
 

 

Rackheath Neighbourhood Plan – Pre-submission Draft Consultation 

Broadland District Council response 10th November 2016 

 

Section of Neighbourhood Plan Comment 

ENV7 We feel that little justification is given in the supporting text for 
the identified Local Green spaces, other than a reference to 
Newman Woods as being identified as important in consultation 
with the community. This implies that the others were not 
identified as being important by the community.  
 
There is little evidence that the criteria, as set out in NPPF 
Paragraph 77, have been applied and, in particular, that ‘the 
green area is demonstrably special to a local community and 
holds a particular local significance.’ 
 
In addition to the above criterion, the other tests of being ‘in 
reasonably close proximity to the community it serves’ and being 
‘local in character and not an extensive tract of land’ would not 
seem to have been met in the case of Rackheath Park. 
 
In addition, the green spaces are noted on Fig. 22 but the 
boundaries are not defined. The annotation for Newman Woods 
is incorrect, being shown on March Covert, another woodland 
area. 
 

COM4 We would suggest that the sentence “Developers should be 
encouraged” is changed to “Developers will be encouraged”. 
 

BUS1 We feel there is a lack of clarity over what is meant by ‘heavy or 
polluting industry’ and why such uses may not be allowed. This 
requires clarification. 
 
It is also felt that the sentence ‘new businesses should fit within a 
rural village feel’ is contradictory and somewhat difficult to 
interpret/enforce given that there is already an industrial estate 
alongside a residential area. 
 
As regards the statement, ‘A second access point onto the 
current Rackheath Industrial Estate is required’, the 
Neighbourhood Plan does not evidence why this is required 
(other than through consultation) or how its provision is likely to 
be achieved.  
 

BUS2 It is felt that little justification is given to explain why B1 uses 
cannot be located next to residential uses. We would suggest the 
following new wording, or similar ‘An appropriate buffer should 
be provided between residential and non B1 employment uses.* 
This could be provided through amenity space, tree belts (see 
ENV3) or allotments, as appropriate.’ Footnote for the asterisk, as 
follows: ‘*B1 uses are office, research & development and light 
industry.’ 
 



 

 

BUS4 There is little justification given for why change of use of 
individual retail premises should be resisted. This should be 
further evidenced and justified or alternatively should be 
removed.  
 

TRA1 It is not reasonable to expect all infrastructure to be in place at 
the start of a development. Infrastructure should be coordinated 
with the progression of the development and it is felt the 
wording of the policy should reflect this.  
 

 


