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Response to the East of England Plan

Many of the aspirational statements in the document raise our hopes, but we think that the size of the task, the conflicts and trade-offs and, above all, the costs which cannot be met, will lead to an unsustainable conclusion and result in disappointment and frustration for many people.

Overall housing provision; and E2: job growth

The strategy promotes housing growth on an extremely large scale.  We recognise the need for affordable housing for key workers. A total of 421,500 new jobs are to be created for householders in 478,000 dwellings, but planning cannot deliver jobs.  Jobs depend on the economic health of the nation.  There are so many uncertainties in the Plan resulting from the housing-numbers strategy, that some provision should be made for moderating the rate of building when the house to jobs ratio becomes unbalanced.

Infrastructure
The enormous cost of essential infrastructure for the housing and employment strategy is noted and our expectation is that it will not be forthcoming.  This view is supported by the Assembly’s correspondence with the Deputy Prime Minister. There should be provision to reduce the scale and pace of growth if the infrastructure is not in place.  Lack of such coordination will prejudice the vision for the Region, and also all hope of achieving sustainability. 

Policy ENV9: water supply, management and drainage, 9.39 – 9.42

This is a major problem for the driest region in England facing climate change as well as inadequate water resources for future needs.  We cannot help feeling surprised at the single, minor practical proposal put forward:  installing water efficient fittings and appliances in new dwellings.  Is this all?  It cannot be right to sidestep this problem and let the future take care of itself.  The supporting text must alarm everyone concerned with water supplies.

Box 9 Key principles for waste management

We support the Key principles and believe that the utmost should be done to reduce the generation of waste.  Community understanding and support is essential.

9.55:  We support the optimum reuse of wastes

ENV12:  We agree that the region should not be burdened with the need to process untreated wastes generated in other regions.

ENV13: Policy Hazardous Waste, 9.63 to 9.65

We note that there is not a single designated site in the region for the disposal of hazardous waste.  Arising from this, we fear that potentially reusable but contaminated land in the East of England must remain unused until a site is designated to deal with hazardous waste. Without such a site, the avoidable use of open countryside becomes the only option.  This is not acceptable.

3.3  Objective 10 Protect and enhance … landscape character

Appendix C.10 Non-designated landscapes
Areas of great landscape value and undesignated countryside are valued by their own and by other communities.  One of the requirements for truly sustainable development is the effective protection of the countryside.  We note that non-designated landscapes will be locations for large-scale energy development associated with wind, biomass and agricultural wastes.  These landscapes will also be appropriate locations for smaller scale developments such as individual turbines, hydro schemes and biogas from small sewage plants.  Although this is a positive and commendable strategy, it is not acceptable without some appropriate policy guidance.  Sympathetic design and appropriate mitigation measures, at least for the smaller developments, are called for.

Policy SS7: green belt
The policy of green belt review and release in the case of a number of specified growth areas has to be accepted in order to allow development to take place.  As a result of such releases we expect the green belt to be subject to development pressures in other areas.  

Supporting text 4.32 The introduction to this paragraph clearly lists five recognisable and sustainable effects of a green belt designation in “some parts of the region”.  Nevertheless it is suggested that further reviews of green belt boundaries could be justified to accommodate other patterns of sustainable development.  Any further weakening of this hitherto universally well understood policy of restraint is not acceptable. The green belt must not become negotiable.

Policy C5, 3rd bullet point  Quiet activity of the walking kind, without interventions, is also appreciated by very many people and should be mentioned.
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