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Thanet District Council

Non-Technical Summary

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Introduction

This document describes the methodology and the issues that the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the
Thanet District Local Plan, has assessed. The Thanet District Local Plan will help to guide the future
spatial development of the District up to 2031. It will be used to make decisions on planning
applications and proposals for development.

Role of the Sustainability Appraisal Report the Sustainability Appraisal
Process

The purpose of the SA report is to communicate to interested parties the results from the SA of draft
Local Plan preferred options and to inform them about the potentially significant sustainability effects
of the emerging Local Plan policies.

As a consequence, consultees have an opportunity to make a better informed response to the draft Local
Plan, particularly with respect to aspects regarding the sustainability performance of the policies that
have been selected for the Local Plan. It also provides consultees with a better understanding of the
reasons for selecting some policies and rejecting others.

Approach to the Sustainability Appraisal

Before the SA of the draft Local Plan was undertaken, a review of the existing social, environmental
and economic issues currently facing the district was carried out. This was undertaken by collecting and
analysing information from a variety of sources, such as the Office of National Statistics (e.g. 2011
census data), Thanet District Council’s (TDC) own data relating to housing requirements and
information held by other organisations such as the Environment Agency and English Heritage.

In addition to this information other plans, policies and strategy documents that were considered
relevant to the development of the Local Plan were reviewed. Having gathered together all of this
information a list of key sustainability issues were identified to frame the SA. The issues are set out in
the baseline section of the main SA Report.

A series of criteria were set out for the SA in order to determine whether or not the draft Local Plan was
likely to have positive or negative effects. These all link to a set of objectives that have been developed
to reflect the key sustainability issues mentioned earlier. These objectives and criteria are set out in the
table below.
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Thanet District Council

Table 1: SA Objectives and Assessment Criteria.

Thanet

Local Plan

Sustainability Appraisal

Concern

SA Obijective

Decision Making Criteria — will the policy?

Housing

1. To provide a sustainable supply of housing including an appropriate mix of types and tenures to reflect demand
and need.

Supply an appropriate quantity of housing to satisfy demand?

Supply an appropriate mix of types and tenures of properties in relation to the respective levels of demand?

Supply 30% of new homes as affordable homes?
Reduce the prevalence of unfit and derelict dwellings within the housing stock?

Health, Safety and
Security

2. To maintain appropriate healthcare provision and access to healthcare facilities for all sectors of society.

Ensure people are adequately served by key healthcare facilities, regardless of socio-economic status?

Education and Skills

3. To provide access to appropriate educational facilities for all sectors of society including focus on training
vulnerable and welfare dependant workers with skills necessary to ensure year round employment.

Improve educational levels of the population of working age?
Improve access to educational facilities for vulnerable and welfare dependant workers?

Health, Safety and
Security

4. To increase public safety and reduce crime and fear of crime.

Reduce levels of burglaries, violent offences and vehicle crime?
Reduce public perceptions and fear of crime?

Facilities and Services

5. To provide appropriate key facilities to support vulnerable people and reduce the level of deprivation identified
across the wards.

Reduce the proportion of people living in deprived areas.

Ensure new residential development is within a reasonable travel distance from key facilities.
Ensure existing residences are adequately served by key facilities.

Ensure vulnerable people within the community are adequately served by key facilities.

work has the opportunity to secure appropriate paid employment.

Community 6. To create vibrant balanced communities where residents feel a ‘sense of place’ and individual contribution is Result in communities where residents are satisfied with their local area as a place to live?
valued. Result in harmonious and mixed communities?
Employment 7. To provide access to employment opportunities for all sectors of society ensuring that everyone who wants to Increase levels of employment in the population of working age?

Reduce the proportion of people on unemployment benefits?

Wealth Creation

8. To ensure the sustainable development of the proposed economic growth and encourage industrial and
employment development at key sites within the District to support priority regeneration areas.

Increase the GVVA per capita of the district’s population?
Encourage sustainable development of key sites across the district likely to stimulate economic growth?

Encourage sustainable development of key services and facilities across the district likely to stimulate
economic growth? Deliver industrial and employment development in regeneration areas?

Deliver industrial and employment development that reduces unemployment in deprived areas?

Landscape Character

9. To protect and enhance the areas natural landscape, semi-natural landscape and street scene to support the tourist
economy.

Encourage development that will boost the tourism sector?
Protect and enhance natural, semi-natural and built assets that support the tourist economy?

Built Environment

10. To improve efficiency in land use through the re-use of previously developed land and existing buildings,
including reuse of materials from buildings, and encourage urban renaissance.

Encourage locating development on previously developed land, avoiding Greenfield sites?
Encourage an appropriate density and mix of development that reflects the needs of the population?
Encourage the redevelopment of derelict land and properties, returning them to appropriate uses?

Overall Sustainability

11. To ensure that a sustainable pattern of development is pursued.

Promote development in sustainable locations that limits the need to travel to key facilities and services?

Landscape Character

12. To conserve and enhance the character and quality of the area’s landscape and townscape particularly associated
with town centres and coastal areas.

Improve landscape quality and the character of open spaces and the public realm?
Protect and/or enhance the character and appearance of the District’s townscape and countryside?

Cultural and Historic
Heritage

13. To preserve and enhance sites, features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural importance, and their
settings.

Preserve or enhance the character and appearance of conservation areas, listed buildings, scheduled
monuments and other features of cultural, historical or archaeological value and their setting?

Ensure that development is sensitive towards the local environment?
Support the restoration and re-use of existing buildings

Air Quality

14. To improve air quality in areas where air quality (pollutant) levels exceed national standards.

Encourage improvement in air quality within Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAS)?

Transport

15. To provide a sustainable public transport network that allows access to key facilities, services and employment
opportunities without reliance on private vehicles.

Improve public transport links to key facilities for existing development?
Ensure new development is appropriately serviced by public transport to enable access to key facilities?
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Thanet District Council

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Concern SA Objective Decision Making Criteria — will the policy?
Promote a sustainable public transport network that reduces reliance on private vehicles?
Transport 16. To develop key sustainable transport links between Thanet and the wider Kent district and beyond, including Improve transport links to key facilities within the district?

road, rail and air.

Reduce reliance on private vehicles
Support the development of key transport links between Thanet and the wider south East?

Waste Management

17. To reduce waste generation and disposal and achieve the sustainable management of waste.

Promote adherence to movement up the waste hierarchy?
Promote reduced household waste generation rates?
Promote increased waste recovery and recycling?

Climate Change

18. To ensure development within the District responds to the challenges associated with climate change.

Promote a proactive reduction in the volume of greenhouse gas emissions released by development across the
District?

Water

19. To ensure appropriate development control procedures in place to manage the risks of coastal erosion, coastal and
fluvial flood risk, in accordance with development management policies and NPPF.

Restrict the development of property in areas of flood risk?

Reduce areas available for flood storage?

Ensure adequate measures are in place to manage existing flood risk?

Ensure that development does not increase flood risk due to run-off?

Ensure development is appropriately future proof to accommodate future levels of flood risk?

Biodiversity

20. To conserve and enhance biodiversity.

Provide opportunities to develop or enhance new and existing wildlife and geological sites?
Avoid destruction of important habitats or unique geological features?

Avoid damage to designated wildlife and geological sites, protected species and their habitats?
Support key objectives of the biodiversity action plan (BAP)?

Water

21. To protect and improve the quality of fluvial and coastal water resources, including European designated sites.

Encourage Compliance with WFD?
Encourage compliance with the EC Bathing Waters Directive?
Promote management practices that will protect water features from pollution?

Energy Sources

22. To reduce the global, social and environmental impact of consumption of resources by using sustainably
produced and local products.

Promote sustainability principles in the design, procurement, and operation of development?
Encourage developers and operators in the District to ‘green’ their business operations and supply chains?
Reduce the consumption rates of raw materials through strong sustainability policies?

Energy Sources

23. To increase energy efficiency and the proportion of energy generated from renewable sources in the area.

Encourage reduction in energy use and increased energy efficiency?
Encourage the development of renewable energy facilities within the District?

Sustainability Appraisal of the Local Plan

Table 2: Sustainability Appraisal Summary.

The draft Local Plan consists of a number of policies covering a wide variety of aspects of land use

planning. Table 2 below summarises the findings of the sustainability appraisal by Local Plan policy.

The full appraisal, which reports the findings of the appraisal of each Local Plan policy against the
individual SA objectives, is reported in Appendix E of the main SA Report.
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Policy SPO1 - National Planning Policy Framework — Presumption in favour of sustainable development

The proposed policy, through support for the promotion of NPPF, would undoubtedly enhance the District due to the
positive impacts seen across the majority of the SA objectives. Commonly, a no policy option would yield neutral
impacts or negative as uncontrolled developments could over saturate local services and place too high a demand upon
them. As such by incorporating the NPPF sustainable practices and designs will be created whereby developers and TDC
work together to create a development that sustainably meets the needs of the local population whilst also been
considered for its socio-economic and environmental implications.

Policy SP02 - Economic Growth

The proposed policy has no significant negative effects and provides a number of opportunities yield of 5,000 jobs.
Notwithstanding the above comments, any potential negative significant effects could be mitigated, either by other Local
Plan policies and the site allocation assessment process.
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Thanet District Council

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy SP03 - Land Allocated for Economic Development
Policy SP04 - Manston Business Park

The proposed policy is predicted as having the potential to result in a significant positive effect, particularly in relation to
job creation and supporting economic growth and this is the main differentiator between the options. Minor negative
effects could be attributed to the proposed policy, however these and the uncertain effects can be mitigated by
development management policies and the site specific assessment of effects that will be required for the allocations. One
area where the no policy option performed better was in terms of its potential to have indirect benefits for housing by
potentially allowing a greater area of land for housing and other types of development.

Policy SP10 - Broadstairs

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy active regeneration of Broadstairs will occur with the developments promoting the creation of employment
opportunities by enhancing the existing commercial, retail and tourist infrastructure. This will add future economic
resilience to the area by increasing the attraction of investors and visitors. The active support of developments along
promenade and beach front will enhance the tourist economy whilst creating employment opportunities. Similarly by
enhancing local character and exiting features a sense of place will be established that is attractive and in keeping with
local history. Policy adoption undoubtedly meets the requirements of the SA objectives.

Policy SPO5 - Manston Airport

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. The effects on with
respect to ecology and landscape are likely to be lesser for the development on brownfield land, when compared to
development of greenfield land. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking further
studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The site is well
connected, with the policy requiring numerous efforts to link with and improve the public transport links, particularly
with the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP06 - Thanet’s Town centres

The proposed policy will have positive effects as it promotes a proportionate town centre hierarchy that would provide
services and facilities for Thanet residents in locations that are accessible. Residential accommodation would be allowed,
to a degree, so long as the viability of town centres are not detrimentally affected, which is more likely to be an issue at
local town centres where shop frontages are threatened. Not all SA objectives are applicable at this level, though these are
assessed further as part of policies SPO7 to SP10.

Policy SP11 - Housing Provision

Areas of new build homes have the potential to create areas that may be perceived as being safer. This is often the case
when brownfield or previously developed land is developed and brought back into active use. However, this was not
factored into the assessment of the scenarios at this stage, given their strategic nature.

The development of new homes will have no direct effect on the provision of public transport links. The increase in new
homes will likely increase demand on public transport facilities indirectly by increasing the population of certain areas.
The extent of the effect will depend on the provision of public transport facilities and the availability of public transport
options for a given area. Gathering data on capacity of existing public transport facilities will be crucial in understanding
the effects increased populations will have. Many of the potentially uncertain effects and adverse effects will be
mitigated by other criteria and topic specific policies as well as the site assessment criteria used to assess and select site
allocations.

Policy SP12 - Strategic Housing Site Allocations.
The potential effects of SP12 are covered in detail as part of SP13, SP14, SP15 and SP16.

Policy SPO7 - Westwood

The proposed policy has potential to have positive and negative effects depending on the location of development and its
relationship with the receiving environment. The proposed policy would primarily deliver these benefits at the Town
Centres. Where potentially adverse effects have been predicted it is anticipated that they can be mitigated either by
ensuring that development management policies are provided that counter or avoid adverse effects and/or by meeting the
requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).

Policy SP08 - Margate

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy suitable development will be encouraged across Margate. Active support and promotion of developments will be
seen to promote a contemporary seaside resort to help develop the area into a contemporary mixed use site. Employment
opportunities will arise as will tourist and economic activity. Transport provisions will increase to ensure the viability of
the location and facilities will grow that will be of benefit to both visitors and locals. As such the impacts of policy
adoption are widely positive socio-economic factor, with local character and history preserved throughout.

Policy SP13 - Strategic Housing Sites - Manston Green

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. Due to its
location, the proposed policy advocates housing on sites that do not currently connect well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the sites can improve urban connectivity. The sites are served by public transport and
available capacity on the highway network, which enables good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the
major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP09 - Ramsgate

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy active regeneration of the Ramsgate district will occur with the developments taking into consideration the local
maritime heritage and ensuring character is preserved in order to create a contemporary mixed use site. Employment
opportunities will arise as will tourist and economic activity with the creation of retail and tourism facilities. Transport
provisions will increase notably by the support of the Ramsgate Maritime Policy which will seek to build upon the
conflux of a major seaport and high speed rail location. As such the impacts of policy adoption are widely positive, with
local character and history preserved throughout. However it should be noted that policy adoption may be to the
detriment of environmental assets and that housing opportunities are not overly supported within the policy due to the
tourist and economic focus.

Policy SP14 - Strategic Housing Site at Birchington

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed
policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help
maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network
might be limited. The implementation of a new link road to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will
enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and
Westwood.
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Policy SP15 - Strategic Housing Site at Westgate-on-Sea

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed
policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help
maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network
might be limited. The implementation of a new link road to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will
enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and
Westwood.

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy SP20 - Development in the Countryside

The proposed policy is likely to have a beneficial effect on the majority of the SA objectives. Many of the potentially
adverse effects associated with no policy option could be mitigated by other policies in the Local Plan, though in isolation
are likely to be significantly adverse.

Policy SP21 - Safeguarding the Identity of Thanet’s Settlements

The proposed policy is likely to have a beneficial effect on the majority of the SA objectives. Many of the potentially
adverse effects associated with the no policy option would be mitigated by other policies in the Local Plan.

Policy SP22 - Protection and Enhancement of Thanet’s Historic Landscapes

The proposed policy is predicted as being likely to have positive effects on townscape and indirectly the role that areas of
high value townscape has on the sense of place, people’s satisfaction with where they live and cultural heritage features
within those areas.

Policy SP16 - Westwood Strategic Housing

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities. There may be a need for a new off-site
school, which would benefit from identification and implementation that aligns with a phasing programme for the site.
There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be undertaken
during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new development of
greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to
landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating
to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates
housing on a site that cone

cts well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is
largely served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The
implementation of highway improvements to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links
with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs and Ramsgate.

Policy SP23 - Green Infrastructure

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.

Policy SP24 - Biodiversity Enhancements

The proposed policy seeks to preserve an environmental aspect and as such commonly yield positivity on similar
objectives. The no policy option largely yields negative impacts as by removing protection or having no support there is
the potential for unrestricted development action which could be to the detriment of environmentally sensitive
parameters. Biodiversity enhancements are clearly supportive of all of the SA objectives they relate to. Whilst focusing
on species and habitats, the effects of the proposed policy are more wide reaching and affect many other aspects of the
natural environment.

Policy SP17 - Land fronting Nash and Haine Roads

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new school,
medical centre and community assembly facility. There is also potential for additional community facilities
improvements, depending on further studies to be undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as
a result of development. However, any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse
effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing
robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help
mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport,
though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The implementation of highway improvements is
likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres
of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP25 - Protection of the European Sites, Sites of Special Scientific Interest and National Nature Reserve

The proposed policy is largely a reflection of existing legislation and will yield the most substantial environmental
protection and sustainability. The protection of open spaces would yield environmental benefits. The proposed policy will
be restrictive to infrastructure and housing as protecting environmental assets will mean developments upon such lands
will most likely be prohibited and thus restricted to other areas of Thanet.

Policy SP26 - Protection of Open Space

The protection of open spaces would yield environmental benefits. However without mitigation and the implementation
of other policies within the Local Plan, the proposed policy may be restrictive to infrastructure and housing.

Policy SP27 - Provision of Accessible Natural and Semi Natural Green Space, Parks, Gardens and Recreation
Grounds

The proposed policy seeks to preserve an environmental aspect and as such commonly yield positivity on a number of the
sustainability objectives.

Policy SP18 - Type and Size of Dwellings

The proposed policy adheres to the SHMA recommendations to ensure that the make-up of the market and affordable
housing types and sizes is accounted for. Similarly developments resulting in a net loss will not be prohibited unless in
exceptional circumstances. As such housing sustainability is appropriately met through the adoption of policy SP18.

Policy SP28 - Quality Development

The proposed policy specifies that all developments must be high quality and inclusive in design thus reduce a prominent
impact of the local visual display and in fact enhance its appearance. Similarly the policy stipulates that any large
developments or ones of national significance have to undergo a design review to ensure development quality does not
impede the local area.

Policy SP19 - Affordable Housing

The proposed policy adheres to the SHMA recommendations to ensure that the make-up of the market and affordable
housing types and sizes is accounted for. Similarly developments resulting in a net loss will not be prohibited unless in
exceptional circumstances. As such affordable housing provision is appropriately met through the adoption of the
proposed policy.

Policy SP29 - Conservation and Enhancement of Thanet's Historic Environment

The proposed policy is predicted as being likely to have positive effects on townscape and indirectly the role that areas of
high value townscape has on the sense of place, people’s satisfaction with where they live and cultural heritage features
within those areas. There is also the added ability of the proposed policy to encourage the reuse of listed buildings to aid
urban renaissance and also to enhance the protection of the historical and archaeologically important sites across Thanet.
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Policy SP30 - Climate Change

Generally, the proposed policy seeks to protect assets through ensuring climate change resilience for new development.
The proposed policy also ensures that the design of new development should consider the effects it can have on climate
change issues by helping to reduce emissions.
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Policy SP31 - Healthy and Inclusive Communities

Adoption of the proposed policy would yield significant positive effects upon a variety of objectives, with regards to the
improvements in available health care for the community. Whilst a no policy option is not likely to cause significant
negatives the added policy and effort to enhance services would create a more robust sustainability approach. Social
benefits could be seen through increased recreational provisions in an environmental conscientious manner. Through
creating a healthier lifestyle approach within designs and facilities the region would significantly benefit in comparison to
if a no policy option was pursued. The proposed policy also encourages environmentally sustainable mixed use areas of
character and charm, alongside appropriate building practices and as such a multifaceted approach to creating an
appropriate healthy and inclusive community can be achieved.

Policy SP39 - New Rail Station

The proposed policy is likely to result in significant beneficial effects, particularly in terms of contributing towards
employment, economic growth (particularly the visitor economy) and providing infrastructure to support modal shift.
However, without further details of the proposed development it is not possible to assess whether it is likely to result in
significantly greater benefits than the other. Where potentially adverse or uncertain effects have been predicted mitigation
measures can be used to ameliorate the effects.

Policy SP32 - Community Infrastructure

The effects of the proposed policy are considered positive as the policy contributes towards supporting existing facilities
and promoting the development of new facilities to address current and future shortages. The effects of the no policy
option are adverse because over the long term would not allow the capacity of facilities to be increased. All of the other
remaining uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated by development
management policies.

Policy EO1 - Retention of existing employment sites

The proposed policy is predicted to have the potential to result in a significant positive effect, particularly in relation to
job creation and supporting economic growth and this is the main differentiator between the options. Minor negative
effects were predicted for both options, however these and the uncertain effects can be mitigated by development
management policies and the site specific assessment of effects that will be required for the allocations. One area where
the no policy option performed better was in terms of its potential to have indirect benefits for housing, by potentially
allowing a greater area of land for housing and other types of development.

Policy SP33 - Expansion of Primary and Secondary Schools

The proposed policy would attribute significant success with regards to the education SA objectives. It is also likely that
the proposed policy will be required over the life of the plan if there is to be sufficient school place provision to meet the
anticipated growth in the residential population. The potential improvement within the community could be significant
due to the utilisation of existing infrastructure at the schools. Whilst expansions can accommodate new pupils, a new
purpose built facility can be tailored to the needs of the local area. There are potential society benefits under the options
such as increased employment form both options alongside the opportunity to potentially offer night school as a side
product of expanded facilities for the wider community. A no policy option could be generationally inhibiting as a lack of
investment into the education system could cause stagnation and overcrowding of resources.

Policy E02 - Home Working

The proposed policy clearly has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing
the need to travel (e.g. supporting home working) and by indirectly helping to make residential areas and local centres
more vibrant by increasing day time weekday activity. It should however be noted that the potential sustainability
benefits of this option are only likely to be realised as part of wider sustainability interventions. Any potentially uncertain
and/or adverse effects can be mitigated by the requirements of the NPPF and at the local level through development
management policies.

Policy SP34 - Safe and Sustainable Travel

The proposed policy would actively seek to grow and enhance safe sustainable methods of transport. In turn this could
yield health benefits alongside environmental air quality improvements. A no policy option would largely yield neutral
effects due to no change in the status quo. Policy support for the growth of sustainable transport would robustly meet the
demands of the public and the SA objectives.

Policy EO3 - Digital Infrastructure

The proposed policy clearly has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing
the need to travel (e.g. supporting home working and reduced business travel) and supporting the creation of jobs and
economic growth by ensuring that the communication infrastructure is also provided. Any potentially uncertain and/or
adverse effects can be mitigated by implementing the suggested methods and at the local level also through development
management policies.

Policy SP35 - Accessible location

The proposed policy would actively seek to grow and enhance safe sustainable methods of transport. In turn this could
yield health benefits alongside environmental air quality improvements. A no policy option would largely yield neutral
effects due to no change in the status quo. Additional benefits of the proposed policy are likely to stem from promoting
the need for developments to be located in accessible locations. This in turn could promote public transport use and
reduce the need for private vehicles whilst also ensuring that developments are appropriately situated in relation to
facilities and services.

Policy E04 - Primary and Secondary Frontages

Policy adoption has the potential to have a significant sustainability effect on towns. Whilst it restricts the housing market
by only allowing residential properties upon non ground floors in the primary frontage, economic functioning will
enhance. Through safeguarding primary and secondary frontages into set business activities whether tourism, retail or
business the frontages will not undermine one another through a conflict of use and subsequently create areas that do not
undermine one another. Indirectly by adopting the policy and creating centralised hubs of activity business opportunities
could potentially grow and increase employment opportunities. As a no policy option would not alter the status quo of the
local economy, policy adoption undoubtedly meets the requirements of the SA objectives.

Policy SP36 - Transport Infrastructure

The proposed policy is likely to have a positive effect against a number of sustainability objectives. Furthermore, the
proposed policy is likely to have significant beneficial cumulative effects when considered with policies relating to
greenhouse gas emissions and efficient use of resources.

Policy SP37 - Connectivity
No SA required as policy relates to statement of intent to lobby for investment

Policy EO05 - Sequential and Impact Test

The proposed policy has both positive and negative effects against the sustainability objectives. The proposed policy is
likely to only support out of town centre development that contributes to sustainable economic growth, the local sense of
place, and sustainable transport. This was on the basis that locating small convenience type shops in or close to
residential areas, by setting thresholds lower than NPPF, would avoid larger retail units being developed that could
detract and potentially weaken the market for the larger retailers at the Town Centres. All of the adverse or uncertain
effects can be avoided, or mitigated to a certain extent, by development management type policies, the implementation of
the NPPF and compliance with environmental legislation.

Policy SP38 - Strategic Road Network

No SA required as policy relates to statement of intent to undertake modelling of impact on strategic road network
outside the district
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Policy EO06 - District and Local Centres

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the effects of the proposed
policy are generally more certain and likely to result in a beneficial effect than those associated with the no policy option.
This is because the assessment deemed that the proposed policy was more likely to support out of town centre
development that contributes sustainable economic growth, the local sense of place, and sustainable transport. This was
on the basis that locating small convenience type shops in or close to residential areas, by setting thresholds lower than
NPPF, would avoid larger retail units being developed that could detract and potentially weaken the market for the larger
retailers at the Town Centres. All of the adverse or uncertain effects can be avoided, or mitigated to a certain extent, by
development management type policies, the implementation of the NPPF and compliance with environmental legislation.

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy E13 - Language Schools

The proposed policy is likely to result in positive effects, particularly in terms of job creation and supporting economic
growth associated with language schools. The potentially negative or uncertain effects associated with the proposed
policy can be mitigated by development management policies. The no policy option would avoid a lot of the potentially
adverse effects associated with the proposed policy. However, over the long term in particular it could have a negative
effect on the economy, if opportunities to increase the provision in this sector are lost.

Policy EQ7 - Serviced Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy is likely to have a significant effect on job creation and economic growth in the tourist and visitor
economy. Both the proposed policy and the no policy option are likely to have uncertain effects. This is particularly
because the options do not identify in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed
during the assessment of specific site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated
with the proposed policy and no policy option can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or
the NPPF requirements.

Policy E14 - Quex Park

The proposed policy and no policy option commonly reflected one another in that the impacts were the same either as the
future development specifics were unknown or that national legislation that already exists ensured that the objective
would be met under either option. However under policy adoption it would be ensured that a local heritage and cultural
asset would be preserved with the opportunity to increase local employment and helping develop a tourist industry within
Thanet. The safeguarding of Quex Park in such a way would yield significant economic benefits which may not be
attained under a no policy option as it would not be known if the facility would be retained and developed or not; under
this option.

Policy EO08 - Self Catering Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy is likely to have a significant effect on job creation and economic growth in the tourist and visitor
economy. The protection of tourist accommodation could detract from the community sense of place due to the presence
of accommaodation that potentially may not contain residents that actively contribute to community consistently through
the year. However providing tourist accommodation will have economic benefits in that it will ensure there is sufficient
accommodation for tourists to visit the area and contribute to the local economy.

The proposed policy is likely to have uncertain effects. This is particularly because the options do not identify in any
detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed during the assessment of specific site
allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially
be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements.

Policy E15 - New build development for economic development purposes in the rural area

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the proposed policy is more
likely to result in neutral and beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria, it would allow the
District to gain the benefits from rural economic development, whilst avoiding many of the potential downsides (e.g.
traffic impact, visual and landscape effects and adverse effects on nature conservation).All of the negative and uncertain
effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or
the NPPF requirements. However it may not be possible to enhance the effects of the no policy option because it has been
included to reflect the sustainability issues of a “‘policy void’.

Policy E09 - Protection of Existing Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy would ensure a fair assessment of economic viability across a minimum of a calendar year. This
would safeguard jobs for a period of time alongside ensuring tourist accommodation is present for at least one more
low/high season cycle to assess if the tourist trade will re-establish itself and be increasingly profitable. The policy would
also ensure knee jerk decisions are not made by landowners to redevelop their assets. Protection of tourist
accommodation could detract from the community sense of place due to the presence of accommodation that potentially
may not contain residents that actively contribute to community consistently through the year. However safeguarding
tourist accommodation will have economic benefits in that it will ensure there is sufficient accommodation for tourists to
visit the area and contribute to the local economy.

The proposed policy likely to have a number of uncertain effects. This is particularly because the policy does not identify
in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed during the assessment of specific
site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can
potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements.

Policy E16 - Conversion of rural buildings for economic development purposes

The proposed policy has many positive effects and under the utilisation of existing structures in rural environments it will
ensure local economy, the sense of place, sustainable transport all benefit. However the policy is limited by the locations
of existing structures which may not be appropriately placed for economic development if too isolated. However
utilization of existing structures would have significant environmental benefits by minimising the need for construction.

Policy E17 - Farm Diversification

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the proposed policy is more
likely to result in neutral and beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria, it would allow the
District to gain the benefits from agricultural diversification whilst avoiding many of the potential downsides (e.g. traffic
impact, visual and landscape effects and adverse effects on nature conservation).All of the negative and uncertain effects
associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF
requirements. However it may not be possible to enhance the effects of the no policy option because it has been included
to reflect the sustainability issues of a ‘policy void’.

Policy E10 - Major Holiday Beaches
Policy E11 - Intermediate Beaches
Policy E12 - Undeveloped Beaches

The proposed policy is likely to have a positive effect, on job creation, economic growth and potentially the use of
previously developed land. However, without this policy there would be a greater degree of uncertainty as to whether or
not these effects would be realized, and would be positive or negative. The proposed policy is likely to have uncertain
effects, because the policy does not identify in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be
addressed during the assessment of specific site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects
associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF
requirements.

Policy E18 - Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land

The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, avoiding increases in flood risk and significant
benefits for the protection of greenfield land from development. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with
both the proposed option and no policy option can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies
or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is not predicted as being likely to have any positive effects where they
are not counteracted by potentially adverse effects as illustrated by the volume of ‘uncertain’ effects.

REP/228764/002 | Issue | December 2016

Z:\LONDON\PTG\ICL-JOBS\600000\60167524 - TDC LOCAL PLAN SEA4 INTERNAL PROJECT DATA\4-05 REPORTS\2016 UPDATE\THANET LOCAL PLAN SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL - REVISED PREFERRED OPTIONS 20161222.DOCX

Page 7



Thanet District Council Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy E19 - Agricultural Related Development Policy HO6 - New agricultural dwellings

The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, rural housing supply, job creation and reducing The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, rural housing supply, job creation and reducing
the need for people to travel to access jobs, services and local facilities. However because neither option is specific about the need for people to travel to access jobs, services and local facilities. However because neither option are specific
where development would occur uncertain effects on the built environment, landscape, heritage, ecology and the water about where development would occur, effects on the built environment, landscape, heritage, ecology and the water
environment are uncertain. Potentially adverse effects have also been predicted in terms of energy and resource environment are uncertain. Potentially adverse effects have also been predicted in terms of energy an resource
consumption as well as waste generation because new development will result, to a lesser or greater extent, in these consumption as well as waste generation because new development will result, to a lesser or greater extent, in these
effects. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with both the proposed policy and no policy option can effects. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with both the proposed policy and no policy option can
potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is
not predicted as being likely to have any positive effects where they are not counteracted by potentially adverse effects as predicted to have both positive and negative effects, but the balance of this is unknown at this stage, as illustrated by the
illustrated by the ‘uncertain’ effects. ‘uncertain’ effects.

Policy HO1- Housing Development Policy HO7 - Care and Supported Housing

Policy HO2A - Land on west side of Old Haine Road, Ramsgate The proposed policy would undoubtedly increase the provisions and facilities available across Thanet. As such levels of
Policy H02B - Land fronting Nash Road and Manston Road deprivation and access to healthcare will enhance whilst it also indirectly provides the opportunity for employment. A no

policy option could lead to unrestricted development within Thanet which could lead to excess demand upon current

Policy HO2C - Land fronting Park Lane, Birchington. facilities and services. This could lead to the decline in the quality of life and increase deprivation across the area.

Policy HO2D - Land south of Brooke Avenue Garlinge
Policy HOZE - land at Haine Road and Spratling Street, Ramsgate
Policy HO2F - Land south of Canterbury Road East, Ramsgate

Policy HO8 - Accessible Homes

By adopting the proposed policy, deprivation has the potential to be indirectly reduced by providing access to new
development homes for wheelchair users whilst the developments would also have at least 20% built to lifetime standards

Policy H02G - Land at Melbourne Avenue, Ramsgate meaning sustainability and the quality of housing would meet the demands of the local market. Subsequently the potential
Under policy adoption there are specific requirements that developments must undertake in order to be granted for positive impacts upon the objectives is largest through policy adoption to improve accessible homes. A no policy
permission. One concerns the management of natural conservation sites and infrastructure provisions. The policy states option could lead to unrestricted development within Thanet which could lead to excess demand upon current facilities
that developments must not conflict with another policy, resultantly all SA objectives are positively met as alternative and services. Similarly A no policy option may or may not meet future housing demands as plans are not known. As
polices all provide positive impacts to the objectives. A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there such sustainability would be negligible in comparison to policy adoption.

would not be a change in the status quo. . - - - :
g a Policy HO9 - Non self-contained residential accommodation

Policy HO3 - Cliftonville West and Margate central The proposed policy would induce sustainability across Thanet and is likely to yield a controlled impact across the region
Under the proposed policy, housing in Cliftonville West and Margate central would have specific guidance to ensure a without fully restricting HMO locations. The uses of HMO’s would not be fully restricted through the policy option,
positive sustainability outcome was achieved and that updated or new residential accommodation actively contributed to which would be a positive impact given that HMO’s often provide student accommodation and low cost housing, thus a
the establishment of vibrant local communities. Policy adoption would ensure historic character and scale was preserved. key demographic in Thanet would be accounted for and have suitable housing provisions without being to the detriment
A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. of the local area (e.g. in Broadstairs given its proximity to East Kent College and University Campus). It would take into

account the specific local housing make up to ensure there is not an over saturation of such houses in one region and thus

Pol!cy H04 - Housing at Rurfil Settlemen.ts allow their spread across Thanet. It is specific in detail and guidance as it allows a controlled utilisation of the whole
Policy HO4A - Land at Tothill Street, Minster Thanet area as opposed to specific locations.

Policy HO4B - Land at Manor Road, St Nicholas at Wade
Policy HOAC - Land at 71-75 Monkton Street, Monkton

Policy H10 - Accommodation for Gypsy and Travelling Communities
Adoption of the proposed policy will ensure any new gypsy and traveller communities are appropriately placed to have

Policy HO4D - Land at Walter’s Hall Farm, Monkton access to existing services and facilities without placing undue stresses upon them. However support for creating

Policy HO4E - Land south side of A253, Cliffsend appropriate sites may be to the detriment of environmental assets yet this is questionable due to existing legislation
Policy HO4F - Land north of Cottington Rd, Cliffsend protecting such assets. The no policy option could allow unrestricted developments that may be to the detriment of local
Policy HO4G - Land south side of Cottington Rd, Cliffsend services and facilities.

Under the proposed policy, housing in rural settlements would have specific guidance to ensure a positive sustainability Policy H11 - Residential use of empty property

outcome was achieved. The developments must also comply with guidance of Policy HO1 which provides positivity to all The proposed policy states that developments must be compatible with nearby uses, which in turn could act as a catalyst
SA objectives and as such the effects would also be felt under adoption of the proposed policy. Additionally policy for the improvement of local infrastructure and services. Policy adoption implements an all-encompassing policy that will
adoption would ensure historic character and scale was preserved; the requirement of bird surveys also shows be specific to housing but will also incorporate other policy benefits for the wider promotion of sustainability. A no
environmental conscientiousness. Combining the requirements of the proposed policy with positive sustainability policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo.

practices in relation to rural housing will occur. A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not
be a change in the status quo.

Policy HO5 - Rural Housing Need

The proposed policy would release land for appropriate residential development, yet it could be to the detriment of
environmental sustainability. In addition rural locations may be isolated from provisions and facilities, which may be
detrimental for certain groups of first time buyers, particularly those with young families.

REP/228764/002 | Issue | December 2016 Page 8

Z:\LONDON\PTG\ICL-JOBS\600000\60167524 - TDC LOCAL PLAN SEA4 INTERNAL PROJECT DATA\4-05 REPORTS\2016 UPDATE\THANET LOCAL PLAN SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL - REVISED PREFERRED OPTIONS 20161222.DOCX



Thanet District Council
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Policy H12 - Retention of existing housing stock

Through the proposed policy, there would be the safeguarding of existing housing stocks. This would mean that a variety
of housing types would be available to the market whilst also preserving other land that has not been identified for
residential purposes by ensuring utilisation of existing assets. Similarly the social benefits would be the prevention of
social upheaval of residents in favour of developments whist also retaining existing services and infrastructure that will
most likely currently service the area to an appropriate level without causing disruption. However the policy would not
actively grow employment and economic upturn yet the clauses provide the flexibility to allow tourist developments and
community facilities to grow, which indirectly would create employment. A no policy option commonly would not alter
the status quo and in some cases would allow unrestricted developments which could be to the detriment of several
objectives. As such adoption of the policy protects existing housing which has significant social implications whilst
providing flexibility for economic growth in an appropriate sustainable manner.

Policy QD01 - General design principles

The proposed policy will contribute towards a number of SA objectives, most notably where there is a likely
improvement in the quality of housing stock. Additionally there is also the potential for increasing resilience to climate
change and reducing the effect on climate change, through implementing robust design standards and reducing energy
efficiency respectively. The no policy option is unlikely to impact on the SAS objectives as it will not alter the status quo

Policy GI01 - Locally Designated Wildlife Sites

Adoption of the proposed policy would undoubtedly enhance the protection of wildlife sites. With that said A no policy
option would not damage such assets due to existing legislation. However by adding local specificity and control through
the proposed policy, adoption would ensure sustainability practices are upheld by new developments with the desire to
enhance and connect designated wildlife sites.

Policy QD02 - Living Conditions

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on the objectives by encouraging the natural drying of clothes
and providing adequate space for refuse disposal. The proposed policy has the potential to have a number of positive
effects, including indirect effects on a sense of place and the desire people have to live at certain location or in a given
settlement, supporting the visitor economy by working with and enhancing the built environment and by requiring
development to take into account and work with their setting including heritage areas and features. However the most
significant effect of the proposed policy is the requirement for developments to take into account their surroundings,
residential amenities and neighbouring buildings in order to have a on the landscape and townscape.

Policy G102 - Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS)

Comparably both options would offer protection to RIGS given that existing legislation is in place to protect such
features. However the adoption of the proposed policy would be pertinent in order to meet specific environmentally
related SA objectives. Yet if nothing is done it is unlikely severe adverse effects would occur given the existing
legislation around geological areas of significance.

Policy QD03 - Advertisements

The proposed policy has an inherently positive effect on the creation of vibrant communities as there is a clear emphasis
within the proposed policy text for the effects on amenity and public safety to be considered as part of any application for
advertisements and the safeguarding of townscape character, through the consideration of specific aspects, such as the
appearance and the illumination of advertising.

Policy G103 — Protected Species and other significant species

Adoption of the proposed policy would undoubtedly enhance the protection of both wildlife and protected species. Many
objectives regarding the protection of biodiversity and wildlife are met. With that said A no policy option would not
damage such objectives due to existing legislation.

Policy QD04 — Telecommunications

The proposed policy has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing the need
to travel (e.g. supporting home working and reduced business travel) and supporting the creation of jobs and economic
growth by ensuring that the communication infrastructure is also provided. Any potentially uncertain and/or adverse
effects can be mitigated by implementing the suggested methods and at the local level also through development
management policies.

Policy G104 - Amenity Green Space and Equipped Play Areas

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.

Policy GI05 - Protection of Playing Fields and Outdoor Sports Facilities

Adoption of the proposed policy would be beneficial as it could help provide social benefits through preserving
recreational facilities. Similarly the policy could preserve the associated health benefits of active recreation on the
protected areas by encouraging and preserving exercise spaces. A no policy option would not actively support the aims of
several objectives regularly yielding neutral impacts in comparison to the significant social benefits of the proposed

policy.

Policy HEOL - Archaeology

The proposed policy has direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, helping to support
the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to character of
townscape. One major significant effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adopting the proposed policy should be
promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded heritage protection would
benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain because without specific policies in the Local Plan
it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future developments are not yet
known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Policy G106 - Landscaping and Green Infrastructure

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.

Policy G107 - Jackey Bakers

Adoption of the proposed policy could help provide social benefits through an additional facility to utilise. Subsequent
health and social benefits from exercise would also follow. The potential for expansions and increased footfall at the site
could create more employment/business opportunities within the immediate vicinity. This could be through direct
employment at the site or even through local business needing extra staff. A no policy option would not actively support
the aims of several objectives. The overall benefits of the policy potentially outweighs the negatives as the site is not a
new build and the environmental effects should not be on a large scale.

Policy HEQ2 - Development in Conservation Areas

The proposed policy has direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements; helping to support
the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right; and contribute to the character of
townscapes. Two significant beneficial effects were predicted on SA objectives 12 and 13 (to conserve and enhance the
character and quality of the area’s landscape and townscape particularly associated with town centres and coastal areas;
and to preserve and enhance sites, features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural importance, and their
settings).
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Policy HEO3 - Local Heritage Assets

The proposed policy will have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant beneficial effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adoption of the
proposed policy should be promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded
heritage protection would benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain because without specific
policies in the Local Plan, it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future
developments are not yet known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.
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Policy HEO4 - Historic Parks and Gardens

The proposed policy will have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, will help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant effect was predicted on SA objective 13 (To preserve and enhance sites,
features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural importance, and their settings). The effects of the no policy
option are uncertain because without specific policies in the Local Plan, it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its
own would protect heritage assets, whilst future developments are not yet known which could be either positive or
negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy CCO06 - District Heating

The proposed policy is unlikely to have an adverse sustainability effect. It is likely to have significant beneficial effects
on transport, greenhouse gas emissions, waste minimisation, and efficient use of resources, and will also contribute
towards reducing local atmospheric pollutants. The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have
significant adverse effects associated with the continued use of fossil fuels as part of individual heating installations.

Policy HEOS - Works to a heritage asset to address climate change

The proposed policy is likely to have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant beneficial effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adopting the proposed
policy should be promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded heritage
protection would benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain, because without specific
policies in the Local Plan it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future
developments are not yet known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Policy CCO7 - Solar Parks

The proposed policy will contribute towards the promotion of low carbon and renewable energy with associated benefits
for environmental objectives relating to air quality, biodiversity etc. The no policy option results in neutral effects.

Policy CCO08 - Richborough

The proposed policy explicitly states a presumption in favour of renewable technologies within developments at
Richborough, assuming that there are no detrimental impacts, particularly biodiversity effects. This supports a range of
the sustainability objectives. The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have significant
adverse effects associated with the continued use of fossil fuels.

Policy CCO1 - Fluvial and Tidal Flooding

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change or flood risk, though the positives are likely
to outweigh any inhibiting of house building. However, the proposed policy will aid flood mitigation efforts but
potentially at the expense of local archaeological and architectural integrity. The effects of the no policy option are
negative as this would place various existing and future land uses at risk from flooding.

Policy SEO1 - Potentially Polluting Development

The proposed policy result in beneficial effects because it would allow the District to control polluting development
through the planning system. The policy will be beneficial in terms of improving air quality and the quality of water
resources, as well as benefits for biodiversity. The no policy option performs negatively against the objectives as it
provides no such control.

Policy CCO02 - Surface Water Management

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change or flood risk through the implementation of
sustainable drainage systems, though the positives are likely to outweigh any inhibiting of house building. However, the
proposed policy will aid flood mitigation efforts but potentially at the expense of local archaeological and architectural
integrity. The effects of the no policy option are negative as this would place various existing and future land uses at risk
from inappropriate development.

Policy SE02 - Landfill Sites and Unstable Land

The proposed policy is likely to affect the use / development of previously developed land. A beneficial effect is
predicted because the proposed policy will ensure that developers have better understanding of the potential structural
and design issues they will have to address during construction. As a result this could help to make development of PDL
more viable and less risky for developers and give others the confidence that potential instability issues have been
considered. This particularly important in areas with a dynamic coastline. The no policy option would not affect the status
quo.

Policy CCO03 - Coastal Development

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change, flood risk and coastal erosion through the
implementation of restrictive criteria for new developments. The effects of the no policy option are negative as this would
place various existing and future land uses at risk from inappropriate development within coastal areas, particularly
within 40m of the coastline or cliff top.

Policy SE03 - Contaminated Land

The proposed policy will have beneficial effect on land use by helping to provide a framework that would allow
potentially contaminated previously developed land to be used for development. A no policy option is likely to have a
neutral effect as other legislation would require developers to remediate their sites.

Policy SE04 - Groundwater Protection

The proposed policy would benefit objectives related to sustainable development, biodiversity and the protection of water
quality. However groundwater is protected by other legislation so it is uncertain whether the no policy option would
actually result in detrimental effects.

Policy CC04 - Sustainable Design

The proposed policy contains explicit design criteria that are likely to have significant beneficial effects on a range of
sustainability objectives relating to transport, greenhouse gas emissions, waste minimisation, efficient use of resources
and will also contribute towards reducing local atmospheric pollutants. The no policy option will have a largely neutral
effect, though could have significant adverse effects on housing quality, which is likely to be the most prevalent form of
development within the District.

Policy SE05 - Air Quality

The proposed policy is more likely to result in beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria,
it would allow the District to control polluting development through the planning system. The proposed policy would
contribute towards promoting more sustainable, low emission forms of transport as well as providing beneficial effects in
relation to both air quality and biodiversity.

Policy CCO05 - Renewable energy installations

The proposed policy explicitly states a presumption in favour of renewable technologies within developments, assuming
that there are no detrimental impacts, particularly visual effects. This supports a range of the sustainability objectives.
The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have significant adverse effects associated with the
continued use of fossil fuels.

Policy SE06 - Noise Pollution

The proposed policy would ensure that residents and other sensitive receptors are protected from unacceptable noise at
both existing and future development locations.
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Policy SEOQ7 - Noise Action Plan Important Areas

The proposed policy would ensure that noise pollution is managed in line with the Environmental Noise Directive and
ensure that that communities and residential amenity is protected from unacceptable noise.
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Policy SE08 - Aircraft Noise
(Policy inclusion subject to the outcomes of the Preferred Options Revisions consultation)

The proposed policy would ensure that housing would become increasingly viable and sustainable due to the concerted
efforts to reduce noise pollution within potentially nearby developments. The knock on effects of this would be a happier
residential population which could translate into increased social interaction and happiness due to happier opinion of the
local surroundings. However, the policy stops short of addressing the impacts of noise nuisance on external spaces. A no
policy option could allow potential developments to grow in undesirable locations near the airport which are noisy due to
the airport activity.

Policy TPO03 - Cycling
The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on the objectives by delivering new development that has good
connectivity for pedestrians and considers disabled access.

Policy adoption would actively seek to increase safe and appropriate cycling provisions at the earliest opportunity within
new developments and grow the cycling network across the District. There are numerous sustainability benefits for doing
so, particularly regarding improved travel options, improved air quality and enhanced health all indirectly via the
potential to reduce road traffic and vehicle use. Under a no policy option the status quo would ensure the effects would
largely be neutral.

Policy SE09 - Aircraft Noise and Residential Development
(Policy inclusion subject to the outcomes of the Preferred Options Revisions consultation)

The policy would ensure that housing would become increasingly viable and sustainable due to the concerted efforts to
reduce noise nuisance within potentially nearby developments. The knock on effects of this would be a happier
residential population which could translate into increased social interaction and happiness due to happier opinion of the
local surroundings. However, the policy stops short of addressing the impacts of noise nuisance on external spaces. A no
policy option could allow potential developments to grow in undesirable locations near the airport which are noisy due to
the airport activity.

Policy TP04 - Public Transport

Adoption of the proposed policy to support the growth and active investment into public transport provisions has the
potential to yield significant positive effects. The proposed policy would increase travel opportunities and reduce the
number of vehicles upon roads which would have environmental and health benefits. Additionally it would increase the
connectivity across the district and ensure all members of society have access to facilities, services and employment. A
no policy option would not alter the status quo and as such would not actively seek to improve the public transport
network.

Policy SE10 - Light Pollution

The policy supports objectives to conserve the character of the areas townscape and landscape as well as biodiversity by
minimising the potential impacts of light spillage and pollution. A no policy option could lead to negative effects with
respect to townscape and biodiversity.

Policy TPO5 - Coach Parking

The proposed policy seeks to maintain and potentially enhance coach parking, which will have beneficial effects to the
local tourist industry and for the local road network. Any development pressures applied to these sites, which might be
experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist industry as traveller stress
is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly during the tourist season.

Policy CMOL1 - Provision of New Community Facilities

The proposed policy supports objectives to maintain and enhance existing key facilities and services, especially local
services such as those in rural areas. By protecting, and allowing for enhancement of such facilities it ensures that they
are still available for the most vulnerable members of society. It also promotes more sustainable modes of travel by
ensuring services are available at local level and can be accessed by cycling and walking, rather than reliance on private
motor vehicles. Conversely, the no policy option is likely to perform adversely against these aspects.

Policy CMO02 - Protection of Existing Community Facilities

The proposed policy supports objectives to provide and maintain appropriate access to key facilities and services,
including healthcare and education. By protecting such facilities it ensures that they are still available for the most
vulnerable members of society. Conversely, the no policy option would perform adversely against these objectives.

Policy TP06 - Car Parking

The proposed policy seeks to maintain public parking provision, which will have beneficial effects to the local tourist
industry and for the local road network. It is important that the proposed policy includes provision for requiring
replacement parking should development of public car parks occur. Any development pressures applied to public car
parks, which might be experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist
industry as traveller stress is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly
during the tourist season.

Policy CMO03 - Expansion of Margate Cemetery

The policy indirectly enhance natural biodiversity by providing an increased land area that would be largely undisturbed.
The no policy option would be neutral in terms of the SA objectives.

Policy TPQO7 - Town Centre Public Car Parks

The proposed policy seeks to maintain public parking provision, which will have beneficial effects to the local tourist
industry and for the local road network. It is important that the proposed policy includes provision for requiring
replacement parking should development of public car parks occur. Any development pressures applied to public car
parks, which might be experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist
industry as traveller stress is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly
during the tourist season.

Policy CMO04 - Expansion of Minster Cemetery

The policy indirectly enhance natural biodiversity by providing an increased land area that would be largely undisturbed.
The no policy option would be neutral in terms of the SA objectives.

Policy TPO1 - Transport assessments and Travel Plans

The proposed policy has the opportunity to promote more sustainable, low carbon modes of travel. However, it relies on a
modal shift in travel behaviour from residents living within new developments. The no policy option would retain
dependency on the use of private motor vehicles.

Policy TPO8 - Freight and service delivery

The proposed policy seeks to implement appropriate standards for the servicing of businesses. This would reduce on
street deliveries, which would have beneficial effects relating to local air quality and traffic congestion. The no policy
option would potentially lead to a comparative lack of service bays if developers are not duty bound to provide
appropriate provision within developments.

Policy TPO2 - Walking

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on the objectives by delivering new development that has good
connectivity for pedestrians and considers disabled access. However, it relies on a modal shift in travel behaviour from
residents living within new developments. The no policy option would retain dependency on the use of private motor
vehicles.

Policy TPQ9 - Car parking provision at Westwood

The proposed policy seeks to maintain parking provision at Westwood, whilst limiting the potential for increased parking
provision associated with new commercial development. This would have beneficial effects on local air quality and the
local transport network, as pollution and congestion associated with private car use is limited. The no policy option would
retain dependency on use of private cars, which may result an ongoing increase in pollution and congestion on the roads
surrounding Westwood.
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Policy TP10 - Traffic Management housing land allocation process. This was to create a broad overview for potential sites which were
There is minimal difference between the proposed policy and no policy option. Both options seek to enhance gene_rally larger proposals outside either the existing planning system or outside the districts urban
sustainability within Thanet and do so in similar ways given that the local policy regularly reflects the Traffic confines.

Management Act 2004. As such adoption of the proposed policy or the no policy option would be beneficial. ] ] ] ] ] .
Incorporating specific policy regarding traffic management would add an additional layer of protection to the District and Upon completion of the process appropriate housing developments sites have been identified and
ensure traffic management measures are implemented with the best interests of the local community at the core. proposed as suitable for the Thanet district. To address these potential significant effects policies have
New Policy SPXX — Land at Manston Court Road/Haine Road been included in the draft Local Plan to ensure that if these sites are developed the relevant mitigation
The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution measures are put in place.

to the District’s housing supply. Any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse
effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing

robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help Sustal nablllty Appralsal of the Employment Land Allocation

mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban ) ) . .

settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport, The selection of sites for employment land was subject to a single assessment stage. As a result of the
though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The implementation of highway improvements is assessment process a number of the sites selected for allocation were identified as being likely to result
likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres in significant adverse effects. Such sites were discounted and a final four suitable employment land

of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood. allocation sites were noted and are subsequently detailed within Policy SP03 of the Local Plan. The
New Policy HOXX - Land at Manston Road/Shottendane Road, Margate sites considered suitable for employment land development in accordance to the assessment were:

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution

to the District’s housing supply. Any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse  Manston Park;

effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing e Eurokent Business Park:
robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help ) ’
mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban e Thanet Reach Business Park; and

settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The implementation of highway
improvements is likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly
the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

e Hedgend Industrial Estate.

To address any potential significant effects policies have been included in the draft Local Plan to ensure
New Policy SPXX — New Implementation Policy that if these sites are developed the relevant mitigation measures are put in place, as detailed within the
The proposed policy would ensure physical and social infrastructure provisions are adequately taken forward by the Policy SP03 and other relevant policies.

council, such that the phased implementation of the infrastructure requirements aids the efficient use of land, sustainable
development and access to facilities. The policy would also be beneficial in terms of co-locating social infrastructure
facilities so that the communities can get the most out of the new developments. The no policy option could result in a Next Ste PS
number of physical and social facilities not being adequately provided both to the detriment of the communities.

Following consultation it may be necessary to revise or update the SA report in response to specific

New Policy SPXX - Strategic Routes Polic e . . L
y J Y comments on the SA process or its findings. The SA will also require updating if, as a result of

The proposed policy would ensure key roads and junction improvements are safeguarded for future works, such that they

can support the implementation of the Thanet Transport Strategy. This would enable the district to develop key consultation, the policies and allocations in the draft Local Plan are revised. With each revision any
sustainable links between the local road access for which the policy is directed at but also access to the strategic road new or amended policies or allocations will be subject to SA and compared to the options or sites that
network and wider transport links. A no policy option could result in a worsening of current traffic conditions on the were rejected earlier on in the plan preparation process. The SA may also require updating if the

roads highlighted on the safeguarding map and prevent the District from attaining a sustainable transport network which Planning Inspector makes changes to the draft Local Plan.

is coherent and linked up with local and wider transport networks.

Once the Local Plan is adopted a Sustainability Statement will be produced. This will set out the
indicators that will be used to monitor any of the significant effects identified in the SA. It will also

Sustainability of Thanet’s Housing Allocation summarise how:

The selection of housing allocation sites followed an allocation strategy; TDC screened sites for those o Sustainability considerations have been taken into account by the Local Plan;
that could be accepted or rejected after being appraised for their availability, suitability for development
and the achievability of development. As a result of the SA process a number of the sites selected for

allocation were identified as being likely to result in significant adverse effects or were not suitable in e The reasons for the choice of the preferred policies and allocations in light of the alternatives; and

capacity and thus were rejected or mitigation was proposed. « The indicators and approach to be adopted to monitor significant effects.

Any sites that were “call for site” locations (i.e. sites which are privately owned and have been proposed
as potential redevelopment sites by local land owners) underwent a further appraisal to add depth to the

e Comments on the Local Plan and SA Reports have been taken into account;
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Thanet District Council

Draft Sustainability Appraisal monitoring framework

It is anticipated that the monitoring of the SA will take place annually alongside the monitoring of the
Local Plan up to 2031 in the Annual Monitoring Report. The SA monitoring framework indicates that
there is a strong overlap between the two processes.

Such monitoring will enable any unforeseen adverse effects to be identified at an early stage and
necessary remedial action to be undertaken.

Contextual indicators describe the wider economic, social and environmental background in which the
plan operates, such as life expectancy, unemployment rates and GCSE results. In addition some of the
indicators (e.g. affordable housing completions and open space standards) have been taken directly
from the Local Plan monitoring framework. The indicators will be revised following the assessment of
the draft Local Plan policies and allocations in light of any specific effects that are identified during the
assessment process.

Sustainability Appraisal Conclusion

The Local Plan will ensure new developments across the Thanet District are designed in an appropriate
manner to ensure sustainability in accordance to the Strategic Priorities of Thanet District Council.
Several broad overarching policies are specifically contextualised where necessary by others to add a
unified purpose across all policies and strive towards sustainable development. Mitigation processes
have been proposed throughout the SA process where relevant in order to deliver a positive impact for
every policy.

The land allocations for housing and employment allocations have undergone a robust appraisal to
ensure only suitable sites are selected that are appropriate for their intended function.

Upon completion of the report it can be found with confidence that the draft plan is unlikely to result in
significant adverse effects. The plan will promote social, environmental and economic sustainability for
the Thanet district due to the cohesive but varied nature of the policies in place in order to attain the
desired outcomes for new developments across the life of the plan until 2031.
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1 Introduction

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

1.1 General Introduction and Background

The District of Thanet is located on the east coast of England, on the north eastern tip of Kent. Bounded
by the English Channel to the north, east and south, the District is predominantly coastal. The District is
bordered by the City of Canterbury District to the west, and the Dover District to the south. The district
has an area of 103 square kilometres and a resident population of 134,400. There are 32 kilometres of
coastline with attractive chalk cliffs and beautiful sandy beaches and bays making the area a vibrant
coastal resort.

Thanet comprises of three main urban areas: Margate, Broadstairs and Ramsgate, which are all located
on the coast. Interspersed between these are a number of villages and hamlets. As a consequence of the
position of the three towns, almost the entire coastal area accommodates substantial built development.
From Birchington-on-sea, via Westgate-on-Sea, Margate, Cliftonville, Kingsgate to Ramsgate there is
limited undeveloped seafront.

The key transport networks into the area include the duelled A299 Thanet Way, which connects to the
M2, the A28 Canterbury Road which links with the city of Canterbury and the A256 which serves as
the link to District of Dover. Kent’s international airport, formerly RAF Manston, is a hub for
international travel. Ferry services (freight) are operated from Port Ramsgate!, with the potential for
passenger services in the future.

Figure 1: Location Map of Thanet District Council.

Herne Bay
g
3 Sandwich
Canterbury Crown Copyright. All rights reserved
Thanet Dutnct Councal
Lcence No 100018261

L http://www.visitthanet.co.uk/
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1.2 Local Development Framework Background

Following the introduction of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the Localism Act
(2011) significant changes have been made to the scoping report document to reflect the evolution of
the planning policy framework for Thanet; from an LDF comprising a Core Strategy and Site
Allocations to a single Local Plan.

The new Local Plan will set out the planning policy for Thanet. It will include the “Strategy’ for spatial
development of Thanet up to 2031, TDC’s polices for managing development in the District, and sites
for achieving development requirements, including other land use designations. The purpose of the
Local Plan is to provide a spatial strategy for development in Thanet and to provide a responsive and
flexible supply of land for housing, employment and other uses, the future of town centres and other
issues such as the role of Kent International Airport. This SA has assessed the policies to ensure that
they are both strategic and site specific. This conforms to national planning policy and acts as a basis
for local people to build upon with Neighbourhood Plans should they wish to do so.

While such matters have been subject to previous consultation, they have been re-considered and re-
consulted in light of differing circumstances, such as the new planning policy guidance issued by
Government.

As well as providing a strategic vision to guide development in Thanet, the Local Plan will provide a
comprehensive set of generic development management quality development policies to replace those
currently saved from the Thanet District Local Plan, which will act as the basis for determining
planning applications.

Consultation on the issues and options for future growth took place in June 2013. After this, in January
2015, TDC undertook a further round of consultation on the preferred options Draft Local Plan - this
included detail on policies and allocations.

The Scoping Report was updated after a version published in 2009 underwent review. The new version
was an opportunity to present a review of sustainability issues in relation to the emerging Local Plan
and identify those that should be a particular focus for this SA. It was advised to update the baseline
information, trends and issues for the District to enhance the sustainability appraisal of TDCs Local
Plans. Baseline information was identified across a wide range of topics, help bring together key issues
from an evidence based approach, with key trends and objectives for Thanet identified. A key output of
the Scoping Report was the sustainability framework which was used to appraise plans and proposals.

1.3 Sustainable Development and the LDF

Under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 (the Act), Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is
mandatory for Local Development Documents as part of the plan making process. The process of
undertaking SA assists planning authorities to fulfil the objective of integrating sustainable
development principles into the plan making process and should not be seen as a separate activity.
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There are a number of different definitions of sustainable development. The NPPF refers to the UK
Sustainable Development Strategy Securing the Future in relation to its five ‘guiding principles’ of
sustainable development: living within the planet’s environmental limits; ensuring a strong, healthy and
just society; achieving a sustainable economy; promoting good governance; and using sound science
responsibly.

Sustainable development in England will be achieved partly through the planning system and by the

policies within the NPPF assisting in fulfilling a number of roles under three dimensions:

e “an economic role — contributing to building a strong, responsive and competitive economy, by
ensuring that sufficient land of the right type is available in the right places and at the right time to
support growth and innovation; and by identifying and coordinating development requirements,
including the provision of infrastructure;

e asocial role — supporting strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by providing the supply of
housing required to meet the needs of present and future generations; and by creating a high quality
built environment, with accessible local services that reflect the community’s needs and support its
health, social and cultural well-being; and

e an environmental role — contributing to protecting and enhancing our natural, built and historic
environment; and, as part of this, helping to improve biodiversity, use natural resources prudently,
minimise waste and pollution, and mitigate and adapt to climate change including moving to a low
carbon economy.”?

Spatial plans such as Thanet District Council’s Local Plan encompassing Core Strategy and Site
Allocations can have a significant role in achieving the objectives of sustainable development. The
2004 Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act® requires planning bodies, in preparing plans, to
contribute to the achievement of sustainable development.

Figure 2: Guiding Principles in the UK Sustainability Strategy - Securing the Future.

Living Within
Environmental Limits
Respecting the limits of the planet’s
environment, resources and
biodiversity — to improve our
environment and ensure that the
natural resources needed for life
are unimpaired and remain so for
future generations.

Ensuring a Strong,
Healthy and Just Society

Meeting the diverse needs of all
people in existing and future
communities, promoting personal
wellbeing, social cohesion and
inclusion, and creating equal
opportunity for all.

Promoting Good
Governance

Using Sound Science
Responsibly

Ensuring policy is developed
and implemented on the basis
of strong scientific evidence, whilst
taking into account scientific
uncertainty (through the
precautionary principle) as well
as public attitudes and values.

Achieving a
Sustainable Economy
Building a strong, stable and Actively promoting effective,
sustainable economy which provides | participative systems of governance
prosperity and opportunities for all, in all levels of society —

and in which environmental and engaging people’s creativity,
social costs fall on those who impose energy, and diversity.
them (polluter pays), and efficient
resource use is incentivised.

Source: Securing the Future, HMG 2005

2 National Planning Policy Framework, Department for Communities and Local Government, March 2012
% The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act: 2004
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Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

1.4 SA and SEA and Requirements for the Local Plan

14.1 Sustainability Appraisal

The SA is in accordance with the requirements of the European Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) Directive (2001/42/EC) and Statutory Instrument 1633 ‘The Environmental Assessment of Plans
and Programmes’ Regulations (2004), the National Plan Policy Framework (NPPF) 2012 and Planning
Practice Guidance (updated 2014).

Sustainability Appraisal is an iterative process that identifies and reports on the likely significant effects
of a plan. It is a systematic and transparent process for informing decision making. It achieves this by
testing the performance of the plan against a series of environmental, social and economic objectives
which define sustainable development. The process identifies the adverse sustainability issues that
need to be mitigated; alongside the opportunities for such enhancement. The SA subsequently provides
the basis for improving the performance of plans.

In the context of the Local Plan:

‘the purpose of SA to promote sustainable development through the better integration of
sustainability considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans. It should be viewed as an
integral part of good plan-making and should not be seen as a separate activity’. 4

Sustainability Appraisals help planning authorities to fulfil the objective and to promote sustainable
development in the preparation of plans. The 2004 Act makes SA mandatory for all DPDs (including
Local Plans) and SPDs. In addition, SA helps planning authorities to deliver more effective DPDs and
SPDs that can address the significant issues facing them.

1.4.2 Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

The European Directive 2001/42/EC (SEA Directive) came into effect in the UK on the 21% July 2004
in the form of *“The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004
(S12004/1633)’. These regulations require that a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is
undertaken on a range of plans and programmes, including certain planning documents. The objective
of the SEA Directive is:

‘to provide for a high level of protection of the environment and to contribute to the integration of
environmental considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans ... with a view to
promoting sustainable development’ (Article 1, SEA Directive).

The SEA Directive, Annex Il suggests the significance of effects of a plan relates to the characteristics
of the plan as well as its implications. Annex Il defines the criteria for determining the likely
significance of a plan in regard to the following characteristics:

4 Sustainability Appraisal of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Documents: ODPM, November 2005
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e The degree to which the plan or programme sets a framework for projects and other activities,
either with regard to the location, nature, size and operating conditions or by allocating
resources;

e The degree to which the plan or programme influences other plans and programmes including
those in a hierarchy;

e The relevance of the plan or programme for the integration of environmental considerations in
particular with a view to promoting sustainable development;

Environmental problems relevant to the plan or programme; and,
The relevance of the plan or programme for the implementation of Community legislation on
the environment (e.g. plans and programmes linked to waste-management or water protection).

In relation to these characteristics it is clear the Local Plan can have a significant impact and influence
when considered in the context of the SEA Directive. Therefore, when preparing DPDs and SPDs
planning authorities must conduct an assessment in accordance with the SEA Directive.

1.4.3 Combined Sustainability Appraisal and SEA Process

Although the requirements to carry out SA and SEA are distinct, the Department for Communities and
Local Government (DCLG, formerly ODPM) Plan Making Manual 2, the DCLG SEA Practical Guide
(2005) and the Sustainability Appraisal Guidance (2005) propose that both can be satisfied through a
single appraisal process®. They have produced guidance to ensure SAs meet the requirements of the
SEA Directive whilst widening the Directive’s approach to include economic and social issues as well
as environmental. The DCLG are currently reviewing all their planning guidance including their Plan
Making Manual, however in the meantime it remains valid. The guidance proposes that where
reference is made to SA (in the application to LDFs) it should be taken to include the requirements of
the SEA Directive. It should be noted that herein where reference is made to SA it should be taken to
include the requirements of the SEA Directive. In practice these two processes are generally combined,
provided that the matters relating to the Environment Report required by the SEA are clearly defined.
The link between this combined process and its application to DPDs is illustrated in Figure 3.

5 http://www.pas.gov.uk/pas/core/page.do?pageld=152450

REP/228764/002 | Issue | December 2016

Z:\LONDON\PTG\ICL-JOBS\600000\60167524 - TDC LOCAL PLAN SEA4 INTERNAL PROJECT DATA\4-05 REPORTS\2016 UPDATE\THANET LOCAL PLAN SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL - REVISED PREFERRED OPTIONS 20161222.DOCX

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Figure 3: The SA and Plan development process.

Key Stages Plan Making Activities

Stage A: Setting the context and : .
objectives, establishing the baseline ﬁ Develop evidence base to inform the

and deciding on the scope FEl
f\ Consider options for the Plan and
V prepare the draft Plan (Reg 18)

(—)

Q) - sult on the Draft Plan (Reg 19)

Stage B: Developing and refining
alternatives and assessing effects

Finalise the Draft Plan
Stage C: Preparing the SA Report

Stage D: Consulting on the SA and
the draft plan

Stage E: Monitoring implementation
of the plan or programme ﬁ

Source: Planning Advisory Service.

Sustainability Appraisal differs from SEA in that it expands the focus of the assessment to include
social and economic considerations. Therefore, the Local Plan has been subject to both assessment
processes. However to avoid unnecessary repetition the results from the two processes have been
documented within one report (this Sustainability Appraisal Report). The table below sets out the SEA
requirements and where relevant information can be found within this report. For the avoidance of
doubt the information in this SA Report meets all of the requirements.

The Guidance emphasises the importance of the following areas in conducting appraisals:

Collecting and presenting baseline information;

Predicting the significant effects of the plan and addressing them during its preparation;
Identifying reasonable plan options and their effects;

Involving the public and authorities with social, environmental and economic responsibilities as
part of the assessment process; and,

e Monitoring the actual effects of the plan during its implementation.
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Table 3: Signposting where the requirements of the SEA have been met Under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, Thanet District Council was required to carry
: S . . out a SA of its Local Plan. The SA was used to inform each subsequent stage of plan production.

Required stages from the SEA Directive Relevant section of this SA Report
(a) An outline of the contents, main objectives of the plan or programme Section 6 Paragraph 165 of the National Planning Policy Framework states that “a sustainability appraisal which
and relationship with other relevant plans and programmes (article 5) meets the requirements of the European Directive on strategic environmental assessment should be an
(b) The relevant aspects of the current state of the environment and the Section 7 integral part of the plan preparation process, and should consider all the likely significant effects on the
likely evolution thereof without the implementation of the plan or economic, social and environmental factors’. Table 3 demonstrates how this SA Report achieves these
programmes; requirements.
(c) The environmental characteristics of areas likely to be significantly Section 7 . . . . .
affected Each stage of the SA followed approximately the same format as detailed in the following section. The
(d) Existing environmental problems which are relevant to the plan or Section 7 detailed structure of each report was subject to review due to the iterative nature of the process.

programme including, in particular, those relating to any areas of a
particular environmental importance such as areas designated pursuant
to Directives 79/409/EEC and 92/43/EEC

Required stages from the SEA Directive Relevant section of this SA Report

(e)The environmental protection objectives, established at international, Section 7
community or member state level, which are relevant to the plan or
programme and the way those objectives and any environmental

considerations have been taken into account during its preparation

(fThe likely significant effects on the environment including on issues Section 9
such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water,
air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage including
architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the
interrelationship between the above factors.

(9) The measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and as fully as possible Section 9 (where appropriate)
offset any significant adverse effects on the environment of implementing
the plan or programme

(h) An outline of the reasons for selecting alternatives dealt with and a Sections 2, 8 and 9
description of how the assessment was undertaken including any
difficulties encountered in compiling the required information

(i) A description of the measures envisaged concerning monitoring Section 10

(i) A non-technical summary of the information provided under the above | Non-Technical Summary

headings

Consultation Scoping report consultation occurred in the
Authorities with environmental responsibility, when deciding on the Summer of 2014

scope and level of detail of the information which must be included in the
environmental report (Art. 5.4)

1.5 The Local Plan Process

Thanet District Council is currently preparing a new Local Plan for the District - the Thanet Local Plan
to 2031, which when finalised, will form the statutory planning framework for determining planning
applications and will replace the *saved’ policies from the Thanet Local Plan 2006.

The Thanet Local Plan will set out the policies and proposals for the development and use of land
within the District and help guide regeneration over the period to 2031. They are subject to independent
examination and consultation and must be deliverable, viable and realistic.
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2 Appraisal Methodology

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

The SA process, as defined in the DCLG SA and SEA Guidance 2005, must be applied to all DPDs and
SPDs. This process that was undertaken is outlined below.

Table 4: Stages and tasks in the SA process

STAGE 1 PRE-PRODUCTION

Stage A: Setting the context and objectives, establishing the baseline and deciding on the
scope

Task Al: Identifying other relevant plans, programmes and sustainability objectives
Task A2: Collecting baseline information

Task A3: Identifying key sustainability issues and problems

Task A4: Developing the SA framework

Task A5: Consulting on the scope of the SA

STAGE 2 PRODUCTION

Stage B: Developing and refining options and assessing effects

Task B1: Testing the Local Plan objectives against the framework

Task B2: Developing the Local Plan options

Task B3: Predicting the effects of the Local Plan

Task B4: Evaluating the effects of the Local Plan

Task B5: Considering ways of mitigating adverse effects and maximising beneficial effects
Task B6: Proposing measures to monitor significant effects of implementing the Local Plan
Stage C: Appraising the effects of the Local Plan

Task C1: Preparing SA report

Stage D: Consulting on the SA and Local Plan

Task D1: Public participating on the SA report and Local Plan

Task D2: Assessing significant changes

STAGE 3 ADOPTION

Task D3: Making decisions and providing information
Stage E: Monitor implementation of Local Plan

Task E1: Finalising aims and methods for monitoring
Task E2: Responding to adverse effects

The SA identified and assessed the likely significant effects of the policies and site allocations of the
Local Plan against economic, social and environmental objectives. This included appraisals of the
options developed through the plan preparation process and policies and proposals contained within the
Local Plan.

2.1 Adding value: influencing the content of the plan

The SA process adds value and transparency to the preparation of the Local Plan and the decision
making process. This has occurred through the consideration of economic, social and environmental
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effects of the plan (including the no policy option) using a robust framework which is specifically
designed to address the issues and problems of TDC. The framework is described in Section Appendix
D of this report.

Sustainability Appraisal as a tool, helps to ensure that the Local Plan meets the requirements of
sustainable development as well as to ensure consistency and rigor in the plan process. The
Government’s SA guidance states that ‘integration of SA into DPD preparation is fundamental to
sound plan making’ (paragraph 3.19).

The SA reports provide a detailed commentary of how the SA has informed and influenced the
preparation of the Local Plan and highlights the difference it has made.

2.2 Policy Context

This SA Report and the development of the Thanet Local Plan have taken into account the recent
changes to the Planning System, including:

e The Localism Act 2011 which provides for the introduction of Neighbourhood Plans and the
‘revocation’ (abolition) of Regional Spatial Strategies (in the case of Thanet the South East Plan)

The National Planning Policy Framework (March 2012) which simplifies national planning guidance,
reemphasises the role of planning in supporting economic development, and requires each Local
Planning Authority to produce a single Local Plan, with additional and supplementary planning
documents only used when necessary.

Page 18



Thanet District Council

3 Stages of the SA Process

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

This SA Report describes the results from the SA of the Local Plan Preferred Options and also fulfils
the requirements of Stages B and C of the SA process as defined in the SA guidance note and illustrated
in Table 4.

3.1 Scoping stage

The scoping stage (Stage A) involved collating information on the economic, social and environmental
aspects of the district, identifying the main sustainability issues and developing sustainability objectives
to allow the likely significant effects of the Local Plan to be assessed. The process is cyclic and has
been carried out systematically from task Al to A4 (see Table 4).

Scoping is a requirement of the SEA Directive and has been incorporated into a single document to
inform the appraisal process. It has resulted in the development of an objective-led framework to
overcome the issues identified in the baseline and policy review. This framework was used as a basis
for assessing the economic, social and environmental effects of the plan.

3.2 Assessment stage

The assessment stage (stage B in Table 4) involved examining the likely significant effects of the Local
Plan policies and site specific land use allocations, and the SA Objectives and assessment criteria
(Table 1) were used as the criteria to assess effects.

The potential effects of the Local Plan, acting as a comprehensive planning document on its own, has
also been accounted for. The impacts and combination between the plan and others such as the Local
Transport Plan and the NPPF have also been accounted for.

Where potentially significant adverse effects have been predicted an accompanying mitigation strategy
has been supplied. This will illustrate how to reduce the impact to a level where it is no longer likely to
have significant effect.

3.3 Structure of the SA Report

In summary, the format of this SA report is as follows:

e Introduce the SA process and provide background/ context into preparation of the Local Plan
(Section 1);

e Describe the method and purposes of the assessment, including the testing of the issues and options
(Section 2);
Describe the consultation that has been undertaken so far during the SA process (Section 4);
Describe the appraisal of the Issues and Options (Section 5)
Provide a review of relevant international, national, regional and local plans, policies and strategies
describing the policy context and sustainability objectives relevant to Thanet(Section 6);

o Define the characteristics of the district (the baseline) and identify the key problems and
sustainability issues (Section 7);
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e Set out the framework for assessing the likely significant sustainability effects of the plan (Section
8);
e Assess the effects of the proposed Local Plan policies (Section 9);

Outline the potential monitoring arrangements and indicators that could be used to monitor the likely
significant effects predicted by the SA; and a description of the next steps that will be undertaken
during SA process (Section 12).
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4 Consultation Process

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

The SA process has included the following consultation stages (please note that stages described in
brackets refer to those set out in Table 4):

4.1 Scoping (SA Stage A)

The Scoping Report was sent to the three statutory consultation bodies® (Environment Agency, Natural
England and English Heritage), for a consultation period between March and April 2013. The Scoping
Report was also logged on the Local Plan consultation area of TDC’s website and offices to allow
others the opportunity to comment on the scope of the SA.

4.2 Development of the Draft Local Plan (SA Stage B)

The development of the draft Local Plan has considered a number of development options and these
have been assessed by the SA. The assessment has been informed by dialogue and consultation with
statutory consultation bodies and local stakeholders, including council members and officers from key
council departments and local area forums that has occurred as part of the Local Plan development
process.

4.3 Further stages

The SA will be subject to consultation as part of the Local Plan publication document consultation (i.e.
Stages C and D).

If, following consultation on the publication version of the Local Plan, changes are required that have
not been subject to SA, then further SA work will be carried out. If this is necessary then this SA
Report will be updated and consulted on at the same time as the updated Local Plan. We will produce a
final SA environmental report for the Local Plan at publication stage. This will set out how the SA has
influenced the Local Plan process from issues and options through to submission outlining any changes
in the light of previous consultation work.

6 English Nature, the Countryside Agency and the environmental activities of Rural Development Service have been brought together to form Natural
England (October 2006) - the new integrated government agency for the natural environment. Natural England acts as a statutory consultee on the SA
along with the Environmental Agency and English Heritage.
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5.1 Options Appraisal

A fundamental part of the plan preparation process was the identification and assessment of options. A
SA of the Local Plan options was required in order to arrive at the preferred options, and to comply
with the requirements of the European SEA Directive. An appraisal of the issues and options associated
with the policy themes was undertaken in May 2013.

The SA assessed, in broad terms, the likely significant effects of the plan options against the objectives
of the framework, as set out in Table 1 of this report. It fulfilled the requirements of stage B (Table 4)
of the SA process. The findings of the appraisal were reported in the Summary Interim SA”. It has also
set out the options and outlined the reasons for selecting or eliminating them. This was performed in
order to establish a relevant option that would promote sustainability across the district by meeting the
demands of the objectives.

The Summary Interim SA appraised the strategic options proposed for plan components, such as
whether housing should be located on the urban edge of existing settlements or whether there should be
new settlements. These broad assessments influenced key TDC documents, including the Strategy for
the Planned Location of Housing® that was used to help identify potential housing sites within Thanet.

5.2 Housing and Employment Land Allocation

A comparative SA process was utilised for the assessment of housing land and employment land
allocations across the District. At the issues and options stage of the SA process, broad options were
tested such as the amounts and location of housing and employment land. Following this, housing sites
submitted under the SHLAA process and current employment allocations and sites were assessed
according to their suitability, availability, and achievability. Employment sites were assessed to
determine which sites should be retained and which could be released for alternative development. This
assessment is reported in Appendix AError! Reference source not found. and has in turn helped the
appraisal of housing and economic sites against the SA framework, as reported in Appendix E.

The process was utilised to assess all potential development sites, including those that are outside the
existing planning policy framework or Thanet’s urban confines. Upon completion of the comparative
assessment, appropriate sites for housing and employment land, have been proposed across Thanet.
This process is considered compliant and robust in assessing alternatives as required by the
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004.

Since the voluntary consultation on the preferred options in January 2015, a number of sites have been
removed from the long list reported in Appendix A, whilst new sites have been promoted. The
assessment of these sites, as per those reported in Appendix A, will be included in the Environmental
Report prepared to support the pre-submission draft local plan that will be finalised during 2017.

" Arup (May 2013) Summary Interim Sustainability Appraisal
8 https://www.thanet.gov.uk/publications/planning-policy/strategy-for-the-planned-location-of-housing/
9 https://consult.thanet.gov.uk/consult.ti/TPODL P/viewCompoundDoc?docid=6061076
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5.3 Developing the Options

The process of developing options involved extensive consultation with members of the public, local
stakeholders and statutory consultees. These options ranged from broad strategic and spatial options
(i.e. showing different levels of growth) through to detailed policy options.

TDC carried out a consultation on Issues and Options for the new local plan from 3rd June - 14 August
2013. Comments were invited on various options that could form new planning policies. TDC then
considered the responses to that consultation, and comments made in the Summary Interim SA
regarding the performance of the options against the sustainability framework.

In preparation for consultation in January 2015, TDC provided a suite of documents to aid the
consultation process, one of which was the Justification for Preferred Options®. This document
provided the rationale behind the decision making employed for selecting preferred options and the
reasons why other options were rejected. Full details of this process and the justification for preferred
options is presented in Appendix G.

54 New Settlement Options

The concept of a new settlement to address housing demand was put forward as part of the Local Plan
Issues and Options consultation in the summer of 2013. As limited details regarding a new settlement
option were known at this time, the option performed poorly within the sustainability appraisal as there
would be a high level of greenfield development requiring additional infrastructure and public transport
investment in order to function. In addition, public support for a greenfield approach to housing was
low. As such, the poorly performing option was discounted as a viable solution to addressing Thanet’s
housing demand.

Since the Issues and Options consultation, additional housing demand has been identified within Thanet
resulting in a need to review the preferred housing strategy. For completeness, it was decided that a
review of a potential new settlement option should be undertaken, but exploring the opportunity to
implement robust mitigation in order to facilitate as sustainable new settlement scenario as possible. An
assessment of possible new settlement sites within the vicinity of Manston Airport were appraised
against the sustainability appraisal framework'?, which has helped to shape the revised preferred policy
SPO5 — Manston Airport.

0 Arup (November 2016) New Settlement Mitigation Study
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6 Review of Relevant Plans, Programmes, Strategies and Objectives
. e European Water Framework Directive, 2000

1.6 Introduction e European Waste Framework Directive 92/43/EEC and daughter directives e.g.; Landfill Directive 99/31/EC

The Local Plan and the SA were influenced by many different plans and programmes. This is *  Delhi Summit on Sustainable Development

recognised by the SEA Directive which requires a review of relevant plans and programmes to be N 'E<y°t° C'"gate _Ch"i)r:geDPrOtloco" 19937

. . [ ]

completed in the preparation of the SA document. uropean sSustainable Development Strategy
e European Spatial Development Perspective
e Convention on Biological Diversity, 1992

‘the plan’s relatlonship With Other relevant plans and programmes’ and & the environmental ® European Directive on the Conservation Of Natural Habitats and Wlld Fauna and Flora (The Habitats Directive),

protection objectives, established at international, (European) Community or national level, which
are relevant to the plan...and the way those objectives and any environmental considerations have
been taken into account during its preparation’.

1992
e FEuropean Directive 79/409/EEC on the conservation of wild birds
e European Directive on Ambient Air Quality Assessment and Management
e Convention on the protection of Archaeological Heritage

Directive 2001/42/EC - SEA Annex 1 (a), (e)

Therefore, the first stage of completing the SA was to review relevant international, national, regional
and local, policy guidance, plans and strategies. This ensures:

e the Local Plan and the SA framework are in line with the requirements of other relevant plans and
policies;
that inconsistencies or constraints are suitably dealt with;
sustainability objectives, key targets and indicators are reflected in the SA; and,
relevant baseline data is accounted for.

1.7 Document Review for Thanet

The 2009 Core Strategy Scoping Report identified a substantial list of PPPs (Policies, Plans and
Programmes) relevant for the Thanet district. This list has been comprehensively reviewed, updated and
rationalised by removing redundant or irrelevant policies, plans and programmes, so as to focus on
those that are key and most recent and relevant.

The relevant PPPs are summarised in Table 5 below. The identification of relevant PPPs is an on-going
process and the list will be updated once new PPPs become available and will be included in any
subsequent SA Reports.

Table 5: Relevant Plans and Programmes.

National

International/European

An European Biodiversity Strategy to 2020 (2011)

EU Energy Efficiency Plan, 2011

The Copenhagen Conference, 2009

European Landscape Convention, 2009 (Became binding in 2007)

(The Air Quality Framework Directive) 1996, and subsequent Air Quality Directive (2008/50/EC) June 2008
EU Directive 2008/1/EC: Integrated Pollution Prevention and Control

European Flood Risk Directive, 2007

European Sustainable Development Strategy, May 2001

National Planning Policy Framework, March 2012

Health and Social Care Bill, 2012

Healthy Lives, healthy People White Paper, 2011

The Public Health White Paper, 2011

The Localism Act, 2011

National Planning Statements: Energy, Transport and Waste (2011-2012)
Water for Life 2011 The White Paper

Climate Resilient Infrastructure, 2011

Carbon Plan, 2011

Natural Environment White Paper — The Natural Choice: securing the value of nature (2011)
Laying the Foundations: A Housing Strategy for England, November, 2011
Confident Brighter Communities, 2010

Noise Policy Statement for England, 2010

National Infrastructure Plan, 2010

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations, 2010

Flood and Water Management Act, 2010

UK The UK Low Carbon Transition Plan: National strategy for Climate Change, July 2009
Renewable Energy Strategy, 2009

Soil Strategy for England, 2009

Flood Risk Regulations, 2009

Be Active: be healthy — A plan for getting the Nation Moving, 2009

Water Resources Strategy for England and Wales, 2009

The Planning Act, 2008

Play Strategy for England ,2008

Climate Change Act, November, 2008

Energy White Paper — Meeting the Energy Challenge, 2007

Habitats Regulations for England and Wales (amended), 2007

Waste Strategy for England, 2007

Heritage Protection for the 21 Century — White Paper, 2007

Code for Sustainable Homes DCLG 2006

River Basin Planning Strategy: Water for Life and Livelihoods (Consultation), EA - Jan 2005
Safer Places: The Planning System and Crime Prevention, 2004
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e  Sustainable Communities, 2003

e Rural Strategy, 2004

e The Housing Act, 2004

e Sustainable Communities Plan, 2003

e The Homelessness Act, 2002

e A biodiversity strategy for England, 2002

e Waste Not Want Not — A Strategy for tackling the waste problem in England, 2002

e The Wildlife & Countryside Act (1981) as amended (most notably by the Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW)
Act, 2000

e Waterways for Tomorrow, 2000

e Air Quality Strategy for the UK. Working together for clean air, DETR - Jan 2000

e Biodiversity 2020: A strategy for England’s Wildlife and ecosystem services

e The UK Government Sustainable Development Strategy: Securing the Future:

e Saving Lives: Our Healthier Nation (White Paper), 1999

e Making Space for Water: Taking Forward a Government Strategy for Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management
in England.

e Saving Lives: Our Healthier Nation White Paper DoH, 1999

Regional

e South East Biodiversity Strategy, 2009

e River Basin Management Plan — South East River Basin District, 2009

e Minerals Strategy: Proposed Alterations to Regional Guidance

e The South East Regional Sustainability Framework (RSF), 2008

e Destination South East — Tourism and related sport and recreation

e England Rural Development programme (South East Regional Chapter)

e Regional Economic Strategy, 2006

e Regional Housing Strategy, 2005

e Sustainable Communities in the South East: Building for the Future

e Harnessing the Elements - South East Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy May, 2003

e Sustainable Communities in the South East, 2003

County

Local Transport Plan for Kent, 2011-2016

South East Local Enterprise Partnership Business Plan, 2011-2015

Growing the Garden of England: Environment and Economic Strategy, 2011

Growth without Gridlock Integrated Transport Strategy for Kent, 2010

Kent Design Guide

Kent County Council Environment Strategy, 2010

Kent County Council Framework for Regeneration, 2009

Kent Prospects, 2007

Active Lives: The Future of Social Care in Kent, 2007

Kent County Council Equality Strategy, 2007

Kent Health and Affordable Warmth Strategy (2005-2008)

Kent economic report- A review of the local economy and its Social and Environmental Context, 2004
Bold Steps for education and commissioning. Plan for education provision in Kent 2012-2017
Kent Biodiversity Action Plan, 1997

Kent Joint Municipal Waste Management Strategy

Kent Waste Local Plan (Saved Poalicies), 1998

Kent Minerals Local Plan (Saved Policies), 1986-1997

Local Partnership Vision and Business Plan

Kent Minerals and Waste Local Plan, 2013-2030
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Sub County

East Kent Sustainable Communities Strategy, 2009
East Kent Homelessness Strategy, 2008

East Kent Partnership Strategy, 2005

East Kent Local Investment Plan

Cams Stour Catchment Plan

Canterbury City Council LDF

Dover District Council LDF

North East Kent European Marine Sites

Local

Thanet Council Corporate Plan 2012-2016

Thanet District Council Transport Plan 2005-2011

Southern Water Strategic Direction Statement 2007, updated March 2011
Thanet District Council Housing Strategy, 2006

Thanet District Adopted Local Plan ,2006

Bus Strategy for Thanet

Thanet District Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

Thanet District Council Contaminated Land Strategy

From Audit to Action — Thanet Crime and Disorder Audit Strategy: 2005 to 2008
Thanet District Council Policy on Flood and Coastal Defence

A Sustainable Community Strategy for East Kent, 2009

The review process provided a valuable source of information and a framework for developing
different components of the SA, specifically:

Key national policies (including the National Planning Policy Framework) and sub-regional
(county) plans, provided the planning context for Thanet;

Local documents provided a valuable source of baseline information, and identified local priorities
and objectives as well as conditions that the Local Plan and SA should adhere to; and,

Several documents including existing appraisals provided sustainability objectives and indicators
and guided the development of the SA Framework.

1.8 NPPF Review: Local Plan and Development Context

The Local Plan must be in conformity with the NPPF. The NPPF came into force on 27th March 2012
and emphasises the importance of the planning system to contribute to the achievement of sustainable
development. It sets out how planning process can accomplish this by meeting a number of
requirements that are listed below:

1. Building a strong, competitive economy;

2. Ensuring the vitality of town centres;

3. Supporting a prosperous rural economy;
4. Promoting sustainable transport;

5. Supporting high quality communications infrastructure;

6. Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes;
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7. Requiring good design;

8. Promoting healthy communities;

9. Protecting Green Belt land;

10. Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change;

11. Conserving and enhancing the natural environment;

12. Conserving and enhancing the historic environment; and

13. Facilitating the sustainable use of minerals.

Many of these policy areas overlap with the SA objectives that have been developed for this SA. As a

result the SA process can help to inform the development of the Local Plan and potentially identify
areas where the Local Plan might not comply with the NPPF.
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7.1 Scope and Purpose of the Baseline and Key Issues

The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 require a discussion of the
‘relevant aspects of the current state of the environment and the likely evolution thereof without
implementation of the plan or programme’ (Annex 1 (b)). In the case of SA the baseline and
identification of key issues must also consider social and economic aspects in addition to the
environmental issues specified in the SEA Directive.

The baseline review provides the basis for predicting and monitoring the effects of the LDDs. The
sustainability issues identify positive or negative issues for Thanet relevant to the Local Plan that has
the capacity to influence, optimising enhancement opportunities and minimising detrimental impacts
associated with the plan.

The collation of baseline data and identification of sustainability issues has been completed for Thanet
as a whole, and is therefore relevant to all documents in the Local Development Scheme. The baseline
situation and key issues for Thanet will inevitably change over time, as such it is important that it is
monitored and regularly revised.

7.2 Collating Baseline Information and ldentifying Sustainability
Issues for Thanet

7.2.1 Approach and Format

The baseline for Thanet was collated in a number of iterative stages. Firstly the review of plans and
policies listed in Appendix B provided an initial understanding of the current situation in Thanet in
terms of environmental, social and economic performance and enabled key sustainability issues for
Thanet to be identified. This subsequently assisted in the development of the SA Framework.

Indicators were developed for each of the SA Objectives in the framework. Both qualitative and
readily available quantitative information was collected for each of the SA Obijectives.

It should be recognised that due to the interrelationships between the SA Objectives, the baseline data is
often relevant to more than one objective. The data collection focused on identifying:

e The current situation in Thanet;
e The trend for Thanet; and
e Regional and national comparisons.

71.2.2 Problems and Constraints

Every effort has been made to provide an accurate baseline review. Production of the baseline has been
effective at providing an understanding of current issues, and there is generally enough information
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available to enable an informed and detailed appraisal. However, during the collection of baseline data
some problems were encountered placing limitations on data. This included:

e as the scope of the information required is wide, data has not been available for a number of
indicators;

e the consistency between data sources;
e the availability of historic data; and
o the availability of up to date information.

As a result of the scale of data it has not always been possible to divide information up in a way which
optimises its value e.g. by geographic area or by different communities or groups. For example,
environmental data is often collected at a high level and it has not always been possible to collate at a
more localised level.

Thanet is interlinked socially, economically and physically to adjacent areas and while trans boundary
issues are important and need to be considered in the appraisal process, it was not possible to represent
such complex issues in the baseline data collation; and,

It is acknowledged that the baseline situation in Thanet is ever changing, thus baseline data can quickly
go out of date, including the information within this SA Report. Every effort has been made to ensure
the report contains up to date environmental data.

7.2.3 Future Baseline

Further consideration should be given to how data could be made available for the on-going data
collection required during the implementation and monitoring of the Local Plan. This could include
expanding the data managed through the central computerised resource for Thanet linked to
Geographical information Systems (GIS), consistency of data type, aligning indicators across Thanet
and where possible in the wider district and other areas, and the collation of new or evolving indicators.

7.3 Baseline

A review of the Thanet baseline conditions is given below, making comparisons on topics such as
housing, employment, education and cultural heritage between Thanet, Kent, the South East and
England. In order to make comparisons between the different areas within Thanet, Wards, which are
electoral districts that form part of the UK administrative hierarchy, have been utilised. The different
Wards of Thanet are shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Thanet District Electoral Wards* profile. As a popular coastal location, Thanet attracts people of retirement age with the largest section

7.3.1 Geography and Situation

The District of Thanet is located on the east coast of England and on the north eastern tip of Kent.
Bounded by the English Channel to the north, east and south, the District is predominantly coastal. The
District is bordered by the City of Canterbury District to the west, and the Dover District to the south.

Thanet comprises three main urban areas: Margate, Broadstairs and Ramsgate, all located on the coast.
Interspersed between these are a number of villages and hamlets. As a consequence of the position of
the three towns, almost the entire coastal area accommodates substantial built development. From
Birchington, via Westgate-on-Sea, Margate, Cliftonville, Kingsgate to Ramsgate there is limited unused
seafront.

The key transport networks into the area include the duelled A299 Thanet Way, which connects to the
M2, the A28 Canterbury Road which links with the city of Canterbury and the A256 which serves as
the link to District of Dover. Kent’s international airport, formerly RAF Manston, is a hub for
international travel. Ferry services (predominantly freight) are operated by Transeuropa ferries to the
Continent from Port Ramsgate'!.

7.3.2 Demographics

Thanet’s population has gradually increased in recent years with a net in-migration offsetting a negative
natural change (births to deaths). In 2011, the population was estimated at 134,186 with 64,555 males
and 69,631 females'2. Of these, around 79,000 are aged 16-64 (the approximate working age of the
population).

The population of children and young people is similar to the England average for boys and lower for
girls aged below 10, but has a higher than average for both boys and girls for 10 to 19 year olds.
Thanet’s population exhibits a considerable smaller proportion of under 50s compared to the England

4 http://www.kent.gov.uk/NR/rdonlyres/91197ED9-F552-4D4D-9206
1 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thanet
12 hittp://www.neighbourhood.statistics.gov.uk
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of the local population are the over 64’s accounting for 40% of residents!3. The related effect of high

iy W numbers of elderly residents is a low, and decreasing, proportion of people of working age, between 16
13/ 8 7 ek and 64, and a lower than average percentage of residents aged between 0 and 154, This demographic
ez 9 2%y Dl skew towards an older population has been a characteristic of the area since at least the 1991 census.
2 ifonvilie Eas!
3 11 18 1 ; g:i:‘:cn\ll:}e \E\Iestt
3 4 o e 7.3.3  Population projection
17 ‘E1.Garlinge e p p J
12. Kingsgate
16 21 hy gl Population projections from the Office for National Statistics (ONS) show a rise in all age groups over
1 1w the next five years (except the 5 to 19 range) with the largest percentage rise occurring in the 65+ age
20 2 1019 Ll group. This is predicted to increase by 12% in 2015. The overall population projected increase for
L) 5 e Thanet for 2015 is 3.3% and would result in the size of population just under 136,000. This
6 Al will have an impact on health services because people over 60 will generally have greater health needs
23. Westgate-on-Sea H
and service usage.
In the coming years the population over 65 and 85 is expected to grow significantly placing increased

demand on local health services. Thanet’s seaside location and relatively low property prices attract
high numbers of unemployed and asylum seekers to the District. These dependent and vulnerable
groups have led to, especially in the more deprived areas, a highly transient population abundant with
people with support needs.

Figures from the Office of National Statistics show that the population of Thanet is predominantly
white, although there are increasing concentrations of people from different Black and Minority BME
backgrounds.

Table 6: Population by ethnicity for Thanet in 2011.

Thanet England

Number % Number %
All people 134,186 100% 53,012,456 100%
White 128,194 95.5% 45,281,142 85.4%
BME 5,992 4.5% 7,731,314 15%

Source: 2011 Census Table KS201EW

Thanet has a number of ethnic minority populations. National census data from 2011 shows the largest
of which “White other’ makes up 4.2%. 15More detailed figures of ethnicity breakdown showing
‘white: other Eastern European’ to be the largest ethnic minority with 0.85% of the total population.
Thanet’s ethnic minorities are not evenly distributed across the District, but rather concentrated in the
wards that are the most socially and economically deprived. One such group categorised as ‘white:
other white’ have high representations in Cliftonville West (18.2%) and Margate Central (8%) and.
This clustering of ethnic minority populations is likely to be a result of net in-migration from EU
countries into the more socially and economically deprived areas of Thanet.

13 http://www.nomisweb.co.uk
4 Thanet Local Plan Background Paper: Housing.
15 http://www.kent.gov.uk/your_council/kent_facts_and_figures/equalities_and_diversity/ethnic_profile.aspx
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7.3.4 Economic Trends and Performance

In a study of resilience to economic downturns Thanet was poorly rated at 295th out of 324 districts?®,
From 2002 to 2007 Kent saw an increase of 11.9% in VAT registered companies compared to an
increase of just 1.7% in Thanet during the same period.

In 2011 3,875 VAT companies were registered in Thanet across a number of industries including
Wholesale and Retail (730 companies), Construction (510 companies), Hotels and Restaurants (390
companies) and Manufacturing (220 companies). Overall for Thanet the number of business “births’
have increased 3.9% from 2010-2011, although the percentage growth is considerably less than on
average across Kent, (15.1%), and in Great Britain as a whole (11.7%)*" . Also, business closures are
down compared to last year, and the decline in Thanet 10.9% was higher than the decline in Kent (-
4.5%) was lower than nationally (-8.0%)%,

According to 2011 Business Register and Employment Survey (BRES) data Thanet’s employment
growth in 2011 was -2.36%. The South East figure was -1.06% and England’s figure was -0.25%. The
recession has contributed to this as the whole country has seen negative growth in the national economy
for a number of years. Table 7 shows a decrease in business survival rates between 2012 and 2011.

Table 7: Thanet Key Economic Indicators

Thanet Economic Indicators. 2009 2010 2011 2012
% 16-64 claiming out of work benefits 14.9 17.2 17.6 17.3
Unemployment rate (%) 3.2 5.1 5.2 5.6

Median Gross weekly Workplace earnings (£) | 383.7 | 3759 | 370.3 | 392.1
Median Gross Weekly Resident Earnings (£) | 426.3 | 423.4 | 402.9 | 4125

Employment Rate (%) 63.5 70.9 73.2 70.5
Total Employees 39,600 | 40,100 | 38,700 | 39,700
Stock of businesses 3,650 | 3,625 | 3,630 | 3,560
3-year Business Survival Rate (%) 59.8 61.9 63.4 60.4
GVA per Head (£) 12,601 | 13,250 | 13,602 | 13,239
% Employees in the Knowledge Economy 9.7 94 9.7 94

% NVQ4+ 21.7 17.3 20.7 245

Source: Kent Economic Indicators 2012

Since 2001 Thanet’s GVA (Gross Value Added) increased from £9,405 per capita to £13,239 (38.5%
increases). However, the Thanet figures are still significantly lower than the Kent average®®.

Tourism is an important sector in Thanet’s economic performance supporting 10% of the workforce
and worth 2.5 million. *° Tourism and the green sector (e.g. renewable energy) are growing and
comprise a larger proportion of total businesses in comparison to the South East region and England.

6 "Thanet least resilient to economic woe, research finds". BBC News. 9 September 2010

17 https://shareweb.kent.gov.uk/Documents/facts-and-figures/Economy/Business-Demography-2011.pdf

18 http://thanet.gov.uk/publications/planning-policy/thanet-local-plan-monitoring-report-april-2011-to-march-2012/economic-development-and-
regeneration/
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Public Services, including education and health are the largest employer in the district, accounting for
35.3% of the workforce!. The proportion of people that are home working is relatively high in the
District. Skilled trades and caring, leisure and other service occupations are dominant, and Thanet has
fewer professional and managerial occupations than the South East and also England although the
number of people employed in these occupations has been rising for the last few years.

7.3.5 Employment

Thanet’s history of economic problems is reflected in a persistently high unemployment rate, which has
consistently been above regional and national averages. During the growth period between 1995 and
2007 the unemployment numbers decreased, and at a slightly faster rate than national rates and by 2007
the gap between the unemployment rate in Thanet and that in Kent (and England) was the smallest it
had been for a decade. However following the “credit crunch’ in 2007 and the subsequent economic
recession that has struck the national economy in late 2008 the progress made in closing the gap with
national economic performance achieved over the previous decade has been reversed. Thanet has been
hit particularly hard with unemployment increasing faster than regional and national rates. With
unemployment levels at almost three times that of the south east and twice the national average a
significant and increasing gap between the rates of unemployment in Thanet, peaking in February 2012
at 6.1% compared to Kent 3.2% the South East (2.4%) and National (3.7%)% averages remains. Thanet
also has the highest youth unemployment rate in the Kent County Council area at 13.4% of 18 — 24
year olds.

A clear disparity in the employment rates and types can be seen between the different Thanet Wards,
and is shown in Figure 5. Comparing the deprived area of Cliftonville West against the relatively
affluent Thanet Villages, for example, shows that Thanet Villages have a substantially higher
economically active population (76.8%) compared to Cliftonville West (64.7%). This social gap is
highlighted further when comparing employment by occupation that shows the Thanet Villages having
16.9% working as mangers and senior officials, and 11% working as professionals compared to 12.2%
and 6.9% respectively for Cliftonville West®. The differences in employment trends are not restricted
to comparisons between rural and urban wards. Comparing Cliftonville West against Eastcliff, another
predominantly urban ward close to Ramsgate, shows that Cliftonville West has 5.2% less economically
active people than Eastcliff'S,

Around a quarter of all enterprises in the area have turnover below the VAT threshold — this includes a
significant number of self-employed people. Nationally over 30% of employees work for a business
that employs 200 or more workers. In the Thanet area it is less than 20%. By contrast, over a quarter of
people work in a firm employing fewer than 10 people, nationally it is one fifth.

The differences in employment trends are not restricted to comparisons between rural and urban wards.
Comparing Cliftonville West against Eastcliff, another predominantly urban ward close to Ramsgate,
shows that Cliftonville West has 7.8% less economically active people than Eastcliff3,

Note: Official figures such as the official labour market statistics (Nomis) are based on the idea of a
‘working age’. For most figures the age bracket 16-64 has been used to measure this, but changes to

9 \www. Thisiskent.co.uk
2 www.kent.gov.uk : Business Intelligence Statistical Bulletin — January 2013
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retirement age make this an estimate rather than exact number for ‘working-age'. The following chart Since 2007 the percentage of the working age population claiming Jobseeker’s Allowance has
shows Job Seeker Allowance (JSA) claimant rates since November 2007. The rates for the two wards increased from 2.7% in November 2007 to 6.1% in January 2013. At a ward level this trend is also
have not reduced in line with the district and national rates. evident. However in the last 18 months Cliftonville West Ward has experienced even greater increases

than the District as whole or other similar wards such as Margate Central with approximately 1in 5

Figure 5: Thanet Ward Unemployment Rates. people of working age claiming the Jobseeker’s Allowance.

& 7.3.5.1 Employment Space and Land Provision

=== Thanet district average

[\
o

The estimated stock of employment premises shows that the number of premises in Thanet is spread
evenly across the three main employment uses, namely offices, factories and warehouses, at
approximately 500 premises each. These amounts compare reasonably well with the rest of the districts
in the East Kent Area, being greater than the amounts in Dover and Shepway, and not significantly less
than that of Canterbury and Ashford. However, in terms of the number of office premises, the majority
of other districts in Kent have a greater number of offices than the other employment generating uses,
with only Gravesham having a lower stock of office premises, in Kent, than Thanet.

-
(&3]

s
o

Unemployment rate

w

Thanet contributes much more significantly with industrial stock than office stock, in terms of overall
floorspace, being close to the median of all south east districts. Other than new retail developments
which have taken place across East Kent, there has been little new commercial development, when
compared to the rest of the south-east. In terms of the amount of floorspace available in the district, in
April 2008 there was approximately:

Beacon Road
Birchington North
Birchington South

Bradstowe
Central Harbour
Cliftonville East
Cliftonville West

Dane Valley
Eastcliff
Garlinge

Kingsgate

Margate Central
Nethercourt
Newington
Northwood

St Peters
Salmestone

Sir Moses Montfiore
Thanet Villages
Viking
Westbrook
Westgate-on-Sea

Cliffsend and Pegwell

e 100,000 m2 office floorspace,
e 335,000 m2 of factories and
e 155,000 m2 warehousing space.

Source: nomisweb.co.uk

Figure 6: Percentage of Working Age Residents claiming job seekers allowance from 2007 to 2013.
The total amount of employment floorspace is the second lowest out of the East-Kent Districts, with

e 257 only Shepway having less. Like the overall stock, the amount of Office floorspace in Thanet is lower

B than the other districts, with office accounting for only 17% of the stock in the district. Factories

i 20 4 ;r;:zéh account for 56% of the stock, whilst warehouses account for 26% of the stock?.

:;" In terms of changes to stock of employment premises figures taken from the Thanet Employment Land

= 8 15 1 Review 2010 suggest there was an increase of 17,000m? between 2005 and 2008, which is equivalent to

§ 5 Y a0 ——Cliftonville 3% of the stock. This is the highest overall increase compared to other districts in East Kent. The

22 10 | West largest gain in Thanet was in Office space adding 15,000 m? to its stock, a similar amount to Ashford.

g .__//‘/J e A decrease was seen in the amount of factory floorspace across all Districts with the exception of

¥ s _—_’_/___,_\_,__,N Dover. Thanet saw a loss of 5,000 m?, less than Ashford and Canterbury, but more than Shepway.

= Margate

S Central Due to the lack of new development, supply tends to be dominated by poorer, second hand buildings,

;‘Z 0t T Ward rather than new or refurbished accommodation. Land values remain depressed in East Kent peripheral
P RIS IR TR iYL EyY locations, whilst values in more active commercial locations have improved. The depressed values are
z&33iz233z2233z2833x2¢&3<2z= primarily a result of an over-supply of land, and poor infrastructure. The average value for industrial

Time land in 2006, in Dover was £180,000 and Thanet £150,000 per acre.

Source: nomisweb.co.uk

2L Thanet Employment Land Review 2010
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Vacancy levels provide an indication of the balance between supply and demand for employment
premises. Consultation with TDC has revealed that vacancies are limited, particularly since the
demolition of Grupo Antolin.

Employment land allocations established over previous Local Plan periods have remained vacant, and
there is strong competition from elsewhere in Kent Thanet has a significant amount of land available in
public ownership that is serviced and available for development. Thanet District Council is currently
reviewing its strategic site allocations within the Employment Land Review which is being carried out
as part of the Local Plan process.

7.3.6 Education and Skills

In 2011 8% of people in Thanet aged 16-64 had no qualifications compared to a regional average of 7.9
and national average of 10.6% and whilst 29% of residents have a qualification at NVQ4 or higher this
is still significantly lower than the regional 36.9% and the national average of 32.9 %%,

GCSE results for 2011 show 69.1% of pupils obtained 5+GCSEs at Grade A-C, which compared
poorly in relation to other Kent districts including Dover 74.2% and Canterbury 77.1%

The distribution of residents in possession of qualifications is uneven across the District. Within the
Ward of Newington, 53.5 % of people are without a qualification or level of qualification is not known.
This is the worst in Thanet, 17.7% worse than the national average and 17.4% worse than the nearby
Bradstowe Ward. Margate Central and Sir Moses Montefiore also have far fewer residents with higher
qualifications, 9.0% and 9.5% respectively, than both the National average (20.4%) and that of
Bradstowe (20.5%).

7.3.7 Transport

7.3.7.1 Existing Transport Network

Thanet has long been perceived as isolated from London, the M25 and access to other parts of the
country. The District and County Councils, Government and European agencies have realised that
considerable investment would be needed to overcome this perception. In recent years a number of
transport connections have improved significantly. Thanet is connected to the UK motorway network
via the A299 Thanet Way (a dual carriageway), which links the District to the M2. The A254
(Ramsgate Road) and A255 (St Peters Road) connect Margate to Ramsgate and Broadstairs. The
recently completed East Kent Access Road (A256) provides a fast connection to the A20/M20 at Dover
and to the Port of Dover and Channel Tunnel. The Access Road also links Thanet with other major
economic assets such as Manston, Kent’s International Airport (6 miles from Margate), the Port of
Ramsgate and Discovery Park to the UK’s main arterial road network in less than 60 minutes.
Additionally, the introduction of High Speed 1 rail services in 2009 has reduced commuting from
central London to Ramsgate to 76 minutes and Margate to 88 minutes.

Whilst the district does have a number of good transport links it is still on the periphery of Kent and the
South-East, and in particular its proximity to London is poor compared to the rest of the south-east.

22 Kent County Council (October 2012) Freight Action Plan for Kent 2012 - 2016
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7.3.7.2 By Air

Thanet’s Manston Airport is currently closed after passenger and freight operations ceased in May
2014. Previously, Manston Airport predominantly handled freight, catering for around 32,000 tonnes a
year, and which was forecast to grow to 400,000 tonnes by 2033%,

In addition to freight cargo the airport operated a number of chartered passenger services to selected
destinations. It has a runway capable of handling fully laden Boeing 747s. In 2011 figures indicate that
it handled 37,000 passengers and 27,000 tonnes of freight per annum. Dutch airline KLM operated a
shuttle service to Schipol Airport in Amsterdam where a significant number of onward connections can
be accessed by UK customers. A Masterplan for the Airport produced in 2009 estimated a significant
increase in passenger and freight numbers for the airport to 2033 along with details of future airport
expansion such as a new terminal building. Manston airport has currently been purchased for
redevelopment, though studies assessing the viability for continued airport use are ongoing.

Lydd Airport near Ashford is easily accessed from Thanet. The Airport has planning permission to
extend its runway as well as a new terminal building capable of processing 50,000 passengers per year.
The proposed developments may have knock on effects and implications for the Thanet district in terms
of economic regeneration, infrastructure improvements and traffic.

7.3.7.3 Private Transport

Although there is some peak hour congestion, Thanet generally enjoys comparatively free-flowing
traffic conditions despite over half (55.8%) of work journeys being made by car. Access to private
transport is an indicator of the social disparity within Thanet, and within some of its Wards, such as
Margate Central, the proportion of households without a car or van are significantly higher (52. 94%)
than both the national and Thanet averages at 25.8% and 29.8%"2 respectively. It is expected that the
extensive network of bus services in the area is a result of the low car ownership rather than a positive
encouraging factor to low private car ownership.

7.3.7.4 Public Transport

Thanet’s bus service provider is Stagecoach. Bus usage nationally, which was declining, has now
started to grow. Closer examination reveals that growth in London and the other metropolitan areas
disguises a drop elsewhere. Bus use in Thanet, however, remains relatively high (10% of trips in 1998)
with an annual growth of around 2% year on year?.

7.3.7.5 Community Transport

Thanet Community Transport Association provides accessible minibuses for residents who are unable
to use other public transport. This is a door-to-door dial-a-ride service timetabled to operate to/from
selected destinations each day.

2 Thanet District Transport Plan 2005-2011, Thanet District Council
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7.3.7.6 By Rail

Within Thanet District, the rail network connects the main centres of population via seven stations.
These provide links within Thanet, to other major centres in East Kent as well as to London and
beyond. The principal stations are Ramsgate, Broadstairs and Margate, with routes in three directions:

e London via Faversham and Chatham;
e London via Canterbury and Ashford; and
e Dover and Folkestone via Sandwich.

In addition the Introduction of the High Speed Domestic Rail Service at the end of 2009 has reduced
the travel time to London St Pancras from Ramsgate via Ashford to 76 minutes. For purposes of
comparison, the mainline journey time to London Victoria is around 2 hours and to London Charing
Cross up to 2 hours and 30 minutes.

Limited facilities currently exist for the carriage of cycles, although the recently introduced Class 375
units do have wheelchair spaces, which can be used for cycles. The Channel Tunnel Rail Link has
benefited the UK as a whole but has led to substantial job losses in the in the cross channel ferry
industry.

7.3.7.7

Ramsgate Port handles freight traffic and has passenger ferry capacity. The Port is operated by Thanet
District Council. Ramsgate Marina also enables private vessels to be moored.

By Sea

7.3.7.8 Pedestrians

Thanet has a road network which mostly accommodates footways on both sides, not only in the main
towns and seaside villages but also along the distributor routes connecting them. Public Rights of Way
network offers walkers (and sometimes horse riders and cyclists) a good connection across open
countryside to the coast, rural settlements and end destinations, with some circular walks offering
superb views of both coast and countryside combined. The Thanet Coastal Path follows the longest
stretch of chalk coastline in the country, the route having been set up in the 1990s.

In March, 2004 Thanet District Council published its Walking Strategy “Feet First’. This is intended to
compliment Kent County Council’s ‘Walking Strategy for Kent” published in 2001. It includes an
agreed network of multi-purpose walking routes to be developed and on which work has now
commenced.

7.3.7.9

With regards to people commuting into the district to work, this is the lowest in Kent, with 87% of
people working in the District also living there. This indicates that Thanet has a small employment
catchment and cannot attract a large number of people from outside the district to work there,
demonstrating the relative lack of employment opportunities. In contrast only 38% of people who work
in Dartford also live there. More people therefore travel out of the district to work, than those that travel
to work in Thanet. The total number of people working in Thanet District is 40,694 (2001). This net

Commuting
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out-commuting suggests that there are insufficient jobs to meet the needs of the local population, let
alone attract employees from outside of the District. Table 8 summarises the amount of commuting out
of the district.

Table 8: Commuters Out of Thanet

Destination Number | Percentage
Within Thanet 36,812 | 74%
Dover 4218 9%
Canterbury 3673 7.4%
Greater London 1293 2.4%
Inner London 847 1.6%
Shepway 435 0.9%
Swale 449 0.9%
Ashford 403 0.9%
Maidstone 379 0.8%
Other in Kent 334 0.6%
Outer London 331 0.6%
Medway 272 0.5%
Other outside Kent 189 0.4%

(Source: TDC Employment Land Review May 2010)

Approximately 30% of people living in the District commute out of Thanet to work. Out-commuting
levels are the greatest to Dover and Canterbury, with a significant number also commuting to London.

Thanet District Council are currently preparing their transport strategy and associated transport plans
with a horizon period up to 2031, and is consistent with the emerging Local Plan, hence the previous
Transport Plan 2005-2011 represents most recent data in most cases.

7.3.8 Deprivation

The area of the Coastal South East is identified as having economic underperformance as a result of its
relative remoteness, isolation, deprivation, ageing population, transient population, poor quality
housing and limited agglomeration advantages resulting from a restricted (180°) hinterland.

Thanet’s long-term economic and social problems have resulted in high levels of deprivation shown in
high unemployment and low levels of education. The 2010 Indices of Multiple Deprivation consist of
seven domains of relative deprivation and are constructed using 36 variables. These domains are:

e Income

e Barriers to housing
e Health and disability
e Crime
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e Education
e Living environment
e Employment

These indices show that compared to other English districts Thanet had become relatively more
disadvantaged since the 2007 data release and remained in England’s 20% most deprived districts.
Thanet is the 65th most deprived local authority district in England (out of 354), moving it within
England’s top 20% deprived. It is the 2" most deprived local authority district in the South East Region
(out of 67) and is the most deprived district in Kent. Thirteen of Thanet’s wards (57%) rank within the
20% most deprived in Kent and includes the most disadvantaged Lower Super Output Area (LSOA) in
Kent, Margate Central ward, closely followed by Cliftonville West and then Newington 4.

Figure 7: Indices of Multiple Deprivation for Thanet.

Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2010
Local Quantiles
LLSOAs in Thanet

Cliftonville West Ward

Margate Central Ward

Dane Valley Ward

Westbrook Ward

Local Quantities

I Most Deprived \, { —L

= Sl &
&

Eastcliff Ward
Newington Ward
= Central Harbour Ward
- |

Ward Boundary Source: Communities & Local Government

[ Least Deprived

Source: Thanet Commissioning Plan 2012-2014: (taken from Kent public health observatory website).

Levels of car/van ownership are a key indicator of deprivation. Approximately 30% of the district’s
population live in households with no cars/vans compared to just 20% for the whole KCC area.
However, the percentage of households with access to one car/van is similar to the average for the KCC
area showing that few households have second and third cars. This has implications for accessibility for
particular groups as when the car is being used (for example during the working day) other household
members (often women and children) do not have access to the car and must rely on public transport.
Likewise, where households have no car/van reliance on other forms of transport is high.

Thanet’s coastal towns have also been subjected to a wider trend of declining seaside resorts. The 2008
report “England’s seaside towns — a benchmarking study” Thanet was reported as amongst the weakest
economies of 37 seaside towns and as the most disadvantaged of those with populations over 100,000
people. Consequently wages in the district are lower than the rest of Kent with a median weekly full
time wage being £412.50 in 2011 compared to £546.20 in Kent and £554.40 for the South East region.

24 https://shareweb.kent.gov.uk/Documents/facts-and-figures/Deprivation/id2010-kent-ward-level.pdf
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However a number of regeneration strategies and policies are in place to reverse this decline, including
the draft Economic Strategy.

7.3.9 Housing

Approximately 5% of Thanet’s population live in the District’s rural settlements. The remaining 95%
reside in the coastal urban belt including the towns of Margate, Broadstairs and Ramsgate. Forecast
demand for housing from 2011 to 2031is 3,714 (zero net migration) and 11,648 (short term
migration)®.

7.39.1

Based on Office of National Statistics data (2011 Census) of the 59,513 households in Thanet District
62% are owned. Of the remaining 12.6% of the households are socially rented and 25.4% are privately
rented or rent free households. When this is compared to the 2001 Census data it is apparent that there
has been a noticeable change in the type of tenure. For example in 2001 70% of households were in
private ownership therefore there is a current trend of people moving away from private ownership
and/or delaying moving on to the housing ladder. The percentage mix of dwellings in Thanet District is
set out below based on data form the 2011 census:

e Detached homes (19.6%)

e Semi-detached homes (28.1%)

e Terraced homes (22.7%)

e Purpose built flats (17.5%)

e Flats in converted buildings (9%)

House Tenure and Type

e Flats in commercial buildings (1.6%)
o Caravans and other mobile temporary structures (1.4%)

(Note: due to rounding the % values do not equal 100%).

Again, there has been a noticeable shift in the mix of housing since the previous with a greater
proportion of the housing mix being flats rather than houses and bungalows. This is partially a factor of
the housing market which has seen investors looking towards flats and apartments as preferred
investments during the last decade.

7.3.9.2 Household size

Data collated by the Office of National Statistics illustrates numbers of people living in households in
Thanet District and these are illustrated in Table 9. Of the households in the District 70% are one or
two person households.

% Thanet District Council — Housing Topic Paper 2013 (Local Plan evidence base).
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Table 9: Comparison of Household size.

Household Size Thanet | South East | England
All Household Spaces With At Least One Usual 59513 3555463 | 22063368
Resident

1 Person in Household 20646 1023154 6666493
2 People in Household 20566 1247950 7544404
3 People in Household 8516 551773 3437917
4 People in Household 6281 492843 2866800
5 People in Household 2312 167581 1028477
6 People in Household 861 53824 369186
7 People in Household 204 11742 88823
8 or More People in Household 127 6596 61268

7.3.9.3 Housing Market

The housing market has undergone a number of changes over the last decade and beyond. This is
clearly illustrated by Figure 8 below which shows a general trend of increasing numbers of sales which
peaked in 2007 and then slumped significantly to below the 1996 level where it has remained.

7.3.9.4 Housing Condition

The percentage of local authority dwellings that fall below the ‘Decent Homes’ standard has been
falling over the last decade. Since 2010 none of TDC’s dwellings are below this standard. There is no
data on private dwellings to compare. However, there is evidence that the energy efficiency of private
sector housing is increasing (from an averages score of 40 in 2001 to 55 in April 2011 Source CLG
2013).

The Private Sector Housing Strategy refers to a housing condition survey from 2002. It showed:

e 16.2% are privately rented in Thanet. This is a very high percentage compared to 8% in the South
East and 8.9% in England as a whole;

e 70.7% are owner occupied which quite closely mirrors the situation in England but is slightly less
than the South East at 77%;

e 7.3% are owned by Housing Associations, which is higher than England at 4.6% and the South East
at 6%; and

e 935 properties are long term empty. There are approximately 2489 vacant dwellings altogether.
(HIP return as at 31st March 2007.
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Figure 8: Number of house sales per year within Thanet District.
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7.3.9.5 Affordability

The number of new affordable homes provides each year in the District are illustrated in Figure 9
below. The trend has varied significantly since 1991and is driven by factors such as the availability of
residential developments to provide affordable homes.

Figure 9: Additional affordable homes provided in Thanet each year.
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7.3.9.6

As part of the evidence base for the Local Plan TDC has commissioned forecasts of the possible future
demand for housing based on population and economic changes over the life of the plan. As part of this
forecast a number of scenarios have been developed based on growth from Thanet’s 2011 housing
stock. Scenarios have been developed to reflect the degree of uncertainty regarding the existing and
future needs because these, to a certain extent, are beyond the control of the Local Plan. However it is
able to influence and support growth hence why this data is included in this SA Report.

Existing Need

Table 10: Indicative forecast for net new dwellings over the life of the Plan.

Scenario Implied net dwellings 2011-2031 (and implied annual average)

1 Economic Baseline 9,639 (482)
2 Economic Risk-Based 7,600 (380)
3 Economic Policy-On 11,791 (590)
4 Zero Net Migration 3,714 (186)

5 Short term Migration 11,648 (582)

Source: Thanet District Council, 2013

7.3.9.7

Of the 59,513 households in Thanet, 0.002% are classified as homeless and there is a general trend of
homelessness declining since 2007 when the current statistical data was collected.

Homelessness

7.3.10  Health

In general the health of people living in Thanet is worse than the average for England. The
comparatively poor health of people within Thanet cannot just be attributed to the number of older
residents with 23.36% of people suffering an illness that limits their day-today activities®. This is
higher than the average for the South East region at 15.71% and 17.64% in England and Wales.

Life expectancy for both men and women is lower than the average for England. The life expectancy
for males is 76.4 compared to the southeast average of 79.7 and the national average of 78.2 and the life
expectancy for women is 81.8 compared to a regional average of 83.5 and a national average of 82.2%
Those people considered to be in very good health in Thanet is 40.7% compared to national average of
47.2%18,

There are inequalities in health within Thanet. Life expectancy is 12.3 years lower for men and 7.2
years lower for women in the most deprived areas of Thanet than in the least deprived areas?,

The health of Thanet’s residents shows geographical trends with 2% of people in Cliftonville West
being defined as having “Very bad health’ compared to just 1.7% of those in Thanet, 1.0% in the South

% Office of National Statistics, Long-term health problem or disability 2011.

27 http://www.kent.gov.uk/your_council/kent_facts_and_figures/area_profiles.aspx
2 Thanet Clinical commissioning group 2012-2014

2 Thanet Health profile 2009

% Thanet District Council Corporate Plan 2012-2016
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East and 1.2% National averages. Those people with a limiting long-term illness are highest in
Westgate-on-Sea with more than 1 in 4 people suffering (27.89%) compared to Thanet Villages which
at 19.01% is the lowest in the district but still higher than the Kent and Medway Health Authority
(17.01%), South East (15.47%) and National (17.93%) averages.

Although the early death rate from cancer has improved over the last ten years, it has remained higher
than the England average. Smoking kills over 300 people per year in Thanet and the rate of hospital
admissions for alcohol-related harm is worse than the England average (over 2,800 hospital stays per
year)?,

7.3.11  Community Involvement and Cohesion

Turnout in the Thanet District Council Election in 20011 was 42%, a 7% improvement on the 2007
election when the turnout was 35%?.

The components of population change based on the 2011 census estimate a net migration for Thanet of
270 which represents a population increase of 0.2% similar to the increase for Kent!2. Thanet has high
number of migrants, asylum seekers and unemployed. These groups could be seen as a highly transient
population which could potentially impede upon social cohesion and the sense of community.

As part of Thanet District Council’s attempts to improve community involvement and cohesion, and as
part of the requirements set by Central Government, Thanet has a Statement of Community
Involvement which describes and sets out actions to improve Thanet’s sense of community with strong
emphasis on consultation and public involvement.

7.3.12  Crime and Safety

Thanet has much higher overall levels of crime compared to the Kent Average with the highest
recorded crimes in 2010/2011 being violence against person offences, followed by criminal damage
offences.'> However crime has reduced within the district by 22% since 2006, resulting in nearly 3,000
less crimes being committed anti-social behaviour continues to be a big issue for residents with more
than 8,000 incidents reported to both the police and TDC every year®.

For the 12 month period ending September 2012 Thanet had marginally above the national highest rates
of crime in Kent, peaking between July and September at 76.1 per 1000 residents compared to an
average of 57.7 per 1,000 for the Kent force and an average for England and Wales of 66.86. From
September 2009 to September 2012 the quarterly reported crime rate in Thanet fell only marginally
from 20.74 to 20.35 per 1000 residents®".

The most recent available data concerning Fire and Rescue Services is for 2006 and indicates the Kent
Fire service responded to 1,641 incidents including 267 primary fires (i.e. dwelling, non-derelict
buildings, road vehicles and other outdoor buildings). This constitutes a reduction from the previous
year?®,

31 www.police.co.uk
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7.3.13  Biodiversity and Green Spaces

Thanet has number of local, national and international protected areas for conservation and habitat
protection (listed in Appendix C). These environmentally designated areas are concentrated along the
32km of attractive chalk cliff and sandy beach coastline and include internationally important feedings
grounds for birds and rare chalk reef and cave habitats. Details of the designations are given below.

7.3.13.1 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar Site

This is a coastal site, consisting of a long rocky shore, adjoining estuary, dune, maritime grassland,
saltmarsh, and grazing marsh. The site supports internationally important numbers of wintering
turnstone Arenaria interpres, nationally important numbers of a breeding seabird, and four waders:
ringed plover, golden plover, grey plover, and sanderling. Large numbers of migratory birds use the site
for staging. Large numbers of nationally scarce invertebrate species occur at the site. Human activities
include recreation, bait collection, agriculture, livestock grazing, fishing, and hunting®2.

7.3.13.2 Sandwich Bay Special Area of Conservation (SAC)

The site is designated primarily for its sand dune habitats (~35% of total area) the area also includes
improved grassland (10%) and salt marshes (15%). The habitats that are the primary reason for the sites
designation are; Embryonic Shifting dunes where the dominate species is Elytrigia juncea; Shifting
dunes along the shoreline with Ammorphila arenria; and, fixed dunes with herbaceous vegetation®,

7.3.13.3 Thanet Coast SAC

The site is designated primarily for the reef habitats that support unusual communities. The longest
stretch of coastal chalk in the UK the site represents 20% of the UK resource of this type and 12% of
the EU resource. This site contains an example of reefs on soft chalk along the shore. Thanet has
sublittoral chalk platforms that extend into the littoral and form chalk cliffs. The sublittoral chalk reefs
within the site are comparatively impoverished, owing to the harsh environmental conditions in the
extreme southern area of the North Sea, but they are an unusual feature because of the scarcity of hard
substrates in the area.

Species present include an unusually rich littoral algal flora, essentially of chalk-boring algae, which
may extend above high water mark into the splash zone in wave-exposed areas. Thanet remains the sole
known location for some algal species®,

7.3.13.4 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Special Protection Area (SPA)

Approximately 83% of the area is classed in terms of habitat as tidal rivers, estuaries and mud flats
however also has an area of improved grassland (10%). The area also consists of tunnels, caves,
intertidal rock, and open coastline including bays, pools and rocky reefs. The SPA designation is
supported by a number of breeding bird populations included Sterna abifrons (0.3% of the GB breeding

32 http:///www.ramsar.org/profile/profiles_uk.htm
33 Joint Nature Conservation Committee, http://www.jncc.gov.uk
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population), Pluvialis apricaria (0.2% of the GB population) and Arenaria interpres (1.4% of the GB
population)®,

7.3.13.5 Sandwich and Pegwell Bay National Nature Reserve (NNR)

One of only 88 national nature reserves not managed by Natural England, the Sandwich and Pegwell
Bay NNR is maintained by Kent Wildlife Trust. The reserve is a mixture of natural, semi-natural and
artificial habitats. Natural habitats include; eroding chalk cliffs and wave cut platforms to the north of
Pegwell Bay, inter tidal mudflats, developing beaches, sand dunes and salt marsh. Semi-natural habitats
include ancient dune pasture and coastal scrubland while the re-created grassland of the Pegwell Bay
Country Park, along with ponds, dykes and ditches are artificial habitats. The intertidal mudflats
support nationally and internationally important numbers of waders and wildfow!®,

7.3.13.6 Thanet Coast SSSI

This site, extending almost uninterrupted from Swalecliffe to Ramsgate comprises mainly of unstable
cliff and foreshore, with smaller areas of salt marsh, coastal lagoons, coastal gill woodland and cliff-top
grasslands. Noted for its bird populations, the area supports internationally and nationally important
numbers of wintering birds. Sanderlings Calidris alba and ringed plovers Charadrius hiaticula and
grey plovers Pluvialis squatarola are present in national important numbers.

Associated with various constituent habitats of the site are outstanding assemblages of both terrestrial
and marine plant species, including communities of marine algae that are of limited occurrence
elsewhere in the British Isles. Invertebrates are also of interest and there are recent records of 3
nationally rare and nationally scare species®.

Approximately 92.63% of the SSSI area has been classified as ‘unfavourable recovering’ in a recent
assessment.

7.3.13.7 Sandwich Bay to Hacklinge Marshes SSSI

This site contains the most important sand dune system and sandy coastal grassland in South East
England and also includes a wide range of other habitats such as mudflats, saltmarsh, chalk cliffs,
freshwater grazing marsh, scrub and woodland. Associated with the various constituent habitats of the
site are outstanding assemblages of both terrestrial and marine plants with over 30 nationally rare and
nationally scarce species, having been recorded. Invertebrates are also of interest with recent records
including 19 nationally rare and 149 nationally scarce species. These areas provide an important
landfall for migrating birds and also support large wintering populations of waders, some of which
regularly reach levels of national importance. The cliffs at Pegwell Bay are also of geological interest3*.

62.28% of the SSSI area has been classified as ‘favourable’ in a recent assessment.

3 http://www.english-nature.org.uk
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7.3.14 Local Wildlife Sites

As well as the statutorily designated sites Thanet also has nine Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) that are
designated and maintained by the Kent Wildlife Trust. A description of each is given below:

7.3.14.1 Monkton Chalk Pit

Large, deep chalk pit, disused for many years, now managed as a nature reserve by the Thanet
Countryside Trust and very important in terms of wildlife in the Thanet area®.

7.3.14.2 St Peter’s Churchyard, Broadstairs

A large churchyard lined with mature sycamore, beech, ash and line trees. Most of the area is generally
unmanaged and has developed into a wilderness of secondary woodland with patches of open, rank
grassland and scrub.

7.3.14.3 Golf Course Roughs, Kingsgate

The roughs of North Foreland Golf Course comprise an area of considerable interest. They include
unimproved and semi-improved chalk grassland, and the importance of the site is enhanced by its
proximity to the coastal areas at North Foreland and Foreness, which form part of the Thanet Coast
SSSI%,

7.3.14.4 Woods and Grassland, Minster Marshes

A small mosaic of habitats close to Minster railway station included:

areas of rough grassland with ant hills and a wide range of common herbs and grasses;
scrubby areas close to the railway line with heavily silted ponds;

a small copse with mixed broadleaved trees comprising ash, alder, hawthorn and willow; and

a large, heavily silted pond occurs on the western margin of the copse, with large alder coppice
stools and much sallow?.

7.3.14.5 Ash Level and Richborough Pasture

An extensive area of low lying agricultural land with interconnecting dyke systems, mostly situated to
the south e of the River Stour. The area is crossed by the old drove roads edged with well-established
hedgerows of hawthorn and blackthorn and containing the occasional oak. Old counter walls with their
unimproved grassland also form an important feature. Many of the fields have been drained or
converted to arable or improved pasture in recent years, but some semi-improved or rough pasture
remains, particularly in the area south of Richborough Farm and that south of Richborough Power
Sation?°,
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7.3.14.6 St Nicholas Wade Churchyard

Chest tombs and headstones within the churchyard are set amid grassland. The grassland is generally
well managed but herb-rich, with an area of ranker grassland containing nettle (Urtica dioica) and elder
scrub present in the southern corner.

7.3.14.7 St Mary Magdalene Churchyard

This churchyard contains semi-improved grassland which is managed in the main area in front of the
church entrance but is rank and unmanaged in the rest of the yard. Where the grassland is managed it
supports a number of common meadow plants such as hardhead (Centaurea nigral), and oxeye daisy
(Leucanthemum vulgare).

7.3.14.8 Ramsgate Cemetery

A very large cemetery, together with its equally large adjacent extension, contains a large expanse of
well-managed short grassland which varies from being calcareous at the southern end to neutral
towards the north. It probably represents on the largest areas of semi-improved grassland outside SSSIs
in the Thanet District.

In addition to the designated areas a Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) exists for the Kent Area. BAPs
were created as the UK Government's response to the Convention on Biological Diversity signed in
1992. The documents describe the UK's biological resources and commit to detailed plans for the
protection of these resources. These plans have been separated in to Habitat Action Plans (HAPs) and
Species Action Plans (SAPs). Details of the HAPs and SAPs are included in Appendix C.

Under the Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) Article 6 any plan or project likely to have a significant
effect on an area of conservation, especially where that area is of international importance, shall be
subject to an assessment of any likely adverse effect in view of the site’s conservation objectives. In the
instance of the Local Plan, due to the number of internationally designated sites and the District wide
scope, an assessment under the Habitats Directive may be required

AMR data for 2010-2011 shows there has been no change in areas designated for their intrinsic
environmental value including sites of international, national, regional, and sub-regional significance.
Maintenance continues at the new site of local significance that was designated during the last reporting
year namely, Cliftonville Grassland, Foreness Point.

As a result of staff cuts the biological monitoring programme at The Sandwich and Pegwell Bay
National Nature Reserve has been greatly curtailed. It is anticipated that butterfly transect data will be
available for inclusion in next year’s AMR.

7.3.14.9 Cliftonville Grasslands

This is an area of chalk grassland, with a high amenity value, adjacent to the cliffs of Botany Bay in
Margate. The area is split by a hard surfaced path, which separates the main area and a narrower cliff-
top section. There is a waste water treatment works located near to the site, though this is not included
within the designation.
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The cliff edge section of the site is one of low maintenance that has developed a very vigorous and
course community of plants, which whilst not specifically of interest, provide suitable habitat for
butterflies, hoverflies and bees. The nationally scarce solitary bee (Nomada fucata) has been recorded
on site.

The inner section of the site, to the south of the hard path, retains a plant community much like the cliff
edge section, but the majority of the area is managed by hay cut and clear each autumn. This has
resulted in a fine grass sward with a good variety of plant species.

Bird activity recorded at the site includes house sparrow, meadow pipit, skylark, linnet, goldfinch and
turnstones.

7.3.15  Green Spaces and Corridors

With the exception of inter-tidal habitats, only some 4% of the Districts land area is comprised of semi-
natural habitats. This does not compare well with other districts in Kent. This is due to the very high
quality of agricultural land in the area which has meant that historically the island has been very
intensively farmed leading to the low level of natural habitats. An Open Space Audit undertaken in
2005 describes the quantity, quality and access to natural and semi natural space provision in the area.

There is an existing level of provision of 0.95 ha per 1,000 population. Comparison with English
Nature Standards shows this equates to 1.05ha below the recommended provision. The recommended
minimum standard of future provision for Natural/Semi-Natural Greenspace is 2ha per 1000
population. This could potentially be achieved with the provision of new community woodlands and by
transferring other space within parks and Informal Recreation areas to natural and semi natural
Greenspace.

Quality of provision was rated as ‘good’ by local residents (26.67%). According to the survey that the
majority of Thanet residents walk to natural Greenspace facilities, with an average distance travelled to
access natural green space of 2.25 kilometres. This meets recommended provision for access applied by
Natural England.

The Green Corridors provide opportunities in Thanet to link both rural and urban communities together.
Linear green space in Thanet plays an important role as wildlife corridors in addition to their wider
amenity green space role and natural and semi natural open space.

The audit undertaken has revealed that there are two Green Corridors within Thanet, although these
have not been formally designated.

Development and enhancement of Green Corridors will not only benefit biodiversity, but can also
contribute to improving the health of Thanet’s community and workforce. This could occur through the
indirect promotion of cycling and walking due to an increased aesthetic value, within the District.

% Rising to the challenge: The impact of climate change in the South East: Technical Report, UNCIP, 1999
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7.3.15.1 Climatic Factors

The East of England typically experiences ‘long summers, mild winters and a long growing season.
Rainfall tends to be linked to topography (with areas at higher elevation experiencing more rainfall) and
droughts can be common in low lying areas of the region. Thanet being in the South East of England
Region, experiences a similar climate although is likely to also experience some variation in short term
weather pattern.

7.3.15.2 Climate Change

Rising to the challenge: the impacts of climate change in the South East: Technical Report “*® produced
for the UK Climate Impacts Programme (UKCIP) identifies the changes in climate that will be evident
in the South East by the 2080’s. These include:

it will be warmer all year round, with most of the warming in summer and autumn;

winters will be wetter, and summers will be drier;

it will be sunnier in the summer, and this, with the higher temperatures, will mean a large increase
in summer evaporation;

it will be windier, with an increased risk of severe storms; and

the sea level in the English Channel will be 54 centimetres above its present level.

The impact of this change in climate will be water shortages during periods of high demand that will
threaten and dry out wetland habitats and lead to increased pollution as river flows diminish. There is
also likely to be more damage from flooding and floodplains may become more dangerous places to
live, and coasts and lower river reaches are expected to face a higher frequency of storm surge tides.
Erosion is set to increase which in Thanet may have serious impacts on the Cliff features that hold
environmental designations.

The report does however highlight potential advantages for the region with the changing climate with
opportunities for farmers, for example, to grow navy beans, soya and sunflowers in many places. The
tourism and recreation industries to could benefit considerably from warmer conditions with increasing
visitor numbers as traditional European destinations become too hot.

The key cause of anthropogenic climate change is widely acknowledged to be the release of greenhouse
gases into the atmosphere from the combustion of fossil fuels. In order to be able to evidence progress
being made on climate change and other environmental improvements, the Government has set a
number of National Indicators which have been adopted by TDC and, in a number of cases, by The
Public Services Board (or Kent Partnership), featuring as part of the suite of 35 KA2 indicators. As they
are new, there is currently no baseline data available for most/all of these.*®

The UK Government has set a framework for CO2 reduction up to 2050 through The Climate Change
Act 2008. This legislation sets targets for greenhouse gas emission reductions through action in the UK
and abroad of at least 80% by 2050, and reductions in CO2 emissions of at least 34% by 2020, 50% by
2023, 60% by 2030 and 80% by 2050 against a 1990 baseline.
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TDC began monitoring district GHG emissions from 2008-2009, which acts as baseline for subsequent
GHG reporting. For 2011-2012 Thanet’s total net emissions were calculated to 3790 (tonnes of CO2e),
a showing 12.9% net decrease compared baseline figures.*

TDC is beginning to look into climate change adaptation and mitigation opportunities for Thanet. The
District Council has developed a Climate Change Strategy and Action Plan for Thanet for 2009-2011.
To drive forward its commitments to meeting targets and delivering actions outlined in this plan, TDC
has developed a ‘Going Green Group’. Thanet is seeking to develop a new Climate Change Strategy as
part of the new Local Plan and associated development and planning policies to ensure development
can contribute to reducing GHG emissions in line with government targets and minimising
vulnerability and providing resilience to the impacts of climate change.

7.3.16 Energy and Renewable Sources

The development of low carbon and renewable energy sources is a crucial part of the UK’s strategy to
minimise the future consequences of climate change. A review of Renewable Energy provision and
opportunities across the region was undertaken by Kent County Council in 2011. As a result AECOM
were commissioned to assess availability of renewable resources in the county and wider associated
social and economic benefits.

In addition plans are in place to redevelop a derelict brownfield power station site at Richborough, as a
new hub for green energy production for Kent. This will provide a significant opportunity for Thanet to
meet its climate change and greenhouse gas emissions targets. Thanet District Council has developed
an indicator as part of its AMR to monitor planning applications specifically for renewable energy by
installed capacity and type. The latest available AMR for 2010-2011 states that during the current
reporting year, one solar park involving photovoltaic of 4-5 Megawatts was granted planning
permission. Targets for Renewable Energy provision are not as yet established.

7.3.17  Air Quality

Thanet generally has very good air quality. However, there are two busy junctions which show levels
of nitrogen dioxide above the recommended health objective. In both cases the main source of
pollution is from road transport. To help tackle the problem TDC decided to declare an urban wide Air
Quality Management Area (AQMA) on 17th November 2011 which encompasses the two exceedence
areas at The Square, Birchington-on-sea and High Street St Lawrence, Ramsgate. The decision to
replace the existing AQMAs with one wider urban AQMA was taken to enable a more strategic
approach to action planning and effective management and integration of air quality considerations into
transport planning and development control.

Thanet District Council operates four automatic monitoring stations situated at two roadside sites, one
urban background site and one suburban background location. The stations at Boundary Road,
Ramsgate, and The Square, Birchington-on-sea, measure nitrogen dioxide and PM10 and are next to
main roads. The other two sites (College Road, Margate and Marston Airport, Ramsgate) measure
nitrogen dioxide only. All four sites are within the new Thanet Urban AQMA boundary. Since the

3 thanet.gov.uk
7http://www.thanet.gov.uk/environment__planning/environmental_health/air_quality_monitoring/assessment_of air_quality.aspx
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previous fourth round Updating and Screening Assessment in 2009 an additional, temporary automatic
monitoring station was set up in St Lawrence which was operational for six months from September
2010 to March 2011. All four sites measured concentrations below the objective in all years®”.

7.3.18 Flood Risk

Thanet’s Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SRFA 2009) details flood risk information across the
district and particularly the extensive coastline, as well as site-specific levels to inform the Sequential
Test and the site allocation process. Key information from this report is summarised as follows:

o Tidal flooding poses the greatest risk to the Thanet;

e River Stour — within the Stour valley, the tidal extent of the river provides a greater risk than a
fluvial flood event — the combined fluvial and tidal flood zone should be used to determine greatest
level of risk;

e Wantsum Channel is at risk from fluvial and tidal flooding;
e Groundwater flooding is not considered to be an issue of strategic concern;

e Areas of residual flood risk have been identified as Margate Old Town, Dreamland, Birchington
(Minnis Bay); and

e Groundwater flood risk is not a significant problem — although the district predominately overlies a
chalk aquifer, ground elevations are generally high so water table is at significant depths from the
surface.

Surface water flooding is localised and site specific so not assessed at a strategic level (but is detailed in
the forthcoming Surface Water Management Plan).

7.3.18.1 Fluvial Flooding

The River Great Stour’s floodplain forms the western boundary of the district western. This floodplain
occupies the Wantsum Channel, which is a broad low lying feature which separates the Isle of Thanet
from the rest of Kent. Historically this was a tidal channel that totally separated Thanet from mainland
Kent. However, it is no longer flooded as part of daily tidal cycles due to the protection of sea defences
along its boundaries. Despite this there remains a tidal flood risk and modelling which has led the
Environment Agency to define the Wantsum Channel as being of Fluvial/ Tidal flood Zone 3. Figure 10
shows the flood risk to Thanet. It can be seen that the original channel creating the Isle of Thanet is a
significant flood risk as well as the coastal stretches®.

Bnttp://maps.environmentagency.gov.uk/wiyby/wiybyController?x=531500.0&y=181500.0&topic=floodmap&ep=map&scale=3&location=London,%20C
ity%200f%20London&lang=_e&layerGroups=default&textonly=off
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Figure 10: Risk from river and sea flooding assuming no defences (blue indicates flooding and turquoise the
extent of extreme flooding).

Source: Environment Agency

The SFRA also provides the results of modelling of sensitivity to climate change in the costal domain
and as well as the predicted impacts to flood zones 2 and 3 for the year 2026, 2080 and 2115 for each of
the key urban areas (KUAS). The SFRA addresses Flood Risk for PAS (Protected Areas of Search) as
well as ‘Potential Development Sites” which were identified in the R25 Land Survey and H1 Site
Survey, undertaken by Entec in 2008. There is no available data to indicate the number of dwellings
that are at risk of flooding and no data available to show how many new developments incorporate
Sustainable Drainage Systems.

7.3.19  Water Quality and Water Resources

Southern Water supplies water and wastewater services to Thanet. When planning new development
and growth it is important to consider both local and strategic wastewater infrastructure. Local
infrastructure generally comprises local sewers which are funded by the development whereas strategic
infrastructure encompasses trunk sewers, pumping stations and wastewater treatment works and is
normally funded by the water company. Capacity in the sewerage system is finite and the spare
capacity available (headroom) varies from location to location.

Nearly 70% of Thanet’s water is taken from underground aquifers, 23% from rivers and 7% from
storage reservoirs®®. The Stour Catchment Abstraction Management Strategy (2003) assesses the water
availability for each river stretch and groundwater aquifer. Thanet’s main water resource is abstraction
from the chalk aquifer. The Stour CAMS identifies Thanet’s water availability status as over-
abstracted. However, the update of October 2006 states that the current abstractions should not have a
detrimental impact on the nearby European Marine Sites.

39 Thanet District Council: (Draft) Water Cycle Report - January 2013
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A River Basin Management Plan for the South East River Basin District (2009) has produced under the
Water Framework Directive. It identifies the pressures facing the water environment, which prevent a
‘good’ status being achieved. These issues include:

e Point source pollution from sewage treatment works;

e The physical modification of water bodies;

o Diffuse pollution from agricultural activities;

o Diffuse pollution from urban sources;

e Water abstraction;

e Flood protection/coastal erosion;

e Physical modification — urbanisation;

e Physical modification — wider environment; and

o Physical modification — land drainage.

The Water Framework Directive requires special protection for areas identified under other EU
Directive and waters used for the abstraction of drinking water. The River Basin Management Plan
describes the objectives for each protected area and assesses compliance with them. It also describes

the actions needed to achieve and maintain compliance. Thanet has a number of protected areas as
listed in Figure 11.

A consultation on updates to River Basin Management Plans was held between 10 October 2014 and 10
April 2015. All updated River Basin Management Plans will updated and published in December 2015.

7.3.20 Coastal Waters

Thanet has 13 beaches which have been designated as ‘Bathing Waters’ and are independently tested
weekly from May to September by the Environment Agency. Sea Waters are tested for bacteria, and
beaches are assessed for cleanliness, dog control, wheel chair access, provision of facilities and
provision of life saving equipment to meet EC bathing water standards. A Blue Flag award is given to
areas that meet those standards. Water quality has overall improved since 1993, however in 2010 fewer
coastal waters were recorded as being excellent than in previous year.

Figure 11a: Thanet water quality®® from 1993-1999.

Bathing Water 2012 2013 2014 2015
Birchington, Minnis Bay ok *kk *xk ok
Broadstairs, Botany Bay *kk Kk *kk *okok
Broadstairs, Joss Bay Kk Hkk —_— .
Broadstairs, Stone Bay ek *kk *x% ek
Broadstairs, Viking Bay * * * *

40 From 2015 there are new, tighter standards. A classification tagged with this symbol indicates the class that the bathing water would have
achieved if the new bathing water quality standards had been in force. The first official classification under these new standards will be
published towards the end of 2015, when there is a full four-year dataset.
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Bathing Water 2012 2013 2014 2015
Margate, Fulsam Rock wx *k Hkk wok
Margate, The Bay ke *x ok *k

Margate, Walpole Bay - - - -

Margate, Westbrook Bay *kk Fekk *k %
Ramsgate Western Undercliffe Hkek Hkek — ek
Ramsgate, Ramsgate Sands *k okl Hokk Fokk
Westgate, St Mildred's Bay Fedede Hhk *okk *se
Westgate, West Bay *kk s ok *okk

ol Excellent

** Good

* Sufficient

- Poor

7.3.21  Cultural Heritage and Material Assets

There is an extensive and rich variety of building forms, character and heritage within the built-up area
of Thanet. The urban areas range from the “urban village’, such as Pegwell and St Peter’s, to the
modern shopping centre and bright lights of Margate, the wooded areas and special atmosphere of
Broadstairs to the historic harbour, lively marina and cross-Channel port of Ramsgate. There is also a
diversity of heritage throughout Thanet’s villages®.

Thanet has 22 conservation areas, 14 scheduled monuments and one registered park and garden (listed
in Appendix C) as well as around 2,000 Listed Buildings and a number of archaeological sites dating
back to pre-historic times. The District also has associations with important historical figures including
JMW Turner, AW Pugin, Sir Moses Montefiore, Charles Dickens, Karl Marx and Vincent Van Gogh.

TDC has adopted a Statement of Community Involvement, which sets out TDC’s commitment to
community involvement in all aspects of town planning, including matters pertaining to Thanet
Conservation Areas.

7.3.22  Landscape and Townscape

A Landscape Assessment Survey undertaken by the District Council in 1991 described a gently
undulating landscape with few dominant natural features, shaped largely by arable farming, combined
with a historical lack of tree cover. However areas of high landscape value do exist such as the Pegwell
Bay and Former Wantsum Channel where uninterrupted long views of the sea and marshes along the
undeveloped coastline exist?.

As part of the last Local Plan (2006) detailing conservation of the Townscape and Landscape character
of Thanet, TDC has identified six landscape character areas;

e Pegwell Bay;

41 Landscape Character Area Topic Paper - August 2012
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e The Former Wantsum Channel;

e The Former Wantsum North Shore;
e The Central Chalk Plateau;

e Quex Park; and

e The Urban Coast.

Thanet district also includes three Regionally Important Geological Sites.

In previous Local Plans, TDC has sought to protect these important landscapes. The protection of
Thanet’s important landscapes is to be continued in the emerging Local Plan. To gain a more up to date
picture of Thanet’s Landscape Character Areas, site surveys were carried out in 2012* and compared
with the 1993 study to identify any views that may have changed. Of the 22 views surveyed 14 were
considered not to have changed since the 1993 survey.

In summary:

e Two views were considered to have improved as the cooling towers at Richborough district Power
Station have been demolished so no longer form part of the landscape;

e One view was considered to be more built up as Thanet Earth is now visible;

e The 2006 Thanet Local Plan allocated a site for residential development of 100 new dwellings in
Minster within the Wantsum Channel North Shore landscape character area. The development has
been completed and is visible from one view visited in the 2012 survey; however it is well screened
and has not made a significant visual impact; and

e Inrecent years, the Kentish Flats and Thanet offshore wind farms have been constructed, providing
a new feature to the landscape.

1.8.1 Waste

Almost 4 million m? of solid waste is disposed of in Kent every year (equivalent to 300,000 lorry loads)
and this goes mainly to landfill*2. As a result of economic development and rising standards of living,
the volume of waste produced could be expected to increase. However, the recent trend for Kent as a
whole has seen a reduction in the collected volume of municipal waste and in the amount of waste
generated per household, although there is some volatility at district level. The volume of MSW in Kent
peaked in 2004 and has declined each year subsequently, giving a reduction of 10.9% 2004 to 2009.
The reduction in MSW produced per household has been greater (-12%), and the volume of MSW
arising has therefore declined despite continued growth in the number of Kent households.

Thanet’s total waste decreased between 2008/09 and 2009/10 from 45,348 (tonnes) to 43,872, despite
an increase in dwelling stock. The MSW per dwelling for Thanet in 2009/2010 was 0.68 (tonnes), the
lowest amount of waste per dwelling across the Kent districts. The reason for this and variations across
the district is unclear, but may in part be attributed to local collection method and also to local
differences in the mix of household types.

42 Kent Waste Local Plan (Saved Policies)
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The environmental issues raised by the treatment and disposal of waste are matters of great public
concern and waste management can have various unsustainable impacts (e.g. aquifer damage,
atmospheric emissions and energy use).

The Annual Monitoring Report for South East England 2008-09 compares the percentage of MSW sent
for reuse, recycling or composting from all local authorities in the region. The average for Kent is
slightly above the regional average, but there are marked variations between district councils. However
this report describes Thanet as being one of the lower performing authorities in terms of recycling/
composting.

7.4 Key Sustainability Issues for Thanet

The SEA Directive confirms that the Environmental Report should include the following information:

‘any existing environmental problems which are relevant to the plan or programme including, in
particular, those relating to any areas of particular environmental importance, such as areas
designated pursuant to Directives 79/409/EEC and 92/43/EEC’*3,

The examination of policy and baseline characteristics, has allowed sustainability issues to be identified
which may influence the emerging Local Plan.

Presented in Table 11 are the Key Sustainability Issues for Thanet. It should be noted that to assist in
transparency, sub issues have been included for each of the key issues. These provide an indicator of
the particular facet of economic, environmental and societal (the three core elements of sustainability)
that the issue is most relevant to. The table proved useful in developing relevant objectives and
indicators during SA Stage A4.

4 Annex | (c)
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Table 11: Key Sustainability Issues for Thanet.

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

investing in Thanet.

Key Sustainability Sub Issue Description Validation Source
Issue
Support for industrial and employment Existing evidence suggests that Thanet is a net exporter of labour with a workplace ratio of 1.19. Bearing in mind the limitations | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
development at key sites within the District. of the data, further analysis suggests that the workplace ratio could be closer to 1.10. Programmes
Currently Thanet has significant out migration of the 16-39 age groups. Our forecasts promisingly suggest that more roles are Thanet Local Plan
likely to be created which align with the occupation profile of this younger age group which help to reduce the level of out- Employment Land Review
migration. Economic development at business Parks such as Manston Park, Eurokent and Thanet Reach along with economic Experian Economic and Emolovment Assessment
development at employment sites adjacent to the Sandwich corridor expected to be available as services employment land within P " . ploy B
Thanet District Council, 2012
the Local Plan.
The main demand and growth is coming out of the local market, and therefore should be supported. There is insufficient supply
of property to meet this demand. Relatively little interest from companies wishing to relocate to Thanet, or large inward
investors.
Priority should be given to allocating land for delivering economic development, protecting sites for industrial and commercial
uses where there is a good prospect of employment use, consider upgrading or improving existing sites and working to overcome
barriers to delivering sites, including identifying infrastructure planned and necessary to support economic growth. In particular
relation to employment land provision, sufficient employment land must be provided through the redevelopment of brownfield
land and refurbishment of existing stock, to provide new and flexible employment space.
Create and maintain local employment Thanet has relatively high levels of unemployment, and social and economic deprivation. Thanet’s history of economic problems | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
% opportunities centred on fairly paid jobs. is reflected in a persistently high unemployment rate. Total, unemployment rates increased since 2009, and peaked at 6.4% in Programmes
= February 2012. Figures for 2012 show unemployment to have slightly decreased to 5.6%. There is a significant and increasing Thanet Local Plan
> §' gap between the rates of unemployment in Thanet compared to Kent (3.2%), the South East (2.4%) and National (3.75%)* Local Futures 2004
% Y averages remains. Draft Empl t Topic P
o . . L . raft Employment Topic Paper
% (@) There are fewer people with professional jobs in Thanet than in Kent and England. ploy P P
O Lé Skilled trades, caring, leisure and customer service, and other service occupations are more dominant in Thanet than in Kent and
w S South east.
o
4 Development of grant funding packages for firms | Thanet is part of the Grow East Kent initiative which includes funding for existing and new start businesses as well as businesses | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and

looking to move to area.
Thanet is also part of the East Kent Priority Area for Regeneration

Programmes
Thanet Local Plan

Ensuring that the strategic future of retail centres
supports commercial diversification and capital
investment as well as providing a strong revenue
stream for Thanet District Council.

Thanet retail centres are considered unattractive investment areas for major retailers due to relative isolation, limited catchment
and the current high dependence ion larger retail centres outside the Thanet region. However major changes have occurred since
2000 to the provision of retail floor space in Kent and this has had an impact on expenditure spent outside the Thanet region.

Of the traditional centres. Ramsgate has the largest turnover at £67million

Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
Programmes

Thanet Local Plan

Supporting regeneration of key areas within the
District.

South East Local Economic Partnership (SE LEP) implemented in April 2011 to promote strategic economic priorities and make
investments activities to drive growth and local jobs. Investment from the Governments Growing Places Fund includes first
round projects across Kent and in Thanet such as ‘Live Margate, Kent

Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
Programmes

Thanet Local Plan

4 Thanet District Council Local Plan 2006
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Key Sustainability Sub Issue Description Validation Source
Issue
Ensuring that improving economic prosperity Kent County Council’s ‘Grow for it East Kent” scheme which is aiming to attract new businesses to locate within the sub-region | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
provides benefits to the whole of Thanet as well as supporting the start up and growth of indigenous and pre-existing businesses. It is doing this by promoting the area to Programmes
focussing regeneration on key wards. businesses and also providing support to new businesses and funding to support businesses looking to locate in East Kent. Thanet Local Plan
'll;he Thgne:] Ié(t)caItF_’Iag identifties f?juélk?ty ar(_eﬁs i\;]vneted of special attention: Margate Old Town Area, King Street in Ramsgate, Experian Economic and Employment
PRerHigh Street In Ramsgate and LAittonvitie West. Assessment — Thanet District Council, 2012
Thanet has poor housing stock with a high proportion of semi-derelict, vacant or homes in a state of poor repair. In addition there
are a high proportion of multiple occupation premises which leads to pressure on parking, nuisance, noise and visual
deterioration of houses and gardens.
Ensuring that existing building stock (particularly | Create and maintain local employment opportunities centred on fairly paid jobs. Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
® redundant buildings) is brought into use for There is also a dominance of employment in the public sector and whilst this has an important role to play in any economy, itis | Programmes
= employment where appropriate. not a strong driver of growth and wealth creation. With over a third of employees working in the public sector there isaneedto | Thanet Local Plan
S balance this to ensure that there is scope for the economy to grow
i)
g At 1st April 2011 there were 3,456 empty homes in Thanet. (Source Research & Evaluation Statistical Bulletin "Vacant and
S} empty dwellings - Annual 2010/11" Kent County Council)
o
] The protection and enhancement of natural assets | Tourism provides a significant contribution to the Thanet local economy and so efforts to maintain natural assets and improve its | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
including Blue Flag status of beaches in support | desirability as a coastal destination are required to strengthen and support future economic growth. Programmes
of tourist economy. Visit Kent data for 2009 indicates that there were 57 million visitors to Kent, with an economic impact of £3.2 Thanet Local Plan
billion as well as supporting an estimated 63,000 jobs. Town Centre Retail, Leisure, Tourism and Culture
Assessment, 2012
The protection and enhancement of historic Scheduled monuments in Thanet include Anglo Saxon Cemeteries and remains at Monkton and Dane Valley, Salinestone Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
assets. Grange, Quex Park Settlements, and various ring ditches and enclosures. There are also significant amounts of listed buildings Programmes
and conservation areas throughout the district. Thanet Local Plan
The development of key transport gateways to Thanet has often been perceived to be peripheral although in reality transport infrastructure is extremely good with excellent road | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
the region including the development of Kent access to the M2 and M25 along with the new East Kent Access links to the south. The port and airport are important links to the | Programmes
International Airport. continent and beyond and the High Speed rail link has greatly decreased commuting times to London. Thanet Local Plan
> Employment Land Review
S Whilst the district does have a number of good transport links it is still on the periphery of Kent and the South-East, and in
g particular its proximity to London is poor compared to the rest of the south-east.
s Kent International airport has a potential capacity of 1,000 million passengers per annum with 250,000 tonnes freight per annum.
8 The Airport Masterplan developed in 2009 which estimated a significant increase in passenger (4.7 million passengers per
o annum) and freight (400,000 tonnes of freight) numbers for the airport to 2033 along with details of future airport expansion such
g as a new terminal building. To date The airport is currently up for sale and the estimates for growth proposed in the Masterplan
S have not been achieved. In addition, given the uncertainty regarding the government’s position on aviation within the South East,
S the future of the airport is uncertain. However, it remains an important economic asset and opportunity to encourage growth in

Thanet.

Facilitating further growth at the Airport and Ramsgate Port could unlock further opportunities. Current export levels from
Thanet are low and therefore there could be growth potential in this area given the close proximity of Thanet to Europe coupled
with transport links. There is also the potential for growth given knock on effects from the airport in terms of the supply chain.
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Key Sustainability Sub Issue Description Validation Source
Issue
Mobility and access to employment opportunities | Compared to a national average of 25.8% the proportion of Thanet households not in possession of a car or van is 29.8%, the 5th | Census 2011.
through provision of sustainable public modes of | highest in the region. In some of the more deprived wards this is almost double this such as Margate Central (52.4%).
transport. Of the working age population 40% travel by private, car, van or motorbike to work. 6% travel by public transport, 9% walk or
cycle and 3% work from home. These percentages are all lower than the regional and national (England) averages.
Links to opportunities associated with sub- Thanet has an Airport of regional significance at Manston with a potential capacity of one million passengers per annum with Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
regional growth and development including 250,000 tonnes freight per annum. Programmes
major economic opportunities. The 2009 Masterplan which estimated a significant increase in passenger and freight numbers for the airport to 2033 along with | Thanet Local Plan
details of future airport expansion such as a new terminal building. The airport is currently up for sale and the estimates for
growth proposed in the Masterplan have not been achieved. In addition, given the uncertainty regarding the government’s
position on aviation within the South East, the future of the airport is uncertain. However, it remains an important economic asset
and opportunity to encourage growth in Thanet.
Initiatives leading to greater public safety Approximately 91% of the Thanet population feel safe in their homes — the main focus of interest is in Margate Central Ward Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
including appropriate strategies for intervention and Cliftonville West Ward. Local analysis has shown that the streets of Thanet are extremely safe — large areas of Thanet have Programmes
> (Community Wardens, Police Community had no reported crime in two years with only nine of 446 output areas reporting one crime per month. Thanet Local Plan
2 Support and Secured by Design). All three town centres are awarded the National “Safer Shopping Award” with shoplifting and commercial burglary falling year | Thanet Crime and Disorder Police Audit 2005-
» on year. 2008
Responding the needs and requirements of the Over the last decade the housing market and mix of tenure has changed due to the recession and the impacts this has had on Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
current and future housing market. house prices. The proportion of households that are rented instead of owned or mortgaged has increased. Likewise, the annual Programmes
Support the viability of existing residential number of housing sales has fallen to a level lower than 1996. Thanet Local Plan
developments now and in the future. This means that because there is currently less demand for housing the potential future requirements may be less than previously | yrpan Housing Capacity Study (Kent District
anticipated. However, given the long timeframe over which the Local Plan will operate (to 2031) it is quite likely that the council)
housing market will have changed again. Therefore the Local Plan needs to consider how it can allow flexibility to address 2002 Local Housing Needs Stud
. potential changes in the future and this flexibility is something that the SA will also consider during the assessment of options 9 y
< and alternatives. Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
w . .
;E' 3 The Thanet Private Sector Housing Strategy indicates that the standard of the existing stock is an issue, with the private rented Strategic Housing Market Assessment
o T sector being poor in some areas, particularly in Cliftonville.
O
n
Access to key services and employment The Channel Tunnel Rail Link has benefited the UK as a whole but has led to substantial job losses in the in the cross channel Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
opportunities through public transport provision. | ferry industry. Programmes
Transport links in Thanet have been historically poor however in recent years a number of transport connections have improved Thanet Local Plan
> significantly. The recently completed East Kent Access Road (A256) provides a fast connection to the A20/M20 at Dover and to
E the Port of Dover and Channel Tunnel. The Access Road also links Thanet with other major economic assets such as Manston,
[S) Kent’s International Airport, the Port of Ramsgate and Discovery Park to the UK’s main arterial road network in less than 60
= minutes. Additionally, the introduction of High Speed 1 rail services in 2009 has reduced commuting from central London to
Ramsgate to 76 minutes and Margate to 88 minutes.
The local population is well served with public transport connections. Access throughout the district is possible via the Thanet
Loop bus service. This covers Margate - Broadstairs - Ramsgate — Margate i.e. all towns/centres of commercial activity
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Key Sustainability Sub Issue Description Validation Source
Issue
Levels of economic disparity within the region The 2010 Office of National Statistics Indices of Deprivation indicates that Thanet is ranked the most deprived District in Kent Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
S and need to maximise opportunities for all and 65™ in England (out of 354), moving it within England’s top 20% deprived Districts in England in all 6 deprivation Programmes
= sectors of society. Access to employment categories (employment, health deprivation, disability, educational skills and training, housing, geographical access to services Thanet Local Plan
2 opportunities identified as an issue in limiting the | and income). Per ward Margate is ranked the most deprived Ward
o realisation of Thanet’s potential. Thanet is within the top 20% most deprived areas of Kent. 15.2% of the District’s population are separated or divorced in
a comparison to the England and Wales average being 11.7% - this is the highest rate in Kent.
Maintenance of high levels of healthcare The poor health of Thanet cannot just be attributed to the number of older residents of people suffering a limiting long term Census 2011.
provision including dependent sectors of the iliness. This ranks highest in the region (of 67) and is 37" of the 376 Districts in England and Wales.
£ community.
©
T
Population demand on healthcare and support
services (PCT initiatives).
Access to skills development for all sectors of 39% of East Kent’s children’s homes providing care for socially excluded children are located in Thanet. A large proportion | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
o~ soclety. Pargczjular d(‘jemand aSSOC'?ted with of children remain in the area through to adulthood compounding a dependency culture. Programlmes rewe\gf and base;lme, Southfas;
= transient and dependent sectors of society. . 0 . 0 . 0 Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
= Within Thanet 15.9% of 16-60 year olds have low or very low literacy (15% nationally) and 35.1% have low or Statement of Community Involvement
5 very low numeracy (33% nationally) . .
c . ) . . , L o Experian Economic and Employment
i It is well evidenced that the district has a number of skills gaps. Thanet’s qualification profile is skewed towards Assessment — Thanet District Council. 2012
2 NVQ1, 2 and 3, with all three above the county, region and UK. Promisingly it has proportionally fewer individuals '
i with no qualifications (8.6%) this is compared to Kent at 11.4 per cent and the UK as a whole 12.2 per cent.
-uéj However in terms of NVQ level 4, which is equivalent to degree level qualification, the district has proportionally
far fewer residents that hold this qualification than the county, region and UK. In the South East over a third (39.7
per cent) are NVQ level 4 or above compared to 31.4 per cent in Thanet.
o Need to maintain the appearance, vitality and With their competing catchment areas Thanet’s towns have struggled to retain a vital commercial core and have lost many Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
S safety of the street scene within Thanet visitor attractions resulting in the stock of guest house and hotels being reduced and converted to private residential multiple user | Programmes review and baseline, South East
2 o particularly associated with town centres and accommodation. However, this is starting to change particularly within Old Town in Margate and Marina in Ramsgate, but in Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
-%_ E coastal areas. some areas of public realm the main high streets are of a poor standard. Statement of Community Involvement
3= NLP Report
&
— Protection of designated sites including; SSSls, The Thanet coast is protected by a number of international and national conservation and biodiversity designations. These Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
Z - SPA and Ramsar site. include Special Protected Areas, a Ramsar Site and Sites of Special Scientific Interest. A full list of designations made on Programmes review and baseline, South East
UEJ = biodiversity grounds are given in Appendix C. Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
> < Threats to rare species of birds and the Chalk Reefs are a particular concern. Statement of Community Involvement, Kent
®) 5 Biodiversity Action Plan.
o 3=
S [sa)
Z
L

Development
Pressure

Threat to areas of high wildlife, conservation and
biodiversity importance from economic and
social development

Development within the Thanet District presents areas of conservation and wildlife importance at threat. This is particularly
evident in areas of ‘coastal squeeze’ where space for development is at a premium. Also the need for open space for recreational
needs places additional pressures on designated areas.

The impact of changes to air quality resulting from this development should also be considered.

Where possible opportunities to link and extend wildlife habitats to reduce the impact of inappropriate development should be
supported. In doing so it is important to make provisions for general green space and green infrastructure in association with
development needs

Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
Programmes review and baseline, South East
Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
Statement of Community Involvement, Kent
Biodiversity Action Plan.
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Key Sustainability Sub Issue Description Validation Source
Issue
The coastal areas of Thanet have a high The chalk reefs in themselves justify the need to afford significant management in the protection of the coastal area. In particular | Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
conservation and landscape value and should be threats include; increasing pressure on coastal resources from recreational use, the potential impact of coastal flood defence Programmes review and baseline, South East
afforded appropriate protection. construction, the impact of coastal erosion, impact from urbanisation and the threat to species of regional, national and Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
international importance, such as the turnstone. Statement of Community Involvement, Kent
Groundwater Source Protection Zones exist across the district. Biodiversity Action Plan.
Risk to water quality The whole of the Thanet area is classified as a Nitrate Vulnerable Zone. Furthermore nutrient runoffs may impact on inter tidal Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
chalk reefs. Programmes review and baseline, South East

Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
Statement of Community Involvement, Kent
Biodiversity Action Plan.

Environment Agency mapping

Nation need to consider impacts associated with Thanet has a key advantage as flood risk does not pose a constraint to identifying sufficient housing site, commercial or Thanet DC Corporate Themes, Plans, Policies and
climate change and particular imperative within industrial site opportunities. Programmes review and baseline, South East
coastal locale. Risk of flooding must be Regional Integrated Regional Framework, Thanet
considered in Local Plan development. Statement of Community Involvement, Kent

Biodiversity Action Plan, Environment Agency

Climate Change and Flood | Water Quality |Coastal Management
Risk
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8.1 Sustainable development

A key objective of the SEA Directive is to integrate the principles of sustainable development into the
plan making process. The combined SA and SEA process does this by integrating economic, social and
environmental considerations into the decision making process along with other evidence.

In order to understand this, it is necessary to define ‘sustainable development’ in the context of spatial
planning. There are numerous definitions describing the concept of sustainable development. The most
commonly cited definition of sustainable development is: ‘Development which meets the needs of the
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs’ (Bruntland
Commission, 1987)

8.2 Objectives and Decision Making Criteria (DMC)

8.2.1 Development

There were a number of key starting points for developing SA Objectives and DMC. These are
outlined below:

8.2.1.1 Sustainability Objectives SEA Requirements

It is essential that the SA Framework includes the topics required by the SEA Directive. These are:

‘the likely significant effects on the environment including on issues such as biodiversity,
population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets,
cultural heritage including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the
interrelationship between the above factors.’ EU Directive 2001/42/EC (Annex 1)

Table 12. The full SA objectives, indicators and supporting DMC and indicators are given in Appendix
D. Following on from the assessment of issues and options, it was suggested that SA objectives 5 and
16 should be amalgamated in to one objective as they both covered the same topic sustainable public
transport. As a result, objective 5 was removed, thus reducing the total number of SA objectives to 23.

The SA objectives have been grouped against the themes of economy, social and environment, to tie in
with SA policy. Each objective has been numbered to assist with cross referencing. The derived
objectives are set out below in the following sections.

8.2.3 Social

1. To provide a sustainable supply of housing including an appropriate mix of types and tenures to
reflect demand and need;
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8.2.1.2 UK Sustainable Development Objectives

The UK Government recognises five objectives for Sustainable Development as part of its Sustainable
Development Strategy “Securing the Future’ (2005). Furthermore the NPPF sets out overarching
principles and guidance by which the planning system can contribute to sustainability and prescribes a
‘presumption in favour of sustainable development’ The SA Framework should support and incorporate
these objectives and principles

8.2.1.3 Established Objectives and Locally Relevant Issues and Parameters

The 2009 SA Scoping Report included an exercise to identify the key themes referred to within the
Community Strategy and compare these against the proposed SA Objectives. In addition to the
Community Strategy, the key objectives of the Integrated Regional Framework (IRF) for South East
England and objectives of the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) were also identified and compared
against the proposed SA Objectives.

Since 2009 changes to the planning system and introduction of the NPPF and Localism Act 2011 has
led revocation and redundancy of the RSS and IRF. To mirror this change, SA framework objectives
developed in 2009 have been reviewed and comparison made with NPPF principles to ensure
alignment. This is summarised in Table 12.

8.2.2 Proposed SA Objectives and DMC
The SA Objectives are listed in

2. To maintain appropriate healthcare provision and access to healthcare facilities for all sectors of
society;

3. To provide access to appropriate educational facilities for all sectors of society including focus on
training vulnerable and welfare dependant workers with skills necessary to ensure year round
employment;

4. To increase public safety and reduce crime and fear of crime;

5. To provide appropriate key facilities to support vulnerable people and reduce the level of
deprivation identified across the wards;

6. To create vibrant balanced communities where residents feel a *sense of place’ and individual
contribution is valued.

8.2.4 Economic

7. To provide access to employment opportunities for all sectors of society ensuring that everyone
who wants to work has the opportunity to secure appropriate paid employment;
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8. To ensure the sustainable development of the proposed economic growth and encourage industrial
and employment development at key sites within the District to support priority regeneration areas;

9. To protect and enhance the areas natural, semi-natural environments and street scene to support the
tourist economy and quality of life;

10. To improve efficiency in land use through the re-use of previously developed land and existing
buildings, including reuse of materials from buildings, and encourage urban renaissance;

11. To ensure that a sustainable pattern of development is pursued.

8.2.5 Environmental

12. To conserve and enhance the character and quality of the area’s landscape and townscape
particularly associated with town centres and coastal areas.

13. To preserve and enhance sites, features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural
importance, and their settings;

14. To improve air quality in areas where air quality (pollutant) levels exceed national standards;

15. To provide a sustainable public transport network that allows access to key facilities, services and
employment opportunities without reliance on private vehicles;

16. To develop key sustainable transport links between Thanet and the wider Kent district and beyond,
including road, rail and air;

17. To reduce waste generation and disposal and achieve the sustainable management of waste;

18. To ensure development within the District responds to the challenges associated with climate
change;

19. To ensure appropriate development control procedures in place to manage the risks of coastal
erosion, coastal and fluvial flood risk, in accordance with development management policies and
NPPF;

20. To conserve and enhance biodiversity;

21. To protect and improve the quality of fluvial and coastal water resources, including European
designated sites;

22. To reduce the global, social and environmental impact of consumption of resources by using
sustainably produced and local products;

23. To increase energy efficiency and the proportion of energy generated from renewable sources in the
area.

While it is acknowledged that some objectives could fit in a number of themes, it is not considered to
be a barrier to the effective delivery of the appraisal process due to the following:

e The impact on each of the SA Objectives is assessed individually, and the appraisal also considers
the impact on all the SA Objectives as a whole rather than by theme; and

e It must be recognised that the themes and SA Objectives are inextricably interlinked, contributing
and impacting on each other.

It was important to consider the links between the SA Objectives when completing the appraisal. The
links between the SA Objectives and other plan objectives are included in Table 12.
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Table 12: SA Objectives Cross Referenced Against NPPF Objectives.

Objective Number / Thanet District SA
Objective

NPPF Objectives

1. To provide a sustainable supply of
housing including an appropriate mix of
types and tenures to reflect demand and
need.

NPPF — Headline principle

Proactively drive and support sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, business and industrial units, infrastructure and thriving local places that the country needs. Every effort should be made
objectively to identify and then meet the housing, business and other development needs of an area, and respond positively to wider opportunities for growth. Plans should take account of market signals, such
as land prices and housing affordability, and set out a clear strategy for allocating sufficient land which is suitable for development in their area, taking account of the needs of the residential and business
communities.

NPPF - Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes

To deliver a wide choice of high quality homes, widen opportunities for home ownership and create sustainable, inclusive and mixed communities, local planning authorities should:

« Plan for a mix of housing based on current and future demographic trends, market trends and the needs of different groups in the community (such as, but not limited to, families with children, older people,
people

with disabilities, service families and people wishing to build their own homes);

o Identify the size, type, tenure and range of housing that is required in particular locations, reflecting local demand; and

o Where they have identified that affordable housing is needed, set policies for meeting this need on site, unless off-site provision or a financial contribution of broadly equivalent value can be robustly
justified (for example to improve or make more effective use of the existing housing stock) and the agreed approach contributes to the objective of creating mixed and balanced communities. Such policies
should be sufficiently flexible to take account of changing market conditions over time.

2. To maintain appropriate healthcare
provision and access to healthcare facilities
for all sectors of society.

NPPF — Headline principle
Take account of and support local strategies to improve health, social and cultural wellbeing for all, and deliver sufficient community and cultural facilities and services to meet local needs.

3. To provide access to appropriate
educational facilities for all sectors of
society including focus on training
vulnerable and welfare dependant workers
with skills necessary to ensure year round
employment.

NPPF — Headline principle
Take account of and support local strategies to improve health, social and cultural wellbeing for all, and deliver sufficient community and cultural facilities and services to meet local needs.

NPPF — Promoting sustainable transport
Planning policies should aim for a balance of land uses within their area so that people can be encouraged to minimise journey lengths for employment, shopping, leisure, education and other activities.

NPPF — Promoting healthy communities

The Government attaches great importance to ensuring that a sufficient choice of school places is available to meet the needs of existing and new communities. Local planning authorities should take a
proactive, positive and collaborative approach to meeting this requirement, and to development that will widen choice in education. They should:

e Give great weight to the need to create, expand or alter schools; and
e  Work with schools promoters to identify and resolve key planning issues before applications are submitted.

4. To increase public safety and reduce
crime and fear of crime.

NPPF — Requiring good design/Promoting healthy communities
Create safe and accessible environments where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not undermine quality of life or community cohesion.

5. To provide appropriate key facilities to
support vulnerable people and reduce the
level of deprivation identified across the
wards.

NPPF — Headline principle
Take account of and support local strategies to improve health, social and cultural wellbeing for all, and deliver sufficient community and cultural facilities and services to meet local needs.
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Objective Number / Thanet District SA
Objective

NPPF Objectives

6. To create a vibrant balanced communities
where residents feel a ‘sense of place’ and
individual contribution is valued

NPPF — Headline principle
Always seek to secure high quality design and a good standard of amenity for all existing and future occupants of land and buildings.

NPPF — Headline principle
Not simply be about scrutiny, but instead be a creative exercise in finding ways to enhance and improve the places in which people live their lives.

(NPPF — Headline principle)
Take account of and support local strategies to improve health, social and cultural wellbeing for all, and deliver sufficient community and cultural facilities and services to meet local needs.

7. To provide access to employment
opportunities for all sectors of society
ensuring that everyone who wants to work
has the opportunity to secure appropriate
paid employment.

NPPF — Local Plans
Local planning authorities should set out the strategic priorities for the area in the Local Plan. This should include strategic policies to deliver:
e jobs needed in the area;

NPPF — Building a strong, competitive economy
In drawing up Local Plans, local planning authorities should:
e Set out a clear economic vision and strategy for their area which positively and proactively encourages sustainable economic growth?

8. To ensure the sustainable development of
the proposed economic growth and
encourage industrial and employment
development at key sites within the District
to support priority regeneration areas.

NPPF — Headline principle

Proactively drive and support sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, business and industrial units, infrastructure and thriving local places that the country needs. Every effort should be made
objectively to identify and then meet the housing, business and other development needs of an area, and respond positively to wider opportunities for growth. Plans should take account of market signals, such
as land prices and housing affordability, and set out a clear strategy for allocating sufficient land which is suitable for development in their area, taking account of the needs of the residential and business
communities

9. To protect and enhance the areas natural,
semi-natural and street scene to support the
tourist economy.

NPPF — Headline principle
Conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the quality of life of this and future generations.

10. To improve efficiency in land use
through the re-use of previously developed
land and existing buildings, including reuse
of materials from buildings, and encourage
urban renaissance.

NPPF — Headline principle
Encourage the effective use of land by reusing land that has been previously developed (brownfield land), provided that it is not of high environmental value.

11. To ensure that a sustainable pattern of
development is pursued.

NPPF — Headline principle

Proactively drive and support sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, business and industrial units, infrastructure and thriving local places that the country needs. Every effort should be made
objectively to identify and then meet the housing, business and other development needs of an area, and respond positively to wider opportunities for growth. Plans should take account of market signals, such
as land prices and housing affordability, and set out a clear strategy for allocating sufficient land which is suitable for development in their area, taking account of the needs of the residential and business
communities.

12. To conserve and enhance the character
and quality of the area’s landscape and
townscape particularly associated with town
centres and coastal areas.

NPPF — Headline principle

Contribute to conserving and enhancing the natural environment and reducing pollution. Allocations of land for development should prefer land of lesser environmental value, where consistent with other
policies in this Framework.

13. To preserve and enhance sites, features
and areas of historic archaeological or
architectural importance, and their settings.

NPPF — Headline principle

Take account of the different roles and character of different areas, promoting the vitality of our main urban areas, protecting the Green Belts around them, recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the
countryside and supporting thriving rural communities within it.
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Objective Number / Thanet District SA
Objective

NPPF Objectives

14. To improve air quality in areas where air
quality (pollutant) levels exceed national
standards.

NPPF — Conserving and enhancing the natural environment

Planning policies should sustain compliance with and contribute towards EU limit values or national objectives for pollutants, taking into account the presence of Air Quality Management Areas and the
cumulative impacts on air quality from individual sites in local areas. Planning decisions should ensure that any new development in Air Quality Management Areas is consistent with the local air quality
action plan.

15. To provide a sustainable public transport
network that allows access to key facilities,
services and employment opportunities
without reliance on private vehicles.

16. To develop key sustainable transport
links between Thanet and the wider Kent
district and beyond, including road, rail and
air.

NPPF — Headline principle
Actively manage patterns of growth to make the fullest possible use of public transport, walking and cycling, and focus significant development in locations which are or can be made sustainable.

NPPF — Promoting sustainable transport

Plans should protect and exploit opportunities for the use of sustainable transport modes for the movement of goods or people. Therefore, developments should be located and designed where practical to
e accommodate the efficient delivery of goods and supplies;

e give priority to pedestrian and cycle movements, and have access to high quality public transport facilities;

o create safe and secure layouts which minimise conflicts between traffic and cyclists or pedestrians, avoiding street clutter and where appropriate establishing home zones;

e incorporate facilities for charging plug-in and other ultra-low emission vehicles; and

« consider the needs of people with disabilities by all modes of transport.

17. To reduce waste generation and disposal
and achieve the sustainable management of
waste

NPPF — Headline principle

Support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate, taking full account of flood risk and coastal change, and encourage the reuse of existing resources, including conversion of existing
buildings, and encourage the use of renewable resources (for example, by the development of renewable energy).

NPPF — Facilitating the sustainable use of minerals

So far as practicable, take account of the contribution that substitute or secondary and recycled materials and minerals waste would make to the supply of materials, before considering extraction of primary
materials, whilst aiming to source minerals supplies indigenously.

18. To ensure development within the
District responds to the challenges
associated with climate change.

NPPF — Headline principle

Support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate, taking full account of flood risk and coastal change, and encourage the reuse of existing resources, including conversion of existing
buildings, and encourage the use of renewable resources (for example, by the development of renewable energy).

19. To ensure appropriate development
control procedures in place to manage the
risks of coastal erosion, coastal and fluvial
flood risk, in accordance with development
management policies and NPPF.

NPPF — Headline principle

Support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate, taking full account of flood risk and coastal change, and encourage the reuse of existing resources, including conversion of existing
buildings, and encourage the use of renewable resources (for example, by the development of renewable energy).

20. To conserve and enhance biodiversity.

NPPF — Headline principle

Contribute to conserving and enhancing the natural environment and reducing pollution. Allocations of land for development should prefer land of lesser environmental value, where consistent with other
policies in this Framework.

NPPF — Protecting Green Belt Land
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Objective Number / Thanet District SA
Objective

NPPF Objectives

21. To protect and improve the quality of
fluvial and coastal water resources,
including European designated sites

Once Green Belts have been defined, local planning authorities should plan positively to enhance the beneficial use of the Green Belt, such as looking for opportunities to provide access; to provide
opportunities for outdoor sport and recreation; to retain and enhance landscapes, visual amenity and biodiversity; or to improve damaged and derelict land.

NPPF — Conserving and enhancing the natural environment
The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:

e Minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in biodiversity, including by
establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures; and

e Preventing both new and existing development from contributing to or being put at unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise pollution or
land instability.

22. To reduce the global, social and
environmental impact of consumption of
resources by using sustainably produced and
local products.

To reduce the global, social and environmental impact of consumption of resources by using sustainability produced and local products (objective 16)

(NPPF — Headline principle)

Support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate, taking full account of flood risk and coastal change, and encourage the reuse of existing resources, including conversion of existing
buildings, and encourage the use of renewable resources (for example, by the development of renewable energy).

(NPPF — Facilitating the sustainable use of minerals)

So far as practicable, take account of the contribution that substitute or secondary and recycled materials and minerals waste would make to the supply of materials, before considering extraction of primary
materials, whilst aiming to source minerals supplies indigenously.

23. To increase energy efficiency and the
proportion of energy generated from
renewable sources in the area.

NPPF — Headline principle

Support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate, taking full account of flood risk and coastal change, and encourage the reuse of existing resources, including conversion of existing
buildings, and encourage the use of renewable resources (for example, by the development of renewable energy).

NPPF - Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change
To support the move to a low carbon future, local planning authorities should:
e Plan for new development in locations and ways which reduce greenhouse gas emissions;
e Actively support energy efficiency improvements to existing buildings; and
e When setting any local requirement for a building’s sustainability, do so in a way consistent with the Government’s zero carbon buildings policy and adopt nationally described standards.

REP/228764/002 | Issue | December 2016

Page 51

Z:\LONDON\PTG\ICL-JOBS\600000\60167524 - TDC LOCAL PLAN SEA4 INTERNAL PROJECT DATA\4-05 REPORTS\2016 UPDATE\THANET LOCAL PLAN SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL - REVISED PREFERRED OPTIONS 20161222.DOCX




Thanet District Council

8.3 Assessing the Local Plan

The SA Framework outlined above was the criteria used to assess the likely significant effects of the
Local Plan options. A description of the potential impacts has been included and the significance of the
effect determined, taking into account the magnitude of the impact and the sensitivity of the feature or
receptor concerned. Where a significant effect was predicted, measures to mitigate the effects have

Table 13: Significance Criteria for Policy Option Review.

Significance of
effect

Description of effect

Likely to benefit a large area of the District and wider area and beyond or a large number of
people and receptors. The effects are likely to be direct and permanent and the magnitude will be
major

. The extent of predicted beneficial effects is likely to be limited to small areas within the District or
Minor - -
4F Positive small groups of people and receptors. The effects can be direct or indirect, temporary or
reversible. The magnitude of the predicted effects will be minor.

Neutral effects are predicted where the option being assessed is unlikely to alter the present or

v Nemrel future baseline situation.
Minor negative effects are likely to be limited to small areas within the district, or limited to small
: Minor groups of people and receptors and or those with low sensitivity to change. The effects can be
Negative direct or indirect, temporary or reversible. The importance of the receptor that is effect is likely to

be minor as is the magnitude of the predicted effect.

Likely to affect the whole, or large areas of Thanet or the wider district area. Also applies to
effects on nationally or internationally important assets. The effects are likely to be direct,
irreversible and permanent and or those with high sensitivity to change. The magnitude of the
predicted effects will also be major.

This significance criterion is applied to effects where there is insufficient information to make a
robust assessment. It is also applied to the assessment of options that can have both positive and
negative effects and it is not clear whether the positive or negative effects outweigh each other.

Not This is applied to objectives that are clearly not affected by the option or policy being assessed.
Applicable

N/A

Where there is an effect could have a positive or negative effect, but the magnitude is uncertain a
combination of symbols will be used (e.g. - / ? signifies a potential minor adverse effect with a
significant level of uncertainty associated with the predicted effect). The full results from the
assessment can be seen Appendix E.

The Local Plan that is the focus of this SA consists of overarching policies and site specific allocations
for housing provision. For the housing and employment land allocations the SA objectives and
assessment supporting questions do not independently provide the basis for a robust comparative SA of
different sites. For this reason the criteria developed for the assessment and selection of housing sites
have been reviewed and compared to the SA objectives, as previously detailed. This review highlighted
how the site selection criteria relates to the SA. This review was then used to help undertake the
appraisal of site allocations, using the SA framework. The site selection criteria can be found in
Appendices Al and A2.
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been identified so that the potentially significant effects can be avoided or the magnitude of the impact
reduced, to a level where there would no longer be a significant effect.

In order to correctly code the policy effects, the following table was utilised. The following significance
criteria have been developed to assess the effects of the plan options. Significant effects are those as
defined in the SEA Directive as illustrated below.

Having undertaken the SA of the site allocations preferred site allocations were selected. To address
potentially significant adverse effects this process has resulted in the inclusion of additional policies in
the draft plan to ensure that these are mitigated (these are covered by polices regarding infrastructure,
school, facilities and access to local amenities and services).

The following sections of the SA Report describe the results from this assessment in more detail.
However, in some instances the detailed appraisal results have been included as appendices to this
document due to their size and the number of policy area/options that have had to be assessed.

Appendix F illustrates where the proposed SA objectives overlap and meet the demands of the Strategic
Priorities of Thanet District Council. The information also discloses if the Objective would have a
neutral or potentially negative influence upon the Strategic Priorities. The information was constructed
in order to ensure that the Policies proposed met the requirements of the priority areas that were
initially outlined. It can be seen that at least one objective positively meets the demands of the strategic
priorities thus showing that the proposed SA Obijectives have applicability for aiding to guide the
Districts vision for sustainable development.
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Sustainability Appraisal

This sections summarises the results from the SA of the Local Plan policies. It describes the options
that have been assessed, the reasons for selecting the preferred options and not selecting the
alternatives. These are described in the table below. However the complete detailed appraisals can be
found in Appendix E.

Table 14: Sustainability Appraisal Findings.

Policy SP0O7 - Westwood

The proposed policy has potential to have positive and negative effects depending on the location of development and its
relationship with the receiving environment. The proposed policy would primarily deliver these benefits at the Town
Centres. Where potentially adverse effects have been predicted it is anticipated that they can be mitigated either by
ensuring that development management policies are provided that counter or avoid adverse effects and/or by meeting the
requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).

Policy SPO1 - National Planning Policy Framework — Presumption in favour of sustainable development

The proposed policy, through support for the promotion of NPPF, would undoubtedly enhance the District due to the
positive impacts seen across the majority of the SA objectives. Commonly, a no policy option would yield neutral
impacts or negative as uncontrolled developments could over saturate local services and place too high a demand upon
them. As such by incorporating the NPPF sustainable practices and designs will be created whereby developers and TDC
work together to create a development that sustainably meets the needs of the local population whilst also been
considered for its socio-economic and environmental implications.

Policy SP08 - Margate

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy suitable development will be encouraged across Margate. Active support and promotion of developments will be
seen to promote a contemporary seaside resort to help develop the area into a contemporary mixed use site. Employment
opportunities will arise as will tourist and economic activity. Transport provisions will increase to ensure the viability of
the location and facilities will grow that will be of benefit to both visitors and locals. As such the impacts of policy
adoption are widely positive socio-economic factor, with local character and history preserved throughout.

Policy SP02 - Economic Growth

The proposed policy has no significant negative effects and provides a number of opportunities yield of 5,000 jobs.
Notwithstanding the above comments, any potential negative significant effects could be mitigated, either by other Local
Plan policies and the site allocation assessment process.

Policy SP03 - Land Allocated for Economic Development
Policy SP04 - Manston Business Park

The proposed policy is predicted as having the potential to result in a significant positive effect, particularly in relation to
job creation and supporting economic growth and this is the main differentiator between the options. Minor negative
effects could be attributed to the proposed policy, however these and the uncertain effects can be mitigated by
development management policies and the site specific assessment of effects that will be required for the allocations. One
area where the no policy option performed better was in terms of its potential to have indirect benefits for housing by
potentially allowing a greater area of land for housing and other types of development.

Policy SP09 - Ramsgate

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy active regeneration of the Ramsgate district will occur with the developments taking into consideration the local
maritime heritage and ensuring character is preserved in order to create a contemporary mixed use site. Employment
opportunities will arise as will tourist and economic activity with the creation of retail and tourism facilities. Transport
provisions will increase notably by the support of the Ramsgate Maritime Policy which will seek to build upon the
conflux of a major seaport and high speed rail location. As such the impacts of policy adoption are widely positive, with
local character and history preserved throughout. However it should be noted that policy adoption may be to the
detriment of environmental assets and that housing opportunities are not overly supported within the policy due to the
tourist and economic focus.

Policy SP05 - Manston Airport

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. The effects on with
respect to ecology and landscape are likely to be lesser for the development on brownfield land, when compared to
development of greenfield land. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking further
studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The site is well
connected, with the policy requiring numerous efforts to link with and improve the public transport links, particularly
with the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP10 - Broadstairs

A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo. By adopting the
policy active regeneration of Broadstairs will occur with the developments promoting the creation of employment
opportunities by enhancing the existing commercial, retail and tourist infrastructure. This will add future economic
resilience to the area by increasing the attraction of investors and visitors. The active support of developments along
promenade and beach front will enhance the tourist economy whilst creating employment opportunities. Similarly by
enhancing local character and exiting features a sense of place will be established that is attractive and in keeping with
local history. Policy adoption undoubtedly meets the requirements of the SA objectives.

Policy SP06 - Thanet’s Town centres

The proposed policy will have positive effects as it promotes a proportionate town centre hierarchy that would provide
services and facilities for Thanet residents in locations that are accessible. Residential accommodation would be allowed,
to a degree, so long as the viability of town centres are not detrimentally affected, which is more likely to be an issue at
local town centres where shop frontages are threatened. Not all SA objectives are applicable at this level, though these are
assessed further as part of policies SP07 to SP10.

Policy SP11 - Housing Provision

Areas of new build homes have the potential to create areas that may be perceived as being safer. This is often the case
when brownfield or previously developed land is developed and brought back into active use. However, this was not
factored into the assessment of the scenarios at this stage, given their strategic nature.

The development of new homes will have no direct effect on the provision of public transport links. The increase in new
homes will likely increase demand on public transport facilities indirectly by increasing the population of certain areas.
The extent of the effect will depend on the provision of public transport facilities and the availability of public transport
options for a given area. Gathering data on capacity of existing public transport facilities will be crucial in understanding
the effects increased populations will have. Many of the potentially uncertain effects and adverse effects will be
mitigated by other criteria and topic specific policies as well as the site assessment criteria used to assess and select site
allocations.
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Policy SP13 - Strategic Housing Sites - Manston Green

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. Due to its
location, the proposed policy advocates housing on sites that do not currently connect well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the sites can improve urban connectivity. The sites are served by public transport and
available capacity on the highway network, which enables good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the
major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP14 - Strategic Housing Site at Birchington

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed
policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help
maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network
might be limited. The implementation of a new link road to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will
enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and
Westwood.

Policy SP17 - Land fronting Nash and Haine Roads

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new school,
medical centre and community assembly facility. There is also potential for additional community facilities
improvements, depending on further studies to be undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as
a result of development. However, any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse
effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing
robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help
mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport,
though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The implementation of highway improvements is
likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres
of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

Policy SP18 - Type and Size of Dwellings

The proposed policy adheres to the SHMA recommendations to ensure that the make-up of the market and affordable
housing types and sizes is accounted for. Similarly developments resulting in a net loss will not be prohibited unless in
exceptional circumstances. As such housing sustainability is appropriately met through the adoption of policy SP18.

Policy SP19 - Affordable Housing

The proposed policy adheres to the SHMA recommendations to ensure that the make-up of the market and affordable
housing types and sizes is accounted for. Similarly developments resulting in a net loss will not be prohibited unless in
exceptional circumstances. As such affordable housing provision is appropriately met through the adoption of the
proposed policy.

Policy SP15 - Strategic Housing Site at Westgate-on-Sea

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities, such as the provision of a new primary
school. There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be
undertaken during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new
development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives,
particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking
further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed
policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help
maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network
might be limited. The implementation of a new link road to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will
enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and
Westwood.

Policy SP20 - Development in the Countryside

The proposed policy is likely to have a beneficial effect on the majority of the SA objectives. Many of the potentially
adverse effects associated with no policy option could be mitigated by other policies in the Local Plan, though in isolation
are likely to be significantly adverse.

Policy SP21 - Safeguarding the Identity of Thanet’s Settlements

The proposed policy is likely to have a beneficial effect on the majority of the SA objectives. Many of the potentially
adverse effects associated with the no policy option would be mitigated by other policies in the Local Plan.

Policy SP22 - Protection and Enhancement of Thanet’s Historic Landscapes

The proposed policy is predicted as being likely to have positive effects on townscape and indirectly the role that areas of
high value townscape has on the sense of place, people’s satisfaction with where they live and cultural heritage features
within those areas.

Policy SP16 - Westwood Strategic Housing

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply and improvements to community facilities. There may be a need for a new off-site
school, which would benefit from identification and implementation that aligns with a phasing programme for the site.
There is also potential for additional community facilities improvements, depending on further studies to be undertaken
during design that will state any additional requirements as a result of development. However, any new development of
greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to
landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating
to potential environmental impacts are likely to help mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates
housing on a site that cone

cts well with existing urban settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is
largely served by public transport, though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The
implementation of highway improvements to serve the site is likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links
with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs and Ramsgate.

Policy SP23 - Green Infrastructure

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.

Policy SP24 - Biodiversity Enhancements

The proposed policy seeks to preserve an environmental aspect and as such commonly yield positivity on similar
objectives. The no policy option largely yields negative impacts as by removing protection or having no support there is
the potential for unrestricted development action which could be to the detriment of environmentally sensitive
parameters. Biodiversity enhancements are clearly supportive of all of the SA objectives they relate to. Whilst focusing
on species and habitats, the effects of the proposed policy are more wide reaching and affect many other aspects of the
natural environment.

Policy SP25 - Protection of the European Sites, Sites of Special Scientific Interest and National Nature Reserve

The proposed policy is largely a reflection of existing legislation and will yield the most substantial environmental
protection and sustainability. The protection of open spaces would yield environmental benefits. The proposed policy will
be restrictive to infrastructure and housing as protecting environmental assets will mean developments upon such lands
will most likely be prohibited and thus restricted to other areas of Thanet.
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Policy SP26 - Protection of Open Space

The protection of open spaces would yield environmental benefits. However without mitigation and the implementation
of other policies within the Local Plan, the proposed policy may be restrictive to infrastructure and housing.

Policy SP27 - Provision of Accessible Natural and Semi Natural Green Space, Parks, Gardens and Recreation
Grounds

The proposed policy seeks to preserve an environmental aspect and as such commonly yield positivity on a number of the
sustainability objectives.

Policy SP34 - Safe and Sustainable Travel

The proposed policy would actively seek to grow and enhance safe sustainable methods of transport. In turn this could
yield health benefits alongside environmental air quality improvements. A no policy option would largely yield neutral
effects due to no change in the status quo. Policy support for the growth of sustainable transport would robustly meet the
demands of the public and the SA objectives.

Policy SP28 - Quality Development

The proposed policy specifies that all developments must be high quality and inclusive in design thus reduce a prominent
impact of the local visual display and in fact enhance its appearance. Similarly the policy stipulates that any large
developments or ones of national significance have to undergo a design review to ensure development quality does not
impede the local area.

Policy SP35 - Accessible location

The proposed policy would actively seek to grow and enhance safe sustainable methods of transport. In turn this could
yield health benefits alongside environmental air quality improvements. A no policy option would largely yield neutral
effects due to no change in the status quo. Additional benefits of the proposed policy are likely to stem from promoting
the need for developments to be located in accessible locations. This in turn could promote public transport use and
reduce the need for private vehicles whilst also ensuring that developments are appropriately situated in relation to
facilities and services.

Policy SP29 - Conservation and Enhancement of Thanet's Historic Environment

The proposed policy is predicted as being likely to have positive effects on townscape and indirectly the role that areas of
high value townscape has on the sense of place, people’s satisfaction with where they live and cultural heritage features
within those areas. There is also the added ability of the proposed policy to encourage the reuse of listed buildings to aid
urban renaissance and also to enhance the protection of the historical and archaeologically important sites across Thanet.

Policy SP36 - Transport Infrastructure

The proposed policy is likely to have a positive effect against a number of sustainability objectives. Furthermore, the
proposed policy is likely to have significant beneficial cumulative effects when considered with policies relating to
greenhouse gas emissions and efficient use of resources.

Policy SP30 - Climate Change

Generally, the proposed policy seeks to protect assets through ensuring climate change resilience for new development.
The proposed policy also ensures that the design of new development should consider the effects it can have on climate
change issues by helping to reduce emissions.

Policy SP37 - Connectivity
No SA required as policy relates to statement of intent to lobby for investment

Policy SP38 - Strategic Road Network

No SA required as policy relates to statement of intent to undertake modelling of impact on strategic road network
outside the district

Policy SP31 - Healthy and Inclusive Communities

Adoption of the proposed policy would yield significant positive effects upon a variety of objectives, with regards to the
improvements in available health care for the community. Whilst a no policy option is not likely to cause significant
negatives the added policy and effort to enhance services would create a more robust sustainability approach. Social
benefits could be seen through increased recreational provisions in an environmental conscientious manner. Through
creating a healthier lifestyle approach within designs and facilities the region would significantly benefit in comparison to
if a no policy option was pursued. The proposed policy also encourages environmentally sustainable mixed use areas of
character and charm, alongside appropriate building practices and as such a multifaceted approach to creating an
appropriate healthy and inclusive community can be achieved.

Policy SP39 - New Rail Station

The proposed policy is likely to result in significant beneficial effects, particularly in terms of contributing towards
employment, economic growth (particularly the visitor economy) and providing infrastructure to support modal shift.
However, without further details of the proposed policy it is not possible to assess whether it is likely to result in
significantly greater benefits than the other. Where potentially adverse or uncertain effects have been predicted mitigation
measures can be used to ameliorate the effects.

Policy SP32 - Community Infrastructure

The effects of the proposed policy are considered positive as the policy contributes towards supporting existing facilities
and promoting the development of new facilities to address current and future shortages. The effects of the no policy
option are adverse because over the long term would not allow the capacity of facilities to be increased. All of the other
remaining uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated by development
management policies.

Policy EO1 - Retention of existing employment sites

The proposed policy is predicted to have the potential to result in a significant positive effect, particularly in relation to
job creation and supporting economic growth and this is the main differentiator between the options. Minor negative
effects were predicted for both options, however these and the uncertain effects can be mitigated by development
management policies and the site specific assessment of effects that will be required for the allocations. One area where
the no policy option performed better was in terms of its potential to have indirect benefits for housing, by potentially
allowing a greater area of land for housing and other types of development.

Policy SP33 - Expansion of Primary and Secondary Schools

The proposed policy would attribute significant success with regards to the education SA objectives. It is also likely that
the proposed policy will be required over the life of the plan if there is to be sufficient school place provision to meet the
anticipated growth in the residential population. The potential improvement within the community could be significant
due to the utilisation of existing infrastructure at the schools. Whilst expansions can accommodate new pupils, a new
purpose built facility can be tailored to the needs of the local area. There are potential society benefits under the options
such as increased employment form both options alongside the opportunity to potentially offer night school as a side
product of expanded facilities for the wider community. A no policy option could be generationally inhibiting as a lack of
investment into the education system could cause stagnation and overcrowding of resources.

Policy E02 - Home Working

The proposed policy clearly has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing
the need to travel (e.g. supporting home working) and by indirectly helping to make residential areas and local centres
more vibrant by increasing day time weekday activity. It should however be noted that the potential sustainability
benefits of this option are only likely to be realised as part of wider sustainability interventions. Any potentially uncertain
and/or adverse effects can be mitigated by the requirements of the NPPF and at the local level through development
management policies.
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Policy EO3 - Digital Infrastructure

The proposed policy clearly has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing
the need to travel (e.g. supporting home working and reduced business travel) and supporting the creation of jobs and
economic growth by ensuring that the communication infrastructure is also provided. Any potentially uncertain and/or
adverse effects can be mitigated by implementing the suggested methods and at the local level also through development
management policies.
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Policy EO4 - Primary and Secondary Frontages

Policy adoption has the potential to have a significant sustainability effect on towns. Whilst it restricts the housing market
by only allowing residential properties upon non ground floors in the primary frontage, economic functioning will
enhance. Through safeguarding primary and secondary frontages into set business activities whether tourism, retail or
business the frontages will not undermine one another through a conflict of use and subsequently create areas that do not
undermine one another. Indirectly by adopting the policy and creating centralised hubs of activity business opportunities
could potentially grow and increase employment opportunities. As a no policy option would not alter the status quo of the
local economy, policy adoption undoubtedly meets the requirements of the SA objectives.

Policy EO5 - Sequential and Impact Test

The proposed policy has both positive and negative effects against the sustainability objectives. The proposed policy is
likely to only support out of town centre development that contributes to sustainable economic growth, the local sense of
place, and sustainable transport. This was on the basis that locating small convenience type shops in or close to
residential areas, by setting thresholds lower than NPPF, would avoid larger retail units being developed that could
detract and potentially weaken the market for the larger retailers at the Town Centres. All of the adverse or uncertain
effects can be avoided, or mitigated to a certain extent, by development management type policies, the implementation of
the NPPF and compliance with environmental legislation.

Policy EO09 - Protection of Existing Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy would ensure a fair assessment of economic viability across a minimum of a calendar year. This
would safeguard jobs for a period of time alongside ensuring tourist accommodation is present for at least one more
low/high season cycle to assess if the tourist trade will re-establish itself and be increasingly profitable. The policy would
also ensure knee jerk decisions are not made by landowners to redevelop their assets. Protection of tourist
accommodation could detract from the community sense of place due to the presence of accommodation that potentially
may not contain residents that actively contribute to community consistently through the year. However safeguarding
tourist accommodation will have economic benefits in that it will ensure there is sufficient accommodation for tourists to
visit the area and contribute to the local economy.

The proposed policy likely to have a number of uncertain effects. This is particularly because the policy does not identify
in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed during the assessment of specific
site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can
potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements.

Policy EO06 - District and Local Centres

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the effects of the proposed
policy are generally more certain and likely to result in a beneficial effect than those associated with the no policy option.
This is because the assessment deemed that the proposed policy was more likely to support out of town centre
development that contributes sustainable economic growth, the local sense of place, and sustainable transport. This was
on the basis that locating small convenience type shops in or close to residential areas, by setting thresholds lower than
NPPF, would avoid larger retail units being developed that could detract and potentially weaken the market for the larger
retailers at the Town Centres. All of the adverse or uncertain effects can be avoided, or mitigated to a certain extent, by
development management type policies, the implementation of the NPPF and compliance with environmental legislation.

Policy E10 - Major Holiday Beaches
Policy E11 - Intermediate Beaches
Policy E12 - Undeveloped Beaches

The proposed policy is likely to have a positive effect, on job creation, economic growth and potentially the use of
previously developed land. However, without this policy there would be a greater degree of uncertainty as to whether or
not these effects would be realized, and would be positive or negative. The proposed policy is likely to have uncertain
effects, because the policy does not identify in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be
addressed during the assessment of specific site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects
associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF
requirements.

Policy EQ7 - Serviced Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy is likely to have a significant effect on job creation and economic growth in the tourist and visitor
economy. Both the proposed policy and the no policy option are likely to have uncertain effects. This is particularly
because the options do not identify in any detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed
during the assessment of specific site allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated
with the proposed policy and no policy option can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or
the NPPF requirements.

Policy E13 - Language Schools

The proposed policy is likely to result in positive effects, particularly in terms of job creation and supporting economic
growth associated with language schools. The potentially negative or uncertain effects associated with the proposed
policy can be mitigated by development management policies. The no policy option would avoid a lot of the potentially
adverse effects associated with the proposed policy. However, over the long term in particular it could have a negative
effect on the economy, if opportunities to increase the provision in this sector are lost.

Policy EO08 - Self Catering Tourist Accommodation

The proposed policy is likely to have a significant effect on job creation and economic growth in the tourist and visitor
economy. The protection of tourist accommodation could detract from the community sense of place due to the presence
of accommaodation that potentially may not contain residents that actively contribute to community consistently through
the year. However providing tourist accommodation will have economic benefits in that it will ensure there is sufficient
accommodation for tourists to visit the area and contribute to the local economy.

The proposed policy is likely to have uncertain effects. This is particularly because the options do not identify in any
detail where development is likely to occur. This uncertainty can be addressed during the assessment of specific site
allocations. All of the other remaining negative and uncertain effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially
be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements.

Policy E14 - Quex Park

The proposed policy and no policy option commonly reflected one another in that the impacts were the same either as the
future development specifics were unknown or that national legislation that already exists ensured that the objective
would be met under either option. However under policy adoption it would be ensured that a local heritage and cultural
asset would be preserved with the opportunity to increase local employment and helping develop a tourist industry within
Thanet. The safeguarding of Quex Park in such a way would yield significant economic benefits which may not be
attained under a no policy option as it would not be known if the facility would be retained and developed or not; under
this option.
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Policy E15 - New build development for economic development purposes in the rural area

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the proposed policy is more
likely to result in neutral and beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria, it would allow the
District to gain the benefits from rural economic development, whilst avoiding many of the potential downsides (e.g.
traffic impact, visual and landscape effects and adverse effects on nature conservation).All of the negative and uncertain
effects associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or
the NPPF requirements. However it may not be possible to enhance the effects of the no policy option because it has been
included to reflect the sustainability issues of a “‘policy void’.

Policy E16 - Conversion of rural buildings for economic development purposes

The proposed policy has many positive effects and under the utilisation of existing structures in rural environments it will
ensure local economy, the sense of place, sustainable transport all benefit. However the policy is limited by the locations
of existing structures which may not be appropriately placed for economic development if too isolated. However
utilization of existing structures would have significant environmental benefits by minimising the need for construction.
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Policy E17 - Farm Diversification

Both the proposed policy and no policy option have positive and negative effects. However, the proposed policy is more
likely to result in neutral and beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria, it would allow the
District to gain the benefits from agricultural diversification whilst avoiding many of the potential downsides (e.g. traffic
impact, visual and landscape effects and adverse effects on nature conservation).All of the negative and uncertain effects
associated with the proposed policy can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF
requirements. However it may not be possible to enhance the effects of the no policy option because it has been included
to reflect the sustainability issues of a ‘policy void’.

Policy E18 - Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land

The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, avoiding increases in flood risk and significant
benefits for the protection of greenfield land from development. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with
both the proposed option and no policy option can potentially be mitigated either by development management policies
or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is not predicted as being likely to have any positive effects where they
are not counteracted by potentially adverse effects as illustrated by the volume of ‘uncertain’ effects.

Policy E19 - Agricultural Related Development

The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, rural housing supply, job creation and reducing
the need for people to travel to access jobs, services and local facilities. However because neither option is specific about
where development would occur uncertain effects on the built environment, landscape, heritage, ecology and the water
environment are uncertain. Potentially adverse effects have also been predicted in terms of energy and resource
consumption as well as waste generation because new development will result, to a lesser or greater extent, in these
effects. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with both the proposed policy and no policy option can
potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is
not predicted as being likely to have any positive effects where they are not counteracted by potentially adverse effects as
illustrated by the ‘uncertain’ effects.

Policy HO4 - Housing at Rural Settlements

Policy HO4A - Land at Tothill Street, Minster

Policy HO4B - Land at Manor Road, St Nicholas at Wade
Policy HOAC - Land at 71-75 Monkton Street, Monkton
Policy HO4D - Land at Walter’s Hall Farm, Monkton
Policy HO4E - Land south side of A253, Cliffsend

Policy HO4F - Land north of Cottington Rd, Cliffsend
Policy HO4G - Land south side of Cottington Rd, Cliffsend

Under the proposed policy, housing in rural settlements would have specific guidance to ensure a positive sustainability
outcome was achieved. The developments must also comply with guidance of Policy HO1 which provides positivity to all
SA objectives and as such the effects would also be felt under adoption of the proposed policy. Additionally policy
adoption would ensure historic character and scale was preserved; the requirement of bird surveys also shows
environmental conscientiousness. Combining the requirements of the proposed policy with positive sustainability
practices in relation to rural housing will occur. A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not
be a change in the status quo.

Policy HO5 - Rural Housing Need

The proposed policy would release land for appropriate residential development, yet it could be to the detriment of
environmental sustainability. In addition rural locations may be isolated from provisions and facilities, which may be
detrimental for certain groups of first time buyers, particularly those with young families.

Policy HO1- Housing Development

Policy HO2A - Land on west side of Old Haine Road, Ramsgate
Policy HO2B - Land fronting Nash Road and Manston Road
Policy HO2C - Land fronting Park Lane, Birchington.

Policy HO2D - Land south of Brooke Avenue Garlinge

Policy HO2E - land at Haine Road and Spratling Street, Ramsgate
Policy HO2F - Land south of Canterbury Road East, Ramsgate
Policy HO2G - Land at Melbourne Avenue, Ramsgate

Under policy adoption there are specific requirements that developments must undertake in order to be granted
permission. One concerns the management of natural conservation sites and infrastructure provisions. The policy states
that developments must not conflict with another policy, resultantly all SA objectives are positively met as alternative
polices all provide positive impacts to the objectives. A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there
would not be a change in the status quo.

Policy HO6 - New agricultural dwellings

The proposed policy has the potential to contribute towards the economy, rural housing supply, job creation and reducing
the need for people to travel to access jobs, services and local facilities. However because neither option are specific
about where development would occur, effects on the built environment, landscape, heritage, ecology and the water
environment are uncertain. Potentially adverse effects have also been predicted in terms of energy an resource
consumption as well as waste generation because new development will result, to a lesser or greater extent, in these
effects. All of the negative and uncertain effects associated with both the proposed policy and no policy option can
potentially be mitigated either by development management policies or the NPPF requirements. The no policy option is
predicted to have both positive and negative effects, but the balance of this is unknown at this stage, as illustrated by the
‘uncertain’ effects.

Policy HO7 - Care and Supported Housing

The proposed policy would undoubtedly increase the provisions and facilities available across Thanet. As such levels of
deprivation and access to healthcare will enhance whilst it also indirectly provides the opportunity for employment. A no
policy option could lead to unrestricted development within Thanet which could lead to excess demand upon current
facilities and services. This could lead to the decline in the quality of life and increase deprivation across the area.

Policy HO3 - Cliftonville West and Margate central

Under the proposed policy, housing in Cliftonville West and Margate central would have specific guidance to ensure a
positive sustainability outcome was achieved and that updated or new residential accommodation actively contributed to
the establishment of vibrant local communities. Policy adoption would ensure historic character and scale was preserved.
A no policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo.

Policy HO8 - Accessible Homes

By adopting the proposed policy, deprivation has the potential to be indirectly reduced by providing access to new
development homes for wheelchair users whilst the developments would also have at least 20% built to lifetime standards
meaning sustainability and the quality of housing would meet the demands of the local market. Subsequently the potential
for positive impacts upon the objectives is largest through policy adoption to improve accessible homes. A no policy
option could lead to unrestricted development within Thanet which could lead to excess demand upon current facilities
and services. Similarly A no policy option may or may not meet future housing demands as plans are not known. As
such sustainability would be negligible in comparison to policy adoption.
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Policy HO9 - Non self-contained residential accommodation

The proposed policy would induce sustainability across Thanet and is likely to yield a controlled impact across the region
without fully restricting HMO locations. The uses of HMO’s would not be fully restricted through the policy option,
which would be a positive impact given that HMO’s often provide student accommodation and low cost housing, thus a
key demographic in Thanet would be accounted for and have suitable housing provisions without being to the detriment
of the local area (e.g. in Broadstairs given its proximity to East Kent College and University Campus). It would take into
account the specific local housing make up to ensure there is not an over saturation of such houses in one region and thus
allow their spread across Thanet. It is specific in detail and guidance as it allows a controlled utilisation of the whole
Thanet area as opposed to specific locations.

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy GI05 - Protection of Playing Fields and Outdoor Sports Facilities

Adoption of the proposed policy would be beneficial as it could help provide social benefits through preserving
recreational facilities. Similarly the policy could preserve the associated health benefits of active recreation on the
protected areas by encouraging and preserving exercise spaces. A no policy option would not actively support the aims of
several objectives regularly yielding neutral impacts in comparison to the significant social benefits of the proposed

policy.

Policy H10 - Accommodation for Gypsy and Travelling Communities

Adoption of the proposed policy will ensure any new gypsy and traveller communities are appropriately placed to have
access to existing services and facilities without placing undue stresses upon them. However support for creating
appropriate sites may be to the detriment of environmental assets yet this is questionable due to existing legislation
protecting such assets. The no policy option could allow unrestricted developments that may be to the detriment of local
services and facilities.

Policy G106 - Landscaping and Green Infrastructure

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.

Policy H11 - Residential use of empty property

The proposed policy states that developments must be compatible with nearby uses, which in turn could act as a catalyst
for the improvement of local infrastructure and services. Policy adoption implements an all-encompassing policy that will
be specific to housing but will also incorporate other policy benefits for the wider promotion of sustainability. A no
policy option would largely yield neutral impacts as there would not be a change in the status quo.

Policy G107 - Jackey Bakers

Adoption of the proposed policy could help provide social benefits through an additional facility to utilise. Subsequent
health and social benefits from exercise would also follow. The potential for expansions and increased footfall at the site
could create more employment/business opportunities within the immediate vicinity. This could be through direct
employment at the site or even through local business needing extra staff. A no policy option would not actively support
the aims of several objectives. The overall benefits of the policy potentially outweighs the negatives as the site is not a
new build and the environmental effects should not be on a large scale.

Policy H12 - Retention of existing housing stock

Through the proposed policy, there would be the safeguarding of existing housing stocks. This would mean that a variety
of housing types would be available to the market whilst also preserving other land that has not been identified for
residential purposes by ensuring utilisation of existing assets. Similarly the social benefits would be the prevention of
social upheaval of residents in favour of developments whist also retaining existing services and infrastructure that will
most likely currently service the area to an appropriate level without causing disruption. However the policy would not
actively grow employment and economic upturn yet the clauses provide the flexibility to allow tourist developments and
community facilities to grow, which indirectly would create employment. A no policy option commonly would not alter
the status quo and in some cases would allow unrestricted developments which could be to the detriment of several
objectives. As such adoption of the policy protects existing housing which has significant social implications whilst
providing flexibility for economic growth in an appropriate sustainable manner.

Policy QD01 - General design principles

The proposed policy will contribute towards a number of SA objectives, most notably where there is a likely
improvement in the quality of housing stock. Additionally there is also the potential for increasing resilience to climate
change and reducing the effect on climate change, through implementing robust design standards and reducing energy
efficiency respectively. The no policy option is unlikely to impact on the SAS objectives as it will not alter the status quo

Policy QD02 - Living Conditions

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on the objectives by encouraging the natural drying of clothes
and providing adequate space for refuse disposal. The proposed policy has the potential to have a number of positive
effects, including indirect effects on a sense of place and the desire people have to live at certain location or in a given
settlement, supporting the visitor economy by working with and enhancing the built environment and by requiring
development to take into account and work with their setting including heritage areas and features. However the most
significant effect of the proposed policy is the requirement for developments to take into account their surroundings,
residential amenities and neighbouring buildings in order to have a on the landscape and townscape.

Policy G101 - Locally Designated Wildlife Sites

Adoption of the proposed policy would undoubtedly enhance the protection of wildlife sites. With that said A no policy
option would not damage such assets due to existing legislation. However by adding local specificity and control through
the proposed policy, adoption would ensure sustainability practices are upheld by new developments with the desire to
enhance and connect designated wildlife sites.

Policy QD03 - Advertisements

The proposed policy has an inherently positive effect on the creation of vibrant communities as there is a clear emphasis
within the proposed policy text for the effects on amenity and public safety to be considered as part of any application for
advertisements and the safeguarding of townscape character, through the consideration of specific aspects, such as the
appearance and the illumination of advertising.

Policy G102 - Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS)

Comparably both options would offer protection to RIGS given that existing legislation is in place to protect such
features. However the adoption of the proposed policy would be pertinent in order to meet specific environmentally
related SA objectives. Yet if nothing is done it is unlikely severe adverse effects would occur given the existing
legislation around geological areas of significance.

Policy QD04 — Telecommunications

The proposed policy has the potential to support the achievement of a number of the SA objectives by reducing the need
to travel (e.g. supporting home working and reduced business travel) and supporting the creation of jobs and economic
growth by ensuring that the communication infrastructure is also provided. Any potentially uncertain and/or adverse
effects can be mitigated by implementing the suggested methods and at the local level also through development
management policies.

Policy G103 — Protected Species and other significant species

Adoption of the proposed policy would undoubtedly enhance the protection of both wildlife and protected species. Many
objectives regarding the protection of biodiversity and wildlife are met. With that said A no policy option would not
damage such objectives due to existing legislation.

Policy G104 - Amenity Green Space and Equipped Play Areas

The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on this objective by delivering new development that includes
adequate open space, landscaping and provision of wildlife habitats.
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Policy HEOL - Archaeology

The proposed policy has direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, helping to support
the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to character of
townscape. One major significant effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adopting the proposed policy should be
promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded heritage protection would
benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain because without specific policies in the Local Plan
it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future developments are not yet
known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.
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Policy HEO2 - Development in Conservation Areas

The proposed policy has direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements; helping to support
the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right; and contribute to the character of
townscapes. Two significant beneficial effects were predicted on SA objectives 12 and 13 (to conserve and enhance the
character and quality of the area’s landscape and townscape particularly associated with town centres and coastal areas;
and to preserve and enhance sites, features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural importance, and their
settings).

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

Policy CC04 - Sustainable Design

The proposed policy contains explicit design criteria that are likely to have significant beneficial effects on a range of
sustainability objectives relating to transport, greenhouse gas emissions, waste minimisation, efficient use of resources
and will also contribute towards reducing local atmospheric pollutants. The no policy option will have a largely neutral
effect, though could have significant adverse effects on housing quality, which is likely to be the most prevalent form of
development within the District.

Policy HEO3 - Local Heritage Assets

The proposed policy will have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant beneficial effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adoption of the
proposed policy should be promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded
heritage protection would benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain because without specific
policies in the Local Plan, it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future
developments are not yet known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Policy CCO5 - Renewable energy installations

The proposed policy explicitly states a presumption in favour of renewable technologies within developments, assuming
that there are no detrimental impacts, particularly visual effects. This supports a range of the sustainability objectives.
The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have significant adverse effects associated with the
continued use of fossil fuels.

Policy HEO4 - Historic Parks and Gardens

The proposed policy will have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, will help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant effect was predicted on SA objective 13 (To preserve and enhance sites,
features and areas of historic archaeological or architectural importance, and their settings). The effects of the no policy
option are uncertain because without specific policies in the Local Plan, it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its
own would protect heritage assets, whilst future developments are not yet known which could be either positive or
negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Policy CCO06 - District Heating

The proposed policy is unlikely to have an adverse sustainability effect. It is likely to have significant beneficial effects
on transport, greenhouse gas emissions, waste minimisation, and efficient use of resources, and will also contribute
towards reducing local atmospheric pollutants. The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have
significant adverse effects associated with the continued use of fossil fuels as part of individual heating installations.

Policy CCO07 - Solar Parks

The proposed policy will contribute towards the promotion of low carbon and renewable energy with associated benefits
for environmental objectives relating to air quality, biodiversity etc. The no policy option results in neutral effects.

Policy HEOS - Works to a heritage asset to address climate change

The proposed policy is likely to have direct and indirect effects on the character and sense of place of settlements, help to
support the economy and visitor economy in particularly as visitor attractions in their own right and contribute to
character of townscape. Only one significant beneficial effect was predicted on SA objective 13. Adopting the proposed
policy should be promoted as not only would it be beneficial to SA objective 13, but a succinct fully rounded heritage
protection would benefit all objectives. The effects of the no policy option are uncertain, because without specific
policies in the Local Plan it is not certain to what extent the NPPF on its own would protect heritage assets, whilst future
developments are not yet known which could be either positive or negative in relation to many of the objectives.

Policy CCO08 - Richborough

The proposed policy explicitly states a presumption in favour of renewable technologies within developments at
Richborough, assuming that there are no detrimental impacts, particularly biodiversity effects. This supports a range of
the sustainability objectives. The no policy option will have a largely neutral effect, though could have significant
adverse effects associated with the continued use of fossil fuels.

Policy SEO1 - Potentially Polluting Development

The proposed policy result in beneficial effects because it would allow the District to control polluting development
through the planning system. The policy will be beneficial in terms of improving air quality and the quality of water
resources, as well as benefits for biodiversity. The no policy option performs negatively against the objectives as it
provides no such control.

Policy CCO1 - Fluvial and Tidal Flooding

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change or flood risk, though the positives are likely
to outweigh any inhibiting of house building. However, the proposed policy will aid flood mitigation efforts but
potentially at the expense of local archaeological and architectural integrity. The effects of the no policy option are
negative as this would place various existing and future land uses at risk from flooding.

Policy CC02 - Surface Water Management

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change or flood risk through the implementation of
sustainable drainage systems, though the positives are likely to outweigh any inhibiting of house building. However, the
proposed policy will aid flood mitigation efforts but potentially at the expense of local archaeological and architectural
integrity. The effects of the no policy option are negative as this would place various existing and future land uses at risk
from inappropriate development.

Policy SE02 - Landfill Sites and Unstable Land

The proposed policy is likely to affect the use / development of previously developed land. A beneficial effect is
predicted because the proposed policy will ensure that developers have better understanding of the potential structural
and design issues they will have to address during construction. As a result this could help to make development of PDL
more viable and less risky for developers and give others the confidence that potential instability issues have been
considered. This particularly important in areas with a dynamic coastline. The no policy option would not affect the status
quo.

Policy SE03 - Contaminated Land

The proposed policy will have beneficial effect on land use by helping to provide a framework that would allow
potentially contaminated previously developed land to be used for development. A no policy option is likely to have a
neutral effect as other legislation would require developers to remediate their sites.

Policy CCO03 - Coastal Development

Overall the proposed policy does not affect many of the SA objectives. The proposed policy could result in the restriction
of housing developments by introducing measures to combat climate change, flood risk and coastal erosion through the
implementation of restrictive criteria for new developments. The effects of the no policy option are negative as this would
place various existing and future land uses at risk from inappropriate development within coastal areas, particularly
within 40m of the coastline or cliff top.

Policy SE04 - Groundwater Protection

The proposed policy would benefit objectives related to sustainable development, biodiversity and the protection of water
quality. However groundwater is protected by other legislation so it is uncertain whether the no policy option would
actually result in detrimental effects.
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Policy SE05 - Air Quality

The proposed policy is more likely to result in beneficial effects than the no policy option because, by the use of criteria,
it would allow the District to control polluting development through the planning system. The proposed policy would
contribute towards promoting more sustainable, low emission forms of transport as well as providing beneficial effects in
relation to both air quality and biodiversity.

Policy TPO1 - Transport assessments and Travel Plans

The proposed policy has the opportunity to promote more sustainable, low carbon modes of travel. However, it relies on a
modal shift in travel behaviour from residents living within new developments. The no policy option would retain
dependency on the use of private motor vehicles.

Policy SE06 - Noise Pollution

The proposed policy would ensure that residents and other sensitive receptors are protected from unacceptable noise at
both existing and future development locations.

Policy SEOQ7 - Noise Action Plan Important Areas

The proposed policy would ensure that noise pollution is managed in line with the Environmental Noise Directive and
ensure that that communities and residential amenity is protected from unacceptable noise.

Policy TP02 - Walking

The policy has the potential to have a positive impact on the objectives by delivering new development that has good
connectivity for pedestrians and considers disabled access. However, it relies on a modal shift in travel behaviour from
residents living within new developments. The no policy option would retain dependency on the use of private motor
vehicles.

Policy SE08 - Aircraft Noise
(Policy inclusion subject to the outcomes of the Preferred Options Revisions consultation)

The proposed policy would ensure that housing would become increasingly viable and sustainable due to the concerted
efforts to reduce noise pollution within potentially nearby developments. The knock on effects of this would be a happier
residential population which could translate into increased social interaction and happiness due to happier opinion of the
local surroundings. However, the policy stops short of addressing the impacts of noise nuisance on external spaces. A no
policy option could allow potential developments to grow in undesirable locations near the airport which are noisy due to
the airport activity.

Policy TPO3 - Cycling
The proposed policy has the potential to positive impact on the objectives by delivering new development that has good
connectivity for pedestrians and considers disabled access.

Policy adoption would actively seek to increase safe and appropriate cycling provisions at the earliest opportunity within
new developments and grow the cycling network across the District. There are numerous sustainability benefits for doing
so0, particularly regarding improved travel options, improved air quality and enhanced health all indirectly via the
potential to reduce road traffic and vehicle use. Under a no policy option the status quo would ensure the effects would
largely be neutral.

Policy SE09 - Aircraft Noise and Residential Development
(Policy inclusion subject to the outcomes of the Preferred Options Revisions consultation)

The policy would ensure that housing would become increasingly viable and sustainable due to the concerted efforts to
reduce noise nuisance within potentially nearby developments. The knock on effects of this would be a happier
residential population which could translate into increased social interaction and happiness due to happier opinion of the
local surroundings. However, the policy stops short of addressing the impacts of noise nuisance on external spaces. A no
policy option could allow potential developments to grow in undesirable locations near the airport which are noisy due to
the airport activity.

Policy TP04 - Public Transport

Adoption of the proposed policy to support the growth and active investment into public transport provisions has the
potential to yield significant positive effects. The proposed policy would increase travel opportunities and reduce the
number of vehicles upon roads which would have environmental and health benefits. Additionally it would increase the
connectivity across the district and ensure all members of society have access to facilities, services and employment. A
no policy option would not alter the status quo and as such would not actively seek to improve the public transport
network.

Policy SE10 - Light Pollution

The policy supports objectives to conserve the character of the areas townscape and landscape as well as biodiversity by
minimising the potential impacts of light spillage and pollution. A no policy option could lead to negative effects with
respect to townscape and biodiversity.

Policy TPO5 - Coach Parking

The proposed policy seeks to maintain and potentially enhance coach parking, which will have beneficial effects to the
local tourist industry and for the local road network. Any development pressures applied to these sites, which might be
experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist industry as traveller stress
is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly during the tourist season.

Policy CMO1 - Provision of New Community Facilities

The proposed policy supports objectives to maintain and enhance existing key facilities and services, especially local
services such as those in rural areas. By protecting, and allowing for enhancement of such facilities it ensures that they
are still available for the most vulnerable members of society. It also promotes more sustainable modes of travel by
ensuring services are available at local level and can be accessed by cycling and walking, rather than reliance on private
motor vehicles. Conversely, the no policy option is likely to perform adversely against these aspects.

Policy TP06 - Car Parking

The proposed policy seeks to maintain public parking provision, which will have beneficial effects to the local tourist
industry and for the local road network. It is important that the proposed policy includes provision for requiring
replacement parking should development of public car parks occur. Any development pressures applied to public car
parks, which might be experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist
industry as traveller stress is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly
during the tourist season.

Policy CMO02 - Protection of Existing Community Facilities

The proposed policy supports objectives to provide and maintain appropriate access to key facilities and services,
including healthcare and education. By protecting such facilities it ensures that they are still available for the most
vulnerable members of society. Conversely, the no policy option would perform adversely against these objectives.

Policy CMO03 - Expansion of Margate Cemetery

The policy indirectly enhance natural biodiversity by providing an increased land area that would be largely undisturbed.
The no policy option would be neutral in terms of the SA objectives.

Policy TPO7 - Town Centre Public Car Parks

The proposed policy seeks to maintain public parking provision, which will have beneficial effects to the local tourist
industry and for the local road network. It is important that the proposed policy includes provision for requiring
replacement parking should development of public car parks occur. Any development pressures applied to public car
parks, which might be experienced as part of the no policy option, is likely to lead to detrimental effects on the tourist
industry as traveller stress is likely to be increased, and increased congestion on the local road networks, particularly
during the tourist season.

Policy CM04 - Expansion of Minster Cemetery

The policy indirectly enhance natural biodiversity by providing an increased land area that would be largely undisturbed.
The no policy option would be neutral in terms of the SA objectives.

Policy TPO8 - Freight and service delivery

The proposed policy seeks to implement appropriate standards for the servicing of businesses. This would reduce on
street deliveries, which would have beneficial effects relating to local air quality and traffic congestion. The no policy
option would potentially lead to a comparative lack of service bays if developers are not duty bound to provide
appropriate provision within developments.
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Policy TPQ9 - Car parking provision at Westwood

The proposed policy seeks to maintain parking provision at Westwood, whilst limiting the potential for increased parking
provision associated with new commercial development. This would have beneficial effects on local air quality and the
local transport network, as pollution and congestion associated with private car use is limited. The no policy option would
retain dependency on use of private cars, which may result an ongoing increase in pollution and congestion on the roads
surrounding Westwood.

Policy TP10 - Traffic Management

There is minimal difference between the proposed policy and no policy option. Both options seek to enhance
sustainability within Thanet and do so in similar ways given that the local policy regularly reflects the Traffic
Management Act 2004. As such adoption of the proposed policy or the no policy option would be beneficial.
Incorporating specific policy regarding traffic management would add an additional layer of protection to the District and
ensure traffic management measures are implemented with the best interests of the local community at the core.

New Policy SPXX - Land at Manston Court Road/Haine Road

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply. Any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse
effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing
robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help
mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The site is served by public transport,
though available capacity on the highway network might be limited. The implementation of highway improvements is
likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly the major centres
of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

New Policy HOXX - Land at Manston Road/Shottendane Road, Margate

The promotion of the proposed policy is beneficial in terms of socio-economic objectives as there is a clear contribution
to the District’s housing supply. Any new development of greenfield land is likely to have the potential for adverse
effects against environmental objectives, particularly relating to landscape and ecology. Mitigation through implementing
robust design principles and undertaking further studies relating to potential environmental impacts are likely to help
mitigate these adverse effects. The proposed policy advocates housing on a site that connects well with existing urban
settlements, though design of the site can help maximise urban connectivity. The implementation of highway
improvements is likely to help free up capacity, which will enable good links with the rest of the District, but particularly
the major centres of Margate, Broadstairs, Ramsgate and Westwood.

New Policy SPXX — New Implementation Policy

The proposed policy would ensure physical and social infrastructure provisions are adequately taken forward by the
council, such that the phased implementation of the infrastructure requirements aids the efficient use of land, sustainable
development and access to facilities. The policy would also be beneficial in terms of co-locating social infrastructure
facilities so that the communities can get the most out of the new developments. The no policy option could result in a
number of physical and social facilities not being adequately provided both to the detriment of the communities.

New Policy SPXX — Strategic Routes Policy

The proposed policy would ensure key roads and junction improvements are safeguarded for future works, such that they
can support the implementation of the Thanet Transport Strategy. This would enable the district to develop key
sustainable links between the local road access for which the policy is directed at but also access to the strategic road
network and wider transport links. A no policy option could result in a worsening of current traffic conditions on the
roads highlighted on the safeguarding map and prevent the District from attaining a sustainable transport network which
is coherent and linked up with local and wider transport networks.

None of the policies that have been selected for the draft Local Plan have been assessed as being likely
to result in significant adverse effects, either in isolation or in combination with other plans and
programmes. However, as can be seen in the SA matrices within Appendix E, many of the proposed
policies have the potential to result in significant beneficial effects for the District and the people that
live, work and visit it.
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This chapter briefly describes the next steps in the SA process.

10.1 Complete the SA process

Following consultation it may be necessary to revise or update the SA report in response to specific
comments on the SA process or its findings. The SA will also require updating if, as a result of
consultation, the policies and allocations in the draft Local Plan are revised. With each revision any
new or amended policies or allocations will be subject to SA and compared to the options or sites that
were rejected earlier on in the plan preparation process. The SA may also require updating if the
Planning Inspector makes changes to the draft Local Plan.

Once the Local Plan is adopted a Sustainability Statement will be produced. This will set out the
indicators that will be used to monitor any of the significant effects identified in the SA. It will also
summarise how:

e sustainability considerations have been taken into account by the local plan;

e comments on the local plan and SA reports have been taken into account;

¢ the reasons for the choice of the preferred policies and allocations in light of the alternatives; and
¢ the indicators and approach to be adopted to monitor significant effects.

10.2 Draft SA monitoring framework

Appendix D sets out a series of potential indicators and targets that could be used to monitor the

significant effects of the Local Plan. It identifies the indicators and targets relevant to each SA objective

and indicates the availability and source of the information data where known as identified through the
review of plans and programmes and the baseline situation.

Such monitoring will enable any unforeseen adverse effects to be identified at an early stage and
necessary remedial action to be undertaken (i.e. in line with requirements of the SEA Regulations).

Contextual indicators describe the wider economic, social and environmental background in which the
plan operates, such as life expectancy, unemployment rates and GCSE results. In addition some of the
indicators (e.g. affordable housing completions and open space standards) have been taken directly
from the Local Plan monitoring framework.

The indicators will be revised following the assessment of the draft Local Plan policies and allocations
in light of any specific effects that are identified during the assessment process.

It is anticipated that the monitoring of the SA will take place annually alongside the monitoring of the
Local Plan from 2017 to 2031 in the Annual Monitoring Report. The SA monitoring framework
indicates that there is a strong overlap between the two processes.
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11 Conclusion

Future developments will be guided by the policies proposed in the Local Plan. The policies cover a
wide range of issues to ensure that sustainable development occurs across the district. Several broad
overarching policies add a unified purpose across all policies and help create a framework for future
sustainable development. Mitigation processes have been proposed throughout the SA process where
relevant in order to maximise the positive (and by association reduce any negative) impacts resulting
from the policies.

The land allocations for housing and employment have undergone a robust appraisal to ensure only
suitable sites are selected that are appropriate for their intended function.

The SA process has helped create a Local Plan that sets out policies and proposals to guide decisions
and investment on development and regeneration up to 2031. Under the SA process policies were
appraised to ensure homes, jobs, community facilities, shops and infrastructure will be delivered and
that that the local environment and townscape are protected characteristics as their functioning underpin
the economy and society.

Upon completion of the SA report it can be said that the draft Local Plan will not result in significant
adverse effects. As a result, the plan will attain social, environmental and economic sustainability for
the Thanet district due to the cohesive but varied nature of the policies. Once adopted, the Local Plan
will form the statutory planning framework for determining planning applications and will replace the
‘saved’ policies from the Thanet Local Plan 2006
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The process applied in this Thanet SHLAA generally reflects that established in the Kent &
Medway Protocol, as set out for information below. Some local interpretation has been
applied to reflect Thanet’s circumstances (for example the criteria for assessing whether sites
should be assessed in trawl 1 or 2).

POLICY CONSTRAINTS
A - Is the site within any of the following Areas?
Category 1: National and Regional

SPA, Ramsar, SAC, SSSI, National Nature Reserve, AONB, Ancient Woodlands.

Category 2:
Metropolitan Green Belt

Category 3: Local

To be determined by each individual Authority in the light of local circumstances (In respect
of Thanet this might include the designated Green Wedges)

B - Is the site currently in use or allocated for employment or other use and remains
suitable and required for that use or is protected by a current development plan policy
from development for other uses?

C - Is the site neither in nor adjacent to a settlement?

D - Does the site fall within or adjacent to a settlement which has not been identified in a
development plan document as a settlement/settlements suitable for future housing
development with sufficient capacity to meet future housing requirements?

IF A SITE FALLS WITHIN ANY OF THESE CATEGORIES IT SHOULD BE
EXCLUDED FROM THE ASSESSMENT AT THIS STAGE.

SUITABILITY.

A - Is the site allocated for housing in an existing development plan or does it have
planning permission for housing?

If yes, the site will be suitable unless circumstances have changed to render it unsuitable. If
no, the site should be assessed against the questions set out in B to E as follows.

B - Is the site in a suitable location when measured against the following criteria?

e Within 800m. walking distance of a bus stop or railway station providing two or more
services per hour.

e Within 800 m. walking distance of a convenience store, a primary school and a GP
surgery.

e Within 30 minutes public transport time of a hospital/health centre, secondary school,
employment area, town or district centre.
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In the case of Thanet the criterion applied is whether the site falls within a corridor where a
range of services is accessible by public transport within 30 minutes.

IF A SITE FAILS TO MEET ANY OF THESE CRITERIA IT SHOULD BE EXCLUDED
FROM THE ASSESSMENT AT THIS STAGE UNLESS THE SITE IS OF SUCH A SCALE
THAT THESE CONSTRAINTS COULD BE OVERCOME AS A RESULT OF ITS
DEVELOPMENT.

C - Does the site have any of the following physical or infrastructure constraints?

e Access
e Highway capacity
e Infrastructure —
e Water Supply
e Sewerage/Drainage
e Electricity supply
e Gas Supply
e Electricity Pylons
e Contamination/Pollution
e Adverse Ground Conditions
e Hazardous Risk
o Topography
e Flood Zone
If yes, how and when can the constraint be overcome?

IF THE NATURE AND SCALE OF THE CONSTRAINT IS SUCH THAT IT CANNOT BE
REMOVED DUE TO COST OR TIMESCALE OR BOTH, IT SHOULD BE DELETED
FROM THE ASSESSMENT AT THIS STAGE.

D - Would development have a detrimental impact on the following, either within or
adjacent to the site or in its vicinity?

e Townscape

e Landscape

e Trees

e Conservation Areas

e Historic Parks and Gardens

e Listed Buildings

e Scheduled Ancient Monuments

o Sites of Nature Conservation Interest/Protected Species
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If yes, could the impact be mitigated through the design process, the imposition of a
condition or a legally binding agreement?

IF THE NATURE AND SCALE OF THE IMPACT IS SUCH THAT IT CANNOT BE
MITIGATED, THE SITE SHOULD BE EXCLUDED FROM THE ASSESSMENT AT
THIS STAGE.

E - Would the amenity of residents be adversely affected by any external, environmental
factors?

If yes, could the impact be mitigated to such an extent that the residents’ living conditions
would be acceptable?

IF THE NATURE AND SCALE OF THE IMPACT ON AMENITY IS SUCH THAT IT
CANNOT BE SATISFACTORILY MITIGATED, THE SITE SHOULD BE EXCLUDED
FROM THE ASSESSMENT AT THIS STAGE.

AVAILABILITY.

A - Do any of the following legal or ownership factors apply to the site?

e Multiple ownership likely to result in protracted site assembly, part of the site being
unavailable for development or a ransom strip situation.

o Existing tenancy or lease agreement, which could affect the timing of the release of the
site for development.

e The willingness of an owner of owners to sell.
o The willingness of a developer with control of the site to develop.

If yes, how and when can the constraint be overcome?

IF THERE ARE ANY CONSTRAINTS TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SITE WITHIN
THE RELEVANT TIMESCALE WHICH CANNOT BE OVERCOME, (i.e. IT ISNOT
AVAILABLE), THE SITE WILL NOT SUBSEQUENTLY BE ASSESSED FOR ITS
ACHIEVABILITY.

ACHIEVABILITY.

Can development of the site be achieved during the plan period having taken into account the
following market, cost and delivery factors?

A - Market

Compatibility of adjacent uses

Land values compared with alternative uses

Attractiveness of locality
Market demand

Projected rate of sales.
B - Cost

e Site preparation to overcome physical constraints
e On-site and off-site planning and infrastructure requirements
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e Availability of funding
C - Delivery

e Developers’ phasing

e Build-out rates

e Number of developers
e Size and capacity of developer.

If the site is deliverable and developable, in which of the following periods would
development take place?

e During the next five years

e During years six to ten

e During years eleven to fifteen

e Beyond year fifteen and a) within plan period or b) beyond plan period, if known.

Information on the timing of overcoming physical, infrastructure, and legal constraints,
identified under “Suitability” and “Availability”, will be taken into account, together with the
“Achievability” criteria when determining the time of development.

The table below shows the allocated sites and their assessment scores for Housing Allocations.

SHLAA Site Name & Location Suitability Availability | Achievabilit

site Address (Score 1-4) (Score 1-4) y (score 1-

reference 4)
Corner of Dumpton

S$1 Park Dr. & Ramsgate 3 2 2
Honeysuckle Rd
Adjacent to 9 N

S19 Minnis Road Birchington 3 2 2
Rear of 18-36 St

S42 Peter's Road Margate 3 2 2
Rear 59-65 Harold

S46 Road Margate 3 2 2
Adjacent to 60
Harold Road & rear

S47 of 40-56 Harold Margate 2 2 2
Road
Adjacent to 14

S48 Harold Road Margate 3 3 3
Rear of 2-22

$65 Ethelbert Road Margate s 2 2
Land adjacent to 2

S$103 Grange Road Ramsgate 4 2 2

S106 End of Seafield Ramsgate 2 2 3
Road
Land adjacent to

$107 12 Kings Road Ramsgate 4 3 3
Adjacent to 8

S$112 Chapel Place Ramsgate 3 1 1
Adjacent to 21

S113 Royal Road & 9 Ramsgate 4 2 2
Townley Street
Land Adj

S141 Westwood Centre Margate & s 2
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SHLAA Site Name & Location Suitability Availability | Achievabilit

site Address (Score 1-4) (Score 1-4) y (score 1-

reference 4)
St Augustine's

S$145 College Canterbury | Westgate 4 4 4
Road

S149 29 Ethelbert Margate 4 2 3
Crescent

$150 17-23 Dalby Margate 4 3 2
Square

S158 tfo 7-10 Marine Margate 4 3 2
Gardens
Royal Sea Bathing

S$159 Hospital, Margate 4 4 2
Canterbury Road
Former Allotment

S160 Gardens Manston Ramsgate 4 4 4
Road
Pleasurama

$162 Amusement Park, Ramsgate 3 4 3
Marina Esplanade
Former Police
Station & Former

S164 Magistrates Court Ramsgate = = .
Cavendish Street
St. Georges Hotel

$165 Eastern Esplanade Margate

S167 69 Eaton Road Margate 4
British Gas Site,

S168 Boundary Road Ramsgate
Granville House,

$172 Victoria Parade Ramsgate 4 3 2
Land At The
Junction Of

S174 Wilderness Hill Margate & J .
Dane Road

S179 6 North Foreland Broadstairs 4 3 3
Road
Newington Library

S$183 Newington Road Ramsgate 4 3 2
Land At Queens
Arms Yard Duke

S$189 Street & Market Margate 3 2 2
Street Between
Gas Holder Station,

5196 Addington Street Margate 2 2

S200 100 Grange Road Ramsgate 3

S209 44, Canterbury Margate 4 5
Road
W Martin (Thanet)

S215 Ltd Dane Park Ramsgate 3 2 2
Road
131 - 141 King

S216 Street Ramsgate 4 3 2
Pierremont Garage .

S$217 High Street 94 Broadstairs 4 3 3
1&2&96-98

S219 Harbour Parade Ramsgate 4 3 3
Kent Terrace

S221 67, Victoria Road Margate 2
139 - 141 High

S227 Street Ramsgate 2

S230 10 CIiff Street Ramsgate 2
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SHLAA Site Name & Location Suitability Availability | Achievabilit

site Address (Score 1-4) (Score 1-4) y (score 1-

reference 4)
9 & 30-32,
Cavendish Street &

S234 High Street, Land Ramsgate 4 3 3
Adj.
6 - 14 Victoria
Road & Church

S236 Street Land Margate 4 2 2
Between & Former
Yard

S238 24-25A Park Place | Margate 4 3 g
Beaconsfield

S239 House St. Peters Broadstairs 4 4 3
Road 25
Court Stairs Lodge

$243 Pegwell Road Ramsgate 4 3 3
Station Approach

S$250 Yard, Station Birchington 4 3 3
Approach

S258 6-8 ClIiff Street Ramsgate 4 3 3
Land At Grant
Close Grant .

S260 Close/Victoria Broadstairs 4 3 3
Road
77, site adj,

S$262 Hereson Road Ramsgate 3 3 3
56, 56A & 58, Lo

S$263 Station Road Birchington 3

S272 69 Westcliffe Road | Ramsgate 3
Complete Car

S276 Sales Willsons Ramsgate 4 2 3
Road
Land To Rear Of .

S$290 28, High Street Broadstairs 5 3 3

S293 10-14 Vicarage Margate 4 3 3
Crescent

$295 38,38A & 42 St Broadstairs 4 3 3
Peters Road
Cliff Cottage oo

S$297 Herschell Road Birchington 4 3 3
27-29 Alexandra

S301 Road Margate 3

S304 5 Hardres Street Ramsgate 3
Land Rear Of 102 -

S316 114, Grange Road Ramsgate 3
Brown & Mason

S318 Ltd, Canterbury Birchington 4 3 3
Road, Court Mount

S321 167 Pegwell Road Ramsgate 3 2
Units 1 - 4,

S322 Monkton Place Ramsgate 3 2
The Surgery,

S333 Mildmay Court Ramsgate 4 1 1
Bellevue Road

S334 23 Western Broadstairs 3 2 2
Esplanade

S$335 Hainault Haine Ramsgate 4 3 3
Road
3&7

S339 Northumberland Margate 4 3 2

Avenue
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SHLAA
site
reference

Site Name &
Address

Location

Suitability
(Score 1-4)

Availability
(Score 1-4)

Achievabilit
y (score 1-
4)

S348

6 Surrey Road

Cliftonville

3

SR1

THE ELLINGTON
AND HERESON
SCHOOL,
RAMSGATE
ROAD,
BROADSTAIRS,
CT101PJ

BROADSTA
IRS

SR2

45-49 AND 51,
SEA ROAD,
WESTGATE ON
SEA

WESTGATE

SR3

Capital House
Northdown Road

MARGATE

SR4

LAND AT 57 59 61
63 AND 67,
EATON ROAD,
MARGATE

MARGATE

SR5

ELLINGTON HIGH
SCHOOL,
ELLINGTON
PLACE

RAMSGATE

SR6

LAND ADJ THE
PROMENADE, ALL
SAINTS AVENUE

MARGATE

SR9

DANE VALLEY
ARMS, DANE
VALLEY ROAD,
MARGATE, CT9
3RZ

MARGATE

SR10

ST BENEDICTS
CHURCH,
WHITEHALL
ROAD

RAMSGATE

SR11

100 South Eastern
Road

RAMSGATE

SR12

237 RAMSGATE
ROAD, MARGATE

MARGATE

SR13

56 DUMPTON
PARK DRIVE,
BROADSTAIRS

BROADSTA
IRS

SR15

8-12 HIGH
STREET,
BROADSTAIRS

BROADSTA
IRS

SR16

Builders Yard, The
Avenue, Margate

MARGATE

SR18

Lockwoods Yard
The Grove

WESTGATE
-ON-SEA

SR20

43-49, High Street

MARGATE

SR21

86-88 ELLINGTON
ROAD,
RAMSGATE, CT11
9SX

RAMSGATE

SR22

Land adjoining 34
Seafield Road &

121,121A & 121B
Southwood Road

RAMSGATE

SR23

2A PARK ROAD,
RAMSGATE, CT11
7QE

RAMSGATE

SHLAA Site Name & Location Suitability Availability | Achievabilit

site Address (Score 1-4) (Score 1-4) y (score 1-

reference 4)
33 BELMONT

SR25 ROAD, RAMSGATE 3 2 3
RAMSGATE
41-43 VICTORIA

SR26 ROAD, MARGATE MARGATE 3 3 3

SR27 58 Maynard MARGATE 4 3 3
Avenue
69 SEA ROAD,

SR28 WESTGATE ON WESTGATE 3 4 3
SEA

SR30 13 Canterbury MARGATE 4 3 4
Road
2 & 3 St. Mary's BROADSTA

SR31 Road RS 3 4 4
2 ADELAIDE
GARDENS & ADJ

SR32 32 ADELAIDE RAMSGATE 3 4 4
GARDENS
DANE VALLEY

SR34 FILLING STATION, | MARGATE 4 3 3
MILLMEAD ROAD

SR35 10-14 The Square (B)ll\ITCHINGT 3 2 4
125 HIGH
STREET,

SR37 MARGATE, CT9 MARGATE 4 3 3
JT
62A ADDISCOMBE

SR41 ROAD, MARGATE MARGATE 3 2 3
ABBEY LODGE,
PRIORY ROAD,

SR42 RAMSGATE, CT11 RAMSGATE 3 2 3
9PG
OLD SCHOOL
LODGE, NEW

SR43 CROSS STREET, MARGATE 3 3 3
MARGATE, CT9
1EH
SHERIDAN, CLIFF
ROAD, BROADSTA

SR44 BROADSTAIRS, IRS 9 e £
CT10 3QZ

SR45 1 Thanet Road MARGATE 3 2 2

SR47 112 High Street RAMSGATE 4 3 3

SR48 140, King Street RAMSGATE 3 3 1
25-27 TURNER

SR50 STREET, RAMSGATE 3 2 3
RAMSGATE
3-7 Surrey

SR51 gardens, Margate MARGATE 3 2 3
38 SWEYN ROAD,

SR52 MARGATE, CT9 MARGATE 4 3 3
2DH
41 ROYAL ROAD,

SR54 RAMSGATE RAMSGATE 3 2 4
The Old Forge

SR56 Buildings, RIO 26 | i OAPSTA 4 3 3
Church Street

S358 22 Cecil Square Margate 3 3 3
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Thanet District Council

SHLAA
site
reference

Site Name &
Address

Location

Suitability
(Score 1-4)

Availability
(Score 1-4)

Achievabilit
y (score 1-
4)

Thanet Local Plan
Sustainability Appraisal

S§376

Vere Road car and
coach park

Broadstairs

SHLAA
site
reference

Site Name &
Address

Location

Suitability
(Score 1-4)

Availability
(Score 1-4)

Achievabilit
y (score 1-
4)

S§393

Highfield Road land

Ramsgate

S$540

Land off
Nash/Manston Rds,
Margate

Margate

S$410

Fort Hill/Arcadian

Margate

S411

Cottage car park

Margate

S412

Margate Town
centre

Margate

w |w|bh|w| »

N ININW| &

N ININW| &

S$549

Land at Coldswood
Road/Haine Road,
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

S415

South of
Canterbury Road,
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

S§550

Land at Hundreds
Farm

Westgate

S$429

Safari House,
Hayne Road,
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

§553

Land West of Red
House farm,
Westwood

Margate

S447

Red House Farm,
Manston Court
road, Westwood.

Broadstairs

SR57

Wyevale Garden
Centre, Hereson
Rd,

Ramsgate

SR60

Land at Haine Rd
& Spratling St,

Ramsgate

$452

Part of Allotment
gardens, Manston
Rd, Ramsgate

Ramsgate

S467

Furniture mart,
Bath Place &
Grotto Hill, Margate

Margate

SR61

Land North of
reading Street &
East of Convent
Rd,

Broadstairs

186a

77-85 High St

Ramsgate

S$498

Land at Street
farm, Birchington

Birchington

SR65

Land at Waterside
Drive,

Westgate

$499

Land at Court
Mount, Birchington

Birchington

S106a

Land a Seafield Rd
and fronting
Southwood Road,

Ramsgate

§505

Land south east of
Brooke Avenue,
Garlinge

Margate

SR67

14 Suffolk Avenue,

Westgate

S511

Land at Nash court
Road, Westwood,
Margate

Margate

SS16

Margate Delivery
Office, 12-18
Addington St,
Margate

Margate

S§515

Land at Gore End
Farm, Birchington

Birchington

$522

EuroKent Business
Park Haine Road,
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

SS20

Industrial Units,
Marlborough district
Rd, Margate CT9
558U

Margate

§525

Land r/o Holy
Trinity School,
Dumpton Park Dr,
Broadstairs ( 2
sites)

Broadstairs

SS21

Haine Lodge,
Spratling Street,
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

S§527

Laleham School,
Margate ( 2 sites)

Margate

SS22

Former Newington
Nursery & Infant
School, Melbourne
Avenue, Ramsgate
CT12 6JS

Ramsgate

S§529

Land Victoria Rd,
Dane Rd Thanet

Rd & Danesmead
Terr, Margate

Margate

SS23

Gap House School,
1 Southcliff Parade,
Broadstairs

Broadstairs

S$534

Haine Farm, Haine
Road (adjacent to
Eurokent Business
Park)

Ramsgate

SS24

Foreland School,
Lanthorne Rd,
Broadstairs

Broadstairs

SS33

Land at Haine Rd
("Manston Green"),
Ramsgate

Ramsgate

§535

Land west of Haine
Road (adjacent to
Eurokent Business
park)

Ramsgate

ST1

Land South of
Canterbury Rd

Westgate

S536

Land off Northwood
Road, Ramsgate

Ramsgate

ST2

Land south of
Linksfield Rd,
Westgate

Westgate
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ST3

Land west of park
lane,

Birchington
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Below is the colour coded key that was utilised throughout.

SHLAA Site Name & Location Suitability Availability | Achievabilit
site Address (Score 1-4) (Score 1-4) y (score 1-
reference 4)
SR69 Rear of Cecilia Ramsgate 2 2 2
Road,
Thanet Reach
SS34 Southern part, Broadstairs 3 3 3
Broadstairs
. Manston Rd
SS35 (inc Industrial Estate, Ramsgate 3 3 3
S433)
Ramsgate
Pyson's Road
SS36 Industrial