
Matter 8 Climate Change, the Environment & Design  
 
Q8.3) Is Objective 7 of the Plan sufficiently robust, particularly in relation to air 

quality? What is the available baseline data on air quality in the Borough? How has air 
quality been dealt with in the Sustainability Appraisal of the Plan?  
 
The subject of air quality has been downplayed. The figures are not improving so the 

idea that better cars will negate the increase in the number of vehicles is untrue. The 
raw diffusion tube data for 2017 is no better than 2015. There has been the VW 

scandal and also studies showing how lorries have devices fitted to avoid the filtering 
systems, which are come with a cost. We do not have monitoring in many of the areas 

where there is already a significant increase in the traffic levels as a result of 
development. 
 
See Matter6_3.0009_KeithKondakor_Appendix4tube_locations.pdf 
 
 
Q8.4) Would a specific policy / policy content on air quality be necessary for plan 
soundness in light of the evidence for the Borough?  
 
Given the very rapid increase in housing trajectory, it is vital to have a specific air 
quality policy to ensure that air quality does not become significantly worse in the 
short term. This is a particular concern for HSG1 and adjacent sites, which are 

expected to be developed in a short space of time. The traffic from those sites has to 
go along  Leicester Road or through Attleborough to get to town. 
 
Q8.9) Is Policy NE3 (Biodiversity & Geodiversity) justified, effective and consistent 
with national policy including paragraph 118 of the NPPF on the principles of 
conserving and enhancing biodiversity? Is the wording of the policy sufficiently clear 

that developments that would adversely affect a European Site or cause significant 
harm to a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSi) will not normally be granted 

planning permission?  
 
The wording suggests that any site could be developed if it was deemed that the 
benefits of the development outweighed the loss of bio/geo-diversity. I believe that 

this is inadequate and the wording must be such that sites mentioned above  are 
protected from development.  
 
Q8.12) Does the Plan give sufficient recognition of soil as an environmental resource 
and to safeguarding the long term capability of best and most versatile agricultural 
land (Grades 1, 2 and 3a) having regard to paragraph 112 of the NPPF?  
 
Soil seems to be given very low priority, despite it being vital for feeding ourselves.. 
Every planning application that we have had on our 'countryside' (areas of restraint as 

the council like to call them) has dismissed the issue of soil, saying that 'it is not the 
best agricultural land', despite it having grown crops every year. We are losing all our 
land for food growing. The sustainability assessment mentioned  'will have a negative 

effect on the prudent use of resources, soils,' in almost every one of the housing site 
allocations and yet this seems to have been dismissed in every case. 
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