: Landmark Planning Ltd (Mr Peter Wilkinson) [6976]
Full Text:

Summary: Peter Wilkinson FC1

The basis on which this policy has been formalised is fundamentally flawed. As suggested in Lothbury Property Trust
Company Ltd's objection to Policy 4 of the Pre-Submission Stage Joint Core Strategy Consultation, and supported by
the Inspectors Conclusions from the Exploratory Meeting for the Joint Core Strategy, a Housing Viability Assessment
has been undertaken. However, there are significant flaws that render all calculations with regards to the viability of
housing schemes inaccurate:

1. The Council have assumed a figure of £7,000 per unit is requested towards all Section 106 contributions and future
CIL costs not exceeding £15,000 (higher option) (see attachment 1 - Council's Affordable Housing Viability Study). This
would appear to be a significant undervaluation, as this only just exceeds the education contribution for individual
properties (£6,436 - see attachment 2). Some current developments at present take advantage of capacity within
existing schools to reduce this figure, but this situation cannot be maintained. The suggested figures, particularly the
Section 106 figure, do not even cover frequently requested requirements, such as open space. In addition, significant
additional costs are usually necessary for a variety of requirements, including highways, archaeology, flood
risk/drainage and ecology. Ground works, infrastructure and developer contingency costs also have the potential to
significantly increase the associated costs with developing a site.

A good example of this is the current application submitted by Lothbury Property Trust Company Ltd at Brook and
Laurel Farm, Thorpe St. Andrew (Application No. 20090886). With education requirements, on site open space
provision, extra highway infrastructure, drainage costs etc, it is estimated that c. £18.6 million is required for the
residential element of the scheme, or £31,000 per dwelling. This is 4.3 times that estimated in the Housing Viability
Assessment. The figure in this example is comparable to that identified as necessary for a residential tariff for funding
infrastruture for the Growth Area within Broadland District (£28,603 per dwelling in the Greater Norwich Infrastructure
Needs and Funding Study (October 2009) - see attachment 3). This supports a considerably higher figure and
discredits lower figures cited by the Council in the Affordable Housing Viability Assessment. Such a variation clearly
indicates that the Council's assumptions regarding costs are inaccurate and compromises the resultant viability
calculations.

2. The Council's estimates regarding land values and how these have been fed into the different scenarios are
questionable. In the Growth Triangle, most housing development will take place on greenfield land. The Council
Affordable Housing Viability Study suggests a land value of between £500,000 - £750,000 per hectare - see attachment
4. Even given the recession, a higher range of £750,000 - £950,000 per hectare (300,000 - £400,000 per acre) should
be considered low, and this is notably higher than that suggested by the Council.

Whilst it is accepted that land values have fallen in recent years, given the timeframe for which work towards the LDF
commenced, most developers would have secured options on greenfield sites before the reduction in values occurred.
Before the recession, values were easily double those in the Council's Viability Assessment. This changes the base
figure against which subsequent calculations need to be undertaken.

At the Consultation Meeting with regards to the Affordable Housing Viability Assessment in Spring 2010, | made the
point that actual worked examples, particularly of land values, need to be provided to justify the assessment. Drivers
Jonas Deloitte, who prepared the Affordable Housing Viability Assessment on behalf of the Greater Norwich
Development Partnership accepted that this would provide clarity to the workings. No such worked examples have
emerged.

The Council's Affordable Housing Viability Assessment has taken an inconsistent approach towards market forces, so
that a positive spin is placed on the results. It is only current land values that have been incorporated into the
calculations, whilst disregarding values before the recession occurred, even though it is from this period that options on
land would have been agreed. In contrast, the prediction for development values are based on both current and revised
upward values, on the assumption of development beyond the recession. This creates a strong bias in favour of the
Council for supporting the Viability Appraisal, despite references to the report taking a ‘pessimistic’ stance.

3. Despite the inaccuracies noted above, insertion of the low cost figures into calculations in the Affordable Housing
Viability Assessment, still only identifies 30% of schemes as being likely to support 40% affordable housing for the
'‘base’ assumptions (chart 1) and 47% on the 'refined’ (i.e. higher market values) assumptions (chart 3). Neither figure
concludes that the market can support such a high percentage. These figures are increased on the assumption that
grant money is available to assist with construction of affordable housing. At present, the Coalition Government are
significantly reducing the monies available for such grants, and no assumptions on such monies being available can
realistically be incorporated. This point is stressed in the Inspector's Conclusions from the Exploratory Meeting for the
Joint Core Strategy (page 3). In light of the inaccuracies cited in points 1 and 2 above (and the lack of 'real' examples),
the level of sites capable of providing a 40% affordable housing contribution will be lowered even further below the

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0O - 12191 - 8234 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

12191 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text

figures identified by the Council's report. It is not logical to incorporate a policy setting out a requirement, in which a
high proportion of developments cannot comply. Setting an unrealistic target is instigating unnecessary additional work
for developers and discouraging development as a whole within the area.

The inaccuracies in the background information does not provide a robust and credible evidence base upon which to
formulate policies. This section of the Core Strategy in therefore contrary to PPS 12 paragraphs 4.36, 4.37 and 4.52 (+
accompanying box) and is thus unsound.

Works required to become sound
Further evaluation of Affordable Housing Viability incorporating the analysis identified above.

Attachment 1: Extract from the greater Norwich Development Partnership's Affordable Housing Viability Study (July
2010)

8.9 Housing Market

We have sought to reflect changes in strength in housing markets. The main areas
that this affects are:

*a developer's perceived risk of undertaking a scheme, and consequently the
profit that the developer seeks; and

*the demand from the market for any completed units, and consequently the rate
at which completed units sell.

Our study appraises three scenarios to reflect weak, neutral or strong market
conditions, with sales rates varying between 2 and 7 units per month, and
developer's profits as follows:

*[117.5% on cost in a strong market;

*[120% on cost in a neutral market; and

*[125% on cost in a weak market.

8.10 Section 106 and CIL Costs

Section 106 costs can vary greatly from scheme to scheme. We have followed
guidance available on Broadland's and Norwich's websites, which suggest around
£7,000 per unit is sought.

We have discussed this sum with members of GNDP, who ordinarily work in a
planning capacity within the Local Authorities that make up GNDP. Whilst both lower
and higher costs are secured on a site specific basis, it was believed that £7,000 per
unit is representative of an approximate average over the policy area.

The future of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is uncertain, as is the quantum
of any payments that may be required as part of it. As an aside from the main study,
we have been asked to consider the impact on viability of potential CIL costs.

We have considered the impact of the following planning obligation costs:

*[1£7,000 per unit on all units (current section 106 cost assumption);

*[1£10,000 per unit on private market units only (potential future CIL scenario);

and

*[1£15,000 per unit on private market units only (potential future CIL scenario).

8.11 Other

As part of the Study, we have assumed a number of fixed costs. These include:
*[1Professional fees: 12% of construction cost

*[1Contingency: 5% of construction cost

*[JPlanning costs: £300 per unit

*JFinance: 6.5%

*|Sales & Marketing Costs: 3.5% of GDV

Our Study, as requested by GNDP, builds on work already undertaken by a group of
consultants led by AECOM. This work formed part of the evidence base for the Joint
Core Strategy for Broadland, Norwich and South Norfolk, and was also used to
inform the development of the Greater Norwich Integrated Development Plan.

22 Greater Norwich Development Partnership Affordable Housing Viability Study

Attachment 2: Broadland District Council Section 106 Contributions Proposal for Application 20090886 - 600 houses
plus employment land (July 2010)

The breakdown of the types of dwellings proposed for this development has been expressed as a percentage in the
application pack. This results in the following types and numbers of dwellings:

1 bed flats: 96
2 bed flats: 12

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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3 bed houses: 300
4 + bed houses: 180

Total: 588

The application form states that are 600 houses, but the percentages do not add up to this total. For the purposes of
these calculations the figure of 588 will be used. As such the education contribution will be less than will be required,
but the library, fire hydrant and transport contributions will be made on the assumption of 600 dwellings..

Education Contribution

The cost per dwelling for a house (multi-bed) is £6,436.
The cost per dwelling for a flat (multi-bed) is £3,218.

Houses: 6436 x 480 = £3,089,280
Flats: 3,218 x 12 = £38,616

Total: =£3,127,896

However, there is no nursery contribution required as there is spare capacity in the area so £489 can be taken off the
cost per each dwellinghouse (note this was not on the flats in the first instance).

Houses: 489 x 492 = £240,588
Total contribution with nursery contribution taken off = £2,887,308

Furthermore there is some spare capacity at the new Dussindale Primary School and 128 of the proposed properties
are exempt from contribution.

Cost per house of primary provision = £2,958
£2,958 x 128 =£378624

This figure is then subtracted from the total contribution with nursery contribution taken off.

Total education contribution = £2,508,684

Library Contribution

£60 per dwelling, so £60 x 600 dwellings.

Total =£36,000

Highways Contribution

It should be noted that only rough figures have been received from the Highways department.
Public transport contributions for employment = £1m

Public transport contributions for housing = £1m+

(The developer will need to talk to the local

bus operators far an accurate figure to be agreed)

Travel plan for employment (5 years) = Circa £200,000

Travel plan for housing = £279,000
(£465 per dwelling for 5 years)

Total = £2,479,000
Fire Hydrant Contribution

1 hydrant per 50 dwellings at £763 per hydrant:
£763 x 12 = £9,156

2 hydrants required for the commercial uses:
£763 x 2 = £1,526

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Total =£10,682

However, it should be noted that the provision of fire hydrants would be accepted as a condition and as such will not be
included in the final total.

Open Space Contribution

No open space contribution has been calculated as the application indicates that 20ha are proposed with this
development. This is not broken down into what is publically accessible and what is not, but the plans show significant
areas of publically accessible open space. A calculation has shown that around 3.5ha of open space would need to be
provided on site or else contributed towards, and it is considered that this would be easily provided for on the site.

Total contribution required = £5,023,684
Total contribution proposed = £600,000
Total deficit = £4,423,684

Note: This excludes the fire hydrant contribution.

Attachment 3: Extract from the Greater Norwich Infrastructure Needs and Funding Study (October 2009)
GREATERNORWICHINFRASTRUCTURENEEDS&FUNDINGSTUDY |10

The key to a successful tariff model is that it is affordable and viable in the marketplace so as not to prevent
development being brought forward. We have therefore undertaken a detailed analysis on the local property market
and in the report we set out a few of the most salient points that will affect the setting of tariff policy and the potential
income that can be derived from developer contributions. In setting the level of tariff, consideration needs to be given to
the different market conditions within the region and we have identified a number of discernible subJmarkets within
Greater Norwich with different cost and value characteristics.

We have identified the cost of infrastructure for each of the growth locations and identified the cost of infrastructure by
dwelling. This provides an understanding of the level of required developer contributions per dwelling required to bridge
the funding gap.

Given the market context both geographically and over time we have carried out an assessment of the level of tariff that
could be achieved based on current and strong market conditions across each of the residential market areas. In
setting the charging schedule, consideration will need to be given to applying a variable rate of tariff, particularly for
schemes that come forward in the short term, which would otherwise be unviable.

We undertook appraisals for each of the districts, with two sets of appraisals being carried out for South Norfolk for
each of the housing market areas identified in this district. The appraisals were based on current sales values and
values being achieved during the last peak in the housing market. Given the different nature of residential development
within Norwich city in comparison with South Norfolk and Broadland i.e. higher density and predominantly flatted
schemes, we applied different density and unit mix assumptions for Norwich City.

To provide an indication of the potential maximum tariff levels that could be applied to residential developments we
have used a single hectare development model to assess viability.

Potential Tariff Requirements

* Within Norwich a tariff of £19,469 per dwelling would be needed if contributions from residential schemes are to
bridge the funding gap identified. Although this could be achievable for an average sized scheme with housing grant,
due to the individual nature of development sites within Norwich flexibility is needed to take into account site specific
viability issues.

* Within Broadland the residential tariff required to fund the infrastructure needed for the Sprowston growth area is
£28,603 significantly higher than for the rest of Broadland at £6,844. Whilst the tariff rate required for the rest of
Broadland is achievable, the rate needed for the growth area is challenging and is likely to only be viable for agricultural
sites with no alternative use value and where housing grant is available. This will still require landowners to agree to sell
their land at significantly lower values in comparison to values that have been achieved previously.

* The residential tariff requirements for the South Norfolk strategic growth locations range from £10,992 in Cringleford
to £61,071 in Wymondham. The detailed requirements by growth location are provide in Table 16-5. Given the range of
funding gaps within these areas, the Norwich Housing Market area of South Norfolk and mid South Norfolk area
residential schemes will generally only be able to achieve the tariff rate required to cover the funding gap in strong
market conditions, on agricultural sites with no alternative use value, and where housing grant is available. However
this will require landowners to agree to sell their land at significantly lower values in comparison to those that have been
achieved previously.

Attachment 4: Extract from the greater Norwich Development Partnership's Affordable Housing Viability Study (July
2010)

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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7 Benchmarking: Our Approach

7.1 Introduction

Assessing the propensity of each individual landowner within the Policy Area to sell their site is effectively impossible.
There are an indeterminable number of variables and personal circumstances to consider, many of which could not be
quantified or modelled as part of a 'high level' study such as this.

That said, a study such as this must, as stated in PPS3, "reflect an assessment of the likely economic viability of land
for housing within the area". That is not to say that it must consider every conceivable site in the policy area, but the
types of 'likely’ sites. The accepted benchmark measure is the relationship between EUV and residual land value.
Brownfield

For Brownfield sites, arriving at a benchmark is relatively straight forward. A recent planning case law decision
(Berkeley Homes vs West Oxfordshire District Council) suggested that a reasonable uplift was considered to be 10%.
There is little other guidance regarding the quantum of uplift from EUV. We have taken a prudent approach and
assumed 15% as a reasonable uplift from each of the three Brownfield EUVs listed in Section 6.5.

Greenfield

The comparison with Greenfield sites is more complex. The EUV of, for example arable land, is typically low when
compared to land with other uses. The uplift that the landowner would expect depends greatly on the perceived
likelihood of gaining a planning consent for development. A key factor in determining this is whether or not the site is
allocated (identified in a Regional or Local Plan as being earmarked for future development).

We propose to benchmark against three types of Greenfield land:

Greenfield - unallocated

Greenfield - allocated (lower value)

Greenfield - allocated (higher value)

Unallocated Greenfield land may be bought speculatively for a developer's land bank. Such land can transact for
between £10,000 and £200,000 per hectare, or around x1 to x15 of the Greenfield EUV in the previous section. The
price tends to increase as the perceived chance of gaining consent increases. We propose to use the mid point,
£100,000.

When a Greenfield site is allocated the market's perceived risk of gaining planning consent is reduced, but significant
risks remain. The value of such sites can vary greatly due to a wide range of factors. We have sought to estimate two
reasonable benchmark values. In doing this, we have had regard to a number of things, such as:

current site availability;

guideline/average published prices;

the costs and risks involved in buying Greenfield land for residential development;

residual appraisal analysis; and

the value of unallocated Greenfield land.

The VOA's average land price for Norwich, as published in January 2010 was £1,700,000 per hectare, for "a Greenfield
suburban site of 0.5 hectare, ripe for development with planning permission being available". The VOA state that their
land prices are intended to be "illustrative rather than definitive", and in our view tend to be based on historical
transactions.

Greenfield sites currently available include a site for sale with planning consent in Sprowston. The site amounts to 1.7
Ha site and is available for £2,500,000 (£1,470,000 per hectare asking price) with residential consent.

We have sought to balance landowners' return with the risks associated with buying Greenfield land for residential
development. These include, but are not limited to: planning risk; potential for unforeseen and abnormally high
infrastructure costs; promotion costs; changeable timescales; political risk; and occasional reliance on other sites to
deliver.

With this in mind, the benchmarks we have chosen are:

Greenfield - allocated (lower value): £500,000 (30 times EUV)

Greenfield - allocated (upper value): £750,000 (50 times EUV)

These measures are several multiples of EUV, and around a third to a half of the approximate value of Greenfield land
with consent.
Summary

In summary, our benchmarks are:

Type of site EUV Reasonable Uplift Benchmark

Brownfield - high £1,500,000 15% £1,725,000

Brownfield - mid £1,000,000 15% £1,150,000

Brownfield - low £500,000 15% £575,000

Greenfield - allocated, upper value £15,000 x 50 £750,000

Greenfield - allocated, lower value £15,000 x 33 £500,000

Greenfield - unallocated £15,000 x 7 £100,000

Where our calculated residual land value is less than EUV, we have assumed it is not viable and if it is in excess of the
Benchmark, we have deemed it viable. For land values between EUV and the Benchmark, we have classified them as
marginal.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent:  Norwich Green Party (Mr Stephen Little) [8018] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We would agree that achieving targets of around 40% would not be possible in semi-urban or rural areas without the

area in question being excellently served by locally accessible infrastructure which is relevant to the needs of those on
relatively low incomes. However, this is not a justification for reducing or relaxing the overall target, but instead for
ensuring that such infrastructure is in place. While it is probably sensible to adopt lower targets for smaller
developments, to take the overall target below 40% would severely jeopardise the chance of new housing meeting local
need. Therefore, to ensure an adequate level of provision, a target of above 40% for large developments should be a
requirement.

On the subject of viability of affordable housing, it is important to take into account the form of housing as well as type
of tenure. As well as encouraging higher densities of housing and a full mix of forms to include flats and terraces, policy
could also look at encouraging imaginative solutions such as co-housing in new developments which would enable
residents of all incomes to benefit from an inbuilt network of social support and shared facilities. It should be
emphasised here that this is not a proposal for lower quality housing, but for housing that fully reflects demographic
change and the continuing trend toward smaller households while simultaneously freeing up land for green space,
microgeneration, allotments etc.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12224 - 8809 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support ing text - i, ii, iii

12224 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text
Respondent: Landstock Estates Ltd & Landowners Group [8809] Agent: Barton Willmore (Mr Andrew Wilford) [8811]

Full Text:

Summary: 1.1. These representations are submitted on behalf of Landstock Estates Ltd and Landowners Group in response to the

Greater Norwich Development Partnerships (GNDP) consultation on its 'Statement of Focussed Changes' (SoFC). It is
our understanding that the SoFC has been specifically published to address what the GNDP considers are those
issues that require further changes following the articulation by the Inspectors' of their concerns over the submitted
Joint Core Strategy (JCS) before, during and after the Exploratory Meeting (EM) held on 13th May 2010.

1.2. The SoFC has been accompanied by two supporting documents, namely, a Sustainability Appraisal Report (July
2010) (SA) prepared by Scott Wilson and an Affordable Housing (AH) Viability Study (July 2010) prepared by Drivers
Jonas Deloitte.

1.3. The SoFC only relates to 3 elements of the JCS. These are:

* Provision of Gypsy and Traveller Pitches;
* Affordable Housing; and,
* The North East Norwich Strategic Allocation.

1.4. Representations have been made at every stage of the JCS process; and it is noted that this current consultation
can only comment on soundness issues relating to the SoFC. We are mindful of this fact, but would like to remind the
GNDP of our ongoing soundness concerns relating to the submitted JCS as set out in our previous representations at
the Issues and Options Stage, the Preferred Option Stage and the two Counsel's Opinions.

1.5. In summary, we conclude that the SoFC does not represent an adequate attempt by the GNDP to address the
matters of particular concern raised at the EM on 13th May 2010 and as set out in the 15 page Note (EIP 35)
circulated by the Inspectors, entitled 'Conclusion from the Exploratory Meeting' (dated 24th May 2010). EIP 35 set out
that there were 6 areas of concern on which the Inspectors considered that further work was needed. These related to:

i) Infrastructure;

i) Affordable Housing;

iii) Distribution of Development, particularly in relation to public transport opportunities;
iv) Northern Distributor Road;

V) Sustainability Issues; and

vi) The North-East Growth Triangle.

1.6. It is therefore surprising that the SoFC only relates to two of the six identified issues raised by the Inspectors. It is
even more disappointing when the GNDP wrote to the Inspectors on 8th June 2010 (EIP 36) to clarify and note the
Inspectors' concerns and set out the GNDP's suggested way forward on a number of these matters.

1.7. Notwithstanding our concerns regarding the additional matters upon which the GNDP has chosen not to respond,
we set out below our comments on the focused changes, namely, those in relation to affordable housing and the
proposed strategic allocation at NE Norwich, and the SA addendum and AH Viability Study that support the SoFC.
Even in respect of these matters, alone, we contend that the JCS remains unsound.

2.1 Tetlow King Planning have reviewed the Affordable Housing Section and supporting AH Viability Report prepared
by Drivers Jonas Deloitte (DJD). A representative from Tetlow King and a representative from Landstock Estates and
Landowners Group attended the stakeholder event relating to identified Affordable Housing issues and run by DJD on
28th June 2010.

i) Background

2.2 The reason for the focused changes in relation to affordable housing policy stemmed from concerns of the
Inspectors and the Affordable Housing Assessor (EIP 29) about evidence to support a 40% affordable housing target
on all sites of 5 or more units. Whilst this was the primary concern, the Inspectors raised other matters, including the
lack of any plan-wide affordable housing target. In addition, in making the Focussed Changes the GNDP has
introduced other data and policy changes which require examination. The comments which follow address the
approach which has been adopted by the GNDP in relation to affordable housing policy, and makes constructive
criticisms over the soundness of the policies.

ii) FC1

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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2.3 There is a fundamental problem with the first paragraph in FC1. Seeking a 'proportion' is all very well, but in the
second sentence it states that the proportion (or target) will be based on the most up to date needs assessment. This is
not what paragraph 29 of PPS3 requires. This advises that targets should be arrived at after consideration of a number
of other factors including economic viability, and, likely levels of finance including availability of public finance. PPS3
does not state that targets should be based on housing need alone.

2.4 We have considered the DJD report but we do not find any indication that smaller sites can only support lower
proportions of affordable housing, Work carried out by consultants Adams Integra in 2009 for Aylesbury Vale District
Council in connection with testing viability of affordable housing policies in a Core Strategy found:

'32. Our appraisals show that scheme size is not a determinant of viability in itself. This is a consistent finding across all
our studies. There is nothing within the appraisal maths which suggests that smaller or larger sites tend to be any more
or less viable. It really does come down to site specifics - the nature of sites and the proposals for them relative to
existing use, specific costs etc.'

vi) Annex 1

2.19 nnex 1 sets out how the overall affordable housing target for JCS was calculated. As discussed above, we note it
bases its calculations on the 2005/06 Housing Needs Assessment. We understand that based on the delivery of 1,306
affordable units between 2005/06 and 2007/08 that there is a residual requirement of 11,878 from 2008 to 2026.
However, we disagree that: 'The policy target is higher, because the Government's basic needs assessment model
makes the assumption that any backlog at the time of the study is eliminated over the next five years. This therefore
has the effect of increasing the affordable housing targets and in the particular the social rented element'.

2.20 irstly, the overall shortfall in affordable housing in the housing needs assessment was calculated from adding the
existing backlog at that time and the newly arising need, minus supply. This found 13,184 affordable housing units were
required over the JCS plan period. Therefore, the 1,306 completed affordable units between 2005/06 to 2007/08 went
towards reducing the overall affordable requirement.

2.21 Secondly, Table 2.0 breaks down the Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026. This is based on the 2006
HNA and affordable housing completions between 2005/06 to 2008/09. Any of the original backlog remaining is still
included in the total affordable housing requirement for 2009/10 to 2025/26. When looking at this as a percentage of
total housing requirements, the required affordable housing is 33% for the whole GNDP area and therefore 40% is not
justified by the evidence base.

Table 2.0 Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026

Affordable Housing Requirement:

2006 - 2026

Backlog (ORS 05/06) 1,403

Newly arising need 2005/06-2025/2026 (21 x 561) (ORS 05/06) 11,781
Total 13,184

Minus Completions 2005/06 - 07/08 1,306

Total AH Requirement 08/09 - 25/26 (18 years) 11,878

Minus Completions 2008/09 697

Total AH Requirement 09/10 - 25/26 (17 years) 11,181

Overall Housing Requirement 2008-2026 (set out in JCS) 35,660
Minus Completions 2008/09 1,745
Total housing Requirement 2009-2026 (17 years) 33,915

Percentage AH Requirement of Total Housing Requirement
(11,181 / 33,915) x 100 = 33%

2.22 The figure in the SoFC covers the period from 2008-2026 and does not take into account the completions from
2008/09. After looking at the available sites in the GN area, we have identified a potential 67 affordable units to be
provided from sites of developments between 5 and 15 units. This was calculated from the list of potential sites
provided in the SHLAA. Table 2.1 outlines that considering affordable housing commitments and completions to date,
along with potential delivery from 5-15 unit sites, there is a remaining requirement of 7,385 affordable units from 2009-
2026, to be sought from sites of 16+ units.

Table 2.1 Remaining Requirement of Affordable Units 2009 -2026

Total AH Requirement identified in Focussed Changes 11,860

Minus Existing Commitments 2008 (identified in Annex 1 of Focussed Changes) 3,711
Minus AH Completed 2008/09 697

Minus Potential supply 5-15 unit schemes 67

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
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Remaining Requirement 7,385

5.1 Our view of the soundness of the JCS is well documented in previous representations and engagement at the EM
on 13th May 2010. It is still clear that the matters of Affordable Housing and the Strategic Allocation remain unsound.
There is no doubt that the short consultation on these issues has not repaired the position as outlined by the
Inspectors. The real problem is that with a front loaded plan which has been developed over a number of years, is it is
impossible to play catch up on such significant issues.

5.2 The SoFC fails to address all the outstanding issues as set out by the Inspectors and has attempted to retro-fit the
Sustainability Appraisal and JCS to suit the inclusion of the 'Strategic Allocation' and justification for the current level of
Affordable Housing.

5.3 The JCS continues to be unsound, and the GNDP have failed to adequately consult on the SA or undertaken the
very basic necessity of scoping correctly to allow an updated SA to be undertaken.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: NHS Norfolk (Mr David Stonehouse) [8815] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: While NHS Norfolk does not question the legality or soundness of the decision to be more flexible on the proportion of

affordable homes, we are concerned to see that this remains as high a priority as possible. Providing affordable homes
improves health outcomes allowing families on lower incomes to spend limited resources on healthy food, heating fuel
in winter in addition to also providing stability and improved psychological wellbeing. Affordable homes can also

provide opportunities for independent living for young or vulnerable people thereby having positive impact on their
health benefits.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We believe the changes being proposed are unsound and we would object for the

following reasons;

1. The change to require all developments to include affordable housing removes choice. Those who are able to afford
to build their own houses will be permitted to exclude themselves from the egalitarian process being proposed. This is
discriminatory. Many people would not choose to live on estates with such a high

proportion of non-ownership residents. They will be unable to exercise this choice if this strategy is implemented.

2. The Drivers Jones Report (Affordable Housing Viability Survey) sets out viability tests which are assessed only by
comparison to the profitability for a developer. This biases all subsequent assessment because there is no incentive for
developers to do other than seek new greenfield sites. Such a process is not sustainable or desirable.

3. The source of public subsidy referred to in Policy FC1 is no longer available. Whether it is a centrally funded or a
locally imposed Community Infrastructure Levy it

would be unwise for it to be used to justify unviable development.

4. Given the case law used as precedent in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that

developers will just negotiate the quantity of affordable housing with the Councils.

Given the present preferential position afforded to developers in the current Planning

system this seems an undesirable addition.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: We believe the changes being proposed are unsound and we would object for the following

reasons.

1. The change to require all developments to include affordable housing removes choice.

Those who are able to afford to build their own houses will be permitted to exclude themselves

from the egalitarian process being proposed. This is discriminatory. Many people would not

choose to live on estates with such a high proportion of non-ownership residents. They will be unable to do so if this
strategy is implemented.

2. The Drivers, Jones Report (Affordable Housing Viability Survey) sets out viability tests,

which are assessed only by comparison to the profitability for a developer. This biases all

subsequent assessment because there is no incentive for developers to do other than seek new greenfield sites. Such
a process is not sustainable or desirable.

3. The source of public subsidy referred to in Policy FC1 is no longer available. Whether it is

a centrally funded or a locally imposed Community infrastructure Levy it would be unwise for it to be used to justify
unviable development.

4. Given the case law used as precedence in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that

developers will just negotiate the quantity of affordable housing with the Councils. Given the

present preferential position afforded to developers in the current Planning system this seems an undesirable addition.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

Taylor Wimpey Developments & Hopkins Homes Agent: N/A
(Mr John Holden) [8826]

In their response to the Joint Core Strategy Proposed Submission Document

(November 2009), TWD/HH raised concerns in connection with the proportion of

affordable housing contained within Policy 4. Although we acknowledge the comment within Policy 4 to the effect that
account will be taken by the local planning authorities of site characteristics and the economic viability of provision, that
Policy appeared to be seeking to establish an inflexible ratio of affordable

housing . That concern was underpinned by the observation at paragraph 5.28 that "experience locally shows that 40%
is the maximum achievable on sites without subsidy, in normal market conditions.

We remain sceptical with regard to the appraisals and conclusions contained within the Affordable Housing Viability
Study (July 2010) produced for GNDP by Drivers Jonas Deloitte . In particular, we do not agree with the conclusion at
page 34 of the AHVS that "in our opinion a strategic policy wide target of 40%

affordable housing is appropriate. However, we do accept the contention that there are "several scenarios where this
will not be viable, especially where private sales values are low and construction costs or benchmark values are

high. We would question the relevance/validity of the AHVS in the light of local land values and the 'benchmarks'
utilised by DJD. Whilst we are wary of the AFVS, we consider that the policy wording contained within the Statement of
Focussed Changes represents a more realistic/pragmatic consideration of the issue of affordable housing. We have
noted the comment at paragraph 4.1.1 of the Sustainability Appraisal Report on the FCs that "an important decision
has been taken to revise the requirements that are placed on

developers in terms of the delivery of affordable housing. This decision has been taken because of evidence that
suggests that a more stringent policy would be counter-productive as a result of making development non-viable and
hence

hindering development of housing of any sort (affordable or housing to be sold on the open market)." We endorse the
comment at FC1 that "the proportion of affordable housing

sought may be reduced and the balance of tenures amended where it can be demonstrated that site characteristics,
including infrastructure provision , together with the requirement for affordable housing would render the site unviable in
prevailing market conditions, taking account of the availability of public subsidy to

support affordable housing." We support the reason for FC1 given at page 2 of the Statement of Focussed Changes
which indicates that the policy approach gives more emphasis to the recognition "that housing development viability is
critical to the delivery of affordable houses on mixed tenure developments. " We

have also noted and support the rationale for FC1 which is to clarify that where the viability of a development is shown
to be at risk, "negotiations will include consideration of reducing the overall amount of affordable housing sought, and
the balance of tenures within the affordable housing to restore the viability of the scheme."

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: The Leeder Family (Mr John Holden) [8828] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: In its response to the Joint Core Strategy Proposed Submission Document

(November 2009) , The Leeder Family raised concerns in connection with the

proportion of affordable housing contained within Policy 4. Although we

acknowledge the comment within Policy 4 to the effect that account will be taken

by the local planning authorities of site characteristics and the economic viability

of provision, that Policy appeared to be seeking to establish an inflexible ratio of

affordable housing . That concern was underpinned by the observation at

paragraph 5.28 that "experience locally shows that 40% is the maximum

achievable on sites without subsidy, in normal market conditions."

We remain sceptical with regard to the appraisals and conclusions conta ined

with in the Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) produced for GNDP by

Drivers Jonas Deloitte. In particular, we do not agree with the conclusion at page

34 of the AHVS that "in our opinion a strategic policy wide target of 40%

affordable housing is appropriate.” However, we do accept the contention that

there are "several scenarios where this will not be viable, especially where

private sales values are low and construction costs or benchmark values are

high." We would question the relevance/val idity of the AHVS in the light of local

land values and the 'benchmarks' utilised by DJD.Whilst we are wary of the AFVS , we consider that the policy wording
conta ined

within the Statement of Focussed Changes represents a more realist ic/pragmatic

consideration of the issue of affordable housing . We have noted the comment at paragraph 4.1.1 of the Sustainability
Appraisal Report on the FCs that "an important decision has been taken to revise the requirements that are placed on
developers in terms of the delivery of affordable housing. This decision has been taken because of evidence that
suggests that a more stringent policy would be counter-productive as a result of making development non-viable and
hence hindering development of housing of any sort (affordable or housing to be sold on

the open market)." We endorse the comment at FC1 that “"the proportion of affordable housing

sought may be reduced and the balance of tenures amended where it can be demonstrated that site characteristics,
including infrastructure provision , together with the requirement for affordable housing would render the site unviable in
prevailing market conditions, taking account of the availability of public subsidy to support affordable housing." We
support the reason for FC1 given at page 2 of the Statement of Focussed Changes which indicates that the policy
approach gives more emphasis to the recognition “that housing development viability is critical to the delivery of
affordable houses on mixed tenure developments." We have also noted and support the rationale for FC1 which is to
clarify that where the viability of a development is shown to be at risk, "negotiations will include consideration of
reducing the overall amount of affordable housing sought, and the balance of tenures within the affordable housing to
restore the viability of the scheme."

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: Hethersett Land Ltd (Hethersett Consortium) (Mr Agent: N/A
John Long) [8825]
Full Text:
Summary: Summary

Hethersett Land Ltd suggests that the proposed focussed changes to Policy 4: Affordable Housing (FC1) fails the
"Justified" and "Effective" soundness tests because:

1) The proposed focussed changes are not founded on robust and credible evidence and do not represent the most
appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives.

2) The proposed focussed changes maintain a policy requirement for 40% affordable housing (to be provided on sites
of 16 dwellings) that the GNDP's own evidence (Affordable Housing Viability Study, DJD, July 2010) demonstrates
cannot be delivered in the majority of tested scenarios, without public subsidy

Reasons

Hethersett Land Ltd does not consider the evidence underpinning the JCS Focused Changes 1-4, concerning Policy 4:
Housing Delivery to be robust and therefore credible. The Affordable Housing Viability Study's (Drivas Jonas, July
2010) methodology is based on flawed assumptions and lacks transparency.

In particular, the Study's assumptions in relation to the availability of public subsidy; the effect of complying with the
JCS Policy 3's requirement for all new homes to achieve Code for Sustainable Homes level 6 by 2015; the likely level
of CIL and the dismissive comments regarding the effect of various tenure splits and overall affordable housing
percentages etc. are called into question.

For example, the Study acknowledges achieving Code for Sustainable Homes level 5 would render most schemes
unviable, yet it appears to have disregarded the JCS policy requirements to reach even higher Code levels. Also, the
Study suggests that tenure split is stated as having only a subtle effect on scheme viability

affecting only the most marginal of schemes. However even within the DJD Viability Study (table page 28) it is
highlighting a difference of £152 per m2 (option 1 (60/40 split) £1084 - option 3 (85/15 split) £932) and this does not
take into account more realistically viable tenure splits of more than 40% of the affordable requirement being provided
as intermediate tenures.

Neither is it believed that the public subsidy assumptions used by DJD are sound at £46,900 per rented unit and
£26,100 per intermediate unit. At best it could be assumed that these levels will drop to nearer half of the rented level
and zero for the intermediate, although in reality the Home and Communities Agency are putting their partners on
notice that affordable housing delivered through section 106 agreements needs to be

provided without the use of any public subsidy at all. There have been a number of recent cases within the GNDP area
where the HCA's stance has been thus and no public subsidy has yet been provided for schemes despite the financial
non viability justification being forwarded to the HCA. In these instances the affordable

homes element has proposed to be reduced to between 19% and 26%, which in all instances still result in financial non
viability. Grant is still being sought on these schemes and other changes negotiated to make them viable even at these
reduced affordable housing levels.

The Study's assumptions on CIL, will need to reflect the findings of the GVA study currently ongoing at the time of
writing these representations Notwithstanding Hethersett Land's concerns over the Study's methodology, the
assumptions used and its

results, the GNDP's interpretation of the results in attempting to justify the 40% policy target for sites of 16 or more
dwellings is also flawed.

The Study's findings suggest that the 40% target is in the majority of cases unviable, without public subsidy. Section
9.3 (Key Findings) of the Viability Study reports that in 60% of the testing scenarios the 40% affordable housing figure
cannot be achieved without public subsidy. It also reports that in only 30% of testing scenarios

can 40% affordable housing be achieved without social housing grant.

This being the case, and given the state of the public purse, and the likely inability for public funding to be available to
subsidise all affordable housing in the Greater Norwich area, the GNDP's suggestion that this represents a "significant"
number of instances, sufficient to justify the 40% target is unsound. The Study's findings (Chart 2) also suggest that
even with a 20% affordable housing target, without public subsidy, schemes will be unviable in 46% if the tested
scenarios and marginal in 8% of cases. In other words, even with a 20% affordable housing target, where no public
subsidy is available it is only viable in 46% of tested scenarios.

If the Study had used more robust and credible assumptions, the results on scheme viability would have been even
less. Hethersett Land Ltd notes and welcomes the proposed focussed changed to Policy 4 (FC1)'s additional flexibility
to enable the proportion of affordable housing to be sought to be reduced and the tenures amended

where development schemes are unviable. However, given that the 40% target is unlikely to be deliverable in the
majority of cases (even on the basis of flawed assumptions), Hethersett Land Ltd suggests that the Policy's starting
point for any such negotiations, should be reduced to a level that is in the majority of cases likely to be deliverable.
Detailed evidence relating to the testing of the 20% and 30% targets has not been publicly shared and this would
undoubtedly be helpful to set into context the 40% proposal by DJD.

Conclusions

Hethersett Land Ltd have concerns over the robustness and credibility of the evidence underpinning the Focussed
changes to Policy 4. The assumptions in relation to the likely availability of public subsidy and the financial viability of
schemes being required to deliver 40% affordable with a tenure split between 60/40 and 85/15 appear unjustified.

In addition there is insufficient transparency in relation to the actual figures used within the DJD study to give them

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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credibility or enable third party scrutiny. We would welcome the opportunity to review the findings. Hethersett Land Ltd
also have concerns in the way the GNDP have translated the study's findings and used them to attempt to justify the
Policy's 40% Affordable Housing Target for scheme of 16 dwellings or more. The

GNDP's approach has led to a Policy target that in the majority of cases is not viable. The lack of viability would be
even more pronounced if the Study used more accurate and realistic assumptions. For these reasons Hethersett Land
suggest that the Focussed Change FC1 fails the justified and effective soundness test

Suggested change

Hethersett Land Ltd suggest that the affordable housing requirement on sites for 16 dwellings or more (0.6ha) should
be reduced from 40% to a level that in the majority of testing scenarios cases is viable without the provision of public
subsidy. Based on the Study's findings, this would be at a level less than 20%.

Suggested Change

Hethersett Land Ltd contend that the affordable housing requirement on sites for 16 dwellings or more (0.6 ha) should
be reduced from 40% to a level that in the majority of testing scenarios is demonstrated to be viable without public
subsidy.

Unfortunately the DJD Study does not publicly share the results of the 20% and 30% affordable housing targets and it
is therefore suggested that these findings be shared as part of the consultation process in order for a more ‘justifiable’
target to be considered and proposed. It is anticipated that a target closer to 20% without the use of public subsidy
would be more deliverable, and therefore justifiable. If the JCS Policy 4 maintains the 40% affordable target, then the
evidence used by DJD to conclude that 40% is a justifiable target should be included within the JCS as an appendix in
order to ensure financial non viability justifications and negotiations can be easily made in the future in a transparent
manner.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: Trustees of the Gurloque Settlement, Norwich Agent: Pegasus Planning Group (Mr John Holden) [425 0]
Consolidated Charities, teh Great Hospital,
Norwich and of Anguish's Educational Foundation
(Mr John Holden) [8834]

Full Text:

Summary: In their response to the Joint Core Strategy Proposed Submission Document (November 2009), the Trustees raised
concerns in connection with the proportion of affordable housing contained within Policy 4. Although we acknowledge
the comment within Policy 4 to the effect that account will be taken by the local
planning authorities of site characterist ics and the economic viability of provision, that Policy appeared to be seeking to
establish an inflexible ratio of affordable housing. That concern was underpinned by the observation at paragraph 5.28
that "experience locally shows that 40% is the maximum achievable on sites without subsidy, in normal market
conditions." We remain sceptical with regard to the appraisals and conclusions contained within the Affordable Housing
Viability Study (July 2010) produced for GNDP by Drivers Jonas Deloitte. In particular, we do not agree with the
conclusion at page
34 of the AHVS that "in our opinion a strategic policy wide target of 40% affordable housing is appropriate.” However,
we do accept the contention that there are "several scenarios where this will not be viable, especially where
private sales values are low and construction costs or benchmark values are high." We would question the
relevance/val idity of the AHVS in the light of local land values and the 'benchmarks' utilised by DJD. Whilst we are
wary of the AFVS, we consider that the policy wording contained within the Statement of Focussed Changes represents
a more realistic/pragmatic consideration of the issue of affordable housing. We have noted the omment at paragraph
4.1.1 of the Sustainability Appraisal Report on the FCs that "an important decision has been taken to revise the
requirements that are placed on developers in terms of the delivery of affordable housing. This decision has been
taken because of evidence that suggests that a more stringent policy would be counter-productive as a result of making
development non-viable and hence hindering development of housing of any sort (affordable or housing to be sold
onthe open market)." We endorse the comment at FC1 that "the proportion of affordable housing sought may be
reduced and the balance of tenures amended where it can be
demonstrated that site characteristics , including infrastructure provision , together with the requirement for affordable
housing would render the site unviable in prevailing market conditions, taking account of the availability of public
subsidy to support affordable housing." We support the reason for FC1 given at page 2 of
the Statement of Focussed Changes which indicates that the policy approach gives more emphasis to the recognition
"that housing development viability is critical to the delivery of affordable houses on mixed tenure developments." We
have also noted and support the rationale for FC1 which is to clarify that where the viability of a development is shown
to be at risk, "negotiations will include
consideration of reducing the overall amount of affordable housing sought, and the balance of tenures within the
affordable housing to restore the viability of the scheme."

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: Sunguard Homes [8320] Agent: Bidwells Norwich (309) (Mr Glyn Davies) [7725 ]
Full Text:

Summary: Summary

Sunguard Homes Ltd object to the focussed changes to JCS Policy 4: Affordable Housing (FC1) and considers that the
focussed changes fail the "Justified" and "Effective" soundness tests because of shortcomings in the preparation of the
evidence base underpinning the Policy and the GNDP's interpretation of the results in justifying the Policy. The result
of which is potentially an undeliverable policy, particularly in the short to medium term.

In particular, Sunguard Homes Ltd object to revised Policy 4's requirement that 40% affordable housing is to be
provided on sites of 16 dwellings or more when the GNDP's own evidence as set out in the Affordable Housing Viability
Study, DJD, July 2010) demonstrates that the 40% target is undeliverable in the majority of tested viability scenarios,
without public subsidy.

Sunguard Homes Ltd suggests that the Policy 4 Affordable Housing target should be set at a level that can be
demonstrated to be deliverable in the majority of tested viability scenarios without public subsidy. The Drivas Jonas
Report should have identified the level of affordable housing that is deliverable in the majority of tested scenarios
without public subsidy, in order to properly underpin the Policy.

Sunguard Homes Ltd also are concerned that some of the assumptions in the Affordable Housing Viability Study, DJD,
July 2010) are incorrect which has resulted in a less than robust and credible evidence base.

Main Representation

The evidence underpinning revised Policy 4: Housing Delivery is neither robust nor credible. The Affordable Housing
Viability Study's (Drivas Jonas, July 2010) methodology is based on flawed assumptions and lacks transparency.

For instance, no regard has been had in the viability testing to the cost of achieving Code for Sustainable Homes level
6 by 2015 as required by the JCS and little regard has been had to the affects of changing the tenure split, including
intermediate tenures. The report also fails to show what level of affordable housing can be delivered without public
subsidy in the majority of cases. No results are shown to demonstrate the viability of scenarios with 20% and 30%
affordable housing targets. The levels of public subsidy assumed are also questionable.

Notwithstanding the shortcomings of the Viability Appraisal's assumptions, Sunguard Ltd also suggests that the
GNDP's interpretation of the Viability Appraisal's results is also flawed.

Sunguard Homes Ltd call into question the GNDP's conclusion that because the Viability Report shows that 40%
affordable housing can be delivered without public subsidy (on sites of 16 or more dwellings) in 30% of the tested
instances that this is sufficient to demonstrate the policy's deliverability.

Sunguard Homes Ltd suggest that the GNDP has ignored the Viability Study's results that suggest in 60% of the tested
scenarios, the 40% affordable housing figure cannot be achieved without public subsidy and in 10% of cases it is
marginal.

Sunguard Homes Ltd notes that the focussed changes to Policy 4 (FC1) include additional flexibility to enable the
proportion of affordable housing to be reduced and the tenures amended where development schemes are unviable.
However, the Policy's starting point of a 40% target on sites of 16 or more is demonstrably undeliverable and therefore
unsound and should have been changed. The Policy's starting point should be reduced to a level that is in the majority
of cases deliverable, without public subsidy.

Suggested change

Sunguard Homes Ltd suggest that the affordable housing requirement on sites for 16 dwellings or more (0.6ha) should
be reduced from 40% to a level that in the majority of testing scenarios cases is viable without the provision of public
subsidy. The Drivas Jonas Study should be re-run and include testing scenarios at 15%; 20% and 30% affordable
housing to demonstrate a target that is deliverable without public subsidy in the majority of cases.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]
Full Text:
Summary: Legal Compliance and Soundness

Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

This letter constitutes a response to the Changes being proposed by the GNDP to the Joint Core Strategy. As the
format prepared by the Partnership is unwieldy, requiring repetitive comment and multiple submissions, this
representation has been prepared in the form of a letter in which the Policy reference numbers are quoted for the sake
of clarity.

The reliance on the use of computers to gain access to this consultation and to respond is unhelpful to the GNDP
because it excludes so many contributors. The explanation given for the changes is brief to the point of being
inadequate and the way in which respondents are supposed to respond is complex and off-putting. There is no public
inclusion at all.

This consultation contains no proposals to deal with the defects of the original Joint Core Strategy. There does not
appear to be any attempt to reduce the number of critical issues. There are no proposals which address the lack of
flexibility in the scheme. There is no consideration of alternatives in the event that any of the critical elements should
fail.

Policy FC1 Affordable Housing

The changes being proposed are unsound and are objected to for the following reasons.

1. The overall number of houses was formerly dictated by the Regional Spatial Strategy.

This has been abandoned along with its assumptions yet the GNDP have not changed the numbers in their plans to
meet these changed circumstances. Those numbers should not be used to justify the affordable housing; it is not a
sound basis for development.

1. The Drivers, Jones Report (Affordable Housing Viability Survey) which is intended to justify this policy sets out
viability tests, which are assessed only by comparison to the profitability for a developer. This biases all subsequent
assessment because there is no incentive for developers to do other than seek new Greenfield sites. Such a process
is neither sustainable nor desirable.

2. Given the case law used as precedence in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that developers will just negotiate
the quantity of affordable housing with the Councils. This renders the policy unsound. Given the present preferential
position afforded to developers in the current Planning system this seems an undesirable situation.

3. The change to require all developments to include affordable housing removes choice. Those who are able to
afford to build their own houses will be permitted to exclude themselves from the egalitarian process being proposed.
This is discriminatory. Many people would not choose to live on estates with such a high proportion of non-ownership
residents. They will be unable to do so if this strategy is implemented.

4. Government plans will remove the source of public subsidy referred to in Policy FC1. Whether it is replaced by a
Centrally funded or a locally imposed Community Infrastructure Levy it would be unwise for it to be used to justify
unviable development.

Comments on the Report on Affordable Housing
by Drivas Jones

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Introduction

This report has been commissioned by the GNDP to provide the evidence base to support the Joint Core Strategy.
Some of the background details are not available to those making representations and so these comments are based
only upon the information given in the report.

Methodology

The report is based almost entirely on RICS concepts of residual land values despite the preliminary statements that
these are highly subjective and can only be considered as a guide. It is also acknowledged that this methodology is
theoretical, requiring modelling.

It continues to rely on the Regional Policy statements enabled through the Regional Spatial Strategy and notes the
variations that occur over the areas covered by the Joint Core Strategy which are then dismissed without explanation.
Given this is it is surprising that there are no financial sensitivities showing the impacts of variation in these values.

Observations

Executive Summary and Recommendations

1. Viability is described but the sensitivity of the three given factors to potential changes are not. This should be a
basic element in any financial appraisal.

2. The sales values in the lowest point of the market make a large proportion of scenarios unviable regardless of
affordable targets or other inputs. This makes a huge assumption about the future of the market.

3. The viability increases greatly where there is an element of social housing grant. Yet the recommendations state
otherwise.

4. It suggests wording the policy on Affordable Housing to account for site-specific viability. This supports the
contention in our submission that this is not a sensible policy but biased towards a developers negotiating position.

5. Modifying PPS3 is proposed in the Focused changes but this would reduce viability as well as diversity as we have
pointed out elsewhere.

6. The proposal suggests wording the policy to encourage developers to demonstrate that that their scheme is unviable.
7.

Viability

1. Itis sensible to set the level of viability, where a developer and landowner can agree a price. However, to adopt the
models used for achieving this outcome have potential drawbacks.

2. The case law quoted shows that the process is by and large driven by the developers and it is acknowledged that
there is a huge lobby backing them.

3. The only government model described is used to demonstrate whether or not a scheme requires housing grant,
before it will prove viable. Given the point made in 6 above this seems to be unduly prejudicial.

4. The bias towards the requirement to develop on Greenfield sites is clear in section 6 but this is not sustainable on
other grounds.

5. Farmland is being traded at £10,000 - £20,000 per hectare in the policy area. However, when this includes planning
consent it exceeds £M1.5 per hectare. Yet the benchmarks chosen for the modeling are set optimistically. It is also
important to note that this carries a qualification that these are ‘intended to be illustrative rather than definitive' and tend
to be based on historic transactions.

6. The proposal seems to suggest wording the policy to encourage developers to demonstrate that their scheme is
unviable.

7. This carries a very large caveat 'We believe our benchmarks are well reasoned but they can only ever be a guide.
There are a great deal of site specific variables which can affect existing use value.'

Sustainable Homes

1. Itis sensible to set the level of viability, where a developer and landowner can agree a price. However, to adopt the
models used for achieving this outcome has potential drawbacks when applied to non standard scenarios. The study
quotes a building costs range of £1040- £1190 and then a premium for Code 4 and Code 5. There is no reference to
Code 6 although at a recent Planning Committee meeting in Broadland a representative of the Wherry Housing
Association in responding to members question quoted a 50% premium for such a house.

2. To achieve Level 5, the costs would have a significant impact on viability, adding 30% to total construction and
making a large proportion of the options unviable, if other inputs are unchanged.

3. The ECO Town in particular has been promoted on world leader status with the highest standards and yet the
context of this report and the plans for an examplar scheme do not even meet the proposed BREEM standards.

4. Sustainable homes are only one feature of an ECO town. To this has to be added extensive additional infrastructure
cost and amenity projects. The impact on viability of this is not addressed.

Section 106 and CIL

1. The indication is that the value of Section 106 Agreements have a financial value of somewhere in the region of
£7,000.

2. The inclusion of CIL contributions at £10,000 and £15,000 per unit as sought by the GNDP will be payable on all
privately owned dwellings. The report says this will make only a small difference to viability but whatever means are
used to collect it is clear that private owners will pay a premium for their dwellings. This does not seem a reasonable
proposal to be made by local councils.

3. Social Housing Grants are the subject of some uncertainty but the report says that the base case is for no housing
grant.

On this base case 60% are unviable, 10% is marginal and only 30% is viable. Even using the refined case the viability

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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only rises to 38%. This seems inconsistent with the recommendations, which state that the 40% affordable housing
target is achievable in a significant number of scenarios, without housing grant. This does not seem a reasonable
interpretation of these figures.

Conclusion

The Drivas Jones report has been commissioned by the GNDP, though unusually there is no record of the terms of
reference or the discussions which preceded this compilation. There is a suggestion in the text where the authors
express their own opinion that not all the figures have been derived from original work though no doubt they have been
modeled on computer. Was the data supplied by the GNDP or its constituent councils? There is no bibliography to
support the data.

The text does indicate that it is in many cases subjective and once even the term highly speculative is used.

It is concluded that this is not a sound basis to support the contentions made by the planners.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12318 - 6993 - FC1 Housing Delivery and support

ing text - i

12318 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4

Respondent: Thorpe and Felthorpe Trust [6993] Agent: Savills (London) (Miss Sarah Beuden) [8612]
Full Text:
Summary: The GNDP's Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) stated that the approach to

testing viability is that a residual land value must be sufficiently greater than the Existing Use
Value (or alternative use value) of a site. The assessment then includes a comprehensive
set of residual land value calculations based upon averages of both land values and costs
and then makes a broad assumption that development land viability would then be assessed
by whether or not the resultant value for the land exceeds existing land value. Deliverability of
housing growth is a key objective of the Core Strategy. Development of this complexity and
nature may have to adopt complex funding approaches involving longer term infrastructure
investment - a simplistic formula to fund affordable housing should be resisted.

In any case, landowners will not bring forward land if it merely results in exceeding the
existing land value. In reality, a developer will only bring forward land if the grant of planning
permission creates a uplift in value that is considered to deliver a reasonable profit once sunk
capital, planning requirements, risk and capital taxation have been taken into account.

The three dragons viability model commonly used in London assumes a developer profit of
15%. (NB that schemes within London are likely to be served by an existing infrastructure
framework which is a quite different development context to the creation of a sustainable
urban extension). Clearly, if time frames are longer and development schemes require a more
complex infrastructure approach a higher developer profit should be assumed.

It is also noted that the Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) attempts to benchmark
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value to provide the necessary incentive for
landowners to bring forward their land. However, it is considered that it is not been
adequately demonstrated that the benchmarks adopted in the assessment have successfully
provided this incentive across a range of sites within the area. Return is related to risk and
this is a complex and therefore inherently more risky project for the developer. As has been

clearly evidenced over the last four years.

In addition, existing use values vary from site to site due to differing characteristics including
use, condition of the site, specific market characteristics, tenant arrangements etc. As such,
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value on one site may not be the case for other

sites.

The TFT therefore question the evidence base that supports the affordable housing policy. It
is considered that the way the policy is currently worded will potentially deter developers/land
owners from bringing land forward, which will in turn be detrimental to effectiveness of the
Joint Core Strategy. As such, it is considered that it may be more appropriate to include
detailed affordable housing requirements, with regard to quantum sought and thresholds,
within the related development management policies that will emerge from each of the

constituent local planning authorities that comprise the GNDP.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).

FC1 Housing Delivery and supporting text



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0O - 11739 - 8606 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii, iii

11739 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: Sara Beaven [8606] Agent: N/A
Full Text: | do not think that the percentage of affordable homes should be less that 40% This is the type of housing that is

required in this area, not more private housing for inward migrants looking to commute to London. If the developers do
not want to fund the 40% affordable homes then they should not be allowed to build the development

Summary: | do not think that the percentage of affordable homes should be less that 40% This is the type of housing that is
required in this area, not more private housing for inward migrants looking to commute to London. If the developers do
not want to fund the 40% affordable homes then they should not be allowed to build the development

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ S - 11886 - 8710 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None |

11886 Support

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Blue Living (David Copeland) [8710] Agent: N/A
Full Text: As with FC1, there is general support with the following caveat:

Housing needs assessments are, of themselves, of limited use since they always show demand considerably in excess
od supply as measured through housing land availability assessments. Blue Living would prefer to see greater
emphasis on housing market assessments which link the ability of open market sales in effect to subsidise the cost of
affordable housing with or without grant.

Summary: As with FC1, there is general support with the following caveat:

Housing needs assessments are, of themselves, of limited use since they always show demand considerably in excess
od supply as measured through housing land availability assessments. Blue Living would prefer to see greater
emphasis on housing market assessments which link the ability of open market sales in effect to subsidise the cost of
affordable housing with or without grant.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12087 - 8310 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii, iii

12087 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [not supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12105 - 8309 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii, iii

12105 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12163 - 1781 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None|

12163 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29

Respondent:  Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Given the case law used as precedence in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that developers will just negotiate the

quantity of affordable housing with the Councils. Given the present preferential position afforded to developers in the
current Planning system this seems an undesirable addition.

2. The policy text notes that the 40% target is achievable in a significant number of the scenarios modeled without
housing grant but this is later qualified by the reference to higher environmental standards. The Government is
committed to these and has already said so to Councils. The Sustainability Targets referred to in the viability report
note that at Code level 5 constructions costs will be 30% higher and a large proportion of options would be unviable.
This would render the policy unsound.

3. The draft JCS does not quantify a density range but there is a wide discrepancy in the densitiesadopted by the three
councils who are party to the strategy. This will result in developers being biased toward the Council who allows
building to a higher density which is permitted under this policy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12247 - 1823 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None|

12247 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1.Given the case law used as precedent in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that

developers will just negotiate the quantity of affordable housing with the Councils.

Given the present preferential position afforded to developers in the current Planning

system this seems an undesirable addition.

2. The policy text notes that the 40% target is achievable in a significant number of

the scenarios modeled without housing grant, but this is later qualified by the reference to higher environmental
standards. The Government is committed to these standards and has already said so to Councils. The Sustainability
Targets referred to

in the viability report note that at Code Level 5 construction costs will be 30% higher

and a large proportion of options would be unviable. This would render the policy

unsound.

3. The draft JCS does not quantify a density range but there is a wide discrepancy in

the densities adopted by the three councils who are party to the strategy. This will result in developers being biased
toward the Council who allows building to the highest density permitted under this policy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12254 - 8047 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None |

12254 Object
Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: 4. Given the case law used as precedence in the Drivas Jones Report, it is clear that

developers will just negotiate the quantity of affordable housing with the Councils. Given the
present preferential position afforded to developers in the current Planning system this seems an undesirable addition.
2. The policy text notes that the 40% target is achievable in a significant number of the
scenarios modeled without housing grant but his is later qualified by the reference to higher
environmental standards. The Government is committed to these and has already said so to
Councils. The Sustainability Targets referred to in the viability report note that at Code level 5
constructions costs will be 30% higher and a large proportion of options would be unviable.
This would render the policy unsound.

3. The draft JCS does not quantify a density range but there is a wide discrepancy in the
densities adopted by the three councils who are party to the strategy. This will result in
developers being biased toward the Council who allows building to a higher density which is
permitted under this policy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[ O - 12276 - 8825 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii |

12276 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: Hethersett Land Ltd (Hethersett Consortium) (Mr Agent: N/A
John Long) [8825]
Full Text:
Summary: FC2 Focussed Changes to paragraph 5.29

Hethersett Land Ltd suggests that the proposed focussed changes to Paragraph 5.29 (FC2) fails the "Justified" and
"Effective” soundness tests. Hethersett Land Ltd notes the proposed focussed changed to paragraph 5.29 and
welcomes the acknowledgment that in some instances 40% affordable housing on site will not be viable, without public
subsidy. However, Hethersett Land Ltd

suggests that the assertion that "40% affordable housing target is achievable in a significant number scenarios,
modelled without social housing grant" is incorrect. The paragraph should acknowledge that achieving 40% affordable
housing in unlikely in most instances unless public subsidy is made available. We are aware of 'real' examples of
section 106 affordable housing requirements within the GNDP area where even during the last 12 months despite
proving financial non viability public subsidy has not been made available. Therefore, it is our

opinion that the likelihood of public subsidy being available in the short to medium term is extremely limited and it would
therefore be unsound to assume any public subsidy to support the provision of affordable housing within the GNDP
area. The GNDP's own evidence is the Affordable Housing Viability Study (Drivas Jonas, July 2010) would suggest that
the

target is only achievable in 30% of scenarios tested. The Study reports that in 60% of testing scenarios it was unviable
and in 10% marginal. Hethersett Land Ltd contend that to base a policy target that cannot be achieved in 70% of the
scenarios tested is unsound. It is also misleading to suggest that 30% represents a significant proportion. Suggested
changes Hethersett Land Ltd suggest that paragraph 5.29 should be amended to reflect any changes that may be
made to the

affordable housing targets brought about by representations and the Inspector's deliberations on the focussed changes
to Policy 4 (FC1), in particular any changes to the 40% affordable housing target; In the event that Policy 4's 40%
affordable housing target is not changed, paragraph 5.29 should be amended to acknowledge that in the majority of
cases, achieving 40% affordable housing on sites of 16 dwellings or more is unviable in the majority of cases, rather
than suggest that it is viable in "..a significant number of the scenarios modelled..".

Suggested changes

Hethersett Land Ltd suggest that paragraph 5.29 should be amended to reflect any changes that may be made to the
affordable housing targets brought about by representations and the Inspector's deliberations on the focussed changes
to Policy 4 (FC1), in particular any changes to the 40% affordable housing target; In the event that Policy 4's 40%
affordable housing target is not changed, paragraph 5.29 should be amended to acknowledge that achieving 40%
affordable housing on sites of 16 dwellings or more is unviable in the majority of cases, rather than suggest that it is
viable in "..a significant number of the scenarios modelled..". It is suggested that in order for any future financial non
viability arguments to be sufficiently robust and transparent for all

parties that the assumptions made during the Drivas Jonas study (which enabled them to conclude that 40% was
justified) be set out in an appendix to the Joint Core Strategy as a point of reference for the GNDP and land owners
alike. In this way if key elements and assumptions such as public subsidy levels, sales values, build costs, Registered
Provider offer prices, interest rates etc differ greatly in the future there can be taken into consideration during
negotiations.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12279 - 8826 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None |

12279 Object
Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent:  Taylor Wimpey Developments & Hopkins Homes Agent: N/A
(Mr John Holden) [8826]
Full Text:
Summary: We endorse that element of FC2 which recognises that the provisron of affordable housing is dependent upon the

overall viability of developments. We are still concerned at the emphasis placed upon 40% affordable housing when
considered in the context of the AHVS produced by DJD. We have noted the

comment in FC2 regarding the need to consider the provision of affordable housing within the framework of site viability
in prevailing market conditions . In that particular context , we have noted the comment in FC2 regarding "policy aims
relating to the environmental standards of homes." It is not immediately clear how FC2 will be implemented within the
background provided by Policy 3 of the Proposed Submission Document. Does the wording of FC2 mean that the

GNDP objectives established in Policy 3 are overriding and will have an impact upon the amount of affordable housing
that can be delivered in a particular scheme?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12282 - 8828 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None |

12282 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: The Leeder Family (Mr John Holden) [8828] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We endorse that element of FC2 which recognises that the provisron of

affordable housing is dependent upon the overall viability of developments. We
are still concerned at the emphasis placed upon 40% affordable housing when
considered in the context of the AHVS produced by DJD. We have noted the
comment in FC2 regarding the need to consider the provision of affordable
housing within the framework of site viability in prevailing market conditions . In
that particular context, we have noted the comment in FC2 regarding "policy aims
relating to the environmental standards of homes." It is not immediately clear
how FC2 will be implemented within the background provided by Policy 3 of the
Proposed Submission Document. Does the wording of FC2 mean that the
GNDP obijectives established in Policy 3 are overriding and will have an impact
upon the amount of affordable housing that can be delivered in a particular
scheme?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -

Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12286 - 8830 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None|

12286 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29

Respondent: Mr Robert Craggs [8830] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We support the need for houses but these focused changes are now painting a worse picture of the viability of

affordable homes that is going to need subsidies. So awaiting the outcome of the Spending Review makes eminent
commonsense. Subsidizing a local community in order to preserve say village life and subsidizing infrastructure are
concepts that tax-payers tend to accept but subsidizing developers or house owners was never a concept put to us and
it seems very wrong. Good houses can be built and sold to people moving up the housing ladder and by so doing do
release houses that are more affordable as market dynamics has always generated, but building affordable homes and

subsidizing them with hard earned tax-payers money is set to cause problems. Affordable homes do not have to be
new homes

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12288 - 8834 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - None |

12288 Object
Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: Trustees of the Gurloque Settlement, Norwich Agent: Pegasus Planning Group (Mr John Holden) [425 0]

Consolidated Charities, teh Great Hospital,
Norwich and of Anguish's Educational Foundation
(Mr John Holden) [8834]

Full Text:

Summary: We endorse that element of FC2 which recognises that the provrsron of affordable housing is dependent upon the
overall viability of developments. We are still concerned at the emphasis placed upon 40% affordable housing when
considered in the context of the AHVS produced by DJD. We have noted the
comment in FC2 regarding the need to consider the provision of affordable housing within the framework of site viability
in prevailing market conditions . In that particular context , we have noted the comment in FC2 regarding "policy aims
relating to the environmental standards of homes." It is not immediately clear how FC2 will be implemented within the
background provided by Policy 3 of the Proposed Submission Document. Does the wording of FC2 mean that the

GNDP objectives established in Policy 3 are overriding and will have an impact upon the amount of affordable housing
that can be delivered in a particular scheme?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12291 - 8320 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii |

12291 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29

Respondent: Sunguard Homes [8320] Agent: Bidwells Norwich (309) (Mr Glyn Davies) [7725 ]
Full Text:

Summary: FC2 Focussed Changes to paragraph 5.29

Sunguard Homes Ltd has made representations to Focussed Change FC1, in particular the 40% affordable housing
target, with a view to getting this target reduced to a demonstrably deliverable level. If accepted, paragraph 5.29 would
need to be changed to reflect a different affordable housing target.

In the event that Policy 4's 40% affordable housing target is not changed, paragraph 5.29 should be amended to
acknowledge that without public subsidy, achieving 40% affordable housing on sites of 16 dwellings or more is unviable
in the majority of cases, rather than suggest that it is viable in "..a significant number of the scenarios modelled..".

The Affordable Housing Viability Study (DJD, July 2010) demonstrates that without public subsidy, the 40% affordable
housing target is deliverable in only 30% of scenarios tested. The Study reports that in 60% of testing scenarios it was
unviable and in 10% marginal. It is therefore misleading to suggest that 30% represents a significant proportion.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12293 - 8589 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - i, ii, iii

12293 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]
Full Text:
Summary: Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

Policy FC2 Affordable Housing

Policy FC2 does not have a sound basis and should be corrected or revised.

1. See above

2. The policy states that the 40% target is achievable in a significant number of the scenarios modeled without
housing grant but this is then qualified by the reference to higher environmental standards. The Government has
confirmed to Councils that they are committed to these highest standards for future development. The Drivas Jones
report seems to suggest otherwise. The Sustainability Targets referred to in that report note that at Code level 5
constructions costs will be 30% higher and a large proportion of options would be unviable. Code 6 is not included but
would render the conclusions even less valid. As it is, the policy is already unsound.

The BREEM commitments to Code Level 6 are clear and Broadland District Council has already approved Housing
Association developments to be built to this sustainability level. The developer led process as envisaged is flawed on
environmental grounds.

3. Housing density is a significant factor in the debate on affordable housing. The draft JCS does not quantify a
density range but there is a wide discrepancy in the densities adopted by the three councils who are party to the
strategy. (South Norfolk with a standard density of 27-30, Broadland with a density of 30-50 and Norwich City 'at least
40". This will result in developers being biased toward Broadland Council that allows building to a higher density
because higher density will increase profitability and hence the viability for affordable dwellings. Norwich City has the
least land and the greatest housing need.

4. The conclusions in the Drivas Jones report contain a number of inconsistencies. These are contained in a separate
submission, which it is hoped will be considered along with this representation. (Appendix 2)

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 12319 - 6993 - FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29 - ii|

12319 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC2 changes to paragraph 5.29
Respondent: Thorpe and Felthorpe Trust [6993] Agent: Savills (London) (Miss Sarah Beuden) [8612]
Full Text:

Summary: The GNDP's Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) stated that the approach to

testing viability is that a residual land value must be sufficiently greater than the Existing Use
Value (or alternative use value) of a site. The assessment then includes a comprehensive
set of residual land value calculations based upon averages of both land values and costs
and then makes a broad assumption that development land viability would then be assessed
by whether or not the resultant value for the land exceeds existing land value. Deliverability of
housing growth is a key objective of the Core Strategy. Development of this complexity and
nature may have to adopt complex funding approaches involving longer term infrastructure
investment - a simplistic formula to fund affordable housing should be resisted.

In any case, landowners will not bring forward land if it merely results in exceeding the
existing land value. In reality, a developer will only bring forward land if the grant of planning
permission creates a uplift in value that is considered to deliver a reasonable profit once sunk
capital, planning requirements, risk and capital taxation have been taken into account.

The three dragons viability model commonly used in London assumes a developer profit of
15%. (NB that schemes within London are likely to be served by an existing infrastructure
framework which is a quite different development context to the creation of a sustainable
urban extension). Clearly, if time frames are longer and development schemes require a more
complex infrastructure approach a higher developer profit should be assumed.

It is also noted that the Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) attempts to benchmark
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value to provide the necessary incentive for
landowners to bring forward their land. However, it is considered that it is not been
adequately demonstrated that the benchmarks adopted in the assessment have successfully
provided this incentive across a range of sites within the area. Return is related to risk and
this is a complex and therefore inherently more risky project for the developer. As has been
clearly evidenced over the last four years.

In addition, existing use values vary from site to site due to differing characteristics including
use, condition of the site, specific market characteristics, tenant arrangements etc. As such,
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value on one site may not be the case for other
sites.

The TFT therefore question the evidence base that supports the affordable housing policy. It
is considered that the way the policy is currently worded will potentially deter developers/land
owners from bringing land forward, which will in turn be detrimental to effectiveness of the
Joint Core Strategy. As such, it is considered that it may be more appropriate to include
detailed affordable housing requirements, with regard to quantum sought and thresholds,
within the related development management policies that will emerge from each of the
constituent local planning authorities that comprise the GNDP.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

S - 11887 - 8710 - FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28 - None|

11887 Support

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent:  Blue Living (David Copeland) [8710] Agent: N/A
Full Text: Once more general support but with the following reservation which applies to P5.28A and 5.28B:

* The original DJD work was heavily criticised and the updated report is still weak on large sites which are treated as
abnormal when most of the serious growth will be on these sites. There is the greater question of how the proprtion or
indeed any contribution at all will be measured. Rather than the top down DJD "observation" Blue Living would much
prefer to see a greater measure of objectivity through the use of an agreed model e.g. that provided by HCA

Summary: Once more general support but with the following reservation which applies to P5.28A and 5.28B:

* The original DJD work was heavily criticised and the updated report is still weak on large sites which are treated as
abnormal when most of the serious growth will be on these sites. There is the greater question of how the proprtion or
indeed any contribution at all will be measured. Rather than the top down DJD "observation" Blue Living would much
prefer to see a greater measure of objectivity through the use of an agreed model e.g. that provided by HCA

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11933 - 8726 - FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28 - i, ii, iii

11933 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent:  Persimmon/Hopkins Homes/Taylor Wimpey [8726] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text: FC3

We support the need to deliver mixed and balanced communities. The needs of society for housing are wide and
varied. Collectively the private and public sector need to adopt innovative and flexible approaches to meeting housing
needs, especially as public funding for subsidising housing needs is likely to be extremely limited over the next few
years.

PPS3 advises that LDDs should specify the size and type of affordable housing that is likely to be needed in particular
circumstances. FC3, through paragraph 5.28B, advises as to GNDP's view on the split. This appears to be a policy
contained with text. The status of this approach needs to be made clear. If this is a requirement then it must be
included in policy so it can be appropriately tested.

Should it be proposed that the split between social rent and intermediate be included in policy, consideration needs to
given to paragraph 9 of PPS3. This sets out that a core element of Government housing policy is to widen the
opportunities for home ownership. We consider that intermediate housing is a key means of achieving this. Any
policy approach should seek to achieve this national objective, by enabling people to own their own home. Innovative
approaches are needed to shared ownership and the boundaries between social rent and shared ownership are
becoming increasingly blurred. A flexible approach is required to such matters, not simply from a viability point of view,
but from a social inclusion/home ownership perspective. There is a wide range of measures which can be used to
encourage this, including shared equity and discounted market homes for sale.

In terms of mix, the Core Strategy needs to recognise that strategic developments will be delivered over a considerable
period of time and therefore that the suggested 85%:15% split between social rent and intermediate is inappropriate for
strategic schemes, and that the target for such developments should be 60% social rent and 40% intermediate.

Summary: In terms of mix, the Core Strategy needs to recognise that strategic developments will be delivered over a considerable
period of time and therefore that the suggested 85%:15% split between social rent and intermediate is inappropriate for
strategic schemes, and that the target for such developments should be 60% social rent and 40% intermediate.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

[ O - 11939 - 8547 - FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28 - i, ii |

11939 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: Easton Landowners Consortium [8547] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text: We support the need to deliver mixed and balanced communities. The needs of society for housing are wide and

varied. Collectively the private and public sector need to adopt innovative and flexible approaches to meeting housing
needs, especially as public funding for subsidising housing needs is likely to be extremely limited over the next few
years.

PPS3 advises that LDDs should specify the size and type of affordable housing that is likely to be needed in particular
circumstances. FC3, through paragraph 5.28B, advises as to GNDP's view on the split. This appears to be a policy
contained with text. The status of this approach needs to be made clear. If this is a requirement then it must be
included in policy so it can be appropriately tested.

Should it be proposed that the split between social rent and intermediate be included in policy, consideration needs to
given to paragraph 9 of PPS3. This sets out that a core element of Government housing policy is to widen the
opportunities for home ownership. We consider that intermediate housing is a key means of achieving this. Any
policy approach should seek to achieve this national objective, by enabling people to own their own home. Innovative
approaches are needed to shared ownership and the boundaries between social rent and shared ownership are
becoming increasingly blurred. A flexible approach is required to such matters, not simply from a viability point of view,
but from a social inclusion/home ownership perspective. There is a wide range of measures which can be used to
encourage this, including shared equity and discounted market homes for sale.

In terms of mix, the Core Strategy needs to recognise that strategic developments will be delivered over a considerable
period of time and therefore that the suggested 85%:15% split between social rent and intermediate is inappropriate for
strategic schemes, and that the target for such developments should be 60% social rent and 40% intermediate.

Summary: In terms of mix, the Core Strategy needs to recognise that strategic developments will be delivered over a considerable
period of time and therefore that the suggested 85%:15% split between social rent and intermediate is inappropriate for
strategic schemes, and that the target for such developments should be 60% social rent and 40% intermediate.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [not supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1. Broadland District Council already has a policy which modifies PPS3 from a threshold of 15 to

5. It is submitted that continuing this will be a strong disincentive to providing variety in the nature of developments and
should not be incorporated.

3. The numbers of Affordable houses is based upon housing need but there is a lack of
transparency on the criteria set by the Housing Associations, the entitlements and geographic spread of applicants.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28

Respondent: Landstock Estates Ltd & Landowners Group [8809] Agent: Barton Willmore (Mr Andrew Wilford) [8811]

Full Text:

Summary: 1.1. These representations are submitted on behalf of Landstock Estates Ltd and Landowners Group in response to the

Greater Norwich Development Partnerships (GNDP) consultation on its 'Statement of Focussed Changes' (SoFC). It is
our understanding that the SoFC has been specifically published to address what the GNDP considers are those
issues that require further changes following the articulation by the Inspectors' of their concerns over the submitted
Joint Core Strategy (JCS) before, during and after the Exploratory Meeting (EM) held on 13th May 2010.

1.2. The SoFC has been accompanied by two supporting documents, namely, a Sustainability Appraisal Report (July
2010) (SA) prepared by Scott Wilson and an Affordable Housing (AH) Viability Study (July 2010) prepared by Drivers
Jonas Deloitte.

1.3. The SoFC only relates to 3 elements of the JCS. These are:

* Provision of Gypsy and Traveller Pitches;
* Affordable Housing; and,
* The North East Norwich Strategic Allocation.

1.4. Representations have been made at every stage of the JCS process; and it is noted that this current consultation
can only comment on soundness issues relating to the SoFC. We are mindful of this fact, but would like to remind the
GNDP of our ongoing soundness concerns relating to the submitted JCS as set out in our previous representations at
the Issues and Options Stage, the Preferred Option Stage and the two Counsel's Opinions.

1.5. In summary, we conclude that the SoFC does not represent an adequate attempt by the GNDP to address the
matters of particular concern raised at the EM on 13th May 2010 and as set out in the 15 page Note (EIP 35)
circulated by the Inspectors, entitled 'Conclusion from the Exploratory Meeting' (dated 24th May 2010). EIP 35 set out
that there were 6 areas of concern on which the Inspectors considered that further work was needed. These related to:

i) Infrastructure;

i) Affordable Housing;

iii) Distribution of Development, particularly in relation to public transport opportunities;
iv) Northern Distributor Road;

V) Sustainability Issues; and

vi) The North-East Growth Triangle.

1.6. It is therefore surprising that the SoFC only relates to two of the six identified issues raised by the Inspectors. It is
even more disappointing when the GNDP wrote to the Inspectors on 8th June 2010 (EIP 36) to clarify and note the
Inspectors' concerns and set out the GNDP's suggested way forward on a number of these matters.

1.7. Notwithstanding our concerns regarding the additional matters upon which the GNDP has chosen not to respond,
we set out below our comments on the focused changes, namely, those in relation to affordable housing and the
proposed strategic allocation at NE Norwich, and the SA addendum and AH Viability Study that support the SoFC.
Even in respect of these matters, alone, we contend that the JCS remains unsound.

iii) Targets - Plan Wide and Site

2.5 Paragraph 29 of PPS3: Housing (June 2010) makes reference to two types of target: plan-wide and those to be
applied to individual sites of qualifying size. In relation to the former we welcome the introduction of what we believe is
a plan-wide target (33%), but we are concerned that it is rather hidden in the supporting text in para 5.28A of FC3.
Accordingly, we believe there should be a clear policy statement as to what the Plan wide affordable housing target is.

2.6 A 33% target would imply that for the 18 year period, 11,860 of the required overall number of dwellings of 35,580
should be affordable. Whilst this might represent a reasonable target based on need alone, taking other factors into
account could mean that a different target is more appropriate.

iv) Housing Need Assessment
2.7 We are concerned that the most recent housing needs assessment being relied upon is based on primary data

collected in 2005/2006. Moreover, the Central Government guidance on the preparation of such assessments has
changed, more than once, since that time.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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2.8 Paragraph 5.28B of FC3 identifies that the most recent housing assessment for the three districts indicates that
43% of overall housing need (‘requirement’ would be a more accurate word) can only be met by affordable housing.
However, this is not an adequate reflection of the housing need for each Local Authority. PPS3 stresses (paragraph 29)
that LPAs should aim to ensure that provision of affordable housing meets the needs of both current and future
occupiers, taking into account information from the SHMA. By way of example, the GNHMAOQ9 updates the 2006 figures
indicating a slight increase in the net requirement for affordable housing in South Norfolk to 136 dwellings p.a. or 26%.
In essence, this indicates that in South Norfolk a reasonable need-based target area-wide requirement for affordable
housing remains broadly about 25% of all new dwellings provided to meet locally generated needs i.e. in line with the
current local plan policy.

2.9 The ORS Housing Need and Stock Condition (2006) is the housing market assessment for the GN sub region with
surveys carried out in 2005-2006. This was based on the then guidance ‘Local Housing Needs Assessment: A Guide to
Good Practice' (2000). The SHMA was carried out in 2007, and reflected the new SHMA Practice Guidance in March
2007. The SHMA Practice Guidance Version 2 (2007) replaced the DETR and ODPM good practice guidance and
manual published in 2000 and 2004 respectively, upon which the ORS assessment was based. However, the SHMA
states that 'we rely on the ORS Housing Need and Stock Condition Study of 2006'. But it is unclear if the calculations of
the figures from the 2006 Assessment reflected the requirements of the new guidance. The 2007 SHMA Guidance also
advises that 'a partnership should not need to undertake comprehensive assessment exercise more frequently than
every five years although they should be updated regularly'. The outworking of this advice is that that the figures
identified in the 2006 assessment (which was carried out between 2005 and 2006) will be due for a comprehensive re-
assessment exercise, between 2010 and 2011, to ensure they are still applicable.

2.10 As a consequence the current wording of paragraph 5.28B is unsound for a number of reasons:
*'_.in the short term..."' can only mean the period shortly after the assessment field work was carried out in 2005/06.
* There can be no reliance today that 43% of overall housing need can only be met by affordable housing.

* The proposed policy target on qualifying sites is no longer 40% in the focused changes, so this is confusing and
misleading.

2.11 We welcome the principle of a list of factors which may mean that a target may not be reached. However, the
claim that 40% is the maximum achievable in normal market conditions needs to be justified. We assert that this will
only have been achieved in some limited cases in very good market conditions.

2.12 Moreover, we believe that there are two other factors which need to be added to this list:
* ' ..the requirement for a site to meet other planning objectives, for example necessary infrastructure provision...' and
* ' ..the lack of availability of public subsidy..."

2.13 It is unsound to quote the findings on tenure split from the outdated work of 2005/06. It certainly is not relevant to
imply that this is the split to be sought in the 'short term’, i.e. say 2010 to 2012.

2.14 We welcome the recognition that different parts of the GNDP area require different types of affordable housing
(e.g. greatest need for social rented housing is in the Norwich Urban area). But to be consistent, the policy approach
should be to set a target for affordable housing for each administrative area to take account of different levels of need.

2.15 We note the reference to a review of the 'overall policy target and balance of tenures' and we understand that a
new SHMA is to be commissioned next year.

2.16 We assume that any changes to these fundamental parts of affordable housing policy will only be formally
introduced as part of a Core Strategy update. This needs to be made clear as any interim changes will not be subjected
to the same level of scrutiny or carry the same weight.

2.17 We do not agree with the definition of affordable housing in paragraph 5.28 of FC3. The inclusion of the phrase
‘people in housing need' is too restrictive. PPS3 is concerned about providing housing for all those in need of affordable
housing i.e. below market entry level. This is a wider group than those in housing need in the traditional sense; and the
definition of affordable housing in Annex B of PPS3 reflects this wider ambit, when it states: "Affordable housing
includes social rented and intermediate housing, provided to specified eligible households whose needs are not met by
the market ...".

vi) Annex 1

2.19 nnex 1 sets out how the overall affordable housing target for JCS was calculated. As discussed above, we note it
bases its calculations on the 2005/06 Housing Needs Assessment. We understand that based on the delivery of 1,306
affordable units between 2005/06 and 2007/08 that there is a residual requirement of 11,878 from 2008 to 2026.
However, we disagree that: 'The policy target is higher, because the Government's basic needs assessment model
makes the assumption that any backlog at the time of the study is eliminated over the next five years. This therefore

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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has the effect of increasing the affordable housing targets and in the particular the social rented element'.

2.20 irstly, the overall shortfall in affordable housing in the housing needs assessment was calculated from adding the
existing backlog at that time and the newly arising need, minus supply. This found 13,184 affordable housing units were
required over the JCS plan period. Therefore, the 1,306 completed affordable units between 2005/06 to 2007/08 went
towards reducing the overall affordable requirement.

2.21 Secondly, Table 2.0 breaks down the Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026. This is based on the 2006
HNA and affordable housing completions between 2005/06 to 2008/09. Any of the original backlog remaining is still
included in the total affordable housing requirement for 2009/10 to 2025/26. When looking at this as a percentage of
total housing requirements, the required affordable housing is 33% for the whole GNDP area and therefore 40% is not
justified by the evidence base.

Table 2.0 Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026

Affordable Housing Requirement:

2006 - 2026

Backlog (ORS 05/06) 1,403

Newly arising need 2005/06-2025/2026 (21 x 561) (ORS 05/06) 11,781
Total 13,184

Minus Completions 2005/06 - 07/08 1,306

Total AH Requirement 08/09 - 25/26 (18 years) 11,878

Minus Completions 2008/09 697

Total AH Requirement 09/10 - 25/26 (17 years) 11,181

Overall Housing Requirement 2008-2026 (set out in JCS) 35,660
Minus Completions 2008/09 1,745
Total housing Requirement 2009-2026 (17 years) 33,915

Percentage AH Requirement of Total Housing Requirement
(11,181 /33,915) x 100 = 33%

2.22 The figure in the SoFC covers the period from 2008-2026 and does not take into account the completions from
2008/09. After looking at the available sites in the GN area, we have identified a potential 67 affordable units to be
provided from sites of developments between 5 and 15 units. This was calculated from the list of potential sites
provided in the SHLAA. Table 2.1 outlines that considering affordable housing commitments and completions to date,
along with potential delivery from 5-15 unit sites, there is a remaining requirement of 7,385 affordable units from 2009-
2026, to be sought from sites of 16+ units.

Table 2.1 Remaining Requirement of Affordable Units 2009 -2026

Total AH Requirement identified in Focussed Changes 11,860

Minus Existing Commitments 2008 (identified in Annex 1 of Focussed Changes) 3,711
Minus AH Completed 2008/09 697

Minus Potential supply 5-15 unit schemes 67

Remaining Requirement 7,385

5.1 Our view of the soundness of the JCS is well documented in previous representations and engagement at the EM
on 13th May 2010. It is still clear that the matters of Affordable Housing and the Strategic Allocation remain unsound.
There is no doubt that the short consultation on these issues has not repaired the position as outlined by the
Inspectors. The real problem is that with a front loaded plan which has been developed over a number of years, is it is
impossible to play catch up on such significant issues.

5.2 The SoFC fails to address all the outstanding issues as set out by the Inspectors and has attempted to retro-fit the
Sustainability Appraisal and JCS to suit the inclusion of the 'Strategic Allocation' and justification for the current level of
Affordable Housing.

5.3 The JCS continues to be unsound, and the GNDP have failed to adequately consult on the SA or undertaken the
very basic necessity of scoping correctly to allow an updated SA to be undertaken.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28

Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1. Broadland District Council already has a policy which modifies PPS3 from a threshold of 15 to 5. It is submitted that
continuing this will be a strong disincentive to providing variety in the nature of developments and should not be
incorporated.

2. The numbers of Affordable Houses is based upon housing need but there is a lack of transparency on the criteria set
by the Housing Associations, the entitlements and geographic spread of applicants.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12255 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: 1. Broadland District Council already has a policy which modifies PPS3 from a threshold of 15 to 5. It is submitted that
continuing this will be a strong disincentive to providing variety in the nature of developments and should not be
incorporated.

3. The numbers of Affordable houses is based upon housing need but there is a lack of
transparency on the criteria set by the Housing Associations, the entitlements and geographic
spread of applicants.

The Localism Bill will introduce measures to shift power back into the hands of individuals,
communities and councils and give local communities a real share in growth. We look

forward to this change and in the meanwhile do not believe that the proposals contained in this
consultation are compatible with the Governments objectives.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28

Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

Hethersett Land Ltd (Hethersett Consortium) (Mr Agent: N/A
John Long) [8825]

Hethersett Land Ltd suggest that the proposed focussed change to Paragraph 5.28 (FC3) fails the justified test
because it is not based on robust and credible evidence.

Hethersett Land Ltd questions the suggestion in paragraph 5.28b that local experience would suggest that 40% is the
maximum achievable on sites without subsidy in normal market conditions. Hethersett Land Ltd requests that the
evidence is made available at the Examination to demonstrate the number of instances where 40% affordable housing
has been achieved without subsidy; the type and size of scheme proposed; the tenure split achieved; the definition of
what constitutes a "normal" market as opposed to a "buoyant or any other type of market. Hethersett Land Ltd suggest
that for the JCS to include such an assertion, more evidence is required to demonstrate that it was achieved in a
significant number of instances on sites of varying size, reflecting the

size of site likely to come forward over the plan period. Hethersett Land Ltd suggest that unless the GNDP can properly
demonstrate a significant number of schemes where 40% affordable housing has been delivered without public subsidy
and it can be demonstrated that this was in a prevailing "normal" market condition, the sentence should be removed.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12280 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent:  Taylor Wimpey Developments & Hopkins Homes Agent: N/A
(Mr John Holden) [8826]
Full Text:
Summary: FC3 refers to "the policy target of 40% affordable housing on qualifying sites."For the avoidance of doubt, revised

paragraph 5.28B should make it clear that the level of affordable housing achieved in anyone location will be based
upon the approach described in FC1. Paragraph 5.28B notes that the policy target

and balance of tenures "will be kept under review in the light of updated information on housing need." FC1 indicates
that the provision to be achieved in specific locations will be based upon a full evaluation of viability , not merely an
investigation of information regarding housing need.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12283 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: The Leeder Family (Mr John Holden) [8828] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: FC3 refers to "the policy target of 40% affordable housing on qualifying sites."

For the avoidance of doubt, revised paragraph 5.288 should make it clear that
the level of affordable housing achieved in anyone location will be based upon
the approach described in FC1. Paragraph 5.288 notes that the policy target
and balance of tenures "will be kept under review in the light of updated
information on housing need." FC1 indicates that the provision to be achieved in
specific locations will be based upon a full evaluation of viability, not merely an
investigation of information regarding housing need.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Respondent: Trustees of the Gurloque Settlement, Norwich Agent: Pegasus Planning Group (Mr John Holden) [425 0]
Consolidated Charities, teh Great Hospital,
Norwich and of Anguish's Educational Foundation
(Mr John Holden) [8834]

Full Text:

Summary: FC3 refers to "the policy target of 40% affordable housing on qualifying sites." For the avoidance of doubt, revised
paragraph 5.28B should make it clear that the level of affordable housing achieved in anyone location will be based
upon the approach described in FC1. Paragraph 5.28B notes that the policy target
and balance of tenures "will be kept under review in the light of updated information on housing need." FC1 indicates
that the provision to be achieved in specific locations will be based upon a full evaluation of viability , not merely an
investigation of information regarding housing need.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]
Full Text:
Summary: Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

Policy FC3 Affordable Housing

This policy is not soundly based and an objection is lodged, because,

1. Broadland District Council already has a policy which modifies PPS3 from a threshold of 15 to 5. It is submitted
that, given the context in which this is being proposed, continuing this practice will be a strong disincentive to providing
variety in the nature of housing developments and should not be incorporated or modified.

2. The numbers of Affordable houses are based upon housing need but there is a lack of transparency on these
numbers. The Housing Associations agree the criteria, the entitlements and geographic spread of applicants. These
are available. However, the criteria vary depending upon the nature of the development. Its application is therefore
subjective. The figures are based just on the numbers on housing registers but not all families meet the criteria to be
considered for housing allocation. There is a serious possibility that this policy will be counter-productive and actually
generate new affordable housing demand.

3. Broadland District Council has a good record for meeting the needs of their constituents in housing need. So the
housing demand is being generated from without the District. It seems quite unreasonable for this to result in such a
huge concentration of development in one location. This is especially so when it appears that the extent of
development is driven mostly by the commitment to provide affordable houses.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC3 changes to paragraph 5.28
Respondent: Thorpe and Felthorpe Trust [6993] Agent: Savills (London) (Miss Sarah Beuden) [8612]
Full Text:

Summary: The GNDP's Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) stated that the approach to

testing viability is that a residual land value must be sufficiently greater than the Existing Use
Value (or alternative use value) of a site. The assessment then includes a comprehensive
set of residual land value calculations based upon averages of both land values and costs
and then makes a broad assumption that development land viability would then be assessed
by whether or not the resultant value for the land exceeds existing land value. Deliverability of
housing growth is a key objective of the Core Strategy. Development of this complexity and
nature may have to adopt complex funding approaches involving longer term infrastructure
investment - a simplistic formula to fund affordable housing should be resisted.

In any case, landowners will not bring forward land if it merely results in exceeding the
existing land value. In reality, a developer will only bring forward land if the grant of planning
permission creates a uplift in value that is considered to deliver a reasonable profit once sunk
capital, planning requirements, risk and capital taxation have been taken into account.

The three dragons viability model commonly used in London assumes a developer profit of
15%. (NB that schemes within London are likely to be served by an existing infrastructure
framework which is a quite different development context to the creation of a sustainable
urban extension). Clearly, if time frames are longer and development schemes require a more
complex infrastructure approach a higher developer profit should be assumed.

It is also noted that the Affordable Housing Viability Study (July 2010) attempts to benchmark
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value to provide the necessary incentive for
landowners to bring forward their land. However, it is considered that it is not been
adequately demonstrated that the benchmarks adopted in the assessment have successfully
provided this incentive across a range of sites within the area. Return is related to risk and
this is a complex and therefore inherently more risky project for the developer. As has been
clearly evidenced over the last four years.

In addition, existing use values vary from site to site due to differing characteristics including
use, condition of the site, specific market characteristics, tenant arrangements etc. As such,
what is considered to be a reasonable uplift in value on one site may not be the case for other
sites.

The TFT therefore question the evidence base that supports the affordable housing policy. It
is considered that the way the policy is currently worded will potentially deter developers/land
owners from bringing land forward, which will in turn be detrimental to effectiveness of the
Joint Core Strategy. As such, it is considered that it may be more appropriate to include
detailed affordable housing requirements, with regard to quantum sought and thresholds,
within the related development management policies that will emerge from each of the
constituent local planning authorities that comprise the GNDP.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC4 paragraph 5.30
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [none supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC4 paragraph 5.30
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12229 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC4 paragraph 5.30

Respondent: Landstock Estates Ltd & Landowners Group [8809] Agent: Barton Willmore (Mr Andrew Wilford) [8811]

Full Text:

Summary: 1.1. These representations are submitted on behalf of Landstock Estates Ltd and Landowners Group in response to the

Greater Norwich Development Partnerships (GNDP) consultation on its 'Statement of Focussed Changes' (SoFC). It is
our understanding that the SoFC has been specifically published to address what the GNDP considers are those
issues that require further changes following the articulation by the Inspectors' of their concerns over the submitted
Joint Core Strategy (JCS) before, during and after the Exploratory Meeting (EM) held on 13th May 2010.

1.2. The SoFC has been accompanied by two supporting documents, namely, a Sustainability Appraisal Report (July
2010) (SA) prepared by Scott Wilson and an Affordable Housing (AH) Viability Study (July 2010) prepared by Drivers
Jonas Deloitte.

1.3. The SoFC only relates to 3 elements of the JCS. These are:

* Provision of Gypsy and Traveller Pitches;
* Affordable Housing; and,
* The North East Norwich Strategic Allocation.

1.4. Representations have been made at every stage of the JCS process; and it is noted that this current consultation
can only comment on soundness issues relating to the SoFC. We are mindful of this fact, but would like to remind the
GNDP of our ongoing soundness concerns relating to the submitted JCS as set out in our previous representations at
the Issues and Options Stage, the Preferred Option Stage and the two Counsel's Opinions.

1.5. In summary, we conclude that the SoFC does not represent an adequate attempt by the GNDP to address the
matters of particular concern raised at the EM on 13th May 2010 and as set out in the 15 page Note (EIP 35)
circulated by the Inspectors, entitled 'Conclusion from the Exploratory Meeting' (dated 24th May 2010). EIP 35 set out
that there were 6 areas of concern on which the Inspectors considered that further work was needed. These related to:

i) Infrastructure;

i) Affordable Housing;

iii) Distribution of Development, particularly in relation to public transport opportunities;
iv) Northern Distributor Road;

V) Sustainability Issues; and

vi) The North-East Growth Triangle.

1.6. It is therefore surprising that the SoFC only relates to two of the six identified issues raised by the Inspectors. It is
even more disappointing when the GNDP wrote to the Inspectors on 8th June 2010 (EIP 36) to clarify and note the
Inspectors' concerns and set out the GNDP's suggested way forward on a number of these matters.

1.7. Notwithstanding our concerns regarding the additional matters upon which the GNDP has chosen not to respond,
we set out below our comments on the focused changes, namely, those in relation to affordable housing and the
proposed strategic allocation at NE Norwich, and the SA addendum and AH Viability Study that support the SoFC.
Even in respect of these matters, alone, we contend that the JCS remains unsound.

v) FC4

2.18 We note the figure of 1,170 affordable homes on rural exception sites indicated for the 18 year period. Whilst as
‘exceptions' these should not be part of the housing requirement, their provision upon completion should be counted as
part of the affordable housing delivery for monitoring purposes.

vi) Annex 1

2.19 nnex 1 sets out how the overall affordable housing target for JCS was calculated. As discussed above, we note it
bases its calculations on the 2005/06 Housing Needs Assessment. We understand that based on the delivery of 1,306
affordable units between 2005/06 and 2007/08 that there is a residual requirement of 11,878 from 2008 to 2026.
However, we disagree that: 'The policy target is higher, because the Government's basic needs assessment model
makes the assumption that any backlog at the time of the study is eliminated over the next five years. This therefore
has the effect of increasing the affordable housing targets and in the particular the social rented element'.

2.20 irstly, the overall shortfall in affordable housing in the housing needs assessment was calculated from adding the
existing backlog at that time and the newly arising need, minus supply. This found 13,184 affordable housing units were
required over the JCS plan period. Therefore, the 1,306 completed affordable units between 2005/06 to 2007/08 went
towards reducing the overall affordable requirement.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12229 Object
Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC4 paragraph 5.30

2.21 Secondly, Table 2.0 breaks down the Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026. This is based on the 2006
HNA and affordable housing completions between 2005/06 to 2008/09. Any of the original backlog remaining is still
included in the total affordable housing requirement for 2009/10 to 2025/26. When looking at this as a percentage of
total housing requirements, the required affordable housing is 33% for the whole GNDP area and therefore 40% is not
justified by the evidence base.

Table 2.0 Affordable Housing Requirement for 2009-2026

Affordable Housing Requirement:

2006 - 2026

Backlog (ORS 05/06) 1,403

Newly arising need 2005/06-2025/2026 (21 x 561) (ORS 05/06) 11,781
Total 13,184

Minus Completions 2005/06 - 07/08 1,306

Total AH Requirement 08/09 - 25/26 (18 years) 11,878

Minus Completions 2008/09 697

Total AH Requirement 09/10 - 25/26 (17 years) 11,181

Overall Housing Requirement 2008-2026 (set out in JCS) 35,660
Minus Completions 2008/09 1,745
Total housing Requirement 2009-2026 (17 years) 33,915

Percentage AH Requirement of Total Housing Requirement
(11,181 / 33,915) x 100 = 33%

2.22 The figure in the SoFC covers the period from 2008-2026 and does not take into account the completions from
2008/09. After looking at the available sites in the GN area, we have identified a potential 67 affordable units to be
provided from sites of developments between 5 and 15 units. This was calculated from the list of potential sites
provided in the SHLAA. Table 2.1 outlines that considering affordable housing commitments and completions to date,
along with potential delivery from 5-15 unit sites, there is a remaining requirement of 7,385 affordable units from 2009-
2026, to be sought from sites of 16+ units.

Table 2.1 Remaining Requirement of Affordable Units 2009 -2026

Total AH Requirement identified in Focussed Changes 11,860

Minus Existing Commitments 2008 (identified in Annex 1 of Focussed Changes) 3,711
Minus AH Completed 2008/09 697

Minus Potential supply 5-15 unit schemes 67

Remaining Requirement 7,385

5.1 Our view of the soundness of the JCS is well documented in previous representations and engagement at the EM
on 13th May 2010. It is still clear that the matters of Affordable Housing and the Strategic Allocation remain unsound.
There is no doubt that the short consultation on these issues has not repaired the position as outlined by the
Inspectors. The real problem is that with a front loaded plan which has been developed over a number of years, is it is
impossible to play catch up on such significant issues.

5.2 The SoFC fails to address all the outstanding issues as set out by the Inspectors and has attempted to retro-fit the
Sustainability Appraisal and JCS to suit the inclusion of the 'Strategic Allocation' and justification for the current level of
Affordable Housing.

5.3 The JCS continues to be unsound, and the GNDP have failed to adequately consult on the SA or undertaken the
very basic necessity of scoping correctly to allow an updated SA to be undertaken.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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11746 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Friends Family and Travellers (Planning) (Mr S J Agent: N/A
Staines) [7224]
Full Text:
Summary: Friends, Families and Travellers and Traveller Law Reform Project response to Joint Core Strategy for Broadland,

Norwich and South Norfolk Core Strategy Focussed Changes Consultation
FC5and FC 7

The key changes here relates to plans for provision of Gypsy and Traveller sites beyond 201 1. The Government
intends to abolish the Regional Spatial Strategy but expects needs to be met through locally supported targets.

The EiP of the partial review examined evidence as to need throughout the region and as such still forms an important
part of the evidence base in assessing need. The Temporary Consultancy Advice carried out for EERA by Pat Niner of
University of Birmingham forms part of the evidence base. It criticised the Norfolk GTAA for not following the spirit of
government guidance in carrying out GTAAs and also for not assessing likely future family increase. The councils
accept the assessments to 2011 in Policy H3 of the RSS. The policy assessed needs beyond 2011 on the basis of a
compound 3% per annum growth rate based on all available evidence about family formation rates. This growth rate
has been accepted and used by all the regions which have completed their policy revisions for Gypsy and Traveller
accommodation. We can see no reason why this growth rate which applied to pitch provision in 2011 gives longer term
targets has effectively been rejected by the councils. Such future needs arise solely from local family formation. In our
view the 3% compound growth rate is the best available measure at the moment on which to base need and should be
adhered to until such time as more reliable information may become available. Failure to do this will inevitably mean
that planning for the near future for much needed sites will be unnecessarily delayed. We are concerned that beyond
indicating provision beyond 2011 will be based on updated local evidence of need the policy does not state how and
when such an updating will be carried out. The policy and accompanying text should state how and when such updating
will be carried out and indicate how provision will be made post 2011.

The above comments apply equally to transit need. The EiP clearly established that there
was a need for transit provision and this evidence surely still stands.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12088 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [not supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12103 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12174 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The Council objects to this policy for the following reasons.

1. The changes proposed to this policy expunge the number of sites to be provided as required by the Regional Spatial
Strategy but Councils are bound by legislation to make provisions. There is no indication for example that the number
of permanent residential sites will be substantially different from that given in the previous version; merely that they
choose not to define it. If it is to be fewer then the policy should say so.

2. The suggestion that these will be reassessed in 2011 is of concern. The policy is already

redundant but no alternative is put forward, except that it will apparently be updated upon local evidence of need; an
expression is lacks clarity.

3. The continued use of the reference to local research showing that it meets the needs of the G&T communities is
inadequate. This policy would fail to safeguard the local settled community.

4. After 2011 pitches will be provided in association with large scale housing growth.

This suggests that our area will be subject to added pressure to facilitate gypsy sites on top of the already severe social
and environmental pressures, which will arise out of the housing growth.

5. The fact that these groups largely ignore normal planning constraints should place an onus on councils to do more to
manage and not just concede additional development. There is no evidence that this is recognised.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers

Respondent:  Mr Clifford Legett [8808] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Given the identified difficulities in delivering the required affordable housing. Why has Mobile Home provision only been

considered for meeting the needs of the Traveller community.

Many older people chose to live on Mobile Home parks that ban Children. People whose job or lifestyle involves
significant time away from home chose a Park Home for security.

There are several sites in the UK that cater for Natureists. Nude sunbathing is common on the secluded beaches of

Norfolk, and this facility attracts many profesional people to the Norwich area. Why not a Naturist village discretely
placed

in the development triangle.

The Centre for Alternative Technology has pioneered low environmental impact housing where carbon footprint is
reduced via dispensing with foundations. Why not allow experimental construction methods.

With housing one size does not fit all. Given the uncertain economic future, it is inevitable that homes will be built in the
wrong place. The flexibility offered by mobile home provision is one way of overcoming this limitation.

| recommend that 75% of mobile home provision not be intended for travellers.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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12249 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The Council objects to this policy for the following reasons.

1. The changes proposed to this policy expunge the number of sites to be provided

as required by the Regional Spatial Strategy but Councils are bound by legislation to make provisions. There is no
indication for example that the number of permanent residential sites will be substantially different from that given in the
previous version; merely that they choose not to define it. If it is to be fewer then the policy should say so.

2. The suggestion that these will be reassessed in 2011 is of concern. The policy is

already redundant but no alternative is put forward, except that it will apparently be

updated upon evidence of local need; an expression which lacks definition.

3. The continued use of the reference to local research showing that it meets the

needs of the G&T communities is inadequate. This policy would fail to safeguard the

local settled community.

4. After 2011 pitches will be provided in association with large scale housing growth.

This suggests that our area will be subject to added pressure to facilitate gypsy sites

on top of the already severe social and environmental pressures which will arise out of

the housing growth.

5. The fact that these groups largely ignore normal planning constraints should place

an onus on councils to do more to manage and not just concede additional

development. There is no evidence that this is recognised.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers
Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: The Council objects to this policy for the following reasons.

1. The changes proposed to this policy expunge the number of sites to be provided as required by the Regional Spatial
Strategy but Councils are bound by legislation to make provisions. There is no indication for example that the number
of permanent residential sites will be substantially different from that given in the previous version; merely that they
choose not to define it. If it is to be fewer then the policy should say so.

2. The suggestion that these will be reassessed in 2011 is of concern. The policy is already

redundant but no alternative is put forward, except that it will apparently be updated upon local evidence of need; an
expression is lacks clarity.

3. The continued use of the reference to local research showing that it meets the needs of the

G&T communities is inadequate. This policy would fail to safeguard the local settled

community.

4. After 2011 pitches will be provided in association with large scale housing growth.

This suggests that our area will be subject to added pressure to facilitate gypsy sites on top of

the already severe social and environmental pressures, which will arise out of the housing

growth.

5. The fact that these groups largely ignore normal planning constraints should place an onus on councils to do more to
manage and not just concede additional development. There is no evidence that this is recognised.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC5 Gypsy & Travellers

Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]

Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

Policy FC5 Gypsies and Travellers

This policy is unsound and for the following reasons.

1. The number of sites will be reassessed in 2011 on a new basis. This concedes that the policy is already redundant
and yet no adequate alternative is put forward. It is apparently to be updated upon local evidence of need; an
expression which lacks clarity.

2. Although Councils are bound by legislation to make provisions for these sites, the changes proposed to this policy
expunge the number of sites formerly dictated by the Regional Spatial Strategy. As a consequence, there is now no
indication that the number of permanent residential sites will be substantially different from that given in the previous
version; merely that they choose not to define it. If it is to be fewer then the policy should say so.

3. The continued use of the reference to local research, showing that it meets the needs of the Gypsy and Traveller
communities, is inadequate. Such a policy would fail to safeguard the local settled community.

4. After 2011 pitches will be provided in association with large scale housing growth.

Thus the Growth Triangle will be subject to added pressure to facilitate gypsy sites on top of the already severe social
and environmental pressures, which will arise out of the housing plans.

5. There is considerable evidence that these itinerant groups frequently ignore normal planning constraints. This
should place an onus on councils to do more to control and not just concede additional development. There is no
evidence that this has been recognised.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC6 paragraph 5.32
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [not supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC6 paragraph 5.32
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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11750 Object

Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC7 Parapgraph 5.36
Respondent:  Friends Family and Travellers (Planning) (Mr S J Agent: N/A
Staines) [7224]
Full Text:
Summary: Friends, Families and Travellers and Traveller Law Reform Project response to Joint Core Strategy for Broadland,

Norwich and South Norfolk Core Strategy Focussed Changes Consultation
FC5and FC 7

The key changes here relates to plans for provision of Gypsy and Traveller sites beyond
2011. The Government intends to abolish the Regional Spatial Strategy but expects needs
to be met through locally supported targets.

The EiP of the partial review examined evidence as to need throughout the region and as

such still forms an important part of the evidence base in assessing need. The Temporary

Consultancy Advice carried out for EERA by Pat Niner of University of Birmingham forms part of the evidence base. It
criticised the Norfolk GTAA for not following the spirit of government guidance in carrying out GTAAs and also for not
assessing likely future family increase. The councils accept the assessments to 2011 in Policy H3 of the RSS. The
policy assessed needs beyond 201 1 on the basis of a compound 3% per annum growth rate based on all available
evidence about family formation rates. This growth rate has been accepted and used by all the regions which have
completed their policy revisions for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation. We can see no reason why this growth rate
which applied to pitch provision in 2011 gives longer term targets has effectively been rejected by the councils. Such
future needs arise solely from local family formation. In our view the 3% compound growth rate is the best available
measure at the moment on which

to base need and should be adhered to until such time as more reliable information may become available. Failure to
do this will inevitably mean that planning for the near future for much needed sites will be unnecessarily delayed. We
are concerned that beyond indicating provision beyond 201 1 will be based on updated local evidence of need the
policy does not state how and when such an updating will be carried out. The policy and accompanying text should
state how and when such updating will be carried out and indicate how provision will be made post 2011.

The above comments apply equally to transit need. The EiP clearly established that there was a need for transit
provision and this evidence surely still stands.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12079 - 8310 - FC7 Parapgraph 5.36 - i, ii, iii
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC7 Parapgraph 5.36
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [none supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes to Policy 4 FC7 Parapgraph 5.36
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Sara Beaven [8606] Agent: N/A
Full Text: | do not believe that the North East of Norwich should have the growth triangle status. There was not consultation to

ask if residents wanted growth point status and there is no mandate for the council to presume they represent the
residents views. Growth should be located to the south of Norwich where transport links are good and employment
opportunities exist. The NDR funding is not guaranteed and the North East of Norwich cannot support this level of
growth.

Summary: | do not believe that the North East of Norwich should have the growth triangle status. There was not consultation to
ask if residents wanted growth point status and there is no mandate for the council to presume they represent the
residents views. Growth should be located to the south of Norwich where transport links are good and employment
opportunities exist. The NDR funding is not guaranteed and the North East of Norwich cannot support this level of
growth.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: National Grid (Bethany Tucker) [8668] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Local authorities have a statutory duty to consider applications for development in the vicinity of high

pressure (above 7 bar) pipelines and to advise the developer on whether the development should be
allowed on safety grounds on rules provided by HSE. In order to enable Local Authorities to discharge
this duty and also to ensure that National Grid's pipelines are protected from uncontrolled development in
the vicinity of the pipeline please read the following guidance:

- Specification for Safe Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure Gas Pipelines and
Associated Installations - Requirements for Third Parties
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/S0ACACOA-ED26-41A7-91FA-
83163A98270F/23790/TSPSSW22_J537_Rev0807.pdf

- Gas Transmission Underground Pipelines - Guidance
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/446009BF-ABB5-42E1-BOFE-
44E90D577DD5/18653/APTGasGuidance_2_.pdf

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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11756 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Dr Larraine Maitland [8670] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).
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11759 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr Peter Moy [8672] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road , Salhouse Road and Plumstead Road
East - non of which are suitable for widening within the 'built-up area'.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11762 - 8673 - FC8 - None |

11762 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr lan Muller [8673] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11765 - 8674 - FC8 - None |

11765 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Carl & Diana Wainwright [8674] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11768 - 8675 - FC8 - None |

11768 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Nichola Cable & Aaron Joyce [8675] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: We wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area.

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement.

Please register us both as objectors. In our view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons: -

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage, with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. We are concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5, such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. We are concerned that the proposed number of new houses cannot be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed for
development OR the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this very important issue.

4. We object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as a considerable loss of countryside, a development on this
scale will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11771 - 8676 - FC8 - None |

11771 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  C Hipperson [8676] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11776 - 8677 - FC8 - None |

11776 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: R Newton [8677] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11779 - 8678 - FC8 - None |

11779 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr and Mrs R C Burton [8678] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11782 - 8679 - FC8 - None |

11782 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs P W Dade [8679] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11785 - 8680 - FC8 - None |

11785 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  John Tink and Janet Mann [8680] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11788 - 8681 - FC8 - None|

11788 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs and Mr Julie and Simon Hunt [8681] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11791 - 8682 - FC8 - None |

11791 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Marie Smithson [8682] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11794 - 8683 - FC8 - None |

11794 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Ray, Olive and Simon Halliday [8683] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11797 - 8684 - FC8 - None |

11797 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs E Wickham [8684] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11798 - 8684 - FC8 - None |

11798 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs E Wickham [8684] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11801 - 8685 - FC8 - None |

11801 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Joan Middleton [8685] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11804 - 8686 - FC8 - None |

11804 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs P Hardie [8686] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

We need to be far more self sufficient in food production, therefore NO development on our farmland.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11809 - 8688 - FC8 - None |

11809 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr Clive Keable [8688] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: Policy 10 - FC8 & 9

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11821 - 8693 - FC8 - None |

11821 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  John & Janice Waters [8693] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11828 - 8694 - FC8 - None |

11828 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: F Jeans [8694] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11832 - 8695 - FC8 - None |

11832 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr & Mrs R Munro [8695] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11835 - 8696 - FC8 - None |

11835 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr J Sims [8696] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

S -11838 - 8697 - FC8 - None|
11838 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Barratt Strategic (Mr David Banfield) [8697] Agent: CGMS Ltd (Mr Richard Atkinson) [7681]
Full Text:
Summary:

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11840 - 8663 - FC8 - None |

11840 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Arthur Self [8663] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11844 - 8698 - FC8 - None |

11844 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Jean Wills [8698] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11848 - 8699 - FC8 - None |

11848 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Colin Wills [8699] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11851 - 6618 - FC8 - None |

11851 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr R.S. Lindsay [6618] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11854 - 8700 - FC8 - None |

11854 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: C Drake [8700] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11858 - 8701 - FC8 - None|

11858 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr B Morgan [8701] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11861 - 8702 - FC8 - None |

11861 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Miss K Morgan [8702] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11864 - 8703 - FC8 - None |

11864 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  JJ Wyatt [8703] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11867 - 8704 - FC8 - None |

11867 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs & Mrs B J Jones [8704] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11870 - 8705 - FC8 - None |

11870 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr M Wyatt [8705] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11873 - 8706 - FC8 - None |

11873 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs C Harris [8706] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11879 - 8707 - FC8 - None |

11879 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: J E P Watts [8707] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11882 - 8708 - FC8 - None |

11882 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs Ann Moy [8708] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be scarificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

S -11888 - 8710 - FC8 - None|
11888 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Blue Living (David Copeland) [8710] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Makes sense in the light of earlier inspector comments.

Summary: Makes sense in the light of earlier inspector comments.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11890 - 8711 - FC8 - None|

11890 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Ellen Powley [8711] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be scarificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11893 - 8712 - FC8 - None |

11893 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Lorna Beckett [8712] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11897 - 8713 - FC8 - None |

11897 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs P Thorpe [8713] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11900 - 8714 - FC8 - None |

11900 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr R Thorpe [8714] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11903 - 8715 - FC8 - None |

11903 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Daniel Roper [8715] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11906 - 8716 - FC8 - None |

11906 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Wm. P S Watts [8716] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11909 - 8717 - FC8 - None |

11909 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Stuart Richards [8717] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0-11912 - 8718 - FC8 - None|

11912 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: S M Smith [8718] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11915 - 8719 - FC8 - None|

11915 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr J Rice [8719] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11918 - 8513 - FC8 - None|

11918 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr David Hastings [8513] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11921 - 8720 - FC8 - None |

11921 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Howard Wyatt [8720] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11924 - 8721 - FCS8 - None|

11924 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Tania Lean [8721] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11927 - 8722 - FC8 - None |

11927 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr and Mrs R A Pointer [8722] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11930 - 8657 - FC8 - 1, il, i

11930 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr Geoff Lyon (MTCP MRTPI) [8657] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The proposed changes (FC8) are considered to be unsound for the following reasons:-

1. On 22 June 2010 Broadland District Council Cabinet considered that “following the election of the new Coalition
Government there was uncertainty over a number of key policy areas including the growth agenda and therefore it
seemed wise for the Council to take a step back and take stock until such time as the direction the new Government
proposed to take became clear".

2. In light of the announced delays in relation to the Site Specific Proposals allocations by Broadland District Council,
the proposed changes to FC8 are unjustified ahead of the full and proper consideration of the implications of change at
National Policy level, particularly in respect of the growth agenda to meet the needs of the local community.

3. The proposed focused change unjustifiably and prematurely changes the status of the entire growth triangle area
from one where development might be possible in principle in the future in certain locations and instead creates a
single blanket site allocation for development without clearly stating whether such growth is deliverable, particularly in
the light of potentially significant barriers to growth such as the uncertainty regarding the provision of the Northern
Distributor Road (NDR) and other necessary infrastructure;

4. The proposal is inflexible in that it designates land in the growth triangle for potential development without first
establishing whether such growth is deliverable or indeed represents the most appropriate strategy when considered
against the reasonable alternatives, particularly in light of potential barriers to growth and the fact that there is no "Plan
B";

5. The focused change is unsound because it will result in the entire growth triangle area falling within a newly created
site allocation and result in an extended development boundary thus changing its status from predominantly one of
restricted countryside designations to one where the principle of development would thereafter become acceptable;

6. Re-classifying the land in the manner proposed would open up all parts of the growth triangle to development ahead
of Site Specific Allocations. This will put delivery of the key objectives of the Core Strategy at unnecessary risk as the
area will be likely to be subject to piece-meal development proposals. This is likely to result in uncoordinated and poorly
planned development coming forward ahead of a comprehensive masterplan being developed for the growth triangle
area.

7. In summary, the proposed focus changes are neither justified, effective nor consistent with recent changes in
national policy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

S-11934 - 8726 - FC8 - Nonel
11934 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Persimmon/Hopkins Homes/Taylor Wimpey [8726] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text:

We welcome the change from a strategic direction of growth to a strategic allocation and believe that this will assist
with simplifying the planning process and aide delivery.

Summary: We welcome the change from a strategic direction of growth to a strategic allocation and believe that this will assist

with simplifying the planning process and aide delivery.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11940 - 8727 - FC8 - None|

11940 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr J Mayhew [8727] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11943 - 8728 - FC8 - None|

11943 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs L Mayhew [8728] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11946 - 8729 - FC8 - None|

11946 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: C Baxter [8729] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11949 - 8730 - FC8 - None|

11949 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs | Baxter [8730] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11952 - 8731 - FC8 - None|

11952 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: G P Collins [8731] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11955 - 8732 - FC8 - None |

11955 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr D H Lean [8732] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11958 - 8733 - FC8 - None |

11958 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Lindsay Heard [8733] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11961 - 8734 - FC8 - None |

11961 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs J Snelling [8734] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11965 - 8735 - FC8 - None |

11965 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs Daphne R Wyatt [8735] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11968 - 8736 - FC8 - None |

11968 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: P Wyatt [8736] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11971 - 8737 - FC8 - None |

11971 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: J B Granger [8737] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11974 - 8738 - FC8 - None |

11974 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs C Granger [8738] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11977 - 8739 - FC8 - None |

11977 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Roy Durrant [8739] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11980 - 8740 - FC8 - None |

11980 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Neil Dobson [8740] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11984 - 8742 - FC8 - None |

11984 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: B Copland [8742] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am responding to the GNDP public consultation on focussed changes to the Joint Core Strategy. | am doing so by

letter because | feel your representation form for the consultation unduly restricts my freedom to respond. | find the
consultation to be unsound because it is being held during the holiday period, and when many parish councils are not
holding their meetings. | object to their proposals to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St
Andrews growth triangle as a strategic allocation rather than a strategic location. | object because that would, that
future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document instead of an area action plan. | object
to that because a supplementary planning document would enable you to make any changes you wanted to the growth
triangle plans over the next twenty years or so without further public consultation. | would like you to reply to my letter
and to include it in the records of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11985 - 8743 - FC8 - None|

11985 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr & Mrs G P Leach [8743] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We are responding to the GNDP public consultation on focussed changes to the Joint Core Strategy. We are doing so

by letter because we feel your representation form for the consultation unduly restricts our freedom to respond. We
find the consultation to be unsound because it is being held during the holiday period when many parish councils are
not holding meetings. We object to their proposed to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St
Andrew growth triangle as a "strategic allocation" rather than a "strategic location". We object because that would
mean that future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document (SPD) instead of an area
action plan (AAP). We object to that because an SPD would enable them to make any change they wanted to the
growth triangle plans over the next twenty years or so without further public consultation. Would you please reply fully
to our letter and to include it in the record of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11986 - 8744 - FC8 - None|

11986 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr & Mrs Ellyatt [8744] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: This letter is in response to the GNDP public consultation on focussed changes to the Joint Core Strategy and we are

doing so by letter instead of via your website because we feel your representation form for the consultation unduly
restricts our freedom to respond in the way we would wish to do so. We find the consultation to be unsound because,
not only is it being held during the main holiday period for the entire year, but also when many parish councils are not
holding their meetings. We strongly object to your proposal to "reclassify" the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and
Thorpe St Andrew growth triangle as a "strategic allocation" rather than a "strategic location". We object because this
would mean that "future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document (SPD) instead of an
area action plan (AAP)". We object to that because an SPD would enable you to make any change you want to the
growth triangle plans over the next twenty years or so without further public consultation. We would appreciate your
replying fully to our letter and include it in the record of public responses to the consultation. This letter is being sent
registered post.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11987 - 8745 - FC8 - None |

11987 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mrs Anne Cumbers [8745] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | write this letter in preference to completing your "Representation form for the Consultation", as it would not enable me

to state what | consider to be relevant points. | am very disappointed at your decision to hold the Consultation during
the holiday period when many people are on holiday, many Parish Councils are not having meetings, thus limiting the
opportunity for people to respond. | object to your proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and
Thorpe St Andrew growth triangle as a "Strategic Allocation” rather than a "Strategic Location". | also object because it
would mean the future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document (SPD) instead of an
area action plan (AAP) and because an SPD would enable you to make any change you want to the Growth Triangle
plans over the next twenty years or so, without further public consultation. Please reply fully to my letter and include it in
the record of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11988 - 8746 - FC8 - None |

11988 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs C.D. & J.M. Gower [8746] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

We wish to respond to the Greater Norwich Development Partnership Consultation on the Focussed Changes to the
Joint Core Strategy. We are sure that you will understand the lateness of this response due to the consultation period
having unfortunately been during the holiday period. We feel that this fact not only effects us but everyone who you
should be consulting with, i.e. the general public and their representatives such as the Parish Councils that do not meet
in August. As a result we feel that the process is unsound and therefore should be reprogrammed to a realistic
timetable rather than appearing to be "slipped in through the backdoor, under the radar". We are writing to you as we
feel that your Representation Form for the Consultation is unduly restrictive, failing to allow us appropriate freedom to
respond. We strongly object to your proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St
Andrew Growth Triangle as a "strategic allocation” rather than a "strategic location”. The difference is not obvious but
due to the similar sound of the words seems to us deceitful. We object to it because it would mean that future
proposals could be progressed through a Supplementary Planning Document instead of an Area Action Plan. That
would enable you to make any change you wish to the Growth Triangle plans over the next twenty years or so without
further public consultation. You have pursued these ideas for a considerable time now, despite the protestations of the
local people and the recent concerns of the Planning Inspector, yet still persist. As there is now no government
direction, why not give due consideration to what the people want? We will be interested to have a valued explanation
for this. We request a full reply to this letter and for it to be included in the record of public responses to the
consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11989 - 8087 - FC8 - 1, il, ii

11989 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Miss Marguerite Finn [8087] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | do not believe it is reasonable for the Council to take powers to exclude public involvement in the development of the

Joint Core Strategy. This policy is an enabling document to create a strategic allocation which will be administered
using a Supplementary Planning Document. The use of an SPD covering the entire Growth Triangle and for the whole
of the period of this plan as a device to take total control of housing development, is extraordinary and undemocratic. It
is also direct contravention of the stated aims of the government to give powers back to the communities to decide how
local planning should evolve. This will ignore Parish Plans and govern by dictat, which is unacceptable. The Localism
Bill which the government announced after the election must be part of any consideration of Planning Policy in the
future.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11990 - 8060 - FC8 - None |

11990 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr Peter Lanyon [8060] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: It fails to comply legally because the conduct of the public consultation in which it was presented to local communities

backed the Aarhus Convention in manners that | shall make clear in due course. It is unsound because, by changing
the growth triangle to Strategic Allocation from a Location, it would largely exclude over a long period of public
participation in the development of the JCS. This flies in the face of Government announcements about community
involvement in such matters. Having participated for six and a half years in an advisory body to the Ministry Of
Defence on public consultation and participation in the ISOLUS Project, | have an insight into good and bad practice in
public consultation that is directly relevant here, and that is not shared by anyone else | know who is involved in the
JCS or the Focussed Changes.

| have already submitted my comments within the parameters you saw fit to require in your representations document.
| am adding these comments both because | believe your restriction of comments to those parameters rendered the
consultation unfit for purpose, and because | insist upon being allowed to submit my comments as and how | wish,
provided they are relevant and civil. Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter, or show
reason why it has not been accepted. My comments concern Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9) and Replacement
of Appendix 5 (FC10). There is manifest bad faith in such a change of status, so late and during holiday times, from a
Location of 1000s of horses in the North East Norwich Triangle to a Strategic Allocation, since it deprives the public of
adequate participation in the decision-making process. Difficulty of access, technical complexity, and inadequate
exposure of the Focussed Changes make the bad faith appear wilful rather than incompetent. A malign intention is
apparent in the Change, because its effect would be to convert the Area Action Plan into a Supplementary Planning
Document, that would enable the Authorities largely to evade public participation of the developments over a long
period into the future. Antisocial and anti-environmental intentions are apparent in the inevitable effects on woodlands,
open spaces and parklands in the Appended Map. The predication of all these plans and changed plans upon the
proposed Northern Distributor Road ensures that they are all unsound, since the handling of that road by local
authorities over the past several years has lacked the honesty and openness necessary in such planning processes.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11992 - 8747 - FC8 - None |

11992 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Miss C M Parrott [8747] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11996 - 8748 - FC8 - None |

11996 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: B C Stevenson [8748] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am responding to the GNDP Public Consultation on Focussed Changes to The Joint Core Strategy. | am doing so by

letter because | feel their representation form for the Consultation unduly restricts my freedom to respond. | find the
Consultation to be unsound because it has been held during the holiday period and many Parish Councils are not
holding meetings. | object to their proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew
growth triangle as a "Strategic Allocation" rather than a "Strategic Location". | object because that would mean that
future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document (SPD) instead of an area action plan
(AAP). | object to that because an SPD would enable them to make any change they wanted to the Growth Triangle
plans over the next twenty years or so, without further public consultation. Please reply fully to my letter and include it in
the record of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11998 - 8750 - FC8 - None |

11998 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs Anastasiou [8750] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

i. Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
ii. Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during the period most councillors will be away on holiday.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11999 - 8749 - FC8 - None |

11999 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs M Morgan [8749] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12004 - 8751 - FC8 - None|

12004 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr Anastasiou [8751] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during the period most councillors will be away on holiday.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12007 - 8752 - FC8 - None |

12007 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Alison Wright [8752] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12010 - 8753 - FC8 - None |

12010 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: J E Townsend [8753] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: Herewith my formal object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12013 - 8754 - FC8 - None |

12013 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs M Mobbs [8754] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12016 - 8755 - FC8 - None |

12016 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: R J Hastings [8755] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12019 - 8756 - FC8 - None |

12019 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Roger & Janice Smith [8756] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12022 - 8757 - FC8 - None |

12022 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Barry John and Nicola Theobald [8757] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12025 - 8758 - FC8 - None |

12025 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Jeanette Rose [8758] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. Public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised but very badly advertised. Although the notice was put in the local
press, many people do not take a daily newspaper and therefore would not be aware of nay public meetings. No
publicity was put in Salhouse and nothing was advertised at Jubliee Hall on the day, apart from the front door being left
open!

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12027 - 8759 - FC8 - None |

12027 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Julia Yates [8759] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12031 - 8760 - FC8 - None |

12031 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr A Birks and Miss N Cook [8760] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12032 - 8761 - FC8 - None|

12032 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Ms Judith Hurrell [8761] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12037 - 8762 - FC8 - None |

12037 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs Patricia Hurrell [8762] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12040 - 8763 - FC8 - None |

12040 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Sharon Ingram [8763] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12042 - 8764 - FC8 - None |

12042 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs J Layton [8764] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12046 - 8765 - FC8 - None |

12046 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Gladwell [8765] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12049 - 8766 - FC8 - None |

12049 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs C Hollidge [8766] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12052 - 8767 - FC8 - None |

12052 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr Alan Samwell [8767] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parkland.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Please respond to this letter and include it in the record of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12055 - 8087 - FC8 - None |

12055 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Miss Marguerite Finn [8087] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12058 - 8660 - FC8 - None |

12058 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Julie Wilson [8660] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12061 - 8768 - FC8 - None |

12061 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Paul Osborne [8768] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12064 - 8769 - FC8 - None |

12064 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Jonathan Kemp [8769] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12067 - 8770 - FC8 - None|

12067 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs Julie Grimes [8770] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

1. Replacement Policy 10 ( FC8 and FC9 ) Location for major new or expanded communities in
Nonvich Policy Area

2. Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew

Growth Triangle Concept Statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view, the Focused Changes are unsound for the Following
reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in northeast
Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with

inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No
meaningful pubic exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the pubic an opportunity

to find out more, have been organised. | myself did not know about the policy's Numbered

1 and 2 above until this week and the closing date is the 30' August.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Nonvich growth location as a Strategic Allocation to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is

intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for public

examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas
shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such

as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as 'White space' within

the growth triangle (ie land not yet developed and which is not identified as having

environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses identified as having
environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, Or, the proposed

number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed

Changes do not address this important issue.

4

| object in principle to the purposed development of up to 10,000 based around a Norwich

Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well, as loss of countryside, a
development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such as major trafiic growth,

notably on Wroxham road and salhouse road.

It is about time we released that destroying woodland, common land were its been left to

develop, nature takes its own course and wildlife has moved in Over many, many years its
uniqueness should be cherish. These places should be left alone for us humans to enjoy as well

as the wildlife. Once gone they will never be able to be copied for the next generation as so

many other things can. Were will there children go to enjoy nature at its best see old giant trees
capture there imaginations. Books, pictures, will he no sub torte for the real thing Were so lucky
here in Norfolk to have these Lets Keep it that way.

Beautifil plaices for wildlife and the Mature Trees are not only providing food homes for these, There
helping to clean are air. Yes, there going to plaint new saplings that yes absorb more carbon as they
grow than mature trees but let us stop playing that excuse to get around cutting mature trees. In our
grand children's life time they may never see the beauty of mature trees in there tall giant splendour
until there 50 plus if we keep on cutting these trees down, the oak tree is now being threatened by
some bug like the elm so we are losing trees so cutting healthy ones own is just radicalises .

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12070 - 8771 - FC8 - None|

12070 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Miss Jenny Morgan [8771] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0 - 12073 - 8310 - FC8 - None|

12073 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12076 - 8310 - FC8 - 1, il, ii

12076 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: [none supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12077 - 8750 - FC8 - None|

12077 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Mrs Anastasiou [8750] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We are writing in response to the GNDP Public consultation on focused changes to the Joint Core Strategy because

we feel their representation form restricts our freedom

to respond and we also find the consultation to be unsound as it is being held in a holiday period when many Parish
Councilors do not hold meetings.

We also object to the proposal to reclassify the growth triangle as a strategic

allocation rather than a STRATEGIC LOCATION thus enabling future work to

progress through a Supplementary Planning Document instead of an AREA ACTION

PLAN. We object because an SPD would enable changes to the growth triangle to go

ahead without further public consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12080 - 8751 - FC8 - None|

12080 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Mr Anastasiou [8751] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: We are writing in response to the GNDP Public consultation on focused changes to the Joint Core Strategy because

we feel their representation form restricts our freedom

to respond and we also find the consultation to be unsound as it is being held in a holiday period when many Parish
Councilors do not hold meetings.

We also object to the proposal to reclassify the growth triangle as a strategic allocation rather than a STRATEGIC
LOCATION thus enabling future work to progress through a Supplementary Planning Document instead of an AREA

ACTION PLAN. We object because an SPD would enable changes to the growth triangle to go ahead without further
public consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12081 - 8772 - FC8 - None|

12081 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs N.H McQueen [8772] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1) | find the representation form restricts the answer one would like to give.

2) | object to the proposal to reclassify the land area with wording Strategic Allocation instead of Strategic Location.
3) The SPD suggestion is very misleading replacing the AAP which gave people

a more fair idea of what the planners wish to do, and as it is going to affect the

area over the next twenty to thirty years it is very important. The people who live in this area are the people to be
listened too, and their

opinions appreciated.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12082 - 8773 - FC8 - None|

12082 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Mr Rodney McQueen [8773] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The representation form is misleading and | feel the questions are loaded in favour of the Proposer.

The consultation period is not long enough, and it is not fair at this time when the Parish Councils are not meeting.
| object to the reclassification of the area proposed wording i.e. strategic

allocation instead ofl ocation.

In my opinion the SPD is deliberately misleading and the actual true intentions

are not clear, infact it is a con, taking away the democratic right of objecting to bad building programes, which would
effectively rape a beautiful area.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12086 - 8309 - FC8 - None |

12086 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FCI0) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe st Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following

reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on

the proposals to give the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be
able to respond and they are not likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid tbe
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on

Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and
serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12096 - 8776 - FC8 - None|

12096 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: T E Carter [8776] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am responding to the GNDP public consultation on focussed changes to the joint core strategy.
| am doing so by letter because | feel the representation form for the consultation unduly restricts me from the freedom
to respond.

| find the consultation to be unsound because it is being held during the holiday period and many Parish Councils will
not be holding meetings during this time.

| object to the proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew growth triangle as a
"strategic allocation” rather than a "strategic location”.

| object because it would mean that any future work could be progressed through a supplementary planning document
(SPD)

instead of an area action plan (AAP).

| strongly object because an SPD would enable you to make the change you want to the growth triangle plans in years
to come without public consultation.

I would like a full reply to my letter and also | request you to include this letter in the record of public responses to the
consultation.

| have sent this correspondence by recorded delivery.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12097 - 8777 - FC8 - None |

12097 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs J A Watts [8777] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12101 - 8778 - FC8 - None|

12101 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: R Harris [8778] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am responding to the GNDP public consultation on focussed chnages to the Joint Core Strategy.

The reason i am writing this letter as your representation form for the consultation restricts my freedom to respond.
the consultation is very unsound as it is held during the holiday period when my parish council is not holding a
meeting.

The proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew [Growth Triangle] as a 'strategic
allocation’, rather than a location really must be objected to.

My objection is that future work could be progressed through an SPD, instead of an AAP.

| find this is most undemocratic as it would enable you to make any changes you wat to the '‘Growth Triangle' plans
over the next 20 years plus, without the public having any say. | have every hope that thus is not the case and would
appreciate a reply to this effect.

Please include this letter in the record of public response to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12108 - 8309 - FC8 - 1, il, ii

12108 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0-12111 - 8779 - FC8 - None|

12111 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Margaret Prime [8779] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. Also
the use of top grade agricultural land being used for building when food for future generations will be so important. How
stupid is this?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12116 - 8458 - FC8 - None|

12116 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr John Michael Evans [8458] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12119 - 8780 - FC8 - None|

12119 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Eric Wise [8780] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: I wish to formally object to the focused changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 & FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy area.
ii) Replacement appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath,Thorpe St.Andrew Growth Triangle concept
statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view the focused changes are very unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation’

has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed
concept statement.

No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the public an opportunity to find out more, have
been organised.

2. Re-labelling the North East Norwich growth location as a ' Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a supplementary
planning

document rather than an area action plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for
a public examination.

3. I am concrned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on

the proposals map accompanying appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown
as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as having
enviromental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am concerned
that the proposed number of new houses could not be

accomodated within the white space and therefore either some land identified as having enviromental constraints would
have

to be sacrificed to development, or the proposed number of new builds would have to be scaled down.

THE JCS AND FOCUSED CHANGES DO NOT ADDRESS THIS IMPORTANT ISSUE.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000

dwellings based around a Northern Distributor Road to theNorth East of Norwich. As well as a loss of countryside a
development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and
Salhouse Road, also impacting heavily on other

major roads to the east.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12122 - 8782 - FC8 - None |

12122 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Ms Thelma Berry [8782] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement. Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following
reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed

number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as
having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed

Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12125 - 8651 - FC8 - None|

12125 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Greg Townes [8651] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12128 - 8783 - FC8 - None |

12128 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs Linda Townes [8783] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12131 - 8784 - FC8 - None |

12131 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Martin Thurlow [8784] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded

communities in the Norwich Policy Area

ii) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the

following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in

north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage

with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept

Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the

public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is

intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on

areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix

5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white

space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified

as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its

potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses

could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental
constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be
scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based

around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development
on this scale will result in other adverse effects such

as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12134 - 8785 - FC8 - None|

12134 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Simon and Veronique Cornish [8785] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register US as objectorS. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. 1 am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as 'white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12137 - 8786 - FC8 - None|

12137 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Anthony Austwick [8786] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector.

In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. 1 am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as 'white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road, Salhouse Road and the Plumstead
Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12140 - 8787 - FC8 - None|

12140 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Prof Leslie H Sutcliffe [8787] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12143 - 8788 - FC8 - None |

12143 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mrs A J Gates [8788] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

With reference to the GNDP Public Consultation on Focussed changes to the Joint Core Strategy. | am writing to you
as | feel very strongly about the timing of this consultation, why choose a period when most people take their holidays.
Also | object to future work could be progressed through a Supplementary Planning Document, instead of an Area
Action Plan.

| believe that all plans should be open to local people to take part in consultation | also thought that public consultation
was now part of the New Government manifesto.

| would ask you to reply to this letter as | want my feelings to be recorded in the public response to the Consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12144 - 8790 - FC8 - None |

12144 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Mark Gunton [8790] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12147 - 8789 - FC8 - None |

12147 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr and Mrs J P and H A Shanks [8789] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

We are very concerned by the fact that the public consultation period regarding the Focussed Changes to the Joint
Core Strategy has been held during the holiday period. This has limited the opportunities for local views to be heard.
Neither are we satisfied with the proposal to reclassify this area as a 'strategic allocation’, which we believe would mean
that future work could be progressed through a Supplementary Planning Document instead of a Area Action Plan. We
understand that the effect of re-classification to an SPD would be that changes could be made to the Growth Triangle
Plans without further public consultation. This, in our view, is undemocratic and improper.

Whilst we appreciate the importance of meeting social needs, it is the massive scale of the growth, without the need for
local consensus, which we find totally unacceptable. We have read local news accounts about our woodlands being
considered for development. Local people feel desperate about this - for themselves and future generations - and we
do not see how the so-called guardians of our county could have even considered this step.

We strongly urge district councils to work with local people to find a better way forward. For example, by small-scale
developments that support individual local needs and job opportunities; spread around the county and in areas where
they exist.

We have responded by letter rather than on the Representation Form, which appears too prescriptive, but trust that you
will include this in the record of public responses.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12150 - 8792 - FC8 - None |

12150 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mrs Susan Simpson [8792] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12153 - 8793 - FC8 - None |

12153 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr and Mrs WJ Bateman [8793] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O -12157 - 8791 - FC8 - None|

12157 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: M J Canfor [8791] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12159 - 8794 - FC8 - None |

12159 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Sarah Tetlow [8794] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12164 - 8795 - FC8 - None |

12164 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: H Canfor [8795] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12167 - 8796 - FC8 - None |

12167 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Michael Tetlow [8796] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12171 - 8797 - FC8 - None |

12171 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs P Raven [8797] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12175 - 8799 - FC8 - None |

12175 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: M D Absalom [8799] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0 - 12178 - 1781 - FC8 - None|
12178 Object
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The Parish Council objects to the changes made in the revised policy, because
1. The replacement policy is a significant extension to that originally proposed and now covers the whole of the growth
triangle.
2. The policy also changes the status of the whole area to a Strategic Allocation. There is no
justification for this. Changing this designation would be contrary to the policies set out by the
Government to give local people more influence on development in their neighbourhood.
The Localism Bill will introduce measures to shift power back into the hands of individuals,
communities and councils and give local communities a real share in growth. We look forward to this change and in the
meanwhile do not believe that the proposals contained in this consultation are compatible with the Governments
objectives.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0 - 12180 - 7172 - FC8 - 1, il, ii

12180 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Norfolk and Norwich Transport Action Group (Ms Agent: N/A
Denise Carlo) [7172]

Full Text:

Summary: FC8 is not Sound for the following reasons:

Overall, the growth triangle as a strategic allocation is not justified, as it is not the most appropriate strategy when
considered against the reasonable alternatives. Reasonable alternatives for the allocation of the growth in the growth
triangle were not adequately considered

FC8 is not justified in describing the 'strategic allocation' as "deliver(ing) an urban extension on both sides of the
Northern Distributor Road, within the area shown in appendix 5". A NDR is shown passing through an Area of
Landscape Value (ALV) inside the Growth Triangle and forms part of the northern boundary of the growth area. Land
proposed for development buts the ALV and not the NDR. The implications for travel include:

- new communities either side of a NDR would remain separated by the ALV through which a NDR route passes;

- Rackheath eco-town would be freestanding and largely isolated from any urban extension inside the ALV. New
Rackeath is the only settlement within the growth triangle to be physically connected to non-eco development west
inside ALV.

- Rackheath eco-town would be largely served by the two existing radial roads which border the new settlement - A1151
Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

- Residents living along Salhouse Road in New Rackheath would suffer an increase in traffic from the eco-town and
further afield.

- Between the Outer and Inner Ring Roads Salhouse Road crosses the sensitive Mousehold Heath set up by Act of
Parliament and additional traffic passing across the heathland would be detrimental.

- a NDR cannot be described as 'permeable’ in passing through the ALV inside the growth triangle. Vehicular traffic
movement would be confined to the radial roads bordering the growth triangle. Although the LAV would be attractive for
walking and cycling across the area during daylight hours, from a safety and security angle it would not be so after
dark, even if the paths are well lit.

Far from the GNDP claim that the growth triangle is dependent on a NDR, there is little justification for building the
road. Road space on the existing network can be freed up for public transport, walking and cycling through
implementation of smart choices.

In conclusion, the policy fails to demonstrate that a NDR is the most appropriate basis for a transport strategy for
serving the growth triangle.

FC8 is unlikely to be deliverable and is therefore not effective. There is a high degree of uncertainty concerning the
NDR, with consequences for delivery of a strategic allocation.

Reclassification of the strategic location as a 'strategic location' could be seen as a mechanism to avoid the need to
develop a DPD and therefore avoid the need to undertake the requirements of an Area Action Plan DPD; namely to be
subject to an Examination in Public. This risks being contrary to national policy as moves designed to circumvent such
requirements are expressively discouraged. PPS12 states "SPDs should not be prepared with the aim of avoiding the
need for the examination of policy which should be examined." (6.1)

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12185 - 8798 - FC8 - None |

12185 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Diana Campbell [8798] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12188 - 8801 - FCS8 - None|

12188 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr R J Halford [8801] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Having just driven from Rackheath to Wroxham and observed once again the extreme pressure of traffic on the way

into Hoveton, particularly at this time of year, even without any further housing development in the general area, | wish
to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road which,
demonstrably are incapable of coping with the present level without any further increase.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12195 - 8800 - FC8 - None |

12195 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Mr & Mrs Ray & Maureen Anderson [8800] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12199 - 8268 - FC8 - None |

12199 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

RSPB (East of England Regional Office) (Dr Philip Agent: N/A
Pearson) [8268]

Thank you for consulting the RSPB regarding the amendment to the Statement of Focussed Changes (SFC) of the
Joint Core Strategy (JCS) for Greater Norwich. Our comments focus primarily on the proposal to progress the Old
Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath growth triangle (OCSRGT) as a Supplementary Planning Document

(SPD) rather than an Area Action Plan (AAP). Additional comments pertinent to the soundness and deliverability of the
JCS as a result of changes to Appendix 5 are then provided. Our response dated 14th December 2009 still remains
relevant, with the comments below being supplementary to it.

Comments on the proposed use of a SPD to progress the OCSRGT. Bullet point three of the Foreword to the SFC (p.
1) states the Greater Norwich Development Partnership's

(GNDP's) intention to progress the proposed OCSRGT as a SPD not an AAP. In determining the

appropriateness of a SPD to progress the OCSRGT it is pertinent to consider the uncertainties in delivering the scale of
growth planned for the Greater Norwich area. This further assessment work is hecessary because the February 2010
Appropriate Assessment (AA) identified a number of uncertainties that have not yet been resolved regarding the
cumulative and in-combination effects of the JCS policies on water resources, water efficiency, growth and tourism1.
Although mitigation measures have been proposed in the AA, the efficacy and/or viability of a number of them remains
uncertain. If effective mitigation of development impacts is not p ossible, the development will not be able to go ahead.
The RSPB has previously stated that a lack of a rigorous cumulative and in-combination assessment regarding the
impact of water availability, water quality and recreation on the Broads Natura 2000 sites at the JCS stage creates
uncertainty over the delivery of these proposals, which calls the soundness of the JCS into question. The

updated AA does not allay our concerns regarding the JCS's deliverability or soundness. In addition, the continued
reliance upon the Northern Distributor Road (NDR) as an integral part of the JCS remains a serious concern for the
deliverability of the JCS. Paragraph 44 of Appendix 5 (p. 22) that it is "...critical to a commitment to the scale of
development proposed.” Uncertainty over the delivery of the NDR remains and the number of houses that can be
delivered in the GCSRGT area will be significantly reduced in any scenario where the NDR is not constructed.
Improvements to the Postwick junction are also seen as important

in delivering the aspirations of the JCS, but its delivery also remains uncertain. This significant uncertainty overcritical
pieces of infrastructure continues to undermine the soundness and deliverability of the JCS's housing delivery and
strategic growth in its current form. Consequently, a significant amount of additional work is required to ensure that any
development does not

result in adverse effects to the Broads Natura 2000 sites and that the proposed scale of growth in the OCSRGT would
be deliverable. The proposed 10,000 new dwellings by 2026 equates to 46% of the remaining 21,570 to be built within
the JCS' area. If this development cannot be delivered this will have serious consequences for the

delivery of the JCS.

The RSPB considers that the complexity of the unresolved issues relating to the OCSRGT go beyond the scope of a
SPD, and are such that it would not be appropriate to make a strategic allocation through the Core Strategy. We
consider that the scale of growth and the infrastructure requires a more detailed and rigorous examination process than
it has received to date and that an AAP, as part of the area’s development plan,

would be more suitable than a SPD.

Conclusions

The RSPB considers that:

* The OCSRGT is best addressed through an AAP rather than a SPD. We consider that progressing

development in this area through an AAP would provide greater certainty over its deliverability and

soundness, as it would be subjected to a more rigorous examination process.

* Full consideration of cumulative and in-combination effects should be considered at the JCS stage. Failure to
undertake a thorough assessment at this stage potentially undermines the deliverability and soundness of lower-tier
documents.

* Considerable uncertainty remains over the delivery of the housing and transport strategies. This

particularly relates to the need to prevent adverse effects to Natura 2000 sites through impacts on water availability,
water quality and recreational disturbance.

* An over-reliance on the NDR and Rackheath ecotown, both of which have significant uncertainties over their delivery,
either in part or their entirety, places serious question marks over the deliverability and soundness of the JCS. This is
particularly the case where no alternative ways of delivering the planned development within the Greater Norwich area
have been considered by the GNDP.

We trust that these comments are helpful. If you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

It is still our intention to attend the Examination In Public (EIP) of the Joint Core Strategy, particularly sessions covering
the spatial strategy, OCSRGT and biodiversity.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12204 - 8804 - FC8 - None |

12204 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Roger and Julie Aspland [8804] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12207 - 8805 - FC8 - None |

12207 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Ms Hilary Howells [8805] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12212 - 8806 - FC8 - None|

12212 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr C S Spelman [8806] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12216 - 8807 - FC8 - None|

12216 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Nicolette Mary Richards [8807] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12221 - 8810 - FC8 - None |

12221 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Roger Dobson [8810] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12225 - 8812 - FC8 - None |

12225 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Christopher and Gaynor Peck [8812] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

S - 12230 - 8352 - FC8 - None|

12230 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

Environment Agency (Eastern Area Office) (Miss Agent: N/A
Jessica Bowden) [8352]

Although we do not consider there is sufficient evidence to find this change unsound, we ask that the GNDP considers
the following:

This proposed change to policy 10 reclassifies the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth
Triangle as a "strategic allocation" rather than a "strategic location" meaning that future work can be progressed
through a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) rather than an Area Action Plan (AAP). We understand that an
SPD adds detail/guidance to policies within other DPDs, but is not itself able to set new policy as an AAP could.
Furthermore, it is not subject to independent examination. In the absence of such an AAP, the policy framework to
guide development in this location will be formed by national policy and the policies set out in the Joint Core Strategy
(JCS) and other DPDs. However, the growth triangle to which this

policy change relates includes the proposed Rackheath eco-community, the sustainability requirements of which may
be more stringent than the requirements set out by the JCS. Currently there is no specific policy within the JCS relating
to the aspirations for the eco-community; an AAP for the growth triangle area would have presented an opportunity to
develop

detailed policies in this respect. We understand that, although the SPD would be a material planning consideration, it
will not be able to set new policy through which planning officers are able to require certain high sustainability
standards. We are mindful that national policy currently exists in the form of the supplement to Planning Policy
Statement 1 (PPS1):

Eco-towns. This national policy ensures that future eco-communities meet higher standards than would perhaps
otherwise be met. However, when considering the agenda of the current government, the future of such national policy
documents remains uncertain. We highlight the clear aspiration within paragraph 6.14 of the JCS for the eco-
community to remain even if the

Government programme falters as well as the vision set out in the proposed concept statement (appendix 5) for the
remainder of the growth triangle to be influenced by the Rackheath development. A Water Cycle Study (WCS) for the
North East Norwich area, including the Rackheath eco-community, is due to be undertaken in the near future. Further to
the comments made within the preceding paragraph we are concerned that, without the supplement to PPS 1 and
without

the prospect of future policy through an AAP, there may be no formal policy mechanism by which to ensure that the
recommendations given by the forthcoming WCS, particularly relating to water issues, are translated into the
ecocommunity and beyond. We are supportive of the reference to sustainability measures, particularly with regard to
water efficiency, within the concept statement. However, we suggest it may be beneficial to include additional
assurance that the highest possible

environmental standards will be sought, particularly within the eco-community, in line with the current requirements of
the

supplement to PPS 1. In addition to the above comments, we would also like to take this opportunity to draw your
attention to the area of flood zone 3 located west of Rackheath and south of Beeston Park. It should be noted that
development in this area should accord with the sequential approach as set out in Planning Policy Statement 25
(PPS25) : Development and Flood Risk. Should development be located within areas of flood risk, the sequential test
and exception test should be passed and the

proposal should be supported by a site specific flood risk assessment. Notwithstanding the above comments, we would
like to take this opportunity to recognise and support the inclusion of reference to green infrastructure, sustainable
drainage, protection of biodiversity and water efficiency within the concept

statement at appendix 5. We have previously provided comments regarding the proposed AAP which we understand
will be taken into

consideration in the development of the proposed SPD. We ask to be consulted throughout the production of the SPD
where we would be happy to provide further comments and guidance.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
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12232 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Jonathan Breed [8813] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed

number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as
having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed

Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12236 - 8057 - FC8 - None |

12236 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Highways Agency (Mr Eric Cooper) [8057] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Focussed change: Policy 10 Locations for major new, or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

3. Focussed change: Appendix 5 Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Area Triangle Concept
Statement. It is noted that the proposed change from the production of an Area Action Plan to the provision of a
Supplementary Planning Document supported by a concept statement embeds the decision of Broadland District
Council to follow this approach as set out in

their adopted Local Development Scheme (December 2009). Whilst the Highways Agency has no objection in principle
to this approach and accepts the need/des ire for increasing housing growth rates, there is some concern that without
careful planning, there is a danger that the area will be developed in a piece meal approach rather than taking a holistic
view of the whole area and developing overall master planning and implementation policies which would then be
subject to independent scrutiny. The Highways Agency has worked with Norfolk County Council on understanding the
transport implications of growth in the Norwich area and contributed to the development of the evidence base. In
conjunction with this significant work has been undertaken looking at the impacts of growth on the A47 Postwick
Interchange and developing a junction scheme which would facilitate the delivery of the proposed Northern Distributor
Route and enable delivery of local employment areas (e.g. Broadland Gate). The acceptable conclusions of that work
were based on assumptions that the delivery of sustainable growth in the triangle area would significantly influenced by
high modal shift away from travel by private car. If the area is developed on a piece meal approach then there is a high
risk that sufficient levels of modal shift will not be achieved, the opportunities of economies of scale lost and the
highway network will not be able to cope with potential future levels of traffic.

Ultimately this could in the long term have a bearing on achieving planning consents for development towards the end
of the plan period. Consequently, the Highways Agency's preference is to retain the concept of an Area Act ion Plan
which will focus on the implementation and delivery of the whole area and developing area wide mechanisms which will
be subject to independent scrutiny, i.e. the development of a managed process of delivery. If this approach is not taken
and there is a more piece meal approach to delivery based on a Supplementary Planning Document, then it will be
essential that the local planning authority in pressing forward with early delivery of growth considers at all times the
implications of the 'bigger picture ' and mechanisms are put in place to ensure this takes place in full consultation with
strategic partners.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12243 - 8814 - FC8 - None |

12243 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Christopher Lawrence Hiscox [8814] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12250 - 1823 - FC8 - None |

12250 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: The Parish Council objects to the changes made in the revised policy, because:

1. The replacement policy is a significant extension to that originally proposed and

now covers the whole of the growth triangle.

2. The policy also changes the status of the whole area to a Strategic Allocation. There is no justification for this.
Changing this designation would be contrary to the policies set out by the Government to give local people more
influence on development in their neighbourhood.

The Localism Bill will introduce measures to shift power back into the hands of individuals, communities and councils
and give local communities a real share in growth. We look forward to this change and in the meanwhile do not believe
that the proposals contained in this consultation are compatible with the Government's objectives.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
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12257 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: The Parish Council objects to the changes made in the revised policy, because

1. The replacement policy is a significant extension to that originally proposed and now
covers the whole of the growth triangle.

2. The policy also changes the status of the whole area to a Strategic Allocation. There is no
justification for this. Changing this designation would be contrary to the policies set out by the
Government to give local people more influence on development in their neighbourhood.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12260 - 6540 - FC8 - None |

12260 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr James Cleaver [6540] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am responding to the GNDP Public Consultation on Focussed Changes to

the Joint Core Strategy. | am doing so by letter because | feel your Representation Form for the Consultation unduly
restricts my freedom to respond. | find the consultation to be unsound because it is being held during the holiday period
and when many Parish Councils are not holding meetings. | object to your proposal to declassify the Old Catton ,
Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe

St Andrew Growth Triangle as a "strategic allocation" rather than a "strategic location"

because that would mean that future work could be progressed through a

Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) instead of an Area Action Plan (AAP).

| object to that because an SPD would enable you to make any change you wanted to

the Growth Triangle plans over the next twenty years or so without further public

consultation - how does that serve your people?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12261 - 8821 - FC8 - None|

12261 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Frank & Karen Reding [8821] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: We wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
ii) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew

Growth Triangle Concept Statement Please register us as objectors. In our view the Focused Changes are unsound for
the following

reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in northeast Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed

up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning
process and avoid the requirement for a public examination.

3. We are concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white space’ within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. We are concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

4. We object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12264 - 8822 - FC8 - None |

12264 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Nicholas Wiltshire [8822] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded

communities in the Norwich Policy Area

ii) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the

following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in

north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage

with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public
exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is

intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based

around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development
on this scale will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse
Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12267 - 8820 - FC8 - None |

12267 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Simon Kett [8820] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12270 - 8823 - FC8 - None|

12270 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Greg Insull [8823] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation’

has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed
Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the public an opportunity to
find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the

Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as
'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as having environmental
constraints) does not appear to

have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could
not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as

having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major

traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12294 - 8669 - FC8 - None |

12294 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Mr Tom Self [8669] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | am writing a letter of response for the GNDP Public Consultation on Focussed changes to the Joint Core Strategy. |

have chosen to express my objections via letter as | strongly feel that your Representation From for the Consultation
significantly restricts the comments and views that one can give.

My main objection to the consultation is that it is unsound. It is being held during the holiday period when many Parish
Councils are not holding public meetings. This means none of the local Parish Councils will be able to discuss the
proposals, without holding a special meeting. | also feel it is unsound, as many of your proposals and documents are
not clearly understood by the majority of the public. Many residents have struggled to understand what is being
proposed, and instead if sharing their views have simply given up trying. most of the proposals do not make sense,
unless one has a clear view of what an SPD actually is. It is to no surprise that not a single document of yours bears
the Plain English Campaign Crystal Mark.

| am also objecting to your proposal to reclassify the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth
Area as a 'strategic allocation’, rather than a 'strategic location'. The main reason for this is because future work could
be progressed through a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) rather than an Area Action Plan (AAP). If your
proposal is passed, then an SPD would enable you to make any changes you wished to the Growth Triangle, without
any further public consultation.

| would like you to include this letter of complaint in your record of public responses to the consultation. | would also like
a full reply to my letter, including your reasons for creating an unsound consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12297 - 8589 - FC8 - 1, il, ii

12297 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]

Full Text:

Summary: Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

Policy FC8 Growth Triangle

In objecting to the changes made in the revised policy, the following reasons are given.

1. The replacement policy represents a significant extension to the originally proposal and it explicitly covers the whole
of the growth triangle. This will merely permit further and more concentrated urbanisation of this rural area into the
future.

2. The policy also changes the status of the whole area to a Strategic Allocation. There is no justification for this. The
need to introduce this designation was queried by the Planning Inspectors at the Exploratory Meeting. Changing this
designation would be contrary to the plans set out by the Government to give local people more influence over
development in their neighbourhood.

3. A 'Localism Bill' is to be introduced to shift power back into the hands of individuals, communities and councils and
give local communities a real share in growth. We look forward to this change and in the meanwhile do not believe that
the proposals contained in this consultation are compatible with the Government's objectives.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12300 - 8835 - FC8 - None |

12300 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Plan Group (R B Colman) [8835] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | write on behalf of the Wroxham Parish Plan Group. The Group was formed under the auspices of the Wroxham

Parish Council in line with the Government initiative to encourage village communities to have their say on matters
affecting the village. As usual in the initiative the opinion of each household on a wide range of issues was gleaned by
means of a questionnaire. We undertook the questionnaire survey in the spring of this year. We has a response from
443 households out of a total of 654 primary residences (second homes and holiday lets being discounted). This
response reflects a 68% return, compared with 65% in the recent general election. We therefore consider that we have
a mandate to speak for the whole Village.

The answers to a number of questions relevant to your enquiry were:

Q39 Wroxham is designated as a Key Service Centre in the proposed Joint Core Strategy for Greater Norwich. It is
proposed that it is therefore suitable to receive 200-300 new dwellings between now and 2026. Is Wroxham well places
to cope with this development?

Yes 49 No 343

Q40 is the existing village infra-structure able to support the development of 200-300 extra houses

Yes 35 No 352

Q41 Does anyone in your household need their own housing in Wroxham?

Yes 35 No 381

Q43 Do you know anyone who has had to move away from Wroxham because they could not find housing locally that
they could afford?

Yes 57 No 330

Q46 Are you in agreement with the intended Eco town in Rackheath?

Yes 80 No 304

Q47 Are you in agreement with the proposed conference and tourist development in Salhouse?

Yes 79 No 225

We urge you to take the views of a community such as ours into account in your deliberations.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12308 - 8837 - FC8 - None |

12308 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: L Stavridis [8837] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this latter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12311 - 8838 - FC8 - None |

12311 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr Jason Michael Hollidge [8838] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12315 - 8840 - FC8 - None |

12315 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Sue and Graham Bergin [8840] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be scarificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| S - 12321 - 6993 - FC8 - None]

12321 Support

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8

Respondent: Thorpe and Felthorpe Trust [6993] Agent: Savills (London) (Miss Sarah Beuden) [8612]
Full Text:

Summary: The TFT support the formalisation of the status of the Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath,

Thorpe St Andrew growth triangle as a strategic allocation in the Core Strategy. Due to the
existence of the Broadland, Meridian and St Andrews business parks, the existing Bittern Line
railway service and considerable land opportunities, the fundamental geography of the sites
offer the opportunity for the creation of a genuinely sustainable approach to growth within
Broadland and to the city of Norwich that is infrastructure and land use efficient, and which
will develop a beneficial economic proposition.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12324 - 8687 - FC8 - None |

12324 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent:  Mr John Allaway [8687] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12329 - 8844 - FC8 - None |

12329 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs R.J & E.M Saunders [8844] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12332 - 8845 - FC8 - None |

12332 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC8
Respondent: Mr & Mrs David George [8845] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11741 - 8606 - FC9 -, ii, iii

11741 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Sara Beaven [8606] Agent: N/A
Full Text: | do not believe that the North East of Norwich should have the growth

Summary:

triangle status. There was not consultation to ask if residents wanted
growth point status and there is no mandate for the council to presume they
represent the residents views. Growth should be located to the south of

Norwich where transport links are good and employment opportunities exist.

The NDR funding is not guaranteed and the North East of Norwich cannot
support this level of growth.

| do not believe that the North East of Norwich should have the growth
triangle status. There was not consultation to ask if residents wanted
growth point status and there is no mandate for the council to presume they
represent the residents views. Growth should be located to the south of

Norwich where transport links are good and employment opportunities exist.

The NDR funding is not guaranteed and the North East of Norwich cannot
support this level of growth.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -

Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| S - 11752 - 8668 - FC9 - None]

11752 Support

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: National Grid (Bethany Tucker) [8668] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Local authorities have a statutory duty to consider applications for development in the vicinity of high

pressure (above 7 bar) pipelines and to advise the developer on whether the development should be
allowed on safety grounds on rules provided by HSE. In order to enable Local Authorities to discharge
this duty and also to ensure that National Grid's pipelines are protected from uncontrolled development in
the vicinity of the pipeline please read the following guidance:

- Specification for Safe Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure Gas Pipelines and
Associated Installations - Requirements for Third Parties
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/S0ACACOA-ED26-41A7-91FA-
83163A98270F/23790/TSPSSW22_J537_Rev0807.pdf

- Gas Transmission Underground Pipelines - Guidance
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/446009BF-ABB5-42E1-BOFE-
44E90D577DD5/18653/APTGasGuidance_2_.pdf

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11757 - 8670 - FC9 - None |

11757 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Dr Larraine Maitland [8670] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 - 11760 - 8672 - FC9 - None |

11760 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr Peter Moy [8672] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road , Salhouse Road and Plumstead Road
East - non of which are suitable for widening within the 'built-up area'.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11763 - 8673 - FC9 - None |

11763 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr lan Muller [8673] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11766 - 8674 - FC9 - None |

11766 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Carl & Diana Wainwright [8674] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 - 11769 - 8675 - FC9 - None |

11769 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Nichola Cable & Aaron Joyce [8675] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: We wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area.

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement.

Please register us both as objectors. In our view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons: -

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage, with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. We are concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5, such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. We are concerned that the proposed number of new houses cannot be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed for
development OR the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this very important issue.

4. We object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as a considerable loss of countryside, a development on this
scale will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11772 - 8676 - FC9 - None |

11772 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  C Hipperson [8676] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11777 - 8677 - FC9 - None |

11777 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: R Newton [8677] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11780 - 8678 - FC9 - None |

11780 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr and Mrs R C Burton [8678] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11783 - 8679 - FC9 - None |

11783 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs P W Dade [8679] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11786 - 8680 - FC9 - None |

11786 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  John Tink and Janet Mann [8680] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11789 - 8681 - FC9 - None|

11789 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs and Mr Julie and Simon Hunt [8681] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11792 - 8682 - FC9 - None |

11792 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Marie Smithson [8682] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11795 - 8683 - FC9 - None |

11795 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Ray, Olive and Simon Halliday [8683] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11802 - 8685 - FC9 - None |

11802 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Joan Middleton [8685] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11805 - 8686 - FC9 - None |

11805 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs P Hardie [8686] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

We need to be far more self sufficient in food production, therefore NO development on our farmland.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11810 - 8688 - FC9 - None |

11810 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Clive Keable [8688] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. |l am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11822 - 8693 - FC9 - None |

11822 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  John & Janice Waters [8693] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11829 - 8694 - FC9 - None |

11829 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: F Jeans [8694] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11831 - 8216 - FC9 -ii |

11831 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Mr Paul Dunthorne [8216] Agent: Bidwells Norwich (309) (Mr John Long) [8211]

Full Text:

Summary: Paul Dunthorne considers JCS Focussed Change 9 (FC9) to be unsound on the basis that it results in an inflexible

policy and therefore fails the Effectiveness soundness test. This representation is also relevant to FC10.

Reasons:

Paul Dunthorne notes the ambition for a single co-ordinated approach across the NE Norwich Growth Triangle area and
accepts that this may be relevant for the management and delivery of major/strategic growth proposals within the
Growth Triangle.

However, Paul Dunthorne objects to the Focussed Changes' failure to acknowledge the role that ‘'small sites' in and
adjacent to Rackheath, but outside of the current Eco-Community site boundary could have in meeting local housing
need.

Paul Dunthorne suggests that the focussed changes to Policy 10 (FC 9 & related appendix FC10) should have made
provision for small 'non strategic' sites to come forward independently of the Eco-Community where sufficient
infrastructure capacity exists and development would not prejudice the delivery of the Eco-Community. Such sites
would have an important role in helping to ensure an ongoing supply of homes to meet existing housing demand in the
Rackheath area during the period before the major growth locations deliver substantial numbers of hew homes and
especially given the current lack of housing supply in the area.

Paul Dunthorne also suggests that including such provision in JCS Policy 10 would enable small 'non strategic'
development to come forward at Rackheath in the event that the new Government decides not to proceed with the Eco-
Towns programme. Without this flexibility the JCS is potentially unsound.

Policy 10's failure to acknowledge the role of small 'non strategic' sites in Rackheath that are outside of the
landowner/promotional agreement/arrangements in place for the Eco-Community fetters landowners ability to bring
forward what could otherwise be acceptable land for development. Limiting appropriate development land to just those
that are included as part of the Eco-Community promotional agreement/arrangements is unfair and unsound.

The concern is that small sites in Rackheath will not be deemed suitable for development by the District Council/GNDP
unless they are included within the Rackheath Eco-Community landowner/promotional agreement/arrangements, which
we understand is already in place. Any landowners not party to this agreement, including Paul Dunthorne will be
unable to have their land considered suitable for development even if it meets all other sustainability considerations.
This is a risk, given that the Eco Town programme is by no means certain.

Paul Dunthorne suggests that he should not be disadvantaged from bringing his site forward simply because he is not
party to the Rackheath Eco-Community landowner/promotional agreement/arrangement. Paul Dunthorne considers
that the decisions about which sites should be considered suitable for development in Rackheath should be based on
their planning merits not whether they are included as part of the Eco-Community's landowner promotional
agreement/arrangements. This lack of flexibility is unsound.

Paul Dunthorne also suggests that small sites within the Growth Triangle, including at Rackheath would help deliver
some of the Broadland "small sites in the NPA" allowance (2,000 dwellings) expressed in Policy 9.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11833 - 8695 - FC9 - None |

11833 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr & Mrs R Munro [8695] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11836 - 8696 - FC9 - None |

11836 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr J Sims [8696] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

S -11839 - 8697 - FC9 - None|
11839 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Barratt Strategic (Mr David Banfield) [8697] Agent: CGMS Ltd (Mr Richard Atkinson) [7681]
Full Text:
Summary:

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11841 - 8663 - FC9 - None |

11841 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Arthur Self [8663] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11846 - 8698 - FC9 - None |

11846 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Jean Wills [8698] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11849 - 8699 - FC9 - None |

11849 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Colin Wills [8699] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11852 - 6618 - FC9 - None |

11852 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr R.S. Lindsay [6618] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11855 - 8700 - FC9 - None |

11855 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: C Drake [8700] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11859 - 8701 - FC9 - None|

11859 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr B Morgan [8701] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11862 - 8702 - FC9 - None |

11862 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Miss K Morgan [8702] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11865 - 8703 - FC9 - None |

11865 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  JJ Wyatt [8703] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11868 - 8704 - FC9 - None |

11868 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs & Mrs B J Jones [8704] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11871 - 8705 - FC9 - None |

11871 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr M Wyatt [8705] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11874 - 8706 - FC9 - None |

11874 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs C Harris [8706] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11880 - 8707 - FC9 - None |

11880 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: J E P Watts [8707] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)
[

S -11889 - 8710 - FC9 - None|
11889 Support
Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Blue Living (David Copeland) [8710] Agent: N/A
Full Text: It is in line with the way in which Blue Living works
Summary: Itis in line with the way in which Blue Living works

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11891 - 8711 - FC9 - None|

11891 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Ellen Powley [8711] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be scarificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11895 - 8712 - FC9 - None |

11895 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Lorna Beckett [8712] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11898 - 8713 - FC9 - None |

11898 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs P Thorpe [8713] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11901 - 8714 - FC9 - None |

11901 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr R Thorpe [8714] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11904 - 8715 - FC9 - None |

11904 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Daniel Roper [8715] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11907 - 8716 - FC9 - None |

11907 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Wm. P S Watts [8716] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11910 - 8717 - FC9 - None|

11910 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Stuart Richards [8717] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11913 - 8718 - FC9 - None|

11913 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: S M Smith [8718] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11916 - 8719 - FC9 - None|

11916 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr J Rice [8719] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -11919 - 8513 - FC9 - None|

11919 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr David Hastings [8513] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11922 - 8720 - FC9 - None |

11922 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Howard Wyatt [8720] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -11925 - 8721 - FC9 - None|

11925 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Tania Lean [8721] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11928 - 8722 - FC9 - None |

11928 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr and Mrs R A Pointer [8722] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11931 - 8657 - FCO - 1, il, ii

11931 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Geoff Lyon (MTCP MRTPI) [8657] Agent: N/A
Full Text: The proposed changes (FC9) are considered to be unsound for the following reasons:-

1. On 22 June 2010 Broadland District Council Cabinet considered that “following the election of the new Coalition
Government there was uncertainty over a number of key policy areas including the growth agenda and therefore it
seemed wise for the Council to take a step back and take stock until such time as the direction the new Government
proposed to take became clear".

2. In light of the announced delays in relation to the Site Specific Proposals allocations by Broadland District Council,
the proposed changes to FC8 are unjustified ahead of the full and proper consideration of the implications of change at
National Policy level, particularly in respect of the growth agenda to meet the needs of the local community.

3. The proposed focused change unjustifiably and prematurely changes the status of the entire growth triangle area
from one where development might be possible in principle in the future in certain locations and instead creates a
single blanket site allocation for development without clearly stating whether such growth is deliverable, particularly in
the light of potentially significant barriers to growth such as the uncertainty regarding the provision of the Northern
Distributor Road (NDR) and other necessary infrastructure;

4. The proposal is inflexible in that it designates land in the growth triangle for potential development without first
establishing whether such growth is deliverable or indeed represents the most appropriate strategy when considered
against the reasonable alternatives, particularly in light of potential barriers to growth and the fact that there is no "Plan
B";

5. The focused change is unsound because it will result in the entire growth triangle area falling within a newly created
site allocation and result in an extended development boundary thus changing its status from predominantly one of
restricted countryside designations to one where the principle of development would thereafter become acceptable;

6. Re-classifying the land in the manner proposed would open up all parts of the growth triangle to development ahead
of Site Specific Allocations. This will put delivery of the key objectives of the Core Strategy at unnecessary risk as the
area will be likely to be subject to piece-meal development proposals. This is likely to result in uncoordinated and poorly
planned development coming forward ahead of a comprehensive masterplan being developed for the growth triangle
area.

7. In summary, the proposed focus changes are neither justified, effective nor consistent with recent changes in
national policy.

Summary: In summary, the proposed focus changes are neither justified, effective nor consistent with recent changes in national
policy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11935 - 8726 - FCO - i, il |

11935 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Persimmon/Hopkins Homes/Taylor Wimpey [8726] Agent: Savills (Cambridge) (Mr Colin Campbell) [7597 ]
Full Text: We support the need for coordination across the Growth Triangle and our clients have been working, and remain

committed to working, with other landowners and the Councils to develop an approach to delivery. We consider that
FC9 is unsound owing to the lack of clarity and the reference to a single co-ordinated approach. The policy also refers
to detailed masterplanning for each quarter, but again it is unclear what is meant by each quarter. The first two
sentences of FC9 are unnecessary.

Summary: We support the need for coordination across the Growth Triangle and our clients have been working, and remain
committed to working, with other landowners and the Councils to develop an approach to delivery. We consider that
FC9 is unsound owing to the lack of clarity and the reference to a single co-ordinated approach. The policy also refers
to detailed masterplanning for each quarter, but again it is unclear what is meant by each quarter. The first two
sentences of FC9 are unnecessary.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11941 - 8727 - FC9 - None|

11941 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr J Mayhew [8727] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11944 - 8728 - FC9 - None|

11944 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs L Mayhew [8728] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11947 - 8729 - FC9 - None|

11947 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: C Baxter [8729] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11950 - 8730 - FC9 - None]

11950 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs | Baxter [8730] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11953 - 8731 - FC9 - None]

11953 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: G P Collins [8731] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11956 - 8732 - FC9 - None |

11956 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr D H Lean [8732] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11959 - 8733 - FC9 - None |

11959 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Lindsay Heard [8733] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11962 - 8734 - FC9 - None |

11962 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs J Snelling [8734] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11966 - 8735 - FC9 - None |

11966 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs Daphne R Wyatt [8735] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11969 - 8736 - FC9 - None |

11969 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: P Wyatt [8736] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11972 - 8737 - FC9 - None |

11972 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: J B Granger [8737] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11975 - 8738 - FC9 - None |

11975 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs C Granger [8738] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11978 - 8739 - FC9 - None |

11978 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: Roy Durrant [8739] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11981 - 8740 - FC9 - None |

11981 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Neil Dobson [8740] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11991 - 8060 - FC9 - None |

11991 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Mr Peter Lanyon [8060] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: It fails to comply legally because the conduct of the public consultation in which it was presented to local communities

backed the Aarhus Convention in manners that | shall make clear in due course. It is unsound because, by changing
the growth triangle to Strategic Allocation from a Location, it would largely exclude over a long period of public
participation in the development of the JCS. This flies in the face of Government announcements about community
involvement in such matters. Having participated for six and a half years in an advisory body to the Ministry Of
Defence on public consultation and participation in the ISOLUS Project, | have an insight into good and bad practice in
public consultation that is directly relevant here, and that is not shared by anyone else | know who is involved in the
JCS or the Focussed Changes.

| have already submitted my comments within the parameters you saw fit to require in your representations document.
| am adding these comments both because | believe your restriction of comments to those parameters rendered the
consultation unfit for purpose, and because | insist upon being allowed to submit my comments as and how | wish,
provided they are relevant and civil. Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter, or show
reason why it has not been accepted. My comments concern Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9) and Replacement
of Appendix 5 (FC10). There is manifest bad faith in such a change of status, so late and during holiday times, from a
Location of 1000s of horses in the North East Norwich Triangle to a Strategic Allocation, since it deprives the public of
adequate participation in the decision-making process. Difficulty of access, technical complexity, and inadequate
exposure of the Focussed Changes make the bad faith appear wilful rather than incompetent. A malign intention is
apparent in the Change, because its effect would be to convert the Area Action Plan into a Supplementary Planning
Document, that would enable the Authorities largely to evade public participation of the developments over a long
period into the future. Antisocial and anti-environmental intentions are apparent in the inevitable effects on woodlands,
open spaces and parklands in the Appended Map. The predication of all these plans and changed plans upon the
proposed Northern Distributor Road ensures that they are all unsound, since the handling of that road by local
authorities over the past several years has lacked the honesty and openness necessary in such planning processes.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 11994 - 8747 - FC9 - None |

11994 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Miss C M Parrott [8747] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12000 - 8750 - FC9 - None |

12000 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs Anastasiou [8750] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

i. Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
ii. Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during the period most councillors will be away on holiday.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12002 - 8749 - FC9 - None |

12002 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs M Morgan [8749] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12005 - 8751 - FC9 - None|

12005 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr Anastasiou [8751] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during the period most councillors will be away on holiday.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12008 - 8752 - FC9 - None |

12008 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Alison Wright [8752] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12011 - 8753 - FC9 - None |

12011 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: J E Townsend [8753] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: Herewith my formal object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12014 - 8754 - FC9 - None |

12014 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs M Mobbs [8754] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12017 - 8755 - FC9 - None |

12017 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: R J Hastings [8755] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12020 - 8756 - FC9 - None |

12020 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Roger & Janice Smith [8756] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12023 - 8757 - FC9 - None |

12023 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Barry John and Nicola Theobald [8757] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12026 - 8758 - FC9 - None |

12026 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Jeanette Rose [8758] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. Public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised but very badly advertised. Although the notice was put in the local
press, many people do not take a daily newspaper and therefore would not be aware of nay public meetings. No
publicity was put in Salhouse and nothing was advertised at Jubliee Hall on the day, apart from the front door being left
open!

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12029 - 8759 - FC9 - None |

12029 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Julia Yates [8759] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12033 - 8761 - FC9 - None|

12033 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Ms Judith Hurrell [8761] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12035 - 8760 - FC9 - None |

12035 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr A Birks and Miss N Cook [8760] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12038 - 8762 - FC9 - None |

12038 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs Patricia Hurrell [8762] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12041 - 8763 - FC9 - None |

12041 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Sharon Ingram [8763] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12044 - 8764 - FC9 - None |

12044 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs J Layton [8764] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12047 - 8765 - FC9 - None |

12047 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Gladwell [8765] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12050 - 8766 - FC9 - None |

12050 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs C Hollidge [8766] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12053 - 8767 - FC9 - None |

12053 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr Alan Samwell [8767] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parkland.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Please respond to this letter and include it in the record of public responses to the consultation.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12056 - 8087 - FC9 - None |

12056 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Miss Marguerite Finn [8087] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12059 - 8660 - FC9 - None |

12059 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Julie Wilson [8660] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12062 - 8768 - FC9 - None |

12062 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Paul Osborne [8768] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12065 - 8769 - FC9 - None |

12065 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Jonathan Kemp [8769] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath and Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focussed Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

* The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in North-East Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find more out have been organised.

* Re-labelling the North-East Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

* | am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on the areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as 'white space’ within the growth triangle (i.e. land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

* | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the North-East of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this
scale will result in adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12068 - 8770 - FC9 - None |

12068 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs Julie Grimes [8770] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

| wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

1. Replacement Policy 10 ( FC8 and FC9 ) Location for major new or expanded communities in Norwich Policy Area
2. Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view, the Focused Changes are unsound for the Following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in northeast Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful pubic exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the pubic an opportunity to find out more, have been organised. | myself did not know about the policy's Numbered 1
and 2 above until this week and the closing date is the 30" August.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Nonvich growth location as a Strategic Allocation to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the
planning process and avoid the requirement for public

examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'White space' within the growth triangle ( ie land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses identified as having environmental constraints would have to be
sacrificed to development, Or, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the
Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4 1 object in principle to the purposed development of up to 10,000 based around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road
to the north-east of Norwich. As well, as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse
effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham road and salhouse road.

It is about time we released that destroying woodland, common land were its been left to develop, nature takes its own
course and wildlife has moved in Over many, many years its uniqueness should be cherish. These places should be
left alone for us humans to enjoy as well as the wildlife. Once gone they will never be able to be copied for the next
generation as so many other things can. Were will there children go to enjoy nature at its best see old giant trees
capture there imaginations. Books, pictures, will he no sub torte for the real thing Were so lucky here in Norfolk to have
these Lets Keep it that way.

Beautiful plaices for wildlife and the Mature Trees are not only providing food homes for these, There helping to clean
are air. Yes, there going to plaint new saplings that yes absorb more carbon as they grow than mature trees but let us
stop playing that excuse to get around cutting mature trees. In our grand children's life time they may never see the
beauty of mature trees in there tall giant splendour until there 50 plus if we keep on cutting these trees down, the oak
tree is now being threatened by

some bug like the elm so we are losing trees so cutting healthy ones own is just radicalises .

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12071 - 8771 - FC9 - None|

12071 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Miss Jenny Morgan [8771] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12074 - 8310 - FC9 - None]

12074 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not he able to respond and they are not
likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would
also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12089 - 8309 - FC9 - None |

12089 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FCI0) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe st Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following

reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on

the proposals to give the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised. Most Parish Councils will not be
able to respond and they are not likely to be meeting during this period and most councillors will be away on holiday.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid tbe
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on

Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. It would also impact on Wroxham and Hoveton causing massive traffic jams and
serious damage to the tourism industry.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12092 - 8310 - FCO - 1, il, ii

12092 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr | T Smith [8310] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: [not supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12093 - 7971 - FCO - 1, i, ii

12093 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: COLNEY PARISH MEETING (Dr Graham Martin) Agent: N/A
[7971]

Full Text:

Summary: Ref. JCS FOCUSSED CHANGES REPRESENTATIO

Special reference to FC 9and FC10

This parish does not support the massive housing developments planned in the JCS as they are
based on an out of date strategy and are unsustainable. The current changes do not address

our concerns. We are especially concerned about the implications of FC 10.

We believe the JCS is NOT SOUND because its is not justified, not effective and not consistent
with National Policy

We do not believe it is reasonable for the Council to take powers to exclude public involvement in
the development of the Joint Core Strategy. This policy is an enabling document to create a
Strategic Allocation which will be administered using a Supplementary Planning Document. The
use of an SPD covering the entire Growth Triangle and for the whole of the period of this plan as a
device to take total control of housing development and would set a precedent for housing
development in the whole Greater Norwich Area. This is undemocratic. It is also in direct
contravention to the stated aims of the government to give powers back to communities to decide
how local planning should evolve. It will ignore Parish Plans and govern by dictat which is
completely unacceptable. The Localism Bill which the Government announced after the election
must be part of any consideration of Planning Policy for the future.

Yours sincerely,

Dr Graham Martin

Chairman

Colney Parish Meeting

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12098 - 8777 - FC9 - None |

12098 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs J A Watts [8777] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12104 - 8309 - FC9 -, ii, iii

12104 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr David Smith [8309] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: [None Supplied]

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0-12112 - 8779 - FC9 - None|

12112 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Margaret Prime [8779] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would hae to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road. Also
the use of top grade agricultural land being used for building when food for future generations will be so important. How
stupid is this?

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12117 - 8458 - FC9 - None|

12117 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr John Michael Evans [8458] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12120 - 8780 - FC9 - None|

12120 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Eric Wise [8780] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: I wish to formally object to the focused changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (fc8 & fc9): Locations for major new or
expanded communities in the Norwich Policy area.

ii) Replacement appendix 5 (fc10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath,
Thorpe St.Andrew Growth Triangle concept statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view the focused changes are
very unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to
10,000 new houses in north east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation'
has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given
to enable proper consideration of a detailed concept statement.

No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to
give the public an opportunity to find out more, have been

organised.

2. Re-labelling the North East Norwich growth location as a ' Strategic
Allocation’, to be followed up by a supplementary planning

document rather than an area action plan, is intended to speed up

the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. I am concrned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount
of growth on areas shown as environmental constraints on

the proposals map accompanying appendix 5 such as woodlands, open
spaces and historic parklands.

The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie:

land not yet developed and which is not identified as having
enviromental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for
its potential housing capacity.

| am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be
accomodated within the white space and therefore either

some land identified as having enviromental constraints would have
to be sacrificed to development, or the proposed number of new
builds would have to be scaled down.

THE JCS AND FOCUSED CHANGES DO NOT ADDRESS

THIS IMPORTANT ISSUE.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000
dwellings based around a Northern Distributor Road to the

North East of Norwich.

As well as a loss of countryside a development on this scale will

result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably
Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road, also impacting heavily on other
major roads to the east.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12123 - 8782 - FC9 - None |

12123 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Ms Thelma Berry [8782] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement. Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:
1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed

number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as
having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed

Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12126 - 8651 - FC9 - None|

12126 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Greg Townes [8651] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12129 - 8783 - FC9 - None|

12129 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs Linda Townes [8783] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12132 - 8784 - FC9 - None|

12132 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Martin Thurlow [8784] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12135 - 8785 - FC9 - None|

12135 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Simon and Veronique Cornish [8785] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register US as objectorS. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. 1 am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as 'white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12138 - 8786 - FC9 - None|

12138 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Anthony Austwick [8786] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

if) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector.

In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. 1 am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as 'white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road, Salhouse Road and the Plumstead
Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12141 - 8787 - FC9 - None|

12141 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Prof Leslie H Sutcliffe [8787] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Statement of Focused Changes - public consultation 19 July - 30 August

| wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded
communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St.
Andrew Growth Triangle Concept Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the
following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in
north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage
with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept
Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the
public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be
followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is
intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public
examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on
areas shown as environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix
5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white
space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified
as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its
potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses
could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land
identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down.
The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based
around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as
loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in other adverse effects such
as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12145 - 8790 - FC9 - None |

12145 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Mark Gunton [8790] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O -12148 - 8789 - FC9 - None |

12148 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr and Mrs J P and H A Shanks [8789] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

We are very concerned by the fact that the public consultation period regarding the Focussed Changes to the Joint
Core Strategy has been held during the holiday period. This has limited the opportunities for local views to be heard.
Neither are we satisfied with the proposal to reclassify this area as a 'strategic allocation’, which we believe would mean
that future work could be progressed through a Supplementary Planning Document instead of a Area Action Plan. We
understand that the effect of re-classification to an SPD would be that changes could be made to the Growth Triangle
Plans without further public consultation. This, in our view, is undemocratic and improper.

Whilst we appreciate the importance of meeting social needs, it is the massive scale of the growth, without the need for
local consensus, which we find totally unacceptable. We have read local news accounts about our woodlands being
considered for development. Local people feel desperate about this - for themselves and future generations - and we
do not see how the so-called guardians of our county could have even considered this step.

We strongly urge district councils to work with local people to find a better way forward. For example, by small-scale
developments that support individual local needs and job opportunities; spread around the county and in areas where
they exist.

We have responded by letter rather than on the Representation Form, which appears too prescriptive, but trust that you
will include this in the record of public responses.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12151 - 8792 - FC9 - None |

12151 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mrs Susan Simpson [8792] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12154 - 8793 - FC9 - None |

12154 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr and Mrs WJ Bateman [8793] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12158 - 8791 - FC9 - None|

12158 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: M J Canfor [8791] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 - 12160 - 8794 - FC9 - None |

12160 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Sarah Tetlow [8794] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12165 - 8795 - FC9 - None |

12165 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: H Canfor [8795] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12168 - 8796 - FC9 - None |

12168 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Michael Tetlow [8796] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12172 - 8797 - FC9 - None |

12172 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr and Mrs P Raven [8797] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this letter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12176 - 8799 - FC9 - None |

12176 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: M D Absalom [8799] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| 0 - 12179 - 1781 - FC9 - None]

12179 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Blofield Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1781] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1. This change in status is being introduced in haste without anyone being acquainted with the

importance of the changes proposed change. Broadland District Council has referred to it as a

‘wrapping-up' exercise. To produce a Concept Statement in this way does not address the vital

matter of proper public consultation. This has not been done. No public meetings or exhibitions on the revised
proposals have been undertaken in the affected areas.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is really not appropriate. Whilst it will speed up the Planning

Process it is our view that the removal of the requirement for a public examination and concentration of the power
within the District Council is unsound.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O -12182 - 7172 - FC9 -, ii |

12182 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:

Full Text:

Summary:

Norfolk and Norwich Transport Action Group (Ms Agent: N/A
Denise Carlo) [7172]

Appendix 5 Paragraph 1:
Not justified:

- no evidence to demonstrate whether there is sufficient land for up to 10,000 new dwellings and other types of
development within the fixed boundaries of the growth triangle without encroaching on areas shown as environmental
constraints in maps accompanying Appendix 5.

- no credible or robust evidence base to show that large scale road building near new development facilitates walking
and cycling as principal modes. It goes without saying that such road building is likely to ensure that the private car is
the preferred mode. This risks undermining the objectives and concept of the eco-town contrary to national policy to
reduce reliance on the private car and to reduce the need to travel (PPG13, PPS1).

- no evidence to support the claim that the NDR is necessary for serving the extension for the reasons outlined in FC8
above (p. 6).

- no evidence to show how and to what extent the NDR facilitates public transport, walking and cycling. The County
Council's Major Scheme Business Case for the NDR shows that in north Norwich, the NDR would reduce traffic flows
by only 1.68% in the AM peak(5) and increase traffic by 0.04% in the PM peak. In contrast, evidence from the
Department for Transport's Sustainable Travel Demonstration towns has shown that the delivery of an intensive
programme of Smarter Choices reduces car trips by 9% and car mileage by 5%.

Appendix 5, Paragraph 10: is not effective as it is questionable whether a NDR can be delivered. It is also not justified
as the most recent advice from Government to Norfolk County Council regarding the NDR states,

" Local Authorities.... should not that assume schemes prioritised under the previous Government's Regional Funding
Allocations (RFA) process will be funded to the previous published levels. ........ We would therefore strongly advise you
to minimize further development activity on this scheme " . (6)

Paragraph 10 is not effective on the basis that delivery of Postwick Hub is questionable. The most recent advice from
Government to Norfolk County Council states:

"In view of the uncertainty over the availability of the funding for the scheme (ie Postwick Hub), it has been decided to
defer, for the time being, the holding of a local inquiry. The way forward on this scheme should become clearer once
the spending review is complete." (7)

Paragraph 10 is not justified as there is no credible evidence to show an NDR is part of the "baseline". Since it has not
been built, the road cannot be considered as part of the baseline for the development strategy.

Paragraph 10 is Not Justified: There is no credible or robust evidence base to show that large scale road building
facilitates walking and cycling as principal modes. Norfolk County Council has no committed plans to delivering any
large scale changes in the reallocation of road space towards sustainable modes following the implementation of an
NDR. Apart from a BRT route along Salhouse Road, the Proposals Map (Constraint and Opportunities, Appendix 5)
shows no other sustainable transport infrastructure measures such as a bus lane along Wroxham Road and a strategic
cycle network.

Paragraph 44: This is not justified as there is no clear evidence to show that the NDR is needed to solve the existing
transport problems in Norwich.

Paragraphs 44- 47: By its own admission, the JCS shows that the development allocated in the growth triangle is
almost certainly not deliverable as, it is claimed, it is entirely dependent on the NDR and/or the Postwick Hub
improvements and there is significant uncertainty over the funding for both of these schemes. Here the JCS as a whole
is shown not to be effective because the strategic allocation, on which rests the entire strategy, is not deliverable
without the NDR. Indeed, the GNDP is clearly stating that without the NDR and Postwick Hub there can be no
commitment to growth in the growth triangle. It raises the question as to where this growth will be going instead, but the
JCS offers no alternative locations should this situation arise.

(5) NNTAG and CPRE assessment of NDR Major Scheme Business Case, December 2008. The need to free up road
space is most pertinent during the peak periods. At other times there is ample capacity to reallocate road space

(6) Letter re NNDR from Dept. for Transport to Mike Jackson Norfolk County Council dated 10 June 2010.

(7) Letter from Government Office for East Midlands 2 August 2010 advising the Minister will hold a local inquiry into
A47 Trunk Road (Postwick Interchange) Slip and Side Roads Orders.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12186 - 8798 - FC9 - None |

12186 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Diana Campbell [8798] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0 -12190 - 8801 - FC9 - None|

12190 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Mr R J Halford [8801] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Having just driven from Rackheath to Wroxham and observed once again the extreme pressure of traffic on the way

into Hoveton, particularly at this time of year, even without any further housing development in the general area, | wish
to formally object to the Focussed Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of farmland and countryside, a development on this scale
will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road which,
demonstrably are incapable of coping with the present level without any further increase.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12197 - 8800 - FC9 - None |

12197 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: Mr & Mrs Ray & Maureen Anderson [8800] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12205 - 8804 - FC9 - None |

12205 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Roger and Julie Aspland [8804] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12208 - 8805 - FC9 - None |

12208 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Ms Hilary Howells [8805] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12213 - 8806 - FC9 - None|

12213 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr C S Spelman [8806] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give the public an
opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12217 - 8807 - FC9 - None|

12217 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Nicolette Mary Richards [8807] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12222 - 8810 - FC9 - None |

12222 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Roger Dobson [8810] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12226 - 8812 - FC9 - None |

12226 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Christopher and Gaynor Peck [8812] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12233 - 8813 - FC9 - None |

12233 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Jonathan Breed [8813] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed

number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as
having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed

Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

S - 12237 - 8057 - FCO - None|

12237 Support

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: Highways Agency (Mr Eric Cooper) [8057] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Focussed change: Policy 10 Locations for major new, or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

3. Focussed change: Appendix 5 Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Area Triangle Concept
Statement. It is noted that the proposed change from the production of an Area Action Plan to the provision of a
Supplementary Planning Document supported by a concept statement embeds the decision of Broadland District
Council to follow this approach as set out in

their adopted Local Development Scheme (December 2009). Whilst the Highways Agency has no objection in principle
to this approach and accepts the need/des ire for increasing housing growth rates, there is some concern that without
careful planning, there is a danger that the area will be developed in a piece meal approach rather than taking a holistic
view of the whole area and developing overall master planning and implementation policies which would then be
subject to independent scrutiny. The Highways Agency has worked with Norfolk County Council on understanding the
transport implications of growth in the Norwich area and contributed to the development of the evidence base. In
conjunction with this significant work has been undertaken looking at the impacts of growth on the A47 Postwick
Interchange and developing a junction scheme which would facilitate the delivery of the proposed Northern Distributor
Route and enable delivery of local employment areas (e.g. Broadland Gate). The acceptable conclusions of that work
were based on assumptions that the delivery of sustainable growth in the triangle area would significantly influenced by
high modal shift away from travel by private car. If the area is developed on a piece meal approach then there is a high
risk that sufficient levels of modal shift will not be achieved, the opportunities of economies of scale lost and the
highway network will not be able to cope with potential future levels of traffic.

Ultimately this could in the long term have a bearing on achieving planning consents for development towards the end
of the plan period. Consequently, the Highways Agency's preference is to retain the concept of an Area Act ion Plan
which will focus on the implementation and delivery of the whole area and developing area wide mechanisms which will
be subject to independent scrutiny, i.e. the development of a managed process of delivery. If this approach is not taken
and there is a more piece meal approach to delivery based on a Supplementary Planning Document, then it will be
essential that the local planning authority in pressing forward with early delivery of growth considers at all times the
implications of the 'bigger picture ' and mechanisms are put in place to ensure this takes place in full consultation with
strategic partners.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12244 - 8814 - FC9 - None |

12244 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Christopher Lawrence Hiscox [8814] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12251 - 1823 - FC9 - None|

12251 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Salhouse Parish Council (Mrs D Wyatt) [1823] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: 1. This change in status is being introduced in haste without anyone being adequately apprised of the importance of the

proposed changes. Broadland District Council has referred to it as a ‘wrapping-up' exercise. To produce a Concept
Statement in this way does not address the vital matter of proper public consultation. This has not been done. No
public meetings or exhibitions on the revised proposals

have been undertaken in the affected areas.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to

be followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action

Plan, is really not appropriate. Whilst it will speed up the Planning Process it is our view that the removal of the
requirement for a public examination and the concentration of power within the District Council is unsound.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12258 - 8047 - FC9 - None]

12258 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Wroxham Parish Council (Mrs Daphne Wyatt) Agent: N/A
[8047]
Full Text:
Summary: 1. This change in status is being introduced in haste without anyone being acquainted with the

importance of the changes proposed change. Broadland District Council has referred to it as a

‘wrapping-up' exercise. To produce a Concept Statement in this way does not address the vital

matter of proper public consultation. This has not been done. No public meetings or

exhibitions on the revised proposals have been undertaken in the affected areas.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is really not appropriate. Whilst it
will speed up the Planning Process it is our view that the removal of the requirement for a public examination and
concentration of the power within the District

Council is unsound.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12262 - 8821 - FC9 - None|

12262 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Frank & Karen Reding [8821] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: We wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
ii) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew

Growth Triangle Concept Statement Please register us as objectors. In our view the Focused Changes are unsound for
the following

reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in northeast Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed

up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning
process and avoid the requirement for a public examination.

3. We are concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as
environmental constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and
historic parklands. The area shown as ‘white space’ within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is
not identified as having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing
capacity. We are concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white
space. Therefore, either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to
development, OR, the proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed
Changes do not address this important issue.

4. We object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12265 - 8822 - FC9 - None |

12265 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Nicholas Wiltshire [8822] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded

communities in the Norwich Policy Area

ii) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the

following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in

north-east Norwich to a 'Strategic Allocation’ has been introduced at a very late stage

with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public
exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be

followed up by a Supplementary Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is

intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based

around a Norwich Northern Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development
on this scale will result in other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse
Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12268 - 8820 - FC9 - None |

12268 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Simon Kett [8820] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10 (FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meeting on the proposals to give
the public an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Relabelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some
land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed
number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this
important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12271 - 8823 - FC9 - None|

12271 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Greg Insull [8823] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area
i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement.

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation’

has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper consideration of a detailed
Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give the public an opportunity to
find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the

Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands. The area shown as
'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as having environmental
constraints) does not appear to

have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am concerned that the proposed number of new houses could
not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore, either some land identified as

having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the proposed number of new
buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major

traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 12298 - 8589 - FCO - 1, il, ii

12298 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent: SNUB (Stop Norwich Urbanisation) (Mr Alan R. Agent: N/A
Williams) [8589]

Full Text:

Summary:

Legal Compliance

1. This is not legally compliant because it has not followed the requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

2. This is not legally compliant because the consultation relating to elements of the Growth Triangle is flawed:

2.1 The ECO town was imposed by the Government.

2.2 The responses to consultation were disregarded.

3. The sustainability report will be subject to change after the consultation. It is has yet to be considered by the GNDP.
The consultees are not able to comment, as they cannot know the report's content when it is presented to the
Inspectors.

Soundness

1. The text indicates the nature of the representation

2. Itis not justified because the evidence is not available to show the participation of the local community.

3. Itis not effective because there are serious doubts about the delivery of infrastructure.

4. The new government has made a number of changes to policies covering this process, which are not included in this
document and therefore it is not possible to say that it is consistent with national policy.

Policy FC9 Growth Triangle

1. This change is being introduced without informing the public of the significance of the changes proposed. The
explanation in the consultation makes no reference to the consequences of designating this differently under an
alternative planning regime. Broadland District Council has referred to it as a ‘wrapping-up' exercise. To produce a
Concept Statement in this way does not address the vital matter of proper public consultation. No public meetings or
exhibitions on the revised proposals have been undertaken in the affected areas.

2. Only Broadland District Council is proposing to introduce this methodology.

3. Re-labelling the northeast Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is really not appropriate. Whilst it may speed up the Planning
Process, the removal of the requirement for a public examination and concentration of the power within the executive of
the District Council is unsound.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12301 - 8835 - FC9 - None |

12301 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9

Respondent:  Wroxham Parish Plan Group (R B Colman) [8835] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: | write on behalf of the Wroxham Parish Plan Group. The Group was formed under the auspices of the Wroxham

Parish Council in line with the Government initiative to encourage village communities to have their say on matters
affecting the village. As usual in the initiative the opinion of each household on a wide range of issues was gleaned by
means of a questionnaire. We undertook the questionnaire survey in the spring of this year. We has a response from
443 households out of a total of 654 primary residences (second homes and holiday lets being discounted). This
response reflects a 68% return, compared with 65% in the recent general election. We therefore consider that we have
a mandate to speak for the whole Village.

The answers to a number of questions relevant to your enquiry were:

Q39 Wroxham is designated as a Key Service Centre in the proposed Joint Core Strategy for Greater Norwich. It is
proposed that it is therefore suitable to receive 200-300 new dwellings between now and 2026. Is Wroxham well places
to cope with this development?

Yes 49 No 343

Q40 is the existing village infra-structure able to support the development of 200-300 extra houses

Yes 35 No 352

Q41 Does anyone in your household need their own housing in Wroxham?

Yes 35 No 381

Q43 Do you know anyone who has had to move away from Wroxham because they could not find housing locally that
they could afford?

Yes 57 No 330

Q46 Are you in agreement with the intended Eco town in Rackheath?

Yes 80 No 304

Q47 Are you in agreement with the proposed conference and tourist development in Salhouse?

Yes 79 No 225

We urge you to take the views of a community such as ours into account in your deliberations.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O - 12309 - 8837 - FC9 - None |

12309 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: L Stavridis [8837] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector and acknowledge receipt of this latter. In my view the Focused Changes are
unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

0O -12312 - 8838 - FC9 - None |

12312 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr Jason Michael Hollidge [8838] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12316 - 8840 - FC9 - None |

12316 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs Sue and Graham Bergin [8840] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be scarificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed changes do not address
this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12325 - 8687 - FC9 - None |

12325 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mr John Allaway [8687] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12326 - 8708 - FC9 - None |

12326 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent:  Mrs Ann Moy [8708] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation', to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. I am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12330 - 8844 - FC9 - None |

12330 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs R.J & E.M Saunders [8844] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 12333 - 8845 - FC9 - None |

12333 Object

Focussed changes Policy 10 FC9
Respondent: Mr & Mrs David George [8845] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
The area shown as 'white space' within the growth triangle (ie: land not yet developed and which is not identified as
having environmental constraints) does not appear to have been assessed for its potential housing capacity. | am
concerned that the proposed number of new houses could not be accommodated within the white space. Therefore,
either some land identified as having environmental constraints would have to be sacrificed to development, OR, the
proposed number of new buildings would have to be scaled down. The JCS and the Focussed Changes do not
address this important issue.

4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11744 - 8665 - FC10 - i, ii, ii

11744 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10

Respondent:  Nicola Kerr [8665] Agent: N/A

Full Text: | find the plan most disturbing. The "Growth Triangle" implies a level of development which is inconsistent with the

current landscape and, since it encompasses significant areas of historic parkland, is unsuitable for the development of
residential, workplace and roads.

The document identifies 'constraints' which quite properly regulate and limit the amount of development which may take
place in areas of historic parkland and ancient woodland, but seem to imply that this will be available as green spaces
for local communities; at present these lands are in private ownership. This is a rural community and this development
is unwelcome.

The views of the local community have not been taken into account. The route for the NDR was changed after
submissions had been made, to a new route which had not been consulted on at all.

My postcode (NR13 6LP) was not included in the original survey on the NDR because (I was told) the postcodes used
were ‘probably out of date' and did not include ‘'new devlopments' (I moved in in 2001 and most of my neighbours
beforehand, ie several years before).

| was not sent any documents on the ecotown which identified it's location or invited me to comment by the authorities.
| heard more on Radio 4's 'Today' programme and in the local newsletter.

It is not appropriate to build the NDR on the route proposed as it is too far out from Norwich and will encourage 'in fill'
building on land which has historically been rural land, which is contrary to national policy. The infrastructure is
insufficient for such a large development. It is not taking into account adequately the ancient woodlands and parkland,
which should not be threatened by development.

Moreover, this on line consultation is confusing. | am asked to tick boxes saying 'justified’ ‘effective’ and 'consistent
with national policy' whereas, for the avoidance of doubt, | feel the contrary. | had to call the helpline for assistance, but
| am sure a number of other people wishing to comment will also have been confused, which is a poor approach to
consultation as others may have been deterred from submitting their views.

Moreover, in the current economic climate | think it is unacceptable to pursue this strategy. And a waste of money not
to shelve it immediately.

Summary: Inadequate consultation, including change of route for the NDR after the consultation.
NDR too far out, encouraging in fill building, contrary to national policy
Insufficient regard for historic parklands and ancient woodland.
Postcodes omitted from original NDR consultation
Suspension of current palns to consult due to funding uncertainties.
Inadequate assessment of funding requirements.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11745 - 8606 - FC10 - None]

11745 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10

Respondent: Sara Beaven [8606] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Policy 10 - appendix5  Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the

following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals to give the public
an opportunity to find out more have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. |l am concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.
4. | object in principle to the proposed development of up to 10,000 dwellings based around a Norwich Northern
Distributor Road to the north-east of Norwich. As well as loss of countryside, a development on this scale will result in
other adverse effects such as major traffic growth, notably on Wroxham Road and Salhouse Road.

5 | also object to the timing of the consultation period which has been scheduled over the summer holidays where
people are less likely to be able to respond and where local Parish Councils are not meeting in August. In fact some
councils have been unable to convene to discuss this and make any representation to the strategy. This is
undemocratic and should be rescheduled or the time allowed to object extended to allow a proper and democratic
response.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11747 - 8513 - FC10 - None]
11747 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10

Respondent: Mr David Hastings [8513] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Once again | wish to state my strong opposition to the Joint Core Strategy which involved a flawed consultation. In

view of the large change in circumstances as well as a new

Government | believe that the entire Joint Core Strategy should now be withdrawn until the new housing figures and
details of the Government spending review are known.

To proceed any further without these new details would be a waste of public money.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| S - 11753 - 8668 - FC10 - None

11753 Support

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10

Respondent: National Grid (Bethany Tucker) [8668] Agent: N/A

Full Text:

Summary: Local authorities have a statutory duty to consider applications for development in the vicinity of high

pressure (above 7 bar) pipelines and to advise the developer on whether the development should be
allowed on safety grounds on rules provided by HSE. In order to enable Local Authorities to discharge
this duty and also to ensure that National Grid's pipelines are protected from uncontrolled development in
the vicinity of the pipeline please read the following guidance:

Specification for Safe Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure Gas Pipelines and
Associated Installations - Requirements for Third Parties
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/S0ACACOA-ED26-41A7-91FA-
83163A98270F/23790/TSPSSW22_J537_Rev0807.pdf

Gas Transmission Underground Pipelines - Guidance
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/446009BF-ABB5-42E1-BOFE-
44E90D577DD5/18653/APTGasGuidance_2_.pdf

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11754 - 934 - FC10 -ii |

11754 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10
Respondent:  Natural England (Ms Helen Ward) [934] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary:

Natural England supports the concept of more detailed master-planning for the north east sector of Norwich through the
production of a Supplementary Planning Document. However, there are overarching areas of uncertainty which need to
be resolved at the Joint Core Strategy stage before this document is finalised.

Applying the definition of 'sound' given above (fit for purpose, showing good judgement, able to be trusted), we are
specifically concerned about the reliance of the whole policy on the unsecured provision of the Northern Distributor
Road, as set out in points 44 and 46. While such uncertainty remains, the Statement of Focussed Changes affirms that
‘there cannot be commitment to large-scale development in the growth triangle' (page 22), which is the driver of FC10.
It is difficult to see how this tallies with the ‘sound infrastructure delivery planning' required to render the plan effective,
as set out in your guidance notes below. It would be helpful to provide an assessment of the strategy for delivering
growth within the triangle if the NDR does not receive the requisite funding to go ahead. If development of this area is
only sustainable with the provision of the NDR, and the timeframe for delivery of the NDR is unconfirmed, there should
be an alternative approach to master-planning for the north east sector.

Point 6 (page 11) - as well as Racecourse Plantation, reference should also be made under this point to County Wildlife
Sites 2042: Belmore & Brown's Plantations, and 1392: Paine's Yard Wood, The Owlery and March Covert.

Point 7 (page 11) - as elsewhere within the GNDP area, we would argue that another 'key issue' for the Appropriate
Assessment is water quality. Please amend the reference to increased visitor pressure having an adverse effect (i.e.
disturbance) on 'habitats' to read 'species'. Unlike coastal habitats, the Broads are not especially sensitive to direct
pressure through trampling of vegetation, but there is a risk of breeding and over-wintering birds being displaced from
their grounds.

Point 14 (page 13) - utility constraints - We note the constraint that the existing strategic sewer has capacity for an
additional 4000 homes (presumably this would include homes elsewhere in Norwich outside the growth triangle).
However, we do not consider that the phrase ‘adequate time for necessary reinforcements to be programmed' fully
addresses the plan's need for 'sound infrastructure delivery planning'. A more strategic approach to sewerage provision
would also be needed to satisfy the requirements of the Habitats Regulations and ensure a conclusion of no adverse
effect on internationally designated sites. This raises a question over the test of soundness (effectiveness), as set out
in your guidance notes below - requiring 'delivery partners who are signed up to it'. A commitment is required from
Anglian Water that future growth would be served by adequate infrastructure provision.

We strongly support the vision set out on page 13 for a 'multi-functional network of greenspaces and green links', which
are required to mitigate for, and sustain, the planned growth. Natural England advocates the Accessible Natural
Greenspace Standards (ANGSt), and has produced a guidance document - Nature Nearby (March 2010) - which can
be downloaded from our website: www.naturalengland.org.uk. A recent Natural England report - Analysis of Accessible
Natural Greenspace Provision for Norfolk (June 2010) - has shown that the Broadland District Council area has 0% of
its households currently meeting the combined ANGSt target, and 23.4% households meeting none of the ANGSt
targets. There is, therefore, clearly a need for additional green infrastructure provision to serve the existing population,
and even greater pressure on existing assets from future growth proposals.

Point 18 - landscape structure. We note, on page 16, the stated importance of protecting 'existing important assets',
including County Wildlife Sites. Although this may be the plan policy, we are aware that planning applications coming
forward pre-adoption do not place the same emphasis on the protection of these assets and - if the plan is relying on
their existence to maintain landscape structure/green linkages - their long-term security is not guaranteed. The
‘extensive network of connected spaces', formed of Brown's, Belmore and Racecourse Plantations is already subject to
development pressure, so additional assets may need to be identified/created.

Point 20 - although multi-functionality should be the aspiration of new greenspace provision, it must also be recognised
that some land uses are mutually exclusive and it is important to safeguard appropriate areas for biodiversity benefit,
where the needs of wildlife are prioritised.

Point 33 - we fully endorse the assumption that all opportunities to exceed the minimum open space provision must be
taken, not at the expense of reductions in provision elsewhere.

Point 43 - we feel that this is where more robust wording is required to link the phasing of development to the provision
of the requisite infrastructure, in terms of water supply, waste-water disposal and green infrastructure. It should be
made explicit that no additional growth will pre-empt the provision of these essential services, as elsewhere in the Joint
Core Strategy.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

| O - 11755 - 7738 - FC10 - None]

11755 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10
Respondent:  Anglian Water (Mrs Sue Bull) [7738] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes.

Item 14. - page 13.

"Initial transfer to Whitlingham would be possible utilising an existing strategic sewer with capacity for 4000 houses
above current commitments"

We do not currently have capacity for 4000 properties within existing sewers above current commitments. Minor
network infrastructure upgrades will be required to accommodate the initial 200 property exemplar phase but significant
upgrades will be required to accommodate the remainder of the 4000 properties. The Water Cycle Study planned for
the Eco-Community will identify and address these issues. Whitlingham WwTW does have the required treatment
capacity to accommodate the full proposed allocation but it is the network infrastructure which will be required to be
upgraded.

Please amend this sentence to reflect the above.

Do not hesitate to contact me should you wish to discuss.

Note: The composite reference number in the box at the top of the page is made up of the following information:Object/Support -
Representation Number - Respondent Number - Plan Reference - Soundness Tests (if applicable).



Statement of Focussed Changes (Joint Core Strategy)

O - 11758 - 8670 - FC10 - None |

11758 Object

Focussed changes Appendix 5 FC10
Respondent: Dr Larraine Maitland [8670] Agent: N/A
Full Text:

Summary: | wish to formally object to the Focused Changes:

i) Replacement Policy 10(FC8 and FC9): Locations for major new or expanded communities in the Norwich Policy Area

i) Replacement Appendix 5 (FC10) Old Catton, Sprowston, Rackheath, Thorpe St. Andrew Growth Triangle Concept
Statement

Please register me as an objector. In my view the Focused Changes are unsound for the following reasons:

1. The change in status from a broad location for growth for up to 10,000 new houses in north-east Norwich to a
'Strategic Allocation' has been introduced at a very late stage with inadequate time given to enable proper
consideration of a detailed Concept Statement. No meaningful public exhibitions or meetings on the proposals, to give
the public an opportunity to find out more, have been organised.

2. Re-labelling the north-east Norwich growth location as a 'Strategic Allocation’, to be followed up by a Supplementary
Planning Document rather than an Area Action Plan, is intended to speed up the planning process and avoid the
requirement for a public examination.

3. lam concerned about the direct and indirect impacts of a large amount of growth on areas shown as environmental
constraints on the Proposals Map accompanying Appendix 5 such as woodlands, open spaces and historic parklands.