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INTRODUCTION

Howard Hutton & Associates welcome the overall conclusion that housing levels proposed can be accommodated without adversely effecting the integrity of the TBHSPA, subject to a suitable strategic avoidance and mitigation strategy. 

We note the need for more research on the effectiveness of SANGS and note the Assessor’s conclusion that, if they are found to be effective, the quantum of land that would be needed (at the reduced rates proposed by the Assessor) would be likely to be forthcoming.

We welcome the recommendation that any mitigation and avoidance strategy should include habitat and access management measures and that greater flexibility of the size and location of SANGS should be sought.

Howard Hutton & Associates would be grateful if the Assessor would clarify what should happen with the Draft Delivery Plan (DDP). 

The Delivery Plan is in its second draft. Natural England agree that it has no status in the planning system. The Assessor has found it to be unsound in its present form and that there is a need for substantial revisions as well as further research and more progress on the Access and Habitat Management components. 

The Assessor notes that the DDP is expected to have only a limited life and recommends that the strategic way forward is to form an overarching body and prepare a joint Development Plan Document (DPD) and that this work should start  immediately. 

The Assessor is asked to clarify whether, in his view, there is any need to further revise the DDP in these circumstances? Is it not better to let the DDP, along with comments from his report plus the results of any subsequent research feed into, and inform,  the new DPD?

COMMENTS ON RECOMMENDATIONS 

We comment now on the specific recommendations made by the Assessor under para 10 of the report and in the order presented.

A   Short term (within the next 6 months).

We express some concern as to whether it will be possible to achieve the many things listed under this heading. A program for action is urgently needed with roles assigned and deadlines identified for each of the recommendations.  

(i) Howard Hutton & Associates welcome the need for Conservation Objectives for the TBHSPA as a whole and the need to establish baselines. However if the baseline figures relate to bird numbers (rather than say habitat condition) what would happen if a harsh winter significantly reduced the population? It would clearly not be right to reintroduce another moratorium on housing in such circumstances. 


Perhaps the Assessor could clarify his recommendations relating to baselines and highlight the danger of managing the TBHSPA, and development around it, based on bird numbers alone.

(ii) (a) – (h) The proposed interim strategy is welcomed subject to some reservation about the visitor pressure modelling (see below). In practice the implementation of the interim strategy does not need to be achieved through a further revision to the draft Delivery Plan just a policy statement by  NE that in the future it will not raise objections to development that meet the criteria identified by the Assessor.  

The Assessor is requested to recommend that NE considers amending its response to future planning applications so that it accords with his recommendations. 


The concept of locating development in areas where adjacent parts of the  TBHSPA are experiencing lower visitor pressure is understood and supported and there is time between now, and the time the allocations need to be made by Councils in accordance with the requirements of the South East Plan,  to prove and refine the visitor pressure model and extend it to the whole SPA.


The Assessor is asked to clarify how applications of over 10 dwellings or within 1km of ‘sensitive areas’ of the SPA might be dealt with  in the interim period until such time as these ‘sensitive areas’ have been properly identified by further proving of the emerging visitor pressure model and its extension to the whole SPA. 

(ii) 
   (i) 

The Assessor is asked to clarify how further advice on how to apply the in combination test might be obtained 

(iii) Noted
(iv) Noted 

(v) Noted this recommendation and associated strategy will need to be kept under review if such funds are not forthcoming

(vi) Noted and welcomed

(vii) Noted and welcomed

B 
Medium Term (12 – 18 months)

(i) – (v)
Noted and welcomed

C
Longer terms (24 -36 months)

(i) – (v)
Noted and welcomed

D
SOUTH EAST PLAN 

(i) 
The recommendation is considered to be too prescriptive. 


The Assessor is asked to qualify the recommendation so that additional development could be allocated IF it can be demonstrated that appropriate mitigation can be provided by the authorities or the additional development is not likely to lead to significant increase in use of the SPA (because, for example, there are better nearer recreational alternatives to the SPA or development would be within 5km of a part of the SPA where public access is limited). 

(viii) Noted and welcomed

(ix) Noted and welcomed  
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