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Cranbrook Plan

Supplementary evidence paper including Sustainability Appraisal
update in respect of policy and allocations for gypsies and travellers

July 2020

Produced by East Devon District Council

This paper has been produced by officers of East Devon District Council to provide more
information on the policy approach and reasoned justification behind the allocation of sites
for gypsies and travellers at Cranbrook. A key part of this overall work includes an update
to the Sustainability Appraisal to specifically assess alternative site allocation options.

1 Introduction

1.1  Atthe Cranbrook Plan examination hearing sessions, on the 21 January 2020 and at
following dates, it was highlighted that it would be appropriate to provide additional
information to further explain policy and land allocations for accommodation of gypsy and
travellers at Cranbrook. A key part of this work includes an updating of the Sustainability
Appraisal (SA) that accompanied the publication draft of the Cranbrook Plan to reflect the
reasons for the site selections that were made. The SA at plan Publication can be viewed
at: https://eastdevon.gov.uk/media/2761733/sustainability-appraisal-of-publication-of-
cranbrook-plan.pdf

1.2  The early sections to this supplementary evidence report highlight key considerations of
relevance to informing justification and need for Cranbrook Plan policy. Later sections
provide information about the SA process, an appended update to the SA and commentary
on site suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers.

1.3  This paper, and specifically the SA update, provides additional evidence to help inform the
plan’s examination in respect of gypsy and traveller provision.

1.4 It is important to recognise that East Devon District Council has a duty to look after gypsy
and traveller needs, and identify and provide appropriate sites for them to live on.
Cranbrook provides excellent opportunities to provide for gypsy and traveller
accommodation given its location along historic travelling routes and with stopping places
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that predate the new town by many decades. It is recognised that there are major
challenges in delivering gypsy and traveller sites, however by making land allocations, this
gives greater confidence of delivery and provides certainty to both the travelling and settled
community.

2 Need for gypsy and traveller site provision

2.1 This paper does not seek to establish new evidence, or undertake further research into
need for gypsy and traveller accommodation in East Devon District in general or specifically
at Cranbrook. Relevant evidence of need is already established, however it is useful for
context setting to summarise some key considerations.

2.2 In order to assess the level of need for Gypsy and Traveller pitches, a Gypsy and Traveller
accommodation needs study was completed in 2015. This established that there are existing
pitches distributed throughout East Devon but they are mainly concentrated in western areas of
the District, close to main travel routes, particularly the A30. Most of the immediate need arises
from overcrowding of, and newly formed families (usually children reaching maturity and having
their own children), on existing sites who wish to stay close to their extended family. 92% of
respondents to the needs assessment stated that their 'future household' wished to stay on the
same site as their existing family. This was supported by the consultation undertaken in January
2018 as part of the Cranbrook Plan Preferred Approach consultation, when the principal of new
pitches, on at least two sites at Cranbrook, was universally supported by local Gypsies and
Travellers. In this consultation families on the overcrowded Sowton and Broadclyst sites
expressed a desire to remain living locally and most indicated that they would move to
Cranbrook as family groups so that they could continue offering healthcare and social support to
each other.

2.3 As part of the Cranbrook related work, conversations with the gypsy and traveller community
reported that finding suitable accommodation had worsened in recent years. As at January
2020 there is a necessity to allocate 28 permanent pitches in East Devon to meet the
outstanding identified need, 16 of which are needed immediately. There is also a Devon-wide
need to find 4-5 emergency stopping places/transit sites, although it is not proposed that this
demand be met at Cranbrook.

3 East Devon Local Plan policy

3.1 The policy of the East Devon Local Plan, which was adopted in January 2016, in respect of
overall and detailed provision for gypsies and travellers was informed by the evidence of
need.

3.2 In respect of gypsy and traveller provision at Cranbrook the identification and delivery of
accommodation as part of the wider development is enshrined within the development plan,
specifically in Strategy 12 — Development at Cranbrook. This is an over-arching policy for
the future development of the new town that, amongst other matters, will provide for its
expansion to accommodate close to 8,000 new homes. Policy of the plan allocates specific

1 https://eastdevon.gov.uk/media/1298707/devon-partnership-2015-gtaa-final-report.pdf
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sites for part of the Cranbrook expansion, and these are labelled as W144B and W144C on
the West End inset map. Strategy 12 also provides for the expansion of Cranbrook through
additional land to be allocated in and through production of a Development Plan Document
(now known as the Cranbrook Plan). The final paragraph of Strategy 12 advises on
production of the Cranbrook Plan, and sets out more detail about its implementation
including identifying an area for expansion/intensification in what is termed the Cranbrook
Plan Area.

Under Strategy 12, and within the context of the Cranbrook Plan, there are a list of land
uses that are to be accommodated at Cranbrook. These are set out in the introductory
paragraph of the policy and are listed under items 1 to 6.

Within the itemised list of Strategy 12, item 2 advises:
“Gypsy and Traveller Provision - provision will be made for new gypsy and
traveller sites to accommodate up to 30 pitches on land allocated for Cranbrook
development. Provision will be required concurrently with (though in the early
years of) the ‘bricks and mortar’ housing development of the allocated land.”

Strategy 12 item 2, sets out an expectation that gypsy and traveller sites should be
accommodated at Cranbrook on allocated land. Sites within either of the existing Local Plan
allocations, or within the allocations proposed as part of the Cranbrook Plan would clearly
not be considered as being in countryside areas and remote from the town as they would
form part of the urban extension. For this reason sites at and around Rockbeare village, for
example, a settlement that is separate and distinct from Cranbrook, would not fall under an
“at Cranbrook” definition. Further on in this report more detail is provided of sites that were
assessed, specifically through the Sustainability Appraisal, and the logic for their inclusion
and boundaries.

Policy H7 of the adopted East Devon Local Plan is specifically concerned with detailed
policy considerations for the accommodation of gypsies and travellers. This policy sets out
an overall level of need for gypsy and traveller pitch provision and includes seven criteria
against which planning applications will be considered. Within the context of gypsy and
traveller site provision at Cranbrook, the criteria listed in Policy H7 are of limited relevance
for site selection. This is because sites needs to reflect the context of the emerging
Cranbrook Plan (as a whole) and their relationship to the relevant allocation. A proposed
site which is currently in a countryside location, would not fail against Policy H7 noting the
wider change that will result from the allocation being built out.

In noting the adopted Local Plan’s expectation (and therefore the starting point) that gypsy
and traveller site provision is found on the identified allocations, it is It is also relevant to
note that during Local Plan examination the East Devon New Community partnership
(developer consortium for the current build out of the town) then promoting three of the
expansion sites at Cranbrook, signed a statement of common ground with East Devon
District Council on the 17 June 2015 that at its paragraph 3.35 advised:

“3.35 To address a deficiency in the submitted Local Plan, EDNCp have
agreed to include a site or sites suitable for 30 gypsy pitches within the
expanded area of Cranbrook. EDNCp agree to make available one or more
sites to EDDC within the expansion area within five years.”
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3.8 The full statement of common ground forms Appendix 1 to this paper.

4 Current Proposed policy in the Cranbrook Plan for gypsy and
traveller provision

4.1 There are two policies in the Cranbrook Plan that make provision for gypsies and travellers;

e CB3 Treasbeare Expansion Area — which advises that there will be “5 serviced
permanent pitches for gypsies and travellers on an area of at least 0.5 hectares.”

And

e (CB4 Cobdens Expansion Area - which advises that there will be “10 serviced
permanent pitches for gypsies and travellers on an area of land of at least 1 hectare”

4.2 On the Cranbrook Plan policies map the allocated land areas are shown by brown vertical
stripes against yellow/brown background shading.

4.3 This provision of 15 pitches at Cranbrook will meet just over half of the identified need of 28
pitches and fulfil almost all of the immediate need for 16 pitches in East Devon. This
allocation represents half of the ‘up to 30 pitches’ maximum set out in Strategy 12 of the
East Devon Local Plan 2013-2031 and is considered to represent a suitable quantum of
pitches when having regard to the scale of the resultant settled community in Cranbrook, in
line with Planning policy for traveller sites2.

5 Sustainability Appraisal of the Cranbrook Plan

5.1 Chapter 10 of the SA that supported the Cranbrook Plan publication specifically assessed
potential alternative sites for the future development of Cranbrook. The SA advised,
however, that this assessment was

LTI primarily concerned with in principle suitability of land for development as
opposed to any specific policy wording that may be attached to or accompany any
provision for development that may be made” (see paragraph 10.1 of the SA).
Further on in this section of the SA it is also noted that on development sites “housing (is)
assumed to be the predominant land use” on assessed sites (see paragraph 10.11). Itis, of
course relevant and important to note that gypsy and traveller sites and pitches are one
amongst many diverse forms of housing.

5.2 Following on from discussions at the Cranbrook Plan hearing sessions the SA has been
updated to more fully address consideration of sites for accommodation of gypsies and
travellers. Appendix 2 to this paper explains the scoring system used in the SA work and
Appendix 3 forms a proposed update to the SA. The rewording in the SA document
comprises of:

2

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment _data/file/457420/Final_plannin
g_and_travellers policy.pdf
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a) Amendments to text where there were clear minor drafting errors in the original
assessment;
b) New text in introductory paragraphs, 10.1 to 10.16, to advise that assessment not

only considers suitability of sites in general for accommodating development but
also now to consider appropriateness for accommodating gypsies and travellers;

C) New text in the tables that follow paragraph 10.16 to provide specific commentary
on site suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers; and
d) New text after the tables in respect of key conclusion reached in respect of

accommaodating gypsies and travellers.

The intention is that the proposed amended SA text, if and where appropriate with further
amendments arising from the Examination process, will be added to the full SA, in future
iterations. It should be noted that at plan adoption a final SA will be produced that can be
expected to incorporate changes to note that the plan is adopted and also to provide
updates to reflect any Main Modifications that are made to the Plan.

Commentary on gypsy and traveller site allocations

An SA forms an evidence base to inform policy and site allocation choices and it provides
information for use by policy makers. By clear intent the SA does not seek to provide
definitive answers or conclusions, it needs to be seen and used alongside other evidence in
reaching decisions. Any commentary on sites in the SA does, therefore, need to be seen
within this context.

What the SA process does show is that there are a number of site options at Cranbrook
that could potentially positively accommodate a gypsy and traveller site, and it does
highlight a number that would appear unreasonable options, specifically on account of their
being significant potential concerns or delivery problems.

There are a number of small sites that have been evaluated through the SA process, and
some in many respects, perform well. However where these small sites are not part of a
much larger commercial land holding, comprising of larger areas of land that are planned to
be developed, itis seen as unlikely that they would come forward for gypsy and traveller
use. There would not be the commercial incentive for a land owner to bring them forward
for such a use, or at least not so long as they hold out for the hope of higher commercial
returns that bricks and mortar housing could achieve. This factor alone weighs heavily
against the appropriateness of allocating many of the smaller site options at Cranbrook.
Larger land parcels/sites provide greater flexibility and a better opportunity for delivery.

One of the major considerations in respect of identifying suitable sites for gypsy and
traveller accommodation, is the need to avoid areas with higher noise levels. Gypsy and
traveller sites, which accommodate homes with much lower sound insulation standards
than regular bricks and mortar housing, are particularly susceptible to noise pollution. For
Cranbrook, noise pollution concerns are especially relevant for site options that are closest
to the airport and this weighs heavily against some of the sites assessed. In respect of
noise considerations the two sites allocated in the Cranbrook Plan are well sited in respect
of noise avoidance, though the more easterly site, at Cobdens, will potentially need setting
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back from London Road to ensure adverse noise impacts are not experienced from the
adjacent road. The physical site size allocated at Cobdens is, however, such that this is not
considered to be a major problem.

In contrast to noise concerns, however, because gypsy and traveller sites are less
prominent in the landscape than bricks and mortar housing (specifically they are lower in
height), they may be better suited to areas where landscape sensitivity is of greater
significance. This is also a factor that plays to the advantage of the allocated sites in the
Cranbrook Plan. They both fall in locations where the siting of bricks and mortar housing
could be prominent, whereas lower height gypsy and traveller development will be far more
readily and quickly assimilated into the landscape and screened through landscape
planting. The gypsy and traveller site allocated on the eastern edge of Cranbrook, at
Cobdens, already benefits from some mature hedgerows to the site boundaries and with
this use having lower impacts than bricks and mortar housing it is more appropriate in
respect of possible adverse heritage impacts. However, with regards to heritage and more
significantly landscape considerations, extra planting would also be appropriate to manage
the impacts of the development.

While not drawn out specifically within the assessment it is considered that there is a
hierarchy of preference for road access and the types of road being used — those sites with
direct access to the London Road being the highest (most preferential sites), while those
that require the use of extensive lengths of suburban estate roads being best avoided due
to the narrowness of the road and the different scale and nature of traffic to be
accommodated. Local distributor roads sit somewhere in the middle where regard is given
to the length of road then needed to access the main London Road. A particular attraction
of the allocated site in the Cobdens Area is that it is directly adjacent to London Road, a
route with historic cultural links to the travelling community. Whilst at Treasbeare the site is
a short distance from London Road and towards the bottom of the valley (set below a wide
country lane) access to it should still be readily achievable either directly from the lane or
through the adjacent development. Both sites should therefore be able to accommodate
the movement of large vehicles with limited additional highway infrastructure works or
requiring use of new roads that are needed to support wider Cranbrook development in any
event. Key considerations here include the fact these allocated sites will not necessarily
require gypsy and traveller residents to drive large vehicles through residential areas. Also
as both sites have the potential to be served by existing highway infrastructure, they will not
be subject to possible delivery delays that could result whilst waiting for new roads to be
built. Speedy development of gypsy and traveller sites is therefore a realistic aspiration
(and expectation) at the two allocated sites.

Speedy gypsy and traveller site delivery is not only important in terms of meeting a pressing
and acute need but also it is important in terms of giving clarity to future potential investors
in housing over where new site provision is to be located. Early delivery of gypsy and
traveller sites will ensure that anyone investing in, building, buying or renting a home at
Cranbrook will do so in the knowledge of the existence of gypsy and traveller sites.

Under the allocated sites the gypsy and traveller provision will still retain proximity to the
services and facilities that gypsies and travellers need, and which are to be provided at
Cranbrook, but the sites will be at the fringes of Cranbrook separated from other residential
areas by hedgerows, lanes and potential open space.
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In conclusion, it has been demonstrated that the two allocated gypsy and traveller
sites in the Cranbrook Plan are needed and appropriately sited. The allocations are
based upon evidence and existing adopted development plan policy. The SA and
wider assessment work shows soundness and robustness of the allocated sites.
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Appendix 1 — Statement of Common Ground signed by East Devon
District Council and the East Devon New Community Partners — Dated
17 June 2015

[@i

Local Plan State Common Ground 2015 inc G and T Ref.pdf
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EDDC and EDNCp Statement of Common Grownd:
Development at Cranbrook (Sfrategy fi.::l )

EAST DEVON LOCAL PLAN:
GONSULTATION ON PROPOSED CHANGES

Statement of Common Ground
between EDDC and East Devon New Community partners:

Development at Cranbrook (Strategy 12)

17 June 2015

Bavid Lock Associates |
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EDDC and EDNCp “ ]

Common Ground agreed between:

East Devon District Council East Devon New Community
partners

Signed by: Signed by:

M— A9E fon

Slon s v v Katanias) ‘On behalf of David Lock
Associates Ltd

(Partner)

Dated: 1A T Tuuy Dated: 17 June 2015

David Lock Associates 2
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EBBE and EBHER Statement of Comaon Ground;
Deveiopment al Cranbrook {Strategy 12)

1 INTRODUCTION

11 i Rlaech 208, East Devon Disincl Council (EDDC) published a Revissd Drall Mew
[Exst D Lozal Plan. Tha Revised Drall induded 8 rember of Proposed Changaes
¥ ihe Submission version af the Pian, November 3012, Those changes includasd fha
enterrdof of e plan paiod Bnd e OoRceaguenl amendman (o 8 mumber of e
pofichas of the Plan inchuding thal relating ta Cranbrook (Srategy 121

13 i relation lo Cranbrook the Revized Plan prosides for

« G300 mew hois ab Cranbrook wilhin e oxdsing consenisd soheme
|sporadimalety 3,500 new homes] plus defned expacalans (o the wesd and aasl
of e [

« @ ludher 1,680 new homes fo be accommodaled al Cranbrock through Tuithsy
sXpAnBion witin tha wider Crantenok Plan Area bul culside those areas

desigrated ps Mejghbowrhood Plan aress (8 plan of these oress s inchded In
tha Flanj; and

& any iniendfication of tha exEling devalopment which would sl conlribuvie
Iwvaeds T addilional 1,550 dwellings io be prml:bdniﬂrn.rtfn:u

1.3 I oiad, iheraiore, 4,370 new homes ane alocaled al Cranbrook in Sirsegy 12 and in
Siralegy I [Seng and Disirbutian of Rasidanlisl Develapmant) - 16 ba compalad
within tha plan period.

14  Simlegy 12, a6 amended, re-siales ihe longstanding commilmeni S0 defver
Cranbrock in a phased and co-ordivated manrer = fal IBasl in e delivery of ni
and necessany Infrasinaciune.

15  This Saiement of Commaon Ground (So0G) has been pregared joindy by EDDC and
Easl Dwvon Mew Communily padners ([EDMCH) in relalion jo developeend ab
Granbrogk. i prepanng e Statement, EODC and EONGH seek fo assil the
Imspacior in relalion 1o his gueslions arising Trom @ Froposed Changes
consultaion. Spedihically, and pimarly, this S005 peeks o0 addimss:

G117 Is e area proposed 1o be designaled as the Crenbrook Plan Aeea usiified?

Qg6  Assuming 17,100 iz e righl number; does fne Plan maks adequals
presigion I itp delvery?

Ciavid Lock Assoclates 3
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EDDC and EDNCD Fletemrent of Common Grownd:
Developrent at Cranbrook (Sirategy 12)

2 ESSENTIAL CONTEXT

Planning Appraach

2.1 Oreer |he |asi decade thers has been an urembiguous sed obusly eviderced
plarning sialegy lor addreasing deveopmenl reeds in e Exeler and Easi Devon
Georll Arag.

22 Ovginaly capiirad i suctesaie County Siructure Plans, the strategy 5 smbraced in
fhe Adopled Easl Devon Local Flan 2006 and is carried forwand in e Mew Enst
Dwon Lom|Flan. |nessanss S approach capilaises on ihe Suslaingniity baralils
of e co-oniinaled developmen of majoer davelapmant and infaajuciue jn the West
End of Eaxi Devon disirici

43 iritally this wat ko comprise Canbrock, Skypark, an inlemodal ral freght faclihye
and the Airport and associsted mi@sincies improvemenis induding the Crerinog;
slafon and the Clyst Monion Bypass. A posilive syrengialic relaionekip babweens
zach, inc uding e Alpor, was efriagsd

14 Ladedy the sugesss of e approach fas beon expandsd o embisce alsos
diseipmen! &l Tihebaon GreenMosshayne and the Exeler Soence Park.

2.5  Axthe heart of |hal approach has besn s planning and implemenlalion of a oo-
ordnaled packase of infrasiruchore delivery focussed inifsly gn iransport and
highway infasincium but axpandsd i inclafe comemrity and social infrastuciure
and meee reganly he regional Ghest Valley Pafk which will resst in 8 subsianiial
inceas in green nfrasinichos provision sndlor scosss o the Wesd End of the
Digirick.

2E The provigion of such infrasiruchure has involsed the demonsinble co-opewion and
seemnitment of fe many bodies, publc and privale saclar within tha Exsler and East
LCevan Growih A

27  Calivery within S West End hiks necassarily imohed signiicant iead in Smas Esil
Fas bpan highly effective. Wenin the: wider West End Arga (axcksding Cranbrook) the
velivary of key elmants of rdrasiruciae has aliwady been achisved includieg: the
sl Honilom Bypsas: ihe upgrade of Junciion 29 of he M5 Iha widening ol the
E21T4. Furher debwery is undarway with tha firsl phase of ihe Tithebam Link Aoad
under construcion and ihe remander of the link foad commiled and o be comgiaied

David Lock Associates 4
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EDDC and EDNCp Statement of Common Grovnd:
Dovelopmeent at Cranbrook (Strafegy 12

by 2018, Infmsiruciore deffvery in the wider West Erd Area theelore has preceded
cavelopmant

2h Tre Erergy Corine for Skspark and Cracbrock has been conetusied and ie
operatioral this assiss o e Counci™s abm ol enabiing homes il al Cranbicok ko
mes! = zeen carbon slandard

2 I addition b Cranbrogk, the Sypark and Scenss Perk devslopmants ang now baing

210 im conclusion. [olowing & sgniicant gestafion pedod. the reslasion of The seslegy
fer the Wes| End al the Disict and Fencs Tor ihe Eas1 Devon and Exster Gipwih
Poinl e now achieved & Slfong momenlum and is deleeeng highly susisinebie
el O,

Doliwery Mochanisms and Performancoe at Cranbrook

211  Crarbrook has been centmal o e mplementation of e delhvery skalegy for the
‘et Brd — Both in underpinning the sustainab bity of the: skeategy bul in pericular in
e defivery of key inkesinciure,

212  To o grester exienl than in the Wesl Erd 23 3 whole even, Cranbeooh has secumd

e dodvery ol infrasiuctune ahead of development. For instance:

« helore approdmaiely S0 cocupations had been achieved, e =1 Mading Frimary
Bchool had been comphted and open ko esidents of the comimunily despite the
Irigger poind in the 5106 agresmen| being 500 ocoupations

« ol e same lise the Younghapes Ganki (6 mulli-puiiss comaunily buldng)
had bessn pomplsted; sl

# g comprehsrsie Combined Meat and Power scheme was n place 1o aliow tha
fiesd newy homes %o be connected 1o L

213  The =arly implementabon of infastnociore fas foslered e senes of community at
Cranbeooh. In residents’ surveys. Righ leeels of mlisfodion ameng iesidests ams
evident with many nfirming thal they have come to Cranbrooh because of the
comimurity "offer® and avidest infraswruciuie on (he geound raihar than pianned el
sme hulene unspecilied dale. Thal, slang with Fe subsiariel demand o piviin aod
slordable Feusing, hae had & subsienial posibve elect on ke mis of housing
cmplsl o and conupeBons in Craniasok,

David Lock Associabes 5
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EDDC and EJNCp Statoment of Comuman G’
Development af Cranbrook (Strategy 12)

2,14 The mechanisms by which nplessnialion hes tsken ploce have involed clase
parirership working between the devalopars. EDOC, DCC, and a ronge of olher
e s,

215  On e basts of his parrershp working, the tollswing deltveny miestones have been
sty e Tabls 1]

Lo : Ky deibvery Timascges Achierad
Quiliesy Planning permission 23 Ocliober 2010
Al applicalions January A0 1
Rl mpprcraln Aprilfday 2001

I nirasmaciuse SHad on sile June 2011
Fiugatnslbing conrmences April 2042
A ral eccusslions Sepl 2012

216  From Eaplemiar 2012 w Februsy 2015 (which includes, affactieali, & ARdEg
starl] a il of sosa 538 new Fomes wers compleied and cooupied (ncludieg &
wibstantial propotion of aorndabie hogsing)

217 The nexl prases of indrasinackes delivery are ot advonced stages of consine fion
indl ueling:
= the Cranbrock caileny staton (o open in Seplember 2015);
= the Education Campes incuding Escondary Schasl (I apan Seplember 201 5);
& the Cranbrock neighteirgod cante 1o incude convenlonce sion [is opan
sammer 2006)

= Ih infadincine io serve he bown oenine (comgleled sursar 201:5),

218 Otrr shasants of infrasinuchers delvery ane ot advarced siages of Hamcing:
+ msened matiers applicatisn for spon pilchas ans submitisd
@ msersed maliers apoicslion for jown cenire mad INtRSTUCIEG D relaais T
st hosn canlng ratall parcls s ssbmifed;
= fpiansd malers appicakon |5 subwified for read iAlceslneciure o open up
Phesse 3 of the commitied Cranbrook developmend

Z1% A Déal Tewn Cenlre Design Code has been prepared and sulbjedst o stakeholder
o Eion h%mhmmdmﬂMﬂﬁmﬂ'iMh
plus cihar commeral faciflssind uding:

»  Town coundl offices and Nxary;
& Heolth sead Wl beiing Belty aad bsiaurs canire;
= Town canke misl isciites

Devid Lock &ssociates: B
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EBDC and EDNER Efvtement of Common Grownd:
Developmont af Cranbrock (Eraegy 12)

220  rstrumenial in the successfel delbvery of key infrastructure al Crankrook 8 the
furding suppor! prircpaly of the HEA (but also omer furding sineams) which has
srabled delvery o ke place with kan repaymanls [olowing in lerdem with housing
complehons. This has provided & highly effecthe means of delianisg sustaFable
deveigpmend al Cranbrogk

221 To daf= two substanial bnding suppond packages hewe been sgresd and ankeeed
inin

222 Tha firsl phaes supparied e delvery ol nfrainches semests Judh as (ha nikal
main ranssor] route thiough the frst phise of Cianbeoi's desslopimenl. he
snnstnecion of e Clyal Honilon Bypaas and Yousghaysd Caniéa.

223 The second iNrasinecions lundicg packeps anliied inlo by the pariners and HCA Fas
£aen [ dislvery of e Gen Senlng inkeslniciens and e Educalion Camgus.

224 The sccns of ihs médel i avideecad 5 saly by ha infREruziee beng thee and
o Pigh leveeis o resident saslacicn in Cranbreak, but the high proflie of Crankrook
an tha nakenal polliesl sad glanning siage (eddesced nol lesst by reeated
rinbarial visils],

2.25 Of paicular ralewanca to the East Deven Local Flan Examinatlion ks the commiment
given ey the HOA o enter inlo a fhird phase of infasinaciure funding direcily selated
o the dSeivery of Ihe expansion of Cranbrook.  In principle @ durther £20 miblon of
infrasiructung flunding is aveady commitied 1o Suppoft the expansion of Granbrook

235 The dear svidencs o Cranbrook do dade s thal B fulure expension, so long as

susiained by infrasiruciune deiivery, wil be:

»  FUpEoEd Al nakonal el by subsianial ongoing wwasimant in infrasiucmne

# charscien=ed by conbnuous, high raé=s of prevale housing delivary undempinrsd
by irirastrucios deltveny {akeady in place - such 35 the secondsry achool - and
i coma), ard by high levels of housing reed in bath e privete and alfordable
housing marke] saciors; and

= acoompanied by accelermied invesiment in commencal retall and employment
uSES in e lown oenine consaquent upon the momentum provided by the plans
fior the Iown's espansin.

David Lack Associates )
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EDDC and EDMCH Stafermant of Common Grownd:
Development at Cranbnook (Sfradegy 12)

Supporing Evidence and Sustainability Appraisal

237  The espansion of Cransock begond the cuvenl committed development (ol soma
3,500 new homes) Pas feslured prominenty n the mepacaon of @ M Easl
Devon Local Plan = foim k5 aariasl alages,

238  The Submisdon Pan, in 32 scughl o accommodaln G000 new homes &l
‘Crantrook by 2025 Thiy was consisban lwih e capacity hal was considered o ba
likely o be defverables i hay Ume fama e by 208,

223 Beyond 2026 the submited version of Be Plan sel oul |he expedation that
Cranbrook would deveyp furfer beyend 2008, by some 1500 addiional new
Fomes, and thal Inis wouid be in @ south wasl dineciion [south of the former A30).

230 Tres Ravised Drafl of the Local Plan now includas specifie provisios or soma 1,550
addilional dwelings i hin e new aended Plan garcd = wilhin he Crasbwock Plan
Al = M.lllﬂm.hmhMﬂdmmhﬂ
dalermingd and EDOC pave smtared op @ maser planning essdcios 1o estabjsh
this Same.

XM Pans ior the supansion of Crérkack o bebween 7500 and now 7,753 new homss
o bacsed on a carefd by sl eridence bose.

1.3 Coswdenion of the epersen @piang sl Cranbisok commenced wilin tha il
East Dewon LOF lssues and Dpliats Report in Decamber 2008 wien all op§ons fer
lihe axpansion of Cranbrook. in 8l Jiecons, were considersd.

233 The rebnig of oplions iof the expansion of Crantradk progressed siowly wity all
options beimg promoted thicugh tha Local Plin o SHLAA process being cossidere
in mstsinablity appraisals publishad in Deloter 2012 [Susiavabity Apprad el FEA:
Anigadum Regard Coveriog Was! End and A305F Comder Stes T (COVGanta) ang
than in Jaby 2013 “Easr Devon Local Flan: Subwisson Yersion = Soslmnabily
Angvpies Asvandue, LUC) |COVGerD0DD)

23 Each assesman nchided Congider®ion ol oxpansion oplions i s wesl, sast and
ol howasl of Cranbiak (the laller south ol the B3T74). Eash of ihees opibns i
contreled and can b defversd by e EDNCp. | & however pekresdadgsd hal
Lhize ank offer devslogsr Inlerests o Cranbmk. Thase have in Ba pasl defand
homsing al Crantrook altefl 3l 3 nuch smalkr stake than e EONCH. For xmpe

David Lock Assacates B
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ELOE and EOKER Stadoment of Common Ground:
Dovwelopmant &t Grarbrock (Strategy 12

Wain Homes mcerily delvered 52 dwelings al Cranbmok on land ootside of the
EDNCr's corirnl. OfFer devslopers may contnue lo defiver Fousing 81 Cranbeook
which would conliibute o mesing e howsng numbens for Cranbrook proposed in
the drafi Local Plan.

235 In addbion 1o the EDRCH'S land inleresls the assessments cormsidersd & number of
smmal gime along wilh & more sgnifican] opion souh of the BT and norh of
RaskBadans [als W11

4.3 For sass of referencs the pammary ssssssmerts of fhoas siss coninclied by EDHCp
are summansed in Tetke 2 balow:

Tablle 3 Summary Swsalnabilty Appraisal Asgsssmanss - Oclobar 2013
| Location |‘1u-ﬂ1ﬂﬁﬂmmmm:rﬂw

Crambrook Wast ﬂummmdmdﬂru'hmhﬂnnlmdmmﬂmwuwl
Hew Community Consoriom land oweershipfoplions] waill

communily in 8 mannes thel peovides lor new developmend cloas In

austing faciifes and "Bl bebessn maor physicsl fsabures,

irchuding (he ald A0 i the ssuth, Exsler 1o Waletloo raibvey Ing o

mmﬁundﬂlﬂmhdhﬂhuhmwﬂwmﬂﬂnmdh
]

if

Ceranbrock Easl The emien edenson ol Crantioos (on land hat aligns with the
conscrium land ownershipiopglons) will help accommodate part of

{aciibes. The soumem boorstary is iomed by the okd A30 and the
northern by the Exsler io Watedoo ralway bne. Al the sastem sdgs
ol the proposed mdenson the lend mses ressorably sharply and
this was desmed 1o be & appropeiale posfion i andscaps berms
1o esiablieh an saslsdy adge o e Cranbrook. This sastery adge
will alsa anturd [hers T relenion of &0 open undevelopsd ama
betwssn Cranbrook snd Wi mple [the open ares s desgnolss a5 8

I Gesen Wedgs in he locsl plan).
| Cranorock. South The Local Plan indicabesly shows lomger lemm dpost 2128)
| Wiest mipansikan of Cranbmook in 2 soulvwesterty direcion. Land is,

howesser, not ollocabed for development A soulh  weslerly
expansion (although il goes south of the old A30) will ‘in-fil 1o some
degres e area behesan Crarbrook and other major and use, &sp
| the abporl, Siyperk and fhe combred beal and power planl
| Espansion in this dirschon wil awold coslesconcaior noar
poalescence wilth axising setements, owokling Green Wedge
" developmanl sl will sllow for e longer EBm exganson of the

L |- o _
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EDDC and EDNGR ESfatement of Comman Groumd:
diavalopmant af Cranbrook (Sirategy 12)

2AT  In the July 2013 "Easi Devew Loce! Plai Sebmission Wersion = Susrairaiiiy
Apgra'eal Addendum, LUC)H CONGEenQ08). updsted and whers necessany revised sl
apieasls woare underoken and repodied — "o efduns Pat e 5% assumplons o
applied consislen®y [n the Wesl End], in ine wilk cllvér sie-based aporaisais for the
fiackal wn developmaenl sile oplors™ (121},

238 It may (hevefore be comchaded thal lhe Local Plan process hes undedaken a
iharsigh stsssement of the expansion opilons around Cranbicok — i the east, west
anedl goiih el bail 280 10 slsmwhene in the Cranteook Pen Anes,

2.38  The above meniiorsd assessments heve conliimesd thal expansion &5 W s, agsl
and soulh wsl ana sulatie k¢ mesting e housing needs of the gl and Emar
and Bast Dewon Gerdh Polnl - having regard 1o & range O malinrs aEsesssd,
Thw assescmants accepl thad T mitigation of ary jmeacts can be designed in &l the
design slage. The masiar planning #cenass oyimendy undensay will hase regard o
the sarier assessmenis and will 850 sl e oucomes fhenecf.

Curramd Planning Applications

240 Arember of planning apglicaiors have been lodged for the expansion of Crenkneck,
Fodowing corsuliation wilh ihe kcal communitizs. in the astumn of 2004,

241 Prmary these comprise spplicalions by the East Devon ow Community pariness
s follows:

Cravivpak Wins|

1SHESMOUT: The mpansion of Canbrock comprisng wp o addilonal 520
ieddantal dwelings, ona 1-fomm anky pimssy schopl o cemelery and assosabed
tiiding.. sports ard recrealion taclises nduding childeen's play, an extension lo the
Suriry park. groen inlsiuciune (induding open spsce), community usas (nduding
ren-redidentinl insliutions] and cevalery, Ascess from former A0, landscaping,
fgreswmy (Mcuding modelie) and dmisage) worke, demclbion, assocalod
mbasinuchure and car parking for &l uses. Al malian resensed sxcept aooess.
Lranbmok Eagi

1SMCTRAOUT: Lip bo 1,750 resideniisl dwellngs, ore P-loom eniry primary scheoel,
hecdl cenire comgesising up o 1,0005g m of &1 wBes plus AL &3, 44, A5 uses and up
b 18508 m B Business use Spodis and iecnsslion faciiles induding chiden's
play, green infmsruciue (including cpen spaza), community usss {inclesing nome
resi dandial insliubons). assambly and eisure, ndecaping and sllotmanls. Aocess
frem lommer AN, enginsering (Including ground medelding and drainages] works,
dafellisn, assodaled inkbestnolee and car garking For Bl uies A mates esersed
RaEE] RLTAE.

David Lock Associsbes 10
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EDDE and EDNGp Statement of Commaon Growrd!
Dovelopmant ot Crambrook (Strategy 12}

Crantyoof South

1S0045S0UT: The expersion of Cranbrook comprising up fo an sddboral 1,550
residentisl cwelings, 40000 sqg m of emgloyment (B1, B2 B8% one 3-com eniry
primany school, @ locl canire compnsng of ug o 1,0005q m ol A1 yoss pls A2 &3,
A4, % uses and up o 1. 2505y m B esness wse. Sports and recresation fackles
ncluding chidren's play, gresn iresruciuee (incluging open space], coswmpni
usas {inchading non-residential nsilvbons]. assembly ard leisue, Access fom
former 450, landscaping. allcimenis, enginesing (rchoding gromnd modeling and
dranags | works, demchiion, aszocaled infrasineciurs and car perking for =i yses, Al
meathers resersed excapl access

242 I sddilon, wo applicalions for the Cranbiogk sres are made by olher promalecs &6
Indlows:
Lnng of Farpngs wihin Castem Cipanson Awa
Develcpmant of wp &t 250 houz=s, commeecial uses, putlc open spece and

pssociaied  inkashuchre  (ouline  applicabon  with @l malsrs  reesread)
| 1A ST ), and

Lang Sputh of B 4 ang Won'ly of Hockbagng

Cuting appication (all maters cvcepd actass resansesd] for demoiton of exising
agrcutural buddiegs and developsen] of up 10 230 dwelings, 3 locel cEnle
prioviding commerncial foorspace of up lo B30 sgm (use classes A1AD A4 & B1)
pommurity buliding'cads (use cass O & AS), publc open speceigresn nfrasbuciure
and assocaled works (1RO 18IUT)

243 The si= of the applcation in relaticn o Lad south of e EXTd and Norh of
Pockbeare (8 bocaled wilhm the dssgnaled Pockbese gresn wedge @nd 88
poposed would enccurage seflement coslmscence conirary 1o Sielegy 8 -
Duevelopment in Gresn Wedges of the Drafl Local Plan. 1 s nol herslons congidsns
by EDDC &= an appmpriakes nesidentist desnsiopment in s curmenl faem,

244 In ol the soplicRions assh coreenl for penslision e mofe  faskdacsdial
dmvmlopmen| than that sought thugh Strawgy 12 of e Revised Rgw Eal Davas
Local Plare In Waml consent s sought Tor some 3180 mew hames (incuding 3,500
wilin thy wesing corserved serwm pha 55 homes by Wiin Homas within fae
esvrmimad Cranhioo s hime

Dravid Lock Associates 11
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EDDC and EDNCp Statemant of Common Groung-
Devetapaisnd ol Cranbrook (Strategy 129

. PRINCIPAL MATTERS OF AGREEMENT

Applicalion Proposals and Kasier Plan Process

37 EDDC has appainied consudtans i cormicer the vision lor Cranbvoos. and to dewslap
masler planning principles for fe developmen) ol Cranbmok. EONCP ame Rully
engagrd imthal process

32 The mesier planving commission inclades & safes of iechnical workshops on e
Tollosang topics:
+  Trarsoort
»  Gamen inkarmuciue and landscape
#  Econoeny
= Evigy and chmate charge
= Haslih and wel baing
#  Loioure and cullura Bnd comerunity

33 Stakcholder engagement will ke part of thal process with workshops amasged ko
HIES June and 16116 July 35,

id The timalable for the masierplanning eommission it altsched o5 apsendin J0O

a5 I gddition o the master planning commission, EDD sed EDNCp ane progressing a
paralel bl linked pocess, faciiolsd by CABE, | progress e EDHCp planning
apeleatang bor the sppanson of Cranbrook fo e wasl, sas] ard southwest

15 Il is agraad batweer the paries thal:

« Ihe Eely outcomes of the EDDC masier planting peocess, inolding s
coneideralion ol lechnical issuas, will i K3 Lhe planang sppicalions;

= an addilonal indspenden] cesign review of the $wes applicaliass will ba
underaken by CABE, and

= Ml aulcomas of e EDOC master planniag procass and of $e indeperdenl
disign rewiee process are kel Do rosull I aTendmEnts 15 he applicalicns
arlie tha fiéed for rew apicions.

AT In berms of Gmdtatda il iE he nleslion of e paries o ensae that the culcemes ol
the masier planning process, and he resclulion of issues mssd in corcullslicrs, wil
enatie the applicalions o be smended or resubmimed O and as necassesy) i &

David Lock Aesadates 12
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EDOC and EDNCp Statement of Common Growmd:
Deovolopment at Cranbroak (Strafegy 1.2

amely faskion o allcwy BEODS In consider each applcaion at Commites bafiors the
end ol 2018,

Consublafion on Application Process and issues Arising
is The applcations wers validaied on 10 Manch 2015 Responses have bean recaked
am the vee EONCp propasals om rmany of the siaiiory consalless.

L) ini paraliel with the masisr planning process, BODE ard BONCp. faciialed by CABE.
ars embarked upon & process of revew of the consullabon responses and address
iha issues rossd 25 necessary. The Technical Groups Tt form part of EDOCs
masier planning commission will conltibui= atso o this procsss of review,

310 in summary EDGE and EDNCE have denbfisd a fangs of mafers hicugh the
cansulizion process fo dale arvd hove agresd io progress matiers 8 ael oul below,
Both parties consider this o be a romal process of considenng e mon dalnilad
moposals zel cut in @ planning spplication prepansd in reaporss 1o e highe vl
planaing palicy pul in place by the relevanl Dising! Counsll — and i e céan,
spedificaly, the reviead Dralt Esal Devon Local Plan and Skalegy 12

Further Technical imformation

341 A numbsr of responsss on the appication propmals Fave esughl Mo delaled
rformalion n nelakcn 16 4 numbed of bchnacsl aued, B B soreed el EDRCH wil
prepesre the sdditcnsl infomalicn recquasted which will b discasssd wilh the
ralevin] consuliess and loreally sshmited ® dus oouree In redpaTie 1o & el
Regulaien 22 reques] Fom EDDC 1o pegeids luithed inferralion

112 Examplan of such mons delelied week which ane undamsay inchcos:

# fhe complelion ol addbioral irsl menching n each of the espansion sess
{anching well pdvanced in accormdance witkh WSl agresd with the Coungy
Archasclogisi);

= el prépanalion of salely auds bof Pl Bocess unclions (underwayl

# e refrement of the baseline condiions within g Teanepon Assssament
jundervwery and subjed 1o mgular discunsin wilh Devon Counly Coinal);

= e espansion of the assessment of the landscape and visal impacts of
developmant on e Matioral Trus| property af Kilerdon House |o include historc
sspects notwithsianding T conclusion of English Herllage that "the cistancs i
Crantroolk. makes these wiews of polentaly lower sersihdly in meabion ko
Ehieron s selirg” (urdervayl

David Lock Associates iU
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EDDC and EDRCp Erademant of Common Ground:
Devalopmant &f Cranbrook [Siatogy 12)

« i pregareton of 8 more delaiied ai quality and odowr assessment:
¢ odoplon of afemathes assumplions within Beod plsin modeling (updaled
m gcieling complale andl ongang decussions with e Ervimgnmens sgeney),

Alrpard refafed lsswes

313 Onw of the key Semanis of e skategy ke ihe Wesl End of e Distacl is the
eppafiunily for symergy betwean develpments inclding between the Airpor and
Cranbrock. Those benefils refale nol only lo e juatagosilion of komes and jobs bl
i park cular S benalils thal ane plafned in beims of §rlecs scoms Io he akpor =
kil ng mpoianlly, from the Gl skio® ol Cranbreck. Thess ae imporand
wisininaEskty Bsnnlil,

1i4  Covdoerafion of lssues mialrg lo he Akpordl was Ghen Mo Bccounl | he
dervniopiont of the Revised kew Sxet Devan Local Pan

115 Nis agreed ak no new housrg & profosed sither n ihe Lozal Fan o & e
#ppicaion dor the expansion of Cranbrook I (P soplh siihin the 57 98 colkgr
ssmmoaied with airbome nase ol i Aipon,

2196 Fathe sry concems ralsed In edation 1o e siport retate priMmanly o ihe polential
fiar coimplainls retating 1o ground tased ncisa 8l he sirgon inciuding nolse relsted 1o
ungre iesling ol the aipor, which @kes pless ower shor| durslions, bui is the
loaiag] s aouce when € coouns. T sosl signifcant Riklonc concerm of angife
bisting Labng place st nighl is mow undersized io ke placs a3 e aifport only in
emafgency. EDAL also refer lo noise relaling to halizopleis aisociated wilh the
police and @i ambusancs fecility 00 the Aot sile in s corsuliaiion responss on the
Panting applicalicn

31T Alrport relaled issues have baen cnsidered, in the conlexd of he exisiieg Cranbrook
devdopmant.  Om & pesauliofigny basis miigation has Besd censdeced n he
rearesl newly coralnecied progaties. In practce nommal hermal dogble glazing
ced vers substandal mitgation in scess of thal reguined.

318 Witk regard 10 the enporsion of Clinhiook. srport robbed bsues kave BESSY
carsiieled in the developmenl of e poficy and do nol presenl a show Sloppes in
ief ma of development south of Te 32174 alhough the ecals, foms and disiribuiion of
usss walhifl this amea will io some axieni k= skapad By these isoues.
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EDOC and EDNCp Statomaont of Common Groumnd:
Dovedopmant at Cranbrook |(Strategy 12)

3.19 This i conzisten] with e Alport's consuoliation responze on e applicalicn jo the
south of the BE3174.  Inslead the Spon teais 1o sngage in further assessment and
iraltes consideration of approprisie messmures & BmA e impact of nose fom the
Mrpor i relalion o censitve recaplos The Alpod Sondludes i mltios 16
applicalion proposals south of e B31T4: “4ooropdste mivgelon rosseres musl Ge
imginmeniod by Mo doveiopsr sufioend o counder [he inelsbis complen! o
resiganis .. whethsr such messires ans deal with Frough conobons of bl
tolwoan fhe ceveioper and Arpon! cvect .. wil! b e dhe LPA do dlscuer s
oo

3120 Bok EDMNCp ad EDDC are eachged v regular descusiiors wil tha Alipod,
Trrough thoes discussions || B ankcipaled el & madually aofend pooiion on Epon
relalsd issues wil be reachad in relalion o B Aicpesl, EDOAC and EDMCE. This may
inchuce previson o fuilhes milgalion (ncluding  mitigalon poposed o A
precauionsy base), The apfiorm lor mifgaken thal can ba corgidanad, il necaisary,
irssiie
# e definiion of the southedy exlent of esdental us=s within 8 south wesl
axiension and e prowm fy i the airport boundary;

= i Sgposiion ol mone sesilive usas within the Dl exent ol devslopmient,

# Ins delaled ayout of bulkdngs having regerd to the miigeting elfecis of bulldngs
CngeEr o any noss sourcEg

= Tha use of appropniate miligation within those pioperlies most cosely reled o
fhe airport,

Landscapa [$5065

121 o devsloping e Local Flan policies for Cranbrook, | was recognised thal axpansion
of Cranbrook wast, soulhwes! and east, could be scoommodated oulside profecisd
landscapas of any hpe.

322 The ossessmenls also concluded il expansion o the south wes! will Feoed
coalescenceior near akscence with sosing setlemsrts, and wil abow for 1he
longer lem exparsion of e new comesnity,

IZF  Althowgh scoepling el Fere are no hich leysl show sloppsrs in melation 19
bandscaps moaiters il i agreed thal tha expiewmicn of e devalopment o the
sulireal and fo e aasd is wisble from & sember of verlage ponila & hais naed
0 b il by Exneddherad

David Lock Associates 18
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EDDC and EDINCH Statamant af Commean Ground:
Dowalopmant #f Cranbirook (Strategy 12)

134 EDDC and EDNCH Fave agresd o corduct a review of the apglicalion praposats and
in parjcuar the kocal sermithiles ol the mone detaled proposals thal ae now
presemed in e applicalicne. The futher assessmeni mey concuds P
covainpment has basn progoeéd oo for south and east so e exient ol devalnpment
may nesd o be drasn back. In this avenl EDDC and BORNGCH @ commiled &
woriking fegaiher i madimisa he development poleniial of the allocabed congorlm
land and the land included in e avenl Sl west eansion DRSoass, bul
acknowindge i land elsiv@an within the Cranbrook Plan area may need o be
brought fonagrd o messt e propossd housing numbers (dentilied for Cranbeosk in
lhe craft Local Plam E may slpmaihely conclide that by employing gersroues
plarting regimes. at an aarty Mags ol development a high quallly landscape smacium
Gan be dewgloped thal miligales imped and provides 2 highly alkocle groen
Firastuces networs. Cleady 3 combinalion of fhe wo measwes may be
neCHENY.

Transport (anums

13 Transpotiiuns Peve beas inlegral i ihs develspmant of Cranbmok, Skypark, the
Sciencs Park s clhaf developmenis eas! of Exatar o dele.  Ths apprsach has fed
o e pocessiul co-enimilion of recessary inkasinucuns delvery, generally in
advafia of regUinemani, asd the scpansion of susisinabis Farapon modes

iz Thmlmﬂfm”ﬂﬂMmh“bmudbyﬂﬂ:mymml,wﬂmﬁg

clegly with Highwuys England, srd cllter parties rcluding the developars, EDNCp
cilivered the Clyst Hondion bypasas, b iraiance,

327 The pannsd oeordinalion and dakseny of ianaper nfesruchue coninues i
B Eabon i B proposals inthe Revised Mew Essl Deven Locsl Plan. Alkeady DCC
and Highways England are coméoriable thal commiimants a8e in plece o deler
& S0 dwalings in the West End of the Dislrg

228 Mohiowed DCC ie progiessing with proposals thal will deiver further insesiment in
sislinable uanipof modes which B doriifel &3 uniocking = aSilional
development Capeciy thal M proposed beyond G500 dwelligs.  This iz a malér that
Fas ben haghkghled and progressad recently &l ihw Exeier and Easi Devon Geowin
Poin Dadwery Boand which includes all key sisheivldes.  Appandz 2 indudes the
relesant paper which idenifies some of the nvesimenls hal me being considersd
ang progressed in ratatien o Uhe expansion of astahsble barspord modes.

Dewid Lock Asgociihes 16
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EBBE and EBHNER Eratement of Commaon Grownsd:
Dovelopman' af Cranhrook (Strategy 13}

336 ELHEp sod BODC continue io work closely with DCC and Highways England on
Ihais iExiss, Should a proposal come forsond fofliorssng mors detsiled feasitility
shudy ihie EONCp would agres {subject to final confirmation) lo resene a Sile within
thia ehac i plan for e eastem aspansion of Crambrook fior & second rail siaton,

Flaoding an Drainage lssues

330 While e need for addidona! modeling is being addepssed H s agresd thal budl
davelopmenl would not loke place wilkin the fioodplsin, ober than easaniial
indrasinociore.

3.3%  Itis further agreed Sal Sers are very imited areas sublect lo focd rish in e wsl
and south wes! sxpansion spphcalons (aimos] none in the soulh wesd] and &3 sich
arcas 2 nsk of ficoding do not presen] a significant consiraicd 15 the mesler plan
gt

332 To e sl thers are mars sxienso aosas al dek of Mesding albail #al Far ddanl
iz genaraly wel undersiood (having regard o the EA Baod megping &l the
application docemeniation}, The areas Mkely 1o B al dek of Aooding da sl oonsitain
the akiity to defver the capscity of [he sashem aspansion aes 549 801 oul in policy
Slralegy 12.

33 Soul Wes| Walsr has confiemed (hel theds are no Il waler Ssaes relaing o
NG,

Cither Master Plan hauns

33 Tre consdliRion responies on e applicalions, and in one area the inspecies
culBEGlng qUEEBoNG, Fave fesEl B nusber of Heas 0 be addrassad in e
rafnament ol P appizalion proposals lor the expansion anea

335 Toeddeess @ defizieney in lhe sobmifed Looal Plan, EDNCp have lgmud'blndud-n
& Bile of siles sulabia or 30 gypsy pRches within the espandsd asa of Cranbrook
EDHCp apmee i make avalable one or more siles o EDDC within the expansion
ahaa wilhin e years

336 Other lssues ralsed during consultation inclade among alher issues the following:
w  pumiber $od detebulion of plirery schadls.
& opporiunity to creols o mone Iooussed provision of spords facldies arourd &
ceriralised Fub;

[rawid Lock Associates ir
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EDDC and EDNCp Stsfermanl of Common Groung:
Devalopmenl & Cranbrook [Statogy 12)

= localion of ply era mistive 10 resdential areas

e relalionship of rew housing with ssting hausing an Siwion Rosd

& |ocation of aliolmenis

= naad (oF nel) for any iocal sersice (aciity wilhin dhw sastam exgansion;
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= relstonship of drinage basies o play amas; ard

+  safting of iha leiad buikEng Treasbeans Fam.

137  Mono of ihess malers mised in principle chjeclions o the sxp@nson proposals
ey will gach ba cofaldered and addressed as dppropdale thiough Fa cngoieg
corsuliation procass and be intemparaled within aTendments 1o e applizalions.

David Lock Associstes 18
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EDDC and EDNCp Statement of Comman Ground:
Develapment at Cranbrook (Strafegy 12}

4 PRINCIPAL AREAS OF ISAGREEMENT

41 Thare ae Bsied & limlisd numbsr of areas where thene i dsagresment Batesan
EDOC and EDNCo. These are Isted betow and will he addressad sepanaialy in sach
pérfes alsl=manizinepressriabors:

8. lhe meed jor 8 DP0 [EDDC]) or rot (EONCA)
b. the indusion of hwo Selds within e sasem abeaien and
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Appendix 2 - Scoring system used in the Sustainability Appraisal

In the SA report there are a number of sustainability objectives that the strategic approach and
policy is assessed against, in the varying iterations of the plan_is-assessed-against. Table 2.2 on
page 13 of the SA report introduces these SA objectives and they are used consistently through
the overall plan appraisal work.

To understand more about the objectives and the ‘scoring’ system used, as well as the
methodology and assessment and the wider context of appraisal the full SA report should be
referred to in its totality.

SA Objectives

1. To ensure everybody has the opportunity to live in a decent home.

2. To ensure that all groups of the population have access to community services.

3. To provide for education, skills and lifelong learning

4, To improve the population’s health

5. To reduce crime and fear of crime.

6. To reduce noise levels and minimise exposure of people to unacceptable levels of
noise pollution.

7. To maintain and improve cultural, social and leisure provision.

8. To maintain and enhance built and historic assets and their settings.

9. To promote the conservation and wise use of land and protect and enhance the
landscape character of East Devon.

10. To maintain the local amenity, quality and character of the local environment.

11. To conserve and enhance the biodiversity of East Devon.

12. To promote and encourage non-car based modes of transport and reduce journey
lengths.

13. To maintain and enhance the environment in terms of air, soil and water quality.

14. To contribute towards a reduction in local emissions of greenhouse gases.

15. To ensure that there is no increase in the risk of flooding.

16. To ensure energy consumption is as efficient as possible.

17. To promote wise use of waste resources whilst reducing waste production and
disposal.

18. To maintain sustainable growth of employment for East Devon, to match levels of
jobs with the economically active workforce.

19. To maintain and enhance the vitality and viability of the Towns of East Devon.

20. To encourage and accommodate both indigenous and inward investment.
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Against the objectives there are scores attributed to likely sustainability impacts. The scores
(symbols used) are tabled below and feature in the table on page 15 of the SA report.

The option or policy is likely to have a significant positive effect on the SA
objective(s).

The option or policy is likely to have a mixture of significant positive and
minor negative effects on the SA objective(s).

+ The option or policy is likely to have a positive effect on the SA
objective(s).

0 The option or policy is likely to have a negligible or no effect on the SA
objective(s).

i The option or policy is likely to have a negative effect on the SA
objective(s).

i The option or policy is likely to have a mixture of significant negative and

minor positive effects on the SA objective(s).

The option or policy is likely to have a significant negative effect on the
SA objective(s).

% It is uncertain what effect the option or policy will have on the SA
i objective(s), due to a lack of data.
I The option or policy is likely to have an equal mixture of both minor or
both significant positive and negative effects on the SA objective(s).
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Appendix 3 — Amendments Proposed to Cranbrook Plan Sustainability
Appraisal

The text and tables below are proposed to form an amended chapter 10 of the SA report. It should
also be noting that the SA overall, at plan adoption, could need further updating and amendments
in respect of any Main Modifications to the plan.

In respect of additional commentary on suitability for gypsies and travellers some of the sites
assessed, on account of being large in size, offer many alternative plot options or variations within
which a gypsy or traveller site could be located. This SA work does not, however, look at and
assess every single plot option on any given site, rather it concentrates on the potential suitability
of each site in general, albeit in commentary there are some observations that relate to certain
parts of sites, as opposed to the site as a whole, especially if or where larger sites may have
distinct varying characteristics across their extent.

In this appendix proposed changes to chapter 10 of the SA are set out in the following format:

¢ New text is shown as underlined and in red.
and
e Deleted text is shown with a single strike-through.
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SA of Alternative Site and Land Development
Options

This chapter of the SA considers alternative site specific development options. It does this
in the context of earlier appraisal work, specifically the location principles as appraised in
the earlier chapters. This chapter also explicitly cross-references back to the preceding
chapter that assessed and examined_the Publication Cranbrook Plan policies that allocated
or identified specific areas of land for development or specific purposes. His-stressed
heweverthat-this This chapter of the appraisal is primarily concerned with in principle
suitability of land for development as opposed to any specific policy wording that may be
attached to or accompany any provision for development that may be made. The one
exception to this is, however, in respect of site suitability to accommodate gypsies and
travellers.

This chapter has been adapted from a chapter of the appraisal that originally featured at
the Preferred Approach stage of plan making. At and prior to the Preferred Approach stage
of plan making various land areas and sites had been promoted by land owners and agents
for development. It was identified as important to consider all promoted options, and
potential additional options as well, through the sustainability appraisal process.

Appraisal at the Preferred Approach stage of plan making indicated that the areas of land
that were identified for development through the 2017 Masterplan work could be
appropriate and suitable for development. In the context of site suitability (and this applies
to the Preferred Approach stage of Plan making and also the now Publication stage) it is
important to note and revisit the fact that in the Issues and Options report there were four
alternative design scenarios that were mapped out. Amongst other matters plans were
produced that coloured in differing blocks of land for possible development and different
uses. The Issues and Options SA work concluded that Scenario 4 was expected to have
broadly more positive effects on the SA objectives than the other alternatives considered.

The appraisal work at the Preferred Approach stage of plan making reinforced the general
conclusions of the suitability of the Scenario 4 approach to development; site by site
assessment should be seen in this context.

Site by Site Assessment at Publication Stage of Plan Making

10.5

10.6

10.7

The map in this chapter shows Cranbrook and areas of land at and around the town that
could, in theory at least, have scope for development. The map is accompanied by the
table that follows it and which forms a commentary of appraisal for each site comparing the
identified site against the SA objectives.

In some cases sites identified in this chapter are sub-divided to reflect the fact that differing
parts of larger site areas have differing characteristics or suitability for development and in
the Cranbrook Plan are identified for differing uses.

Areas selected for assessment are based on examining existing Local Plan land allocations
and also land areas that have current or past planning applications and/or areas of land
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10.8

10.9

10.10

being promoted for development by owners or agents — including through past Strategic
Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) submissions and representations on the
Cranbrook plan. The appraisal assesses sites where owners or interested parties
expressions of interest in undertaking development are in the public domain and also
includes some extra areas identified by officers that could offer scope for development.

In selecting these areas for SA testing the work seeks to reflect land owner or developer
aspirations for development of land. Though where an owner has indicated that land is not
suggested for built development, but through submission indicated it is for some form of
open space/non-developed use, this may be noted in appraisal.

There are a number of areas of land around Cranbrook that have not been assessed as
part of this SA work. In some cases land close to Cranbrook that is in productive
developed use or is being-developed separately from Cranbrook is not assessed, the most
significant examples (in size terms) are the Skypark Business Park, the major freight depot
and Exeter Airport. Extensive floodplain areas of land have not been assessed as the
floodplain, specifically large tracts of floodplain, are taken as being near to or an absolute
constraint for many forms of development, specifically new housing.

In respect of land areas on the edges of Cranbrook that have not been assessed the
following observations are made:

e Land to the west of Station Road — the local plan western allocation sites have
been appraised as have a number of small sites adjacent to London Road (sites C,
D, E, W, U, V,W Z1 and Z2 on the map). However land to the west of these small
sites falls in a floodplain and this is seen as an absolute constraint to development
and so assessment has not gone further westward.

¢ Land to the north of the Exeter-Waterloo railway line - assessment has not been
undertaken on land to the north of the railway other than at and around Lodge
Trading Estate (a small estate that is off Station Road which runs to Broadclyst —
given site letter F on the map). Much of the land north of the railway line is in a
floodplain and much is in National Trust ownership and is understood to be
inalienable. In respect of other land north of the railway there would, in all
probability, be the need for one or more new railway crossings or significant
upgrading of existing, to enable or allow for development. The challenges and
expense in securing new crossings are taken as a reason to discount such options,
at least at this stage of Cranbrook’s development. Furthermore other than where
noted and appraised land north of the railway has not been promoted for
development by land owners.

e Land to the East of Cranbrook (north of London Road and south of the
railway) — the eastern allocation sites have been appraised and a small number of
land areas promoted for development by land owners (specifically see sites | and J).
It should be noted that the local plan allocated land is identified as part of G, H1 and
K, the EDNCp included H2 in a past planning application but this is not a local plan
allocated area of land. Other land, to the east, has for the most part not been
promoted for development and it should be noted that, in part, land to the east rises
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10.11

10.12

10.13

10.14

quite sharply and is of landscape prominence and also, as you go eastward,
becomes increasingly remote from Cranbrook facilities, either existing or planned.

e Land to the south of London Road — all land areas south of London Road, that
abut or are close to the road, have been appraised. Land further south, has,
however not been assessed. Much of the land south of London Road forms the
operational area of Exeter airport and to the East of the airport is Rockbeare village.
Whilst sites have previously been promoted for development at and close to
Rockbeare village they are some distance from Cranbrook, they physically relate to
the village rather than Cranbrook and the village itself has been subject to
consideration for development through the East Devon Local Plan adopted in 2016
and the East Devon Villages Plan adopted in 2018.

By clear intent and design, and unless of a significant scale, prominence or importance,
assessment does not look into detailed site specific matters including such issues as
possible access arrangements or detailed site specific features that may be particularly
worthy or important to protect or which may place localised constraints on development. It
should also be noted that assessment is typically based on appropriateness for
development in general, with housing assumed to be the predominant land use, this is
especially so for smaller sites, though as highlighted earlier specific comment is also
provided on potential appropriateness for accommodating gypsies and travellers. For the
largest sites assessed, the work assumes a mixture of housing and other facilities (such as
schools and open spaces with these other facilities being needed or justified wholly or
largely on account of housing provision (allocation policies, notably CB2 to CB5 inclusive,
provide for mixed use development on allocated sites). Site assessment work has been
undertaken by officers of the Council through office based interrogation of Geographical
Information Systems as well through site visits and reviewing evidence documents.

Site assessment is primarily geared around general site suitability for development
(typically housing). However where the Cranbrook Plan polices, as given spatial
expression through the Policies Map, specifically allocate or identify an area of land for a
defined use or range of uses, this is referred to in the commentary on the site.

As a general comment, the success of Cranbrook to date has been reliant on securing
developer contributions and direct developer provision of facilities and services. This is
typically easiest and most credibly achieved on larger scale development sites and where
mixed used comprehensive development schemes come forward. On smaller scale
developments, those that are not large enough in their own right to provide facilities, it can
be challenging to ensure that facilities and services are provided or that developers make
equivalent or proportionate contributions to such facilities, including in a timely manner.
This factor is reflected in SA appraisal of sites (though may be of greater importance in
terms of wider factors that feed into decision making on appropriate land allocations) and it
generally plays against the suitability and desirability of smaller sites as potential
development options. On smaller sites (especially the smallest sites) the typical
expectation applied in the appraisal is that housing will be the total or dominant use on any
site should that site come forward for development.

In the tables in this site specific stage of assessment most of the potential impacts that
could result from site development, as measured against the SA objectives, are
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10.15

10.16

commented on. This is especially so where impacts are identified as potentially being a
significant positive benefit in nature or a significant negative. The scorings recorded are
typically produced on the assumption of no mitigation though where mitigation could
reasonably be expected then this is reflected in the scorings noted. Commentary may
address scope or appropriateness for mitigation.

There are a number of general observations that are made about the way that scores are
attributed to sites, these are:

e SA Objective 1 - housing — all of the sites appraised are done so on assumption of
accommodating an element of or totally being for housing development. On the basis
that they will accommodate housing they are all score a positive effect against SA
Objective 1. However for the largest sites, those that offer scope to accommodate
the highest levels of levels of new housing, a significant positive impact is recorded.
The significant positive is a product of the larger numbers of houses these sites will
deliver and specifically applies to sites Al and A2, B1 and G. In respect of gypsy and
traveller accommodation this assessment does not hold true and so comparative
differences identified for housing, between a ‘significant positive’ and just a ‘positive’
impact, are not applicable.

e SA Objectives 8 - historic environment, 9 - landscape character, 13 air, soil and
water, 17 Waste — in some cases there are particular features or reasons that
explicitly inform site assessment but on a general level the larger sites, on account of
their size, if nothing else, will frequently have significant negative impacts, because
they will contain more development, whereas smaller sites, because if nothing else
they are smaller, will have lesser adverse impacts.

¢ Proximity to facilities — in a number of cases assessment is based on proximity to
facilities and specifically ease of walking. The SA of the East Devon Local Plan3
established the appropriateness (see paragraph 5.6 of that assessment) of an up to
600 metre walking distance to facilities. This walking distance threshold, typically
from a central part of any assessed site, is used to inform assessment work where
ease of pedestrian access is seen as a relevant or important consideration.

It should be noted that the map in this chapter of the appraisal originally featured in the
Preferred Approach appraisal report. At the Preferred Approach stage of plan making the
sites assessed were identified in red text and red outline. In this new version of the map
the red colour and site numbers have been retained. These red sites have, however, been
augmented by a number of additional new sites that are subject to appraisal at this Plan
Publication stage of assessment work, these new sites are shown in blue. Through this
appraisal at Publication stage of plan making a more comprehensive review of sites, than
that undertaken before, has been completed.

3 See: http://eastdevon.gov.uk/media/1515306/psd2015w-2-sareportincpropchangesaug2015. pdf
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Key considerations in respect of sites for gypsy and traveller accommodation

a. The SA tables in this section of the appraisal specifically consider potential suitability of
sites for gypsy and traveller accommodation.

b. In respect of the SA work for gypsy and traveller provision it should be noted that for the
most part the characteristics of sites that may make them suitable for reqular bricks and
mortar housing will also apply to gypsy and traveller site provision. In both cases sites are
providing homes for people to live at. However, there are some particular points that are
worth highlighting and these are reflected in the SA commentary:

. Vulnerability to noise pollution (SA objective — 6) gypsy and traveller caravans
and other associated accommodation will often have very poor sound insulation and
S0 occupants can typically be expected to suffer worse impacts in noisy
environments than residents of bricks and mortar housing.

. Lesser landscape impacts (SA objective 9) — gypsy and traveller sites are nearly
always single storey developments whereas new bricks and mortar housing (note
Cranbrook as built at present) are typically two or more stories high and then
frequently will have pitched roofs. As a consequence gypsy and traveller sites will
typically be easier to screen behind vegetation, they will often more readily sit below
folds in the land, and can frequently be demonstrated to have lesser landscape

impacts.

C. In reviewing site options to accommodate gypsies and travellers there is a consideration
that relates to the physical size of any assessed area of land. One matter is ensuring that
sites are big enough to accommodate the level of planned development. The Council has
an adopted Gypsy and Traveller Site Design and Layout - Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD), see: https://eastdevon.gov.uk/media/2016282/final-doc-gypsy-and-
traveller-site-design-and-layout.pdf

d. This SPD advises on appropriate minimum sizes for sites highlighting a figure of 500m? per
pitch; a pitch would typically accommodate a family. This size equates to:

o 0.25 hectares for 5 pitches;

o 0.5 hectares for 10 pitches; and

° 0.75 hectares for 15 pitches.

The SPD suggests an upper limit of 15 pitches on a site though for the Cranbrook Plan the
Council has moderated this to a suggested maximum of around 10 pitches for any site. It
should also be noted that the SPD also includes a wealth of additional information on
gypsy and traveller site provision and development.

e. In respect of the two sites proposed for allocation at Cranbrook, they are larger than the

SPD minimum sizes. The site in Treasbeare site is larger due to the topography of the site
potentially necessitating greater space being required for vehicle manoeuvring and also
allows space for landscaping to help mitigate landscape and visual impacts. In Cobdens
the allocated site is larger to allow space for the grazing of animals.
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f. Highway access is also a relevant and important consideration in respect of suitability of
sites for gypsy and traveller use. Gypsies and travellers may need to move larger vehicles
on and off site, often for business purposes, on a regular basis. Easy access on to main
roads can therefore be an important consideration, whereas access to gypsy and traveller
sites that involves extensive use of narrow country lanes or that creates a need to travel
through residential estates is likely to be less preferable. Furthermore engagement work
with gypsies and travellers has highlighted a desire for and importance attached amongst
the community for good access to main roads.

g. The Gypsy and traveller community expressed a preference, at preferred approach stage of
plan making, for sites to be at the edges of Cranbrook locations and a desire not to be
hemmed in or overlooked by bricks and mortar housing. Gypsy and traveller site provision
may, therefore, be expected to work better at the fringes or outer edges of Cranbrook
development (or blocks of development) rather than in more central parts of the town, or in
a central part of any strategic allocation or housing estate or abutting existing housing.

h. Good pedestrian access to facilities is especially important for the gypsy and traveller
community. Many gypsy and traveller families are amongst the most socially and financially
deprived people in England. Gypsies and travellers often have:

e significant physical health problems, including much higher than average infant and
child mortality;

e mental health conditions;

e reduced life expectancy and chronic long-term conditions;

e poor educational attainment; and

e high unemployment levels.

These factors are associated with poor access to healthcare and education, and lack of
consistency of access, often as a result of living on poor quality and badly located
unauthorised sites (due to a lack of permanent provision) and frequently having to move
on.

i. In consultation that informed the Cranbrook Plan*, gypsies and travellers overwhelmingly
wanted permanent pitches from which to travel and which would enable children and the
elderly to receive a full education and medical care. It is essential, therefore, that new sites
are provided and that they are provided in locations which are not remote from or with poor
or limited access to services. As a basic test of appropriateness, qypsy and traveller sites
should have good pedestrian access to facilities, such as those that may be found at
existing or planned neighbourhood centres, the town centre and at schools. It is also
recognised that there is much to be said for promoting opportunities for social engagement
and potential for integration between all the differing groups in society and therefore, when
it comes to accommodating gypsy and traveller sites, proximity to other people, without
necessarily being ‘on-top of them’, is seen as very important.

i. There are a number of land parcels, as promoted by owners or otherwise identified as
appropriate for consideration under this SA, that are on the smaller size and that are not

4 https://eastdevon.gov.uk/planning-libraries/cranbrook-plan-pa-2017-18/eddcsummarygypsyandtravellerresponses.pdf
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under the control of a landowner, single house builder, agent or consortium. In some cases
these smaller sites may be just too small and in other cases may score well against the SA
objectives and hence could have good apparent technical suitability for gypsy and traveller
use, but it is unlikely that they will be made available by landowners. In calls for gypsy and
traveller sites there has been no land owner expressions of interest in site provision at
Cranbrook.

Gypsy and traveller sites generally have a lower commercial value when compared against

values for open market housing and this can be expected to impact on a landowner’s desire
to bring sites forward for gypsy and traveller use. In simple and crude financial terms (at
least for anyone wanting to maximise the amount of money they can make) owners may sit
on land allocated for gypsy and traveller use (declining to accept a lower financial return)
and not release it for site provision in the hope that in the longer term they will secure the
much higher value available from open market bricks and mortar housing on the site. In
practice this clearly favours making gypsy and traveller provision part of bigger/strategic
sites rather than smaller sites.

In simple terms the bigger the overall land interest of a landowner, the lower the percentage

of overall development land required for gypsies and travellers. The consequences of this
is a lower comparative percentage financial impact on total commercial values or returns.
This principle helps to guide where new sites could best be accommodated and is a valid
planning consideration that those producing the Cranbrook Plan may attach weight to in the
policy making process of selecting sites for gypsy and traveller allocation.
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Table 10.1 - SA appraisal of alternative site development options
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Sites Al was, in earlier work appraised alongside and in combination with Site A2. Site A2 is however now identified as open space in the Cranbrook Plan and current proposals will see it
come forward for this use. In this appraisal at Publication stage the assessment applies to Al only (separate appraisal of A2 has not been undertaken). Development of land to the west of the
original built area of Cranbrook, which site A1 achieves, accords with broad positive approaches to achieving sustainable development set out in earlier work in this appraisal.

Appraisal of this land area shows that it performs well in sustainability terms. The area is substantial in scale and therefore it offers scope to accommodate a wide range of services and
facilities that can be supplied in an integrated manner alongside substantial levels of housing as part of a comprehensive development scheme. The site also sits alongside the first phase of
development at Cranbrook ensuring good access to existing services and facilities and being on the western edges of Cranbrook it is closer to major employment centres than others sites with
benefits including reduced journey lengths to work. Given proximity to facilities the site scores significant positive benefits against SA objectives 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 -
Education and skills, 4 — Health, 12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions. The latter two are informed by, amongst other matters, physical proximity to the railway station
and existing public transport. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: - 7 - Leisure and recreation, 18 — Employment, 19 - town vitality and viability and 20 - inward
investment on account of existing facilities, including employment sites west of Cranbrook, and policy CB2 requiring provision.

A significant adverse impact is identified against SA objective 17 as being a large site, in construction and operation (primarily people living in house), large levels of waste generation may be
expected. In a number of cases negative impacts compared to SA objectives are identified for this the site; this includes in terms of avoiding adverse landscape impacts — SA objective 9. In
landscape terms the site is quite flat with an absence of ridgelines where development could be of visual prominence though being a large site some adverse impacts could be expected. The
site is relatively close to Exeter Airport and noise impacts are therefore a matter of possible concern, SA objective 6 - noise sees a negative SA impact, though noise concerns would be more
relevant in the southern parts of the site rather than the northern. Mitigation measures, to some degree at least, would be possible to address adverse impacts and the site falls well beyond the
airport 55 db line. There could also be possible noise concerns should any development be too close to London Road or the railway line. There are few historic assets, SA Objective 8, on or
immediately around the site though negative impacts could be possible as would population and construction impacts on SA Objective 13 — air, soil and water.

Site Al forms the bulk of the Cranbrook leeal plan Bluehayes expansion area as allocated under Policy CB2 of the plan. It should be noted that A2 is shown on the masterplan for
potential SANGs land.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
The appraisal of Site Al shows that it performs well in sustainability terms in respect of scope for accommodating a gypsy and traveller site. Because site Al is substantial in scale there are a

range of plot options on which a gypsy and traveller site could be located. However, there is existing housing to much of the east, west and north of the site, hence identifying a fringe location
may be more challenging than on some larger promoted sites at Cranbrook and any fringe site may result in residents travelling through the Bluehayes expansion area before reaching London
Road. Site Al sits alongside the first phase of development at Cranbrook ensuring good access to existing services and facilities and being on the western edges of Cranbrook it is close to
major employment sites. Being a site with a single developer controlling interest it performs well in respect of financial impact considerations. If a gypsy and traveller site were too far north in
Site A1 any provision could be vulnerable to noise impacts from the railway or too far south from noise impacts from London Road, Being a large site, proposed for comprehensive development,
there should be scope to ensure good highway access to any gypsy and traveller site. Note that Site A2 is commented on at the end of the tables.
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The combined B1 and B2 area forms the approximate extent of the south-western expansion area proposed by the New Community partners in planning application 15/0046/MOUT. As the
new community partners have proposed development of this extensive area it is appraised as a whole, but also see separate appraisal of area B1 below (and commentary on B2 as a
standalone area). Area B1 forms a large part of the Treasbeare allocation under Policy CB3 of the plan.

B1 and B2, as a combined area, performs well in respect of some SA indicators and less well in respect of others. The area is substantial in scale and therefore it offers scope to accommodate
a wide range of services and facilities that can be supplied in an integrated manner alongside substantial levels of housing, as part of a comprehensive development scheme. The site
(especially part B1) is also close, albeit separated by London Road, from the first phase of development at Cranbrook ensuring good access to existing services and facilities and being on the
western edges of Cranbrook it is closer to major employment centres than others sites with benefits including reduced journey lengths to work. Given proximity to facilities the site scores
significant positive benefits against SA objectives 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions.
The latter two are informed by, amongst other matters, existing public transport. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: - 7 - Leisure and recreation, 18 —
Employment, 19 - town vitality and viability and 20 - inward investment on account of existing facilities, including employment sites west of Cranbrook, and policy CB2 requiring provision.

However, of critical relevance is the fact that large parts of B2, a substantial area in its own right, fall within an area that exceeds World Health Organisation noise limits and it is assumed for this
appraisal that a substantial number of houses (as proposed in the planning application) would fall in this area; the significant adverse impacts on some of the area (especially B2 as opposed to
B1) constitute collective negative impacts that are taken to affect the entire combined area. The most significant negative impact is in respect of SA objective 6 noise and exposure to noise.
Concerns around noise, however, have wider adverse impacts when looking at other SA objective, specifically: 1 opportunities to live in a decent house; and 4 health. Education is highlighted
with a question mark as impacts would depend on if a school is provided and if so where.

The other significant negative associated with this option is in respect of landscape impacts, SA objective 9. The B1 combined area crosses a ridgeline that is visible from Rockbeare village
and development could have significant negative impacts. The positive benefits are generally related to the fact that the area is substantial in scale and therefore offers scope to accommodate
a wide range of services and facilities that can be supplied in an integrated manner on the site as part of a comprehensive development scheme. The area scores especially well in respect of
transport and greenhouse gas objectives, 12 and 14. Impacts are likely to be long term in nature. In respect of scope for mitigation, specifically for noise matters, this can be possible for internal
spaces but there is limited scope for noise mitigation for outdoor spaces. Landscape impacts may be mitigated to some degree through quality of design and development but of more
significance would be to not develop on and beyond ridgelines, this would mean limiting the degree to which eastward expansion of the B sites could occur.

Site B1 form the bulk of the Cranbrook plan Treasbeare expansion area as allocated under Policy CB3 of the plan. Site B2, except for some small parts on the northern edge
allocated for recreation space use and employment use, is not allocated in the plan for development, though is shown to offer SANGs potential.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Sites B1 and B2 combined cover a very large area and so the generic overview that SA work reveals is of lesser relevance for what would be a small area that a gypsy and traveller site may

cover. Nonetheless the SA work does highlight significant potential negative impacts that could arise in respect of 6 — noise and 9 - landscape considerations. However see specific
commentary in respect of separate appraisals of site B1 and B2 below.
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Area B1 has been defined to exclude land to the south (area B2 - see above) a large part of which falls above the 55 db World Health Organisation noise threshold. By excluding some areas
above 55 dB level the health impacts, SA Objective 6, are reduced to (just) a negative impact. This also results in objectives 1 - opportunities to live in a decent house now achieving a

significant positive scoring.

Appraisal of B1 shows that it performs well in sustainability terms. The area is substantial in scale and therefore it offers scope to accommodate a wide range of services and facilities that can
be supplied in an integrated manner alongside substantial levels of housing as part of a comprehensive development scheme. Proximity to the first phase of development at Cranbrook will
ensure good access to existing services and facilities and being on the western edges of Cranbrook it is closer to major employment centres than others sites with benefits including reduced
journey lengths to work. Given proximity to facilities the site scores significant positive benefits against SA objectives 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health,
12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions. The latter two are informed by, amongst other matters, physical proximity to the railway station and existing public transport.
Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: - 7 - Leisure and recreation, 18 — Employment, 19 - town vitality and viability and 20 - inward investment on account of
existing facilities, including employment sites west of Cranbrook, and policy CB3 requiring provision.

A significant adverse impact is identified against SA objective 17 as being a large site, in construction and operation (primarily people living in house), large levels of waste generation may be
expected. In a number of cases negative impacts compared to SA objectives are identified for this the site; this includes in terms of avoiding adverse landscape impacts — SA objective 9. In
landscape terms the site avoids extending over ridgelines where development could be of visual prominence though being a large site some adverse impacts could be expected. The site is
relatively close to Exeter Airport and noise impacts are therefore a matter of possible concern, SA objective 6 - noise sees a negative SA impact. Mitigation measures would be likely to be
needed to address adverse impacts and some SA scores (notably for housing) are based on assumption that mitigation and sound insulation measures, if or where needed, would be
incorporated. There are few historic assets, SA Objective 8, on or immediately around the site though negative impacts could be possible as would impacts on SA Objective 13 — air, soil and

water.

Site B1 form the bulk of the Cranbrook plan Treasbeare expansion area as allocated under Policy CB3 of the plan.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
The appraisal of Site B1 shows that it performs reasonably well in sustainability terms in respect of scope for accommodating a qypsy and traveller site. Because site B1 is substantial in scale

there are a range of plot options on which a gypsy and traveller site could sit or occupy. Site B1 is to the south of the first phase of development at Cranbrook ensuring reasonable access to
existing services and facilities, though accessing these existing facilities would entail crossing the busy London Road which would emphasise the importance of on-site facility provision. Being
on the western edges of Cranbrook Site B1 is close to major employment sites and being a large site with a single controlling interest it performs well in respect of financial impact
considerations. The site is however close to Exeter Airport and noise impacts are therefore a matter of potential concern especially in the western parts of the site, though provision to far north
in site B1 may result in adverse impacts from London Road. There are relatively few residential properties within and abutting site B1 although development close to the eastern ridge may have
adverse landscape impacts. Being a large site, proposed for comprehensive development, there should be scope to ensure good highway access to any gypsy and traveller site, especially

from a site closer to London Road.
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Site B2 only — it should be noted that Site B2 has not been subject to appraisal in its own right as it is covered by the combined B1 and B2 assessment and it would not be a credible
development option in the absence of B1 development. If it were assessed independently then the significant negatives associated with the B1 and B2 would explicitly apply to this site — most
critically in respect of noise (SA Objective 6). In respect of potential accommodation for gypsies and travellers noise impacts would be severe and this is a fundamental reason to discount this

site from allocation consideration.
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Sites B3

Site B3 is proposed for development by the New Community partners in application 15/0046/MOUT. In early Cranbrook Plan work it was not proposed for development (hence its standalone
identification as a site) but it is now identified as part of the larger Treasbeare allocation. The site generally scores well (sharing mostly the same SA outcomes as Site B1) when measured

against the sustainability objectives.

In commenting on Site B3 it is assumed that its development would be undertaken as part of a scheme that extends over a larger scheme centred on site B1. When considered as part of a
larger scheme the appraisal (as has been done in this work) shows that it performs well in sustainability terms. It offers scope to accommodate a wide range of services and facilities that can be
supplied in an integrated manner alongside substantial levels of housing as part of a comprehensive development scheme. The site is close to the first phase of development at Cranbrook
ensuring good access to existing services and facilities and being on the western side of Cranbrook it is closer to major employment centres than others sites with benefits including reduced
journey lengths to work. Given proximity to facilities the site scores significant positive benefits against SA objectives 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health,
12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions. The latter two are informed by, amongst other matters, physical proximity to existing public transport. Paositive benefits are
noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: - 7 - Leisure and recreation, 18 — Employment, 19 - town vitality and viability and 20 - inward investment on account of existing facilities, including

employment sites west of Cranbrook, and policy CB3 requiring provision.

In a number of cases negative impacts compared to SA objectives are identified for this the site; this includes in terms of avoiding adverse landscape impacts — SA objective 9. In landscape
terms the site is of some prominence, though more so eastern rather than western parts.

The westerly half of Site B3 is allocated under Policy CB3 of the Cranbrook plan for built development as part of the Treasbeare expansion area with the remainder for formal open
space use.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site B3 shares many similar characteristics as the larger adjoining Site B1 when it comes to potential suitability for accommodating gypsies and travellers and in practical terms and for the most

part the commentary for B1 also applies to this site (this observation is based on the understanding that B3 is under the same control as B1). It should be noted, however, that B3 is further
away from the airport than most of B1 (and does not abut London Road) so it is less likely to be adversely affected by possible noise pollution, which is a particular benefit in respect of siting
qgypsy and traveller accommodation. Site B3 is also a more fringe location in respect of potential overall Cranbrook development and this could play in its favour. Direct road access to the site
could be from the adjoining lane, which although it is a country lane is quite wide and as such would reasonably take larger vehicles without the need to drive through newly established

residential estates.
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This is a small site, around 0.6 hectares, submitted through past SHLAA processes (Ref W103). Measured against sustainability objectives it achieves not dissimilar ratings as the adjoining
much larger Site A1 and A2. However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a humber of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 - housing because this site is much

smaller and would deliver much less scale of impact is reduced to (just) positive.

The positive benefits that are noted for Site C are in respect of SA Objectives: 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation and 18 —
Employment. SA objectives 12 — sustainable transport and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions are recorded as achieving significant positives impacts.

However, this critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and available.
The site is some way, around 750 metres, from existing Cranbrook facilities (including shops and the primary school) and the site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site
delivery of facilities. Whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for
development. There is a timing issue at play in that the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in use before or at the same time
that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this may only be possible through a

coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site C is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site C sits alongside Site A1l and as such would benefit from the proposed facilities that A1 would accommodate, though this is on the assumption that appropriate pedestrian links would be

provided from this site to wider facilities. Site C is a small site and if developed to full capacity could potentially accommodate around 12 gypsy and traveller pitches. However, being a small
site it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they typically could, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential values if the land were

allocated or to be in a Built up Area Boundary.
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This is a small site, around 0.2 hectares, submitted through past SHLAA processes (Ref W314). Measured against sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A
that lies to its east and on the opposite side of Station Road. However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a number of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 —

housing, because this site is much smaller and would deliver much less the scale of impact is reduced to (just) positive. - Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1

— Housing, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation and 18 — Employment.

However, this critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and available.
The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. Furthermore the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to Cranbrook
facilities would entail crossing this road which can be quite busy, is seen in general as a negative and this, for example, accounts for a negative score in respect to SA Objective 2 which is
concerned with community services. Furthermore the site lies around 950 metres from existing facilities at Cranbrook. There is a timing issue at play in that some of the positive wider
sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only
apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site D is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site D, at early 2020, accommodates a residential property and therefore is not assessed any further.
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Site E is a small site submitted through past SHLAA processes. Measured against sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A1 and A2 that lies to its east and
on the opposite side of Station Road. However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a number of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 — housing, because this site is
much smaller and would deliver much less the scale of impact is reduced to (just) positive. Positive benefits are also noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1 — Housing, 3 - Education

and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation and 18 — Employment.

However, this critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and available.
The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. Furthermore the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to Cranbrook
facilities would entail crossing this road which can be quite busy, is seen in general as a negative and this, for example, accounts for a negative score in respect to SA Objective 2 which is
concerned with community services. Furthermore the site lies around 1,050 metres from existing facilities at Cranbrook so access for pedestrians is poor. There is a timing issue at play in that
some of the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these
wider benefits would only apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the

adjoining Site A.
Site E is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site E falls to the west of Site A1 and on the western side of Station Road. The site could benefit from the proposed facilities that A1 would accommodate, though this would involve crossing

Station Road. Site E benefits from being in a fringe location and road access potential, directly from Station Road, would appear to be reasonable although the short comings of Station Road
itself are noted. The site benefits from being in a fringe location though there are a number of existing/nearby residential properties to the site. However, being a small site it is unlikely that a
land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they typically could, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential values.
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This site has a gross area of around 9 hectares but a large part of this falls in a floodplain leaving a net area of around 5.6 hectares. A large part of the site was subject to a past SHLAA
submission (Ref W048) and there have been past planning applications on the site including a recently dismissed appeal for 44 dwellings (Ref 16/0263/MOUT).

The site, specifically parts outside the floodplain, is or appears to be, predominantly brownfield land with some parts in productive use (albeit some parts apparently underused) and some parts
are empty vacant buildings and yards and car parks. The sites scores a small number of positive effects, there are, however, more negative effects, specifically including community services
(2) and education (3) — these negatives specifically reflect the fact that the site has poor accessibility to facilities being separated from Cranbrook by the railway and with pedestrian access to
Cranbrook that entails walking over a poor quality, low pedestrian safety, road bridge via a lengthy circuitous route. It should also be noted that the road bridge is not ideal for extra vehicle use.
A new pedestrian crossing over the railway from the site would greatly enhance access but no such bridge is currently planned and it would be expensive to provide. Allied to the poor
accessibility are negatives scores in respect of sustainable transport (12) and greenhouse gas emissions (14) whilst a negative is recorded against town centre vitality given the poor
connectivity of the site to centres in Cranbrook and the potential for residents of this site to not use Cranbrook facilities. The most significant impact in respect of this site is, however, a
significant negative impact in respect of employment (18) as development for housing (or other non-employment use) would result in loss of employment land and therefore scope for future job

provision.

Site F is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site F lies to the north of the Exeter—Waterloo railway line with vehicular and pedestrian access to Cranbrook being via a dog-leq aligned narrow bridge over the railway line that does not have a

footpath. The site performs poorly, therefore, in accessibility to facility terms and general safety concerns. The site is not part of a wider land interest holding and therefore it is unlikely to
support social and community facilities in its own right. Furthermore being a small site it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they
typically could, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential values. Any site development could also result in the loss of employment uses, though this may be tempered to some degree

by potential for collocating gypsy and traveller homes with land for jobs.

46| Page




Cranbrook Plan — evidence paper including SA update in respect of policy for gypsies and travellers — July 2020

SA Objectives are on the top row — Site 5 @ - >
Areas are shown below with a summary - S ° oo 2 |2 2 g9l @ =

commentary on site location = s S Sl | s © S |g2gle E | =

= 5 = sl o2 | 8| £ 2 = i) c 2 = 3> o ) °S

£ Eol|l R = ° el LE| Qg| < = se| 3 S0l o 53 8 g c2| 509

Z Q9 = 3 2| S| vo| & 3 w9 | .- o El 8 cc| & g 2= £

5 Eo| 3 < £ 0} 2% 29| 28| € 9 S| = 25| 6 c O £ 38| 242

2 Sz 22| 2 5 2 el 25| sg| < @ O2|l<g| Ol |wWs|3 |.u PS| EQ

= O W | I o = 491 Te| 22| o - NG| m8| «alw ©E| ~ 0 o> | o2z

- N[ mn| < T} © ~NS2 | oo | G| — A5 | A3 9O A — o] - — | N.E

Sie s DS o [ - | - [ v o [ o [ - N o[ o BN [ - |-

Appraisal of Site G shows that it performs well in sustainability terms. The area is substantial in scale and therefore it offers scope to accommodate a wide range of services and facilities that
can be supplied in an integrated manner alongside substantial levels of housing as part of a comprehensive development scheme. The site also sits close to prats of Cranbrook that are
currently being developed and this should ensure good access to existing services. Given proximity to facilities and the scale of the site, it scores significant positive benefits against SA
objectives 1 — Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a
number of SA objectives including: 7 - Leisure and recreation, 18 — Employment, 19 - town vitality and viability and 20 - inward investment on account of existing facilities, including employment
sites west of Cranbrook, and policy CB4 requiring provision. There are a number of negative impact scores recorded, including for 6 — noise with concerns over possible noise impacts from
London Road and the railway. However it is presumed that any development would not be close to the railway line (in accordance with the masterplan) however if this were not the case then
adverse impacts may be noted. QA negative, primarily on account of site size, for landscape impact — SA objective 9 is also noted. The western parts of the site are flatter and impacts might
be expected to be lower but moving eastward across the site it becomes more hilly with more planting and existing landscape features and as such adverse impacts form development would be

expected to rise.

A significant adverse impact is identified against SA objective 17 for waste as being a large site, in construction and operation (primarily people living in house), large levels of waste generation
may be expected. There are few historic assets, SA Objective 8, on or immediately around the site though negative impacts could be possible as would population and construction impacts

on SA Objective 13 — air, soil and water.

Most of Site G, specifically westerly parts, is allocated under Policy CB4 of the plan for built development as part of the Cobdens expansion area with the bulk of the none
allocated site identified as offering potential for SANGs.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
The appraisal of Site G shows that it performs well in sustainability terms in respect of scope for accommodating a gypsy and traveller site. Because site G is substantial in scale there are a

range of plot options on which a gypsy and traveller site could sit or occupy. There is some existing residential development in a central part of the site where there would be proximity to
existing dwellings, and this would also apply to the westerly part of the site which abuts land with existing planning permission for development. EXisting properties are located in the fringes of
the site ensuring there are still many potential plot options available. Site G, which forms the bulk of the Cobdens allocation, will have its own services and facilities and so a gypsy and traveller
site on this area of land will have good access to facilities and services. Being a site with a single developer controlling interest it performs well in respect of financial impact considerations.
However, sections of the interior of the site are vulnerable to flooding and so would be unsuitable for gypsy and traveller development. The site is bounded by London Road and the railway so
there is some possible vulnerability to noise pollution if any provision were made close to these transport corridors. Integrating a gypsy and traveller site on the northern, southern and south
eastern fringes of the site is likely to be easier than other locations due to the potential for good road access and limited landscape impact as well as addressing the gypsy and travelling
community’s preference for a site on the periphery of the settlement so as not to feel hemmed in or overlooked by bricks and mortar housing (as expressing at preferred approach consultation).
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This comparatively small site of around 4.6 hectares forms part of the land that that was subject to a planning application by EDNCp (the majority of the application being covered by Site G) and
it is understood that the consortium have control of Site H1. Site H1 is not allocated in the East Devon local Plan but it is shown for development in the masterplan. The site generally performs
well when assessed against the sustainability considerations with similar scores and considerations as applied to Site G appraisal (albeit it being smaller is scale some of the significant
positives for site G are reduced to just positives for this site H1. Developed would be expected alongside and as part of comprehensive scheme with adjoining site G. It | highlighted that SA
objective 6 — noise scores an uncertain negative. The site lies alongside the railway line and development, especially any development close to the line, could be adversely impacted by noise

(at its worst it could potential amount to a significant negative impact).

Fhe bulk-ef Site H1 is allocated for development in the Cranbrook Plan for built development.
| this is i ifiod £ . _

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site H1 falls under the same developer control as Site G and therefore being a site with a single developer controlling interest it performs well in respect of financial impact considerations. It

also benefits from relative physical proximity to the services and facilities that the Cobdens development is planned to accommodate. Whilst the site is in a fringe location of the town it is
remote from existing main roads and access to the highway network and lies adjacent to the railway line. Any future access to the site could involve use of residential roads. It may be some
years before the road is in place and therefore site provision could be made and new homes for gypsies and travellers provided; early delivery of these pitches is important. The site is on rising
land, enclosed by existing fied boundary hedgerows which provide some screening and with pitches being relatively low, impact in the landscape may not be too adverse

Site H2 [+ T+ T+ T+ T oM -] o] -JToJo]+Jol+JoJo[-ToJ]oTJo

This small site of around 1.8 hectares forms part of the land that that was subject to a planning application by EDNCP (the majority of the application being covered by Site G). Site H2 is not
allocated in the East Devon local Plan and is not shown for development in the masterplan. The site generally performs well assessed against a number of sustainability considerations as
applied to site G and H1, albeit the site is further from existing and planned facilities than site H1. Positives effects are recorded for SA Objectives - 1 Housing, 2 Community services, 3
Education and skills, 4 Health, 7 Leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport and 14 greenhouse gas emissions. The notable negatives are in respect of 9 - landscape character and 6 -
noise. The site slopes towards the railway, is of some prominence from views to the north and is not visually that well connected to other parts of Cranbrook proposed for development.
Proximity to the railway may also be expected to generate noise impact concerns, perhaps to the point where they could be considered to be of a significant negative scale.

Site H2 is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary. It is however identified as offering potential to
accommodate SANGS.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site H2 shares many similarities with the adjoining Site H1 and therefore many similar considerations apply to this land area. However it is physically more closely related to the railway line and

therefore has the potential for increased adverse noise impacts. The northerly sloping nature of this site also makes it more vulnerable to having adverse landscape impacts.
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This site of around 6.4 hectares is being promoted for development by agents acting for the landowner. Measured against the sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much
larger Site G that lies to its west with the expectation of a number of positive benefits, albeit the site will be some way from core central facilities of Cranbrook, for example around 2,300 metres

from the town centre.

The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factor has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. There is a timing issue at play in that the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only
hold true if facilities, as part of the Cobdens development, were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only apply
(or would be most readily applicable) if easy access to facilities was also secured through development. It should be noted that a negative landscape impact is identified in respect of this site
on account if its location on the easterly edge of Cranbrook and the fact that on the eastern fringes of Cranbrook landscape sensitivity increases significantly and the site is elevated above land

to the west.

Site | is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site | is a small site and it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they are more likely, instead, to hold out for bricks and mortar residential

values. The site, through SA work (above), did not score especially well for regular bricks and mortar housing and the same considerations would apply for gypsy and traveller use. Further to
this the site is presently served by a narrow country lane and this road may present fundamental access problems and challenges in respect of reqular large vehicle movements. Though in the

sites favour it is in a fringe location of Cranbrook.
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This site of around 5.2 hectares is being promoted for development by agents acting for the landowner. Measured against the sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much
larger Site G that lies to its west with the expectation of a number of positive benefits, albeit the site will be some way from core central facilities of Cranbrook, for example around 2,500 metres

from the town centre.

The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factor has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. There is a timing issue at play in that the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only

hold true if facilities, as part of the Cobdens development, were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only apply
(or would be most readily applicable) if easy access to facilities was also secured through development. It should be noted that a negative landscape impact is identified in respect of this site
on account if its location on the easterly edge of Cranbrook and the fact that on the eastern fringes of Cranbrook landscape sensitivity increases significantly.

Also a possible negative historic environment impact is noted as the overall site includes a listed building that forms part of Little Cobden. It is recognised, however, that in illustrative material
submitted that promoting the site the existing buildings are indicated as retained but even with retention there could be potential for adverse heritage impacts.

Site J is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site J is a small site and it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they are more likely to, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential

values. The site through SA work (above) did not score especially well for reqular bricks and mortar housing and the same considerations would apply for gypsy and traveller use. The site
includes a Grade |l listed property and adverse impacts on its setting could occur. The site is in a fringe location which is to its favour.
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This site of around 4.4 hectares forms part of the land that that was subject to a planning application by EDNCp (the majority of the application being covered by Site G) and is understood to be
in their control. Site K is allocated in the East Devon local Plan. Whilst the site generally performs well when assessed against the sustainability considerations the exceptions are is in respect
of landscape and heritage matters. It should be noted that a negative landscape impact is identified in respect of this site on account if its location on the easterly edge of Cranbrook, though it is
a flat area of land. A further concern in respect of this site is that it is comparatively remote from areas proposed for development, for example 2,400 metres from the town centre. A possible
negative historic environment impact, SA objective 8, is noted given the listed building to the north of the site at Little Sebde Cobden.

In Cranbrook Plan policy terms site K falls into three roughly equal parts. The most westerly part is allocated for built development, the central strip is allocated for a gypsy and

traveller site and the easterly part is-shown-forformalepen-space-use falls outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

The most westerly part of the site is the least sensitive in landscape terms and the central area would accommodate gypsy caravans, under plan policy, that are not as high as houses and so
less likely to impact on skyline views.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
The part of Site K that is allocated for a gypsy and traveller site in the Cranbrook Plan comprises of the easterly field (west of the retained power line). It is understood to be under the same

developer control as site G and it forms part of the Cobdens allocation. The site will be sufficiently proximate to the facilities and services that are to be accommodated in the wider Cobdens
expansion area and also close to facilities to be provided at the Grange allocation, albeit access would necessitate crossing London Road. The site also benefits, for gypsy and traveller
accommodation, in not having any immediate neighbouring residential properties and it does sit at what will be a fringe but not isolated part of Cranbrook. There should be scope for direct road
access to the site from London Road and some screening to the road frontage and east and west boundaries. Further screen planting would also be appropriate on the northern boundary so as
to minimise any impact upon the setting of Little Cobden, the listed building to the north. Alternative road access may be achieved from Cobdens Lane. The site is at the eastern gateway to the
proposed expanded town and therefore site layout, design and landscaping would need to be mindful of this consideration, however being relatively level and with existing boundary hedgerows
this is considered entirely possible. A powerline crosses the site but as it is quite a substantial area there would be scope to locate the residential units in a suitable area in order to avoid

development under this line.
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This site of around 12.4 hectares and it is identified for development in the masterplan. It should be noted that it was promoted for development alongside site L2, however L2 is not shown for
development in the masterplan and having differing characteristics, especially in landscape terms, site L2 is appraised separately.

Generally L1 site performs well when compared against the sustainability objectives. Positives effects are recorded for SA Objectives - 1 Housing, 2 Community services, 3 Education and
skills, 4 Health, 7 Leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport and 14 greenhouse gas emissions. However this observation holds true, to some degree, under an assumption that social
and community facilities can be secured alongside site development. At a site size of 12.4 hectares, if developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to only support limited
range of community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in sustainability terms, the site would have to form part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of facility development and

delivery.

Site L1 form a part of the Cranbrook local plan Grange expansion area as allocated under Policy CB5 of the plan.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Having a boundary with London Road this site has the potential to accommodate a gypsy and traveller site with easy access to the road, which is important for gypsies and travellers. The site

is identified for development in the Plan and incorporates part of a neighbourhood centre which once provided would deliver good access to facilities and services as detailed in the assessment
above. The site is not, however (specifically the parts adjoining or close to London Road) in a fringe location of Cranbrook and accessing southern parts of the site would be likely to require
vehicles going through areas of new residential development, this plays against its suitability for gypsy and traveller use. Site L1 also forms part of a total option agreement that by area is
smaller than other big strategic allocation ownerships/options and this could impact on whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for a combined residential and mixed use
development as well as qypsy and traveller use, rather they potentially ‘sit on the site’ and not bring it forward for development at all.

Site L2 | + [+ [+ [+ [o [+ [+ ]of[-Jo]o|]+Jo]+JoJof[]-]Tof[o]o
This site is around 6.8 hectares in extent and comments relating to this site should be read alongside those relating to Site L1. Site L2 is not identified for development in the masterplan. The
site performs well when compared against a number of sustainability objectives. Though as with L1 this would only hold true under assumption of securing community facilities. Furthermore it is
longer distance from existing and planned facilities at Cranbrook than site L1.

A specific negative is identified for this site in respect of landscape impacts, SA Objective 9, on account of potential for development being of prominence from views from the south.

Site L2 is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary. Itis, however, shown as offering scope for
accommodating SANGs.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site L2, is not proposed for built development though the assessment above, which applies to Site L1, also applies to Site L2 in respect of potential for gypsy and traveller use. Furthermore Site

L2 is further remote from London Road which would make direct access, specifically avoiding new residential roads, more problematic for this site than for site L1.
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Site M is around 8.2 hectares in extent and is being promoted for development by agents acting for the landowner. At preferred approach stage of plan making it was not shown for
development in the masterplan and it is noted that as a standalone site it would be remote from a number of services in facilities, separated from the rest of Cranbrook by site Y which was not
previously allocated for development but now is allocated. With Site Y now featuring as an allocation it is appropriate to revisit the assessment work for Site M.

Site M generally performs well when compared against the sustainability objectives. Positives effects are recorded for SA Objectives - 1 Housing, 2 Community services, 3 Education and skills,
4 Health, 7 Leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport and 14 greenhouse gas emissions. However this observation holds true, to some degree, under an assumption that social and
community facilities can be secured alongside site development. The site is, for example, around 2,400 metres from the town centre of Cranbrook and access to the town centre would involve
crossing London Road. If developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to support only a limited range of community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in sustainability
terms, the site would have to form part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of facility development and delivery.

A specific negative identified for this site is in respect of landscape impacts, SA objective 9, on account if it's location on easterly edges of Cranbrook and the fact that on the eastern side
landscape sensitivity increases. The greatest concern in respect of landscape sensitivity applies, however, to the southern parts of the site where development could be of some prominence
from views from the south and also the southerly parts of the site lies beyond and separated from the proposed areas of development of Cranbrook by a large block of woodland (the southern

part of the site, taken alone, could justify a significant negative impact).

Most of the north of Site M is allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan as part of the Grange expansion area under Policy CB5.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site M has a boundary with London Road and on this account the site has the potential to accommodate good vehicle access potential which is to its advantage. The site is identified for built

development in the Plan and it is close to a neighbourhood centre which once provided would deliver good access to facilities and services. The site is also in a fringe location of Cranbrook
which is a positive in respect of potential suitability. Site M, however, forms part of a total option agreement that by area much smaller than other big strategic allocation ownerships and this
could impact on whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for development at all, to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use, or whether they would be more inclined not bring it

forward for development at all.
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Site N extends to around 9.1 hectares. Generally the site performs well when compared against the sustainability objectives. Positive impacts are identified in respect of SA objectives 1 —
housing, 2 — community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 6 — noise (though this may not hold true for any houses immediately next to or near to London Road), 12 — sustainable

transport and 14 — greenhouse emissions.

However observation holds true, to some degree, under an assumption that social and community facilities can be secured alongside site development. At a site size of 9.1 hectares, if
developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to support a limited range of community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in sustainability terms the site would have to form

part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of development and delivery.

The vast majority of the north of Site N is allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan as part of the Grange expansion area under Policy CB5, with the southerly edge
shown as appropriate for SANGs provision.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site N has a boundary with London Road and on this account the site has the potential to accommodate good vehicle access potential which is to its advantage. The site is identified for built

development in the Plan and it is close to a neighbourhood centre which once provided would deliver good access to facilities and services. The site also has some Cranbrook fringe edges to it
which is a positive in respect of potential suitability, Site N, is though, in a landowning ownership that is much smaller than other big strategic allocation ownerships and this could impact on
whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for development at all, to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use, or whether they would be more inclined not bring it forward for any

development.

Site N — Extended Area [ + [ + T+ T + T o] + [+ o B o[ o]+ JoJl+TJoJo]-ToTJoTlo

At the Preferred Approach stage of plan making this site was not assessed in the SA but as it has been promoted for development assessment is seen as appropriate at this publication stage of
work.

The site is very similar in terms of SA objectives scores as Site N, though in terms of accessibility to facilities is somewhat less attractive. However, it is in respect of landscape impacts, SA
Objective 9, where a significant negative impact is identified. Parts of site are prominent in views from the south and the site extends over a ridgeline that separates it from the rest of the
proposed development of Cranbrook.

Site N - Extended Area is not allocated for built development but is shown as offering potential for SANGs.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site N — Extended Area - is not proposed for built development and the assessment above, which applies to Site N, also applies in this respect to potential for gypsy and traveller use.

Furthermore this site is more remote from London Road which would make direct access, specifically avoiding new residential roads, more problematic than for Site N.
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Site O extends to around 7.1 hectares. Generally the site performs well when compared against the sustainability objectives. However this observation holds true, to some degree, under an
assumption that social and community facilities can be secured alongside site development. Positive impacts are identified in respect of SA objectives 1 — housing, 2 — community services, 3 —
education and skills, 4 — health, 6 — noise (though this may not hold true for any houses immediately next to or near to London Road), 12 — sustainable transport and 14 — greenhouse
emissions. At a site size of 7.1 hectares, if developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to support limited range of community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in
sustainability terms, the site would have to form part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of development and delivery. It should be noted that this site forms part of a larger land
area submitted and promoted for development at the Issues and Options stage of plan consultation. In illustrative material that accompanied the submission a large part of the total submission
site was not proposed for actual development, however as this section of land (Site O) was proposed to be built on it has been appraised. The other areas of land that were proposed for

development in the same representation are appraised as Site P and Site Q in this appraisal.

Whilst the site scores a negligible impact against SA objective 9 — Landscape Quality it is relevant to note that it falls within land shown as a Green Wedge in the East Devon Local Plan and this
designation is afforded specific protection in the Made Rockbeare Neighbourhood Plan.

Site O is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site O is not allocated for development in the plan and the above assessment has general relevance for potential for gypsy and traveller use. To the sites advantage, however, is that it does

have a boundary to London Road and on this account the site has the potential to provide good vehicle access. The site also has some Cranbrook fringe edges to it which is a positive, though
these are away from London Road and accessing them would be likely to entail use of residential roads. Some fringe parts also have proposed residential development to boundaries. Site O is
in a landowning ownership that is smaller than the big strategic allocation ownerships and this could impact on whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for development at all,
to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use or whether they would be more inclined not bring it forward for any development — particularly noting that it is not allocated for any other supporting

development..
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Site P extends to around 2 hectares in size. Across a nhumber of the sustainability objectives the site performs well. Positive impacts are identified in respect of SA objectives 1 — housing, 2 —
community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 6 — noise (though this may not hold true for any houses immediately next to or near to London Road), 12 — sustainable transport and 14
— greenhouse emissions. An exception, however, is in respect of landscape considerations, SA Objective 9. The negative landscape considerations relate to both visual impact concerns and
also the fact that the village of Rockbeare is to the south of and close to Cranbrook and the village currently has a particular character in the landscape that is defined by surrounding
open/undeveloped countryside. Development of this site would erode to a great extent that open character, noting as well that the site lies within the Local Plan Green Wedge and this

designation is afforded specific protection in the Made Rockbeare Neighbourhood Plan.

Site P is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site P is not allocated for development in the plan and the above assessment has general relevance for potential for gypsy and traveller uses. To the sites advantage, however, is that it does

have a boundary to London Road and on this account the site has the potential to provide good vehicle access. The site also has some Cranbrook fringe edges to it which is an advantage.
Site P is in a landowning ownership that is smaller than the big strategic allocation ownerships and this could impact on whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for
development at all, to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use or whether they would be more inclined not bring it forward for any development.
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Site Q extends to around 2.3 hectares in size. Across a number of the sustainability objectives the site performs well with proximity to the town centre of Cranbrook being in the particular favour
of the town. Informed by proximity considerations the site performs well in respect of objectives - housing, 2 — community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 7 — leisure and
recreation, 12 — sustainable transport and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions. Though these positives would only hold true under assumption that social and community facilities can be secured
alongside site development. At a site size of only 2.3 hectares, if developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to support a limited range of community facilities, therefore and
to work effectively in sustainability terms, the site would have to form part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of development and delivery.

The notable exception with respect of potential impacts is in respect of landscape considerations, SA objective 9, where a significant negative effect is identified. The significant negative
landscape considerations relate to both visual impact concerns and also the fact that the village of Rockbeare is to the south of and close to Cranbrook and the village currently has a particular
character in the landscape that is defined by surrounding open/undeveloped countryside. Development of this site would erode to a great extent that open character, noting as well that the site
lies within a local plan Green Wedge and this designation is afforded specific protection in the Made Rockbeare Neighbourhood Plan. Whilst some parts of the site would be less visually
prominent than others and adjacent to London Road parts may be seen to be of limited landscape impact importance, at the land near or next to London Road, however, noise considerations

may result in adverse impacts hence the negative recorded against SA Objective 6 for noise.

Site Q is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site Q is not allocated for development in the plan and the above assessment has general relevance for potential for gypsy and traveller uses. To the sites advantage, however, is that it does

have a boundary to London Road and on this account the site has the potential to provide good vehicle access. However, it is also very close to core central parts of the town and as such
lack’s a fringe area character. Site Q is in a landowning ownership that is smaller than the big strategic allocation ownerships and this could impact on whether the land owner might wish to
bring the site forward for development at all, to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use or whether they would be more inclined not bring it forward for any development.
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This site was not previously proposed for development by landowners though is understood to be in the same ownership/control as the promoter of Site O, P and Q. Site R is indicatively show
in the issues and options submissions by the site controllers as open space (as is land to the south of O, P and Q). Appraisal is undertaken at this stage of plan making work for reasons of

completeness of assessment.

Across a number of the sustainability objectives the site performs well with proximity to the town centre of Cranbrook being in the particular favour of the site, albeit access to the town centre
would involve crossing the busy London Road.. Informed by proximity considerations the site performs well in respect of objectives - housing, 2 — community services, 3 — education and skills,
4 — health, 7 — leisure and recreation, 12 — sustainable transport and 14 greenhouse gas emissions. Though these positives would only hold true, to some degree, under assumption that

social and community facilities can be secured alongside site development

The notable exception with respect of potential impacts is in respect of landscape considerations, SA objective 9, where a significant negative effect is identified. The significant negative
landscape consideration relate to both visual impact concerns and also the fact that the village of Rockbeare is to the east of the site and the village currently has a particular character in the
landscape that is defined by surrounding open/undeveloped countryside. Development of this site, which is very open, would erode to a great extent that open character, noting as well that the
site lies within a local plan Green Wedge and this designation is afforded specific protection in the Made Rockbeare Neighbourhood Plan.. It should also be noted that a large part of the site

falls in a floodplain (though some is outside) hence the significant negative recorded against SA objective 15 for flood risk.

Site R is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site R is not allocated for development in the plan and the above assessment has general relevance for potential for gypsy and traveller uses. The site does not have a boundary to London

Road and instead access would have to use Parsons Lane. This road is of limited width along its central and eastern sections but does currently support typical farm traffic through the use of
passing places. The site is close to core central parts of the town and the facilities they offer but pedestrian access to those are not currently high quality.
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Site S was not formally appraised at Preferred Options stage of plan making but is assessed now at Publication stage for completeness reasons. Itis a small site in close proximity of many of
the existing facilities of Cranbrook and close to the town centre, albeit is lies south of London Road. Proximity to planned and existing facilities plays to the favour of the site and helps account
for positive scores against a number of the SA objectives, specifically 1- housing, 2, community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 7 — leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport
and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions (with the last two informed by proximity and ease of access to public transport). However as the site fronts on to London Road there is some potential, with
uncertainty noted, for negative noise impacts, SA objective 6, and more importantly a significant negative impact on SA objective 9 - landscape quality. This site falls in a Local Plan Green
Wedge and is an open and visually exposed area of land and this designation is afforded specific protection in the Made Rockbeare Neighbourhood Plan.

Site S is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site S is not allocated for development but it does, however, have direct access to London Road and on this count the site has the potential to provide good vehicle access. ltis very close to

core central parts of the town and whilst having fringe area characteristics it is a site of prominence and visual openness in the landscape. Site S is small and it's assumed that it is unlikely,
should it be allocated for general housing development, that a land owner would want to readily bring it forward for mixed use development to incorporate a gypsy and traveller use.

Site T - Excluding S West Corner [+ [+ [+ +JTo -2 o B o[ o] +JoJ+JoJo] -ToJ]ol]o

Site T, excluding the south west corner, was shown on the sites appraised map with commentary at preferred approach stage of plan making but was not formally appraised. It is, however
apprised now for completeness reasons. It is a small site in close proximity of many of the existing facilities of Cranbrook and close to the town centre, albeit it lies south of London Road.
Proximity to planned and existing facilities plays to the favour of the site and helps account for positive scores against a number of the SA objectives, specifically 1- housing, 2, community
services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 12 sustainable transport and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions (with the last two informed by proximity and ease of access to public transport).

However as the site fronts on to London Road there is some potential, with uncertainty noted, for negative noise impacts, SA objective 6, and more significantly a significant negative impact on
SA objective 9 - landscape quality and 7 — leisure and recreation. This site falls in a Local Plan Green Wedge and is an open and visually exposed area of land and a large part of it is identified
for use as part of the country park and development would have significant adverse impacts on leisure and recreation use and potential.

Site T, excluding the south west corner, is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site T is not allocated for development but it does, however, have direct access to London Road and on this count the site has the potential to provide good vehicle access. However a large

part of the site forms part of the Cranbrook Country Park and it is discounted from further assessment on account of this status and its general lack of suitability for development as noted above.
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The south west corner of site T is appraised separately from the remainder of Site T as part of this area is proposed for a gypsy and traveller site. It is a small site in close proximity to many of
the existing facilities of Cranbrook and close to the town centre, albeit is lies south of London Road. Proximity to planned and existing facilities plays to the favour of the site and helps account
for positive scores against a number of the SA objectives, specifically 1- housing, 2, community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 7 — leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport
and 14 — greenhouse gas emissions (with the last two informed by proximity and ease of access to public transport).

There is possible potential however for negative effects, albeit with uncertainty noted, on landscape character — SA objective 9. The site falls in a local plan Green Wedge area and taller
buildings on the site may be of some visual prominence. Though caravans, being significantly less high than two or three storey houses, would be much less prominent than ‘bricks and mortar’
housing. Planting and landscaping of the site could also provide mitigation from adverse impacts.

The south west corner of site T is allocated on the Cranbrook Plan Policies Map for a gypsy and traveller site.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site T — south west corner only - shares many similar characteristics as the larger close by Site B1 and it is understood to be under the same ownership and control. The site would be close to

the facilities that are to be accommodated at the Treasbeare expansion area and also close to existing facilities built in the first phase of Cranbrook development and the town centre, albeit
access would necessitate crossing London Road. Accessibility to facilities, for this site, is therefore a positive consideration. The site also benefits, for gypsy and traveller accommodation, in
not having any immediate neighbouring residential properties and it does sit within what will be a fringe but not isolated part of Cranbrook. There is direct road access to the site from the
adjoining lane and subject to design, this may negate the need to drive through newly established residential areas; alternatively access may be derived from the proposed residential parcel to
the west and this would be a short section of road before exiting onto London Road. The site is on sloping land with clear views afforded from London Road, properties overlooking London
Road in the vicinity and the western end of the existing Cranbrook Country Park. The existing boundary hedges to Parsons Lane provide some screening though further planting would be
needed to offset other potential adverse impacts. Topography is such that the site is screened from Rockbeare and will not lead to settlement coalescence. With careful landscaping any

landscape and visual impacts could be mitigated.
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Site U is a small area of land adjoining Lenrden Station Road. Measured against sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A1 and A2 that lies to its east.
However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a number of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 — housing, because this site is much smaller and would deliver much
less the scale of impact is reduced to (just) positives. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1 — Housing, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and
recreation and 18 — Employment. Because of access to public transport significant positives are identified against SA objectives 12 and 14 for sustainable transport and greenhouse gas

emissions.

However, this overall critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and
available. The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment
is does play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. To its favour is the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to
Cranbrook facilities would not entail crossing this road. But even without the need to cross the road the site is far from ideal in respect of pedestrian access to services, it lies around 850 metres
from existing facilities at Cranbrook. There is a timing issue at play in that some of the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in
use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this
may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site U is allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as part-of the Bluehayes Expansion Area.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
At preferred approach stage this site was identified as being a location for gypsy and traveller pitches, however such an allocation does not form part of the Plan submitted for examination. It is

in separate landowner control to the majority of the rest of the Bluehayes allocation, which is controlled by developers. The site lies on a bend of Station Road, linking London Road to the south
with Dog Village and Broadclyst to the north and has the potential for access to be derived directly from Station Road. However, the road is narrow in places and additional use by large
vehicles would not be preferential. The site is bound by hedgerows and in landscape terms, use in part as a qypsy and traveller site would have a neutral impact. Concerns were expressed at
preferred approach consultation by the gypsy and traveller community over the perception that this site would be hemmed in and overlooked by residents. Furthermore the limited size of the
site could result in the land owner seeking to hold out for bricks and mortar residential values and therefore not releasing the site for such an allocation.
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Site V is a small area of land adjoining Lenden-Read Station Road. Appraisal of this land area shows that it generally performs well in sustainability terms. If planned and developed alongside
site A1 and A2 it would ensure that the site offers scope to accommodate a wide range of services and facilities that can be supplied in an integrated manner alongside housing, on the site, as
part of a comprehensive development scheme. The site is relatively close to the first phase of development at Cranbrook with reasonable access to existing services and facilities and being on
the western edges of Cranbrook it is closer to major employment centres than others sites with benefits including reduced journey lengths to work and positive economic benefits; in this respect
it scores significant positive benefits against SA objectives 12 - Sustainable Transport and 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives:
1 - Housing, 2 - Community services, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation and 18 — Employment on account on policy provision in the plan requiring delivery.
Because of access to public transport significant positives are identified against SA objectives 12 and 14 for sustainable transport and greenhouse gas emissions. It should also be noted that
there are some community facilities in close by buildings to this site at and around Broadclyst Station (a former station on the railway line and buildings that developed around it).

In a number of cases negligible impacts compared to SA objectives are identified, however the site is close to both London Road and more importantly the Exeter to Waterloo railway and noise
impacts are therefore a matter of possible concern, hence the negative impact scored against SA Objective 6 for noise.

Site V is allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan as part of the Bluehayes expansion area under Policy CB2.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site V has a boundary with Station Road and on this account the site has the potential to accommodate vehicle access potential which is to its advantage. However, the road is narrow in

places and additional use by large vehicles would not be preferential. The site is identified for built development in the Plan and it is close to some existing facilities at Broadclyst Station and it
will be close to Bluehayes facilities. Although the site is in a fringe location of Cranbrook, the surrounding existing built development is to its disadvantage.
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This is a small site measured against sustainability objectives achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A that lies to its east and on the opposite side of Station Road. However, whereas
the larger A1 and A2 site saw a humber of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 — housing, because this site is much smaller and would deliver much less the scale of
impact is reduced to (just) positive. - Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1 — Housing, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation and 18 —

Employment.

However, this critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and available.
The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. Furthermore the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to Cranbrook
facilities would entail crossing this road which can be quite busy, is seen in general as a negative and this, for example, accounts for a negative score in respect to SA Objective 2 which is
concerned with community services. Furthermore the site lies around 950 metres from existing facilities at Cranbrook. There is a timing issue at play in that some of the positive wider
sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only
apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site W is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site W falls on the western side of Station Road. The site could benefit from the proposed facilities that A1 would accommodate, though this would involve crossing Station Road. Site W

benefits from being in a fringe location and road access potential, directly from Station Road, would appear to be good. However, the road is narrow in places and additional use by large
vehicles would not be preferential. The site benefits from being in a fringe location which is to its advantage. However, being a small site it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the
site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they typically could, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential values.
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Across a number of the sustainability objectives site X performs well with proximity to the town centre of Cranbrook being in the particular favour of the site. Informed by proximity

considerations the site performs well in respect of objectives - housing, 2 — community services, 3 — education and skills, 4 — health, 7 — leisure and recreation, 12 — sustainable transport and
14 — greenhouse gas emissions. Though these positives would only hold true under assumption that social and community facilities can be secured alongside site development. If developed
on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to support limited range of community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in sustainability terms, the site would have to form part of or

be tied in some manner to a wider process of development and delivery.

The notable exception with respect of potential impacts is in respect of landscape considerations where a significant negative effect is identified against SA objective 9. The significant negative
landscape considerations relate to both visual impact concerns and also the fact that the village of Rockbeare is to the south of and close to Cranbrook and the village currently has a particular
character in the landscape that is defined by surrounding open/undeveloped countryside. Development of this site would erode to a great extent that open character, noting as well that the site
lies within a local plan Green Wedge. Whilst some small northerly parts of the site would be less visually prominent the bulk of the site would be visually prominent.

Site X is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site X is not allocated for development in the plan and the above assessment has general relevance for potential for gypsy and traveller use. The site does have a small boundary to London

Road and on this account the site has the potential to provide vehicle access. The site also has some Cranbrook fringe edges to it which is a positive. Site X is in a landowning ownership that is
smaller than the big strategic allocation ownerships and this could impact on whether the land owner might wish to bring the site forward for development at all, to incorporate a gypsy and

traveller use, or whether they would be more inclined not bring it forward for any development.
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Generally site Y performs well when compared against the sustainability objectives. Positives effects are recorded for SA Objectives - 1 Housing, 2 Community services, 3 Education and skills,
4 Health, 7 Leisure and recreation, 12 sustainable transport and 14 greenhouse gas emissions. However this observation holds true, to some degree, under an assumption that social and
community facilities can be secured alongside site development. As a relatively small site, if developed on a standalone basis, the site could be expected to only support limited range of
community facilities, therefore and to work effectively in sustainability terms, the site would have to form part of or be tied in some manner to a wider process of facility development and

delivery.

Site Y form a part of the Cranbrook local plan Grange expansion area as allocated under Policy CB5 of the plan.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site Y has a boundary with London Road and on this account the site has the potential to accommodate good vehicle access potential which is to its advantage. The site is identified for built

development in the Plan and it is close to a neighbourhood centre which once provided would deliver good access to facilities and services. The site, other than its southern edge, is not
however in a fringe location of Cranbrook which is a negative in respect of potential suitability for gypsy and traveller accommodation. Site Y, is in a landowning ownership that is much smaller
than other big strategic allocation ownerships. This could impact on whether the land is released for a mixed use development at this time or held for future all residential (bricks and mortar)
development. As this parcel forms a central connecting block within the Grange expansion area this would be a significant disadvantage.

65|Page



Cranbrook Plan — evidence paper including SA update in respect of policy for gypsies and travellers — July 2020

SA Objectives are on the top row — Site = ° - >
Areas are shown below with a summary - S o oo 2 2 % 20l @ =
commentary on site location = S < S| g > S © ° ° '8 v o g = =
= 2, = 5| 2E| g8l |2 |sSsg]|3 =] 5zl ¢ |28 2| B¢
= Eoun|l ® = ) = Q| = a2 ST o o=|T38 20| %2 S cE <
@ EQ| S = g Q S2| 55| o Q i n 9 - o E| 9 cc| @ == s IS
S ol > [ £ @ 28 59| c®| E i) S| .| =gl S c o S 5= =
k= R = ° o2 23| s3] < @ "2 | IQ| Oyl |Ws|S w FS| EQ
o| WS = & g | 2c| o - NG| mB| <& v ©E| ~ 0 o> | o2z
— N0 | ™MWy | < [To) © ~NS2 | oo | G| — A5 | A3 40 o — 0| - — 3 | N.E

o

Site 1 [ + To [ + T+ T o[ -T+ T o0oTJTofoTTo NN o N oIlo [ -T+T o]

Site Z1 Y is a small area of land adjoining London Road. Measured against sustainability objectives it achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A1 and A2 that lies to its east north.
However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a number of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 — housing, because this site is much smaller and would deliver much
less the scale of impact is reduced to (just) positives. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1 — Housing, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and
recreation and 18 — Employment. Because of access to public transport significant positives are identified against SA objectives 12 and 14 for sustainable transport and greenhouse gas

emissions.

However, this overall critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and
available. The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment
is does play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. To its favour is the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to
Cranbrook facilities would not entail crossing this road. But even without the need to cross the road the site is far from ideal in respect of pedestrian access to services, it lies around 850 metres
from existing facilities at Cranbrook. There is a timing issue at play in that some of the positive wider sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in
use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this
may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site Z1 is not allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan and is shown as outside of the Built-up Area Boundary.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site Z1 sits alongside Site Al and as such would benefit from the proposed facilities that A1 would accommodate, though this is on the assumption that appropriate pedestrian links would be

provided from this site to wider facilities. Site Z1 is a small site and it is unlikely that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they typically could, instead,
hold out for bricks and mortar residential values if the land were allocated or to be in a Built up Area Boundary. The site lies close to a bend on Station Road, linking London Road to the south
with Dog Village and Broadclyst to the north and has the potential for access to be derived directly onto Station Road. However, the road is narrow in places and additional use by large

vehicles would not be preferential.
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Site Z2 is a small site which measured against sustainability objectives achieves similar ratings as the much larger Site A that lies to its east north and on the opposite side of Station Road.
However, whereas the larger A1 and A2 site saw a number of significant positive benefits, for example for SA objective 1 — housing, because this site is much smaller and would deliver much
less the scale of impact is reduced to (just) positive. Positive benefits are noted in respect of a number of SA objectives: 1 — Housing, 3 - Education and skills, 4 — Health, 7 - Leisure and

recreation and 18 — Employment.

However, this critique would only hold true under an assumption that the services and facilities that are required to support and complement development are actually provided and available.
The site, being small scale, would not be able to secure direct on site delivery of facilities and whilst this factors has not been applied in a manner that impacts on this SA assessment is does
play against the site in respect of its potential suitability as an allocation for development. Furthermore the fact that the site is on the western side of London Road, and access to Cranbrook
facilities would entail crossing this road which can be quite busy, is seen in general as a negative and this, for example, accounts for a negative score in respect to SA Objective 2 which is
concerned with community services. Furthermore the site lies around 950 metres from existing facilities at Cranbrook. There is a timing issue at play in that some of the positive wider
sustainability benefits identified would only hold true if facilities were open, available and in use before or at the same time that this site was developed and also these wider benefits would only
apply (or would be most readily applicable) if there was easy access to facilities and this may only be possible through a coordinated development of this site and the adjoining Site A.

Site Z2 is allocated for built development in the Cranbrook Plan as part of the Bluehayes expansion area under Policy CB2.

Commentary on suitability to accommodate gypsies and travellers
Site Z2 falls on the western/southern side of Station Road and to the north of London Road. The site could benefit from the proposed facilities that A1 would accommodate, though this would

involve crossing Station Road. Site Z2 benefits from being in a fringe location and road access potential, directly from Station Road, would appear to be good. However, the road is narrow in
places and additional use by large vehicles would not be preferential. It is not clear if acceptable highway access could be secured onto London Road. However, being a small site it is unlikely
that a land owner would wish to bring the site forward for gypsy and traveller use, they typically could, instead, hold out for bricks and mortar residential values.

Site A2 has been identified for open space provision in the Cranbrook Plan and it is believed that there may be legal covenant or similar considerations that could prevent built development.
The site was not explicitly assessed through the SA work (though was commented on) for the above reasons. It is not regarded as offering realistic scope to accommodate a gypsy and traveller

site.
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Conclusions on Comparative Assessment of Site Development Options

10.17

10.18

10.19

10.20

10.21

The site specific assessment shows a humber of consistencies across all sites. All
sites assessed through the appraisal are done so on the assumption of housing
development (though also noting supplementary additional commentary specifically
for gypsy and traveller accommodation) and therefore they all see positive impacts
against SA objective 1 for housing, though as sites Al, B1 and G are of the greatest
size, and account for the bulk of land allocated under Policies CB2-GB4 CB3 and
CSB3CB4 respectively, they all see significant positive impacts. The smaller sites
would not accommodate so much housing, so taken individually their impacts are
only recorded as positive in respect of SA objective 1. However, small sites group
together or considered alongside and if developed as part of bigger comprehensive
schemes, could attain the scale to warrant significant positive impacts. Policy CB5
for the Grange seeks to achieve collective delivery and if achieved this would
indicate a significant positive collective impact for sites N, L1 and Y and the northern
half of M taken as a single whole.

Further consistencies for positive impacts (and largest sites significant positive
impacts) occur on many sites (but not all) against SA objectives 2 - Community
services, 3 -Education and skills, 4 - Health, 7 - Leisure and recreation, 12 -
Sustainable transport, 14 - Greenhouse gas emissions and the employment
objectives of 18 - Employment, 19 - Town Vitality & viability and 20 - Inward
investment. It is worth highlighting that the sites with greatest pedestrian
accessibility, specifically shorter walking distances, to facilities and public transport,
perform better against many of these objectives.

There are also some similar patterns for negative sustainability impacts occurring
with larger sites, because being larger the scale of impact is greater, for example SA
17 - Waste, seeing significant negative impacts.

Where the greatest variations occur, and these are of particularly significance in
helping inform policy and allocation choices, are in respect of SA objectives 6 for
noise and 9 for landscape character. Sites B2 because of proximity to the airport
and H2 because of proximity to the railway line are identified as seeing significant
adverse impacts against SA objective 6 for noise though other sites, close to noise
sources that include the airport and main roads and railways also see potential for
negative impacts. In respect of landscape impacts, SA Objective 9, a number of
sites see significant negatives impacts with these being on the southern side of
Cranbrook, in many cases being exposed in open views from the south, and in a
number of cases close to Rockbeare village. Sites with potential for significant
negative impacts include B2, N (extended area), Q, R, S, T and X. All other sites
see either negative (typically the bigger) or negligible (typically the smaller)
landscape impacts. The only exception is site F which records a positive impact
against SA objective 9 for landscape. This site, however scores a range of negatives
against other SA objectives, specifically including 18 - Employment on account of
loss of employment land, assuming a housing use comes forward.

The sites that are allocated for development in the Cranbrook Plan tabled below:
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Table 10.1 sites allocated for development in the Cranbrook Plan

Allocation | Sites SA collective impacts and Excluded sites and commentary
Policy Allocated | commentary for allocations
CB2 - Al,V, U These sites form the Bluehayes Sites close by that fall outside of
Bluehayes | and Z2 allocation. They form a coherent area | the allocation and outside of the
for development stretching between Built-up Area Boundary, Policy
existing development of Cranbrook to | CB10 in the plan, includes land
the west and London Road to the east. | that is to the west of London
They perform well against many of the | Road, sites E, D and W as well as
SA objectives. sites C and Z1. These sites were
assessed as inappropriate for
inclusion in the Built-up Area
Boundary. It should also be noted
that Site F which is remote,
separated by the railway, is also
excluded from the allocation and
Built-up Area Boundary.
CB3 - B1-{ small | These sites form the Treasheare Sites that fall close by but outside
Treasbeare | parts of allocation. They form a coherent area | of the allocation and Built-up Area
B2; and for development to the south of Boundary include T, R and S and
B3 and Cranbrook but excluding the vast most of site T. These sites are all
parts of T | majority of Site B2 that falls at and visually prominent and
south above the 55 dB noise level. The area | development could adversely
west extends westward up to but not impact on the setting and open
corner beyond a ridgeline prominent in views | character that surround
from Rockbeare village. The allocated | Rockbeare village.
sites perform well against many of the
SA objectives.
CB4 - Site G These sites form the Cobdens Sites that fall close by but outside
Cobdens (most allocation. They form a coherent area | of the allocation and Built-up Area
westerly | for development to the west of Boundary are | and J. These sites
parts), H1 | Cranbrook but do not intrude into land | are quite remote from the built
and K further to the west that is more form areas for Cranbrook and site
undulating in character, more intimate | | is on more elevated land. Much
in scale and more heavily planted. of the western side of site G is
They perform well against many of the | excluded from the allocation, it
SA objectives. forms undulating land of higher
landscape value than land to the
east.
CB5 - M These sites form the Grange Sites that fall close by but outside
Grange (northern | allocation. They form a logical south of the allocation and Built-up Area
half), Y, easterly extension to Cranbrook that Boundary are Q, P, O the
L1 and N | avoids adverse landscape impacts but | extended part of N and southern

that remains reasonably close to the
town centre and main facilities of the
town.

half of M. These sites are of some
visual openness and prominence,
including from Rockbeare village
but more generally from views
from the south.
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10.22

10.23

10.24

10.25

10.25

10.26

Scope for mitigation where negative impacts are noted

All of the allocated sites (and this, under the assessment, would hold true for any
allocated land) show negative impacts against SA objective 17. It is identified that
Cranbrook wide mitigation measures could be appropriate to deal with waste
considerations.

Potential for adverse noise impacts, SA Objective 6, are also noted for all of the
allocations, but these have the potential for the severest impacts for the CB3
Treasbeare allocation in respect of airport generated noise. Mitigation specific
measures are mentioned in plan policy. Other noise concerns that could affect all
other sites include road noise, especially from London Road, and also for CB2
Bluehayes and CB4 Cobdens the from the railway line. Provision of mitigation could
feature in policy where noise may be a possible issue though it is noted that the
masterplan minimises immediate road frontage and especially railway frontage
development.

In respect of the CB2, CB3 and CB4 there are potential adverse historic environment
impacts, SA objective 8, that mitigation in policy could address or reference. All of
the allocations could, as well, result in some adverse landscape impacts, SA
Objective 9, and mitigation measures could be identified in policy provision. This
same observation also holds true (and would do so for any large allocation) for SA
Objective 13 air, soil and water.

The sites identified for development through the Cranbrook work, specifically as
allocated on the Policies Map, generally perform better in the sustainability
assessment than those that are not identified.

Summary of cumulative SA impacts of the land allocations

This chapter of the appraisal has considered overall suitability of land allocations and
land areas that fall inside of the Built-up Area Boundaries in the vicinity of the
allocations. Overall the land allocations typically have lesser adverse sustainability
impacts than the non-allocated sites, this is especially so in respect of SA Objectives
6 for noise and 9 landscape impacts. Overall the allocations (specifically where
formed by the larger sites but also in conjunction when smaller land areas are also
part of the allocations) have significant positive impacts against SA objectives 1
Housing, 2 Community services, 3 Education and skills, 4 Health, 12 Sustainable
transport and 14 Greenhouse gas emissions. They also have positive impacts
against a range of the other SA objectives, specifically including - 7 Leisure and
recreation, 18 Employment, 19 Town Vitality & viability and 20 Inward investment.

Landscape impact considerations were key to informing the Masterplan, which
subsequently informed plan policies and land allocations, and through the SA work a
number of sites on or close to the periphery of Cranbrook, especially on the southern
side and south of London Road perform quite significantly less well than other
options. On the eastern and western fringes of Cranbrook, beyond the Local Plan
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allocated sites, a number of smaller scale sites compare reasonably well in
comparison to local plan allocations though there are concerns in respect of the
ability of these sites to support and secure infrastructure and facilities alongside
housing development
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