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Sustainability Appraisal
Section 8: Sustainability and Climate Change

SOUTH SUFFOLK




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ £ 2 fzj > o
where possible) [ g L = s S| £
S| 3| 2|8|E| 5| &
Gl =283
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No direct link O O 0] 0] o o o
Death rates No direct link (0] (0] (0] ? (0] 0 (0] One part of the CSH does cover health and well being, but it is
difficult to assess whether there would be measurable health
benefits of this option. They are likely to arise for the higher
CSH standards.
Healthy lifestyles No direct link 0] 0] (0] 0] 0] (0] ®)
Education Improve No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] o] (0]
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime No direct link 0] 0] (0] 0] (@) (@) ®)
Reduce noise and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
services services
Accessibility of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
shopping facilities
Access child care No direct link 0] 0] 0 0 (@) (@) o]
Employment Unemployment No direct link 0] 0] (0] 0] (6] (@) ®)
Job opportunities No direct link (@) (®) ®) ©) ®) ®) 0]
Improve earnings No direct link O O O O o O] o
Housing Reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
homelessness
Provide enough No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
housing




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ £ 2 .g > >
where possible) [ g L = s 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Increase range and Potentially neutral over time _ (@) (0] (@) (0] (@) (0] Upgrading specifications for buildings may increase costs until
affordability but negative in the short term market sees it as the ‘norm’
Reduce no of unfit No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No direct link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Engagement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
decision making
Involvement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
relations
Improve access to No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There is no direct link and this will only apply to new homes so it would
be difficult to estimate an effect on health which was directly the result
of this option. The scores for neutral effect are 24.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No direct link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) 0]
quality
Quality of air No direct link ®) ®) ®) ®) 0] 0] 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] (6] (6] ®)
Soil quality No direct link (0] (0] [®) (®) ®) ©) ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of This should happen ? + + ? ? ? + If implemented then there should be a more sustainable use of

and mineral
resources

minerals

minerals from the outset but this would depend on each
scheme.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ £ 2 .g > >
where possible) [ g L = s 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Sustainable use of This should happen + + + ? ? ? + The aim is to reduce use of water, but other schemes may be
water needed such as grey water recycling
Reduce waste | Reduce household This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
waste process to be met.
Increase recycling This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
process to be met.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
travel
Increase car journeys | No direct link (@) (@) O o] O O 0]
Reduce Reducing energy Positive + + + ? ? ? + This only relates to new homes which are a small part of the
contributions consumption? total stock. This is a requirement of CSH.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | Positive in the long run. ? ? + ? ? ? + This only relates to new dwellings from 2016
energy needs met by | There will be and increase in
renewable sources? renewable energy
production.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) 0 (@)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
farmland birds




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = € 2 H > o
. = ) = o
where possible) - Q = e KL 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Historical and Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) (@)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
The majority of scores (18) are neutral, but there are 6 positive scores
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
growth development
Promote growth in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
key sectors
Economic No direct link (0] (0] (0] O 0] 0] o
performance
Rural diversification No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] (@) (6] ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o O
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) 0] 0] 0]

units in town centres?




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = € 2 H > o
. = ) = o
where possible) - Q = e KL 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
To encourage | Will it reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
between employment
areas
Increase freight No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
transported
Increase consumption | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
of local goods
Increase Encourage No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
investment
Make land available No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
All the scores are neutral (14)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes : Option 1, National Minimum

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
()
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = € 2 > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) - Q = = i 5 c
s|38| 28| E|s|&
Gl =283
Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 0 6 0 0 56 0

This option is very targeted and so the impacts are relatively narrow and not wide ranging.

Recommendations: None, other than it is important to tackle similar problems with the existing housing stock for a much greater impact.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year

earlier
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No direct link 6] (®) ®) (®) (®) (®)

Death rates Potential positive (0] (0] + (0] (0] (0] + One part of the CSH does cover health and well being, but it is
difficult to assess whether there would be measurable health
benefits of this option. They are likely to arise for the higher
CSH standards.

Healthy lifestyles No direct link 0] 0] 0 0 (@) (6] ©)

Education Improve No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]

Qualifications

Crime and Will reduce crime No direct link @) (@) (@) 0] (@) (@) (0]
anti-social
activities

Reduce fear of crime No direct link 0] 0] (@) (@) (@) (@) o]

Reduce noise and No direct link (0] (0] (@] (@] 0] @) (0]

odours

Poverty and Reduce poverty No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] O
social

exclusion

Access key Access key local No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
services services

Accessibility of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]

shopping facilities

Access child care No direct link 0] 0] o o (®) (@) O

Employment Unemployment No direct link 0 0 0 0 (@) (@) 0

Job opportunities No direct link (@) (@) 0 0 ®) ®) 0]

Improve earnings No direct link ®) ®) ®) ®) 0] 0] 0]

Housing Reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

homelessness

Provide enough No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)

housing




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year

earlier
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Increase range and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
affordability
Reduce no of unfit No direct link (0] (0] (@) (0] 0] 0] 0]
homes
Community Satisfaction of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No direct link (@) (@) O o] O O 0]
Engagement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
decision making
Involvement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o O o
relations
Improve access to No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There could be 1 positive effect as the result of this option. The scores
for neutral effect are 23.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air | Quality of water No direct link (0] (0] o (@) o o (0]
quality
Quality of air No direct link @) ®) 6] ®) 0] 0] 0
To conserve Minimise loss of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No direct link 0] 0] o o (®) (@) O
Soil quality No direct link (@) (@) (@) (@) o] o] o]
Use of water Sustainable use of This should happen + + + ? ? ? + If implemented then there should be a more sustainable use of

and mineral
resources

minerals

minerals from the outset but this would depend on each
scheme. Materials used are part of the scoring system.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year

earlier
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
(0]
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ E % 2 > o
where possible) [ e L ° L 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Sustainable use of This should happen ? + + ? ? ? + The aim is to reduce use of water, but other schemes may be
water needed such as grey water recycling
Reduce waste | Reduce household This would be part of the ? + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
waste process to be met.
Increase recycling This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
process to be met. Could be achieved sooner.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No direct link O o O O O @) O
travel
Increase car journeys | No direct link (6] O ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Reduce Reducing energy This is a requirement of CSH + ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | This only relates to new homes which are a small part of the
contributions consumption? total stock. Benefits would be achieved sooner.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | In the long run there will be ? ? + ? ? ? + This only relates to new dwellings from 2015
energy needs met by | and increase in renewable
renewable sources? energy production. Positive.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
farmland birds




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year

earlier
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Historical and Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o 0]
archaeological sites
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) 0] (@)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
The majority of scores (18) are neutral, but there are 5 minor positive
scores and 1 major positive
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
growth development
Promote growth in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o O
key sectors
Economic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
performance
Rural diversification No direct link o o (®) o (@) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
units in town centres?




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes :

Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year

earlier
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Will it reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
transported
Increase consumption | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
of local goods
Increase Encourage No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
investment
Make land available No direct link O o O O O @) @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
All the scores are neutral (14)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS6: Code For Sustainable Homes : Option 2, Higher Standards introduced a year
earlier

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
(0]
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
5|38 2| 8| 8| s|&
512|285 °
Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 1 6 0 0 55 0

This option is very targeted and so the impacts are relatively narrow and not wide ranging. The assessment is the same as for the National Minimum option because this will only have a
marginal effect.

Recommendations: None, other than it is important to tackle similar problems with the existing housing stock for a much greater impact.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,

conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No direct link ®) ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] (0]

Death rates No direct link (0] (0] (0] ? @) @) (@) One part of the CSH does cover health and well being, but it is
difficult to assess whether there would be measurable health
benefits of this option. They are likely to arise for the higher
CSH standards.

Healthy lifestyles No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (6] (6] ®)

Education Improve No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

Qualifications

Crime and Will reduce crime No direct link o o o o o o o
anti-social
activities

Reduce fear of crime No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] (0] (6] ®)

Reduce noise and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]

odours

Poverty and Reduce poverty No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) o
social

exclusion

Access key Access key local No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
services services

Accessibility of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

shopping facilities

Access child care No direct link 0] 0] o o (®) (®) O

Employment Unemployment No direct link 0 0 0 0 (@) (@) @)

Job opportunities No direct link (@) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]

Improve earnings No direct link ®) ©) ®) ®) 0] 0] 0]

Housing Reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

homelessness

Provide enough Potentially neutral over time _ (@) (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] Upgrading specifications for buildings may increase costs until

housing but negative in the short term market sees it as the ‘norm’




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,

conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Increase range and Potentially neutral over time _ @) (@) @) (@) (@) (0] Upgrading specifications for buildings may increase costs until
affordability but negative in the short term market sees it as the ‘norm’
Reduce no of unfit No direct link O o O O O O O
homes
Community Satisfaction of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No direct link (@) (@) O o] O O 0]
Engagement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
decision making
Involvement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o O o
relations
Improve access to No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There is no direct link and this will only apply to new homes so it would
be difficult to estimate an effect on health which was directly the result
of this option. The scores for neutral effect are 24.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air | Quality of water No direct link (0] (0] o (@) o o (0]
quality
Quality of air No direct link ®) ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (@) (@) O
Soil quality No direct link (0] (0] (@) (@) 0 @) @)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes :
conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = i) = 2 ‘_g 5 £
5131 28| | s &
6| =3 |a|3]°
Use of water Sustainable use of This should happen ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | Ifimplemented then there should be a more sustainable use of
and mineral minerals minerals from the outset but this would depend on each
resources scheme. This is part of the CSH assessment.
Sustainable use of This should happen ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | The aim is to reduce use of water, but other schemes may be
water needed such as grey water recycling. This is part of the CSH
assessment.
Reduce waste | Reduce household This would be part of the ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
waste process to be met. This is part of the CSH assessment.
Increase recycling This would be part of the ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
process to be met.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
travel
Increase car journeys | No direct link (@) (@) @) 0 @) @) 0]
Reduce Reducing energy Should be very positive in + ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | . This is a requirement of CSH
contributions consumption? the medium and long term
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | In the long run there will be ? ? + ? ? ? + This only relates to new dwellings from 2016
energy needs met by | and increase in renewable
renewable sources? energy production.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
enhance sites
biodiversity




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,

conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Deliver targets of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o 0]
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0o (@)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o O
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
The majority of scores (18) are neutral, but there are 5 major positive
scores and one positive score.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
growth development
Promote growth in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
key sectors
Economic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
performance
Rural diversification No direct link o 0] (®) o (@) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
town centres employment
opportunities




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,

conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Decrease vacant No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
between employment
areas
Increase freight No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
transported
Increase consumption | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
investment
Make land available No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
for business
development




Core Strategy Issues and Options: SUS 7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 1, to apply to all new build,
conversions, redevelopments and extensions in excess of 1 room

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
(0]
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
S| 8| 28| E| 5| &
512|285 °
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
All the scores are neutral (14)
Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 5 1 0 0 56 0

This option is very targeted and so the impacts are relatively narrow and not wide ranging. The major positive scores are given because it also deals with existing housing stock in addition
to new dwellings.

Recommendations: None, other than it is important to tackle similar problems with the existing housing stock for a much greater impact.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments
of 1 dwelling and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No direct link ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] (0]

Death rates No direct link (0] (0] (0] ? @) @) (@) One part of the CSH does cover health and well being, but it is
difficult to assess whether there would be measurable health
benefits of this option. They are likely to arise for the higher
CSH standards.

Healthy lifestyles No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (6] (6] ®)

Education Improve No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

Qualifications

Crime and Will reduce crime No direct link o o o o 0] 0] o
anti-social
activities

Reduce fear of crime No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] (0] (6] ®)

Reduce noise and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]

odours

Poverty and Reduce poverty No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) o
social

exclusion

Access key Access key local No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
services services

Accessibility of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

shopping facilities

Access child care No direct link 0] 0] o o (®) ¢} O]

Employment Unemployment No direct link 0 0 0 0 (@) (@) @)

Job opportunities No direct link (@) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]

Improve earnings No direct link ®) ©) ®) ®) 0] 0] 0]

Housing Reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

homelessness

Provide enough No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)

housing




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments
of 1 dwelling and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Increase range and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
affordability
Reduce no of unfit No direct link O o O O O O O
homes
Community Satisfaction of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No direct link (@) (@) O o] O O 0]
Engagement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
decision making
Involvement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o O o
relations
Improve access to No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There is no direct link and this will only apply to new homes so it would
be difficult to estimate an effect on health which was directly the result
of this option. The scores for neutral effect are 24.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air | Quality of water No direct link (0] (0] o (@) o o (0]
quality
Quality of air No direct link ®) ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (@) (@) O
Soil quality No direct link (0] (0] (@) (@) 0 @) @)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments
of 1 dwelling and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = Q - 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Use of water Sustainable use of This should happen, + + + ? ? ? + If implemented then there should be a more sustainable use of
and mineral minerals potentially positive minerals from the outset but this would depend on each
resources scheme. This is part of the CSH assessment.
Sustainable use of This should happen + + + ? ? ? + The aim is to reduce use of water, but other schemes may be
water needed such as grey water recycling This is part of the CSH
assessment
Reduce waste | Reduce household This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
waste process to be met. This is part of the CSH assessment. This could be
achieved sooner in all new housing.
Increase recycling This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
process to be met for all new housing and could be achieved sooner.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No direct link O o o] O 0] 0] 0]
travel
Increase car journeys | No direct link (@) (@) @) ®) ®) @) 0]
Reduce Reducing energy This is a requirement of CSH + + + ? ? ? + This only relates to new homes which are a small part of the
contributions consumption? total stock. Benefits all new housing and would be achieved
to climate sooner.
change
Increase proportion of | In the long run there will be ? ? + ? ? ? + This only relates to new dwellings from 2016 But will relate to
energy needs met by | and increase in renewable all new dwellings under this option.
renewable sources? energy production.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
enhance sites
biodiversity




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments
of 1 dwelling and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Deliver targets of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o 0]
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0o (@)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o O
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
The majority of scores (18) are neutral, but there are 6 positive scores
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
growth development
Promote growth in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
key sectors
Economic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
performance
Rural diversification No direct link 0] 0] (0] 0 (@) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
units in town centres?




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments
of 1 dwelling and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Will it reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
transported
Increase consumption | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
of local goods
Increase Encourage No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
investment
Make land available No direct link O o O O O @) @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
All the scores are neutral (14)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds: Option 2: To apply to developments

of 1 dwelling and above
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
. = > o
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify s £ % 5 Z > o
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
5|38 2| 8| 8| s|&
512|285 °
Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 0 6 0 0 56 0

This option is very targeted and so the impacts are relatively narrow and not wide ranging.

Recommendations: None.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to
developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No direct link ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] (0]

Death rates No direct link (0] (0] (0] ? @) @) (@) One part of the CSH does cover health and well being, but it is
difficult to assess whether there would be measurable health
benefits of this option. They are likely to arise for the higher
CSH standards.

Healthy lifestyles No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (6] (6] ®)

Education Improve No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

Qualifications

Crime and Will reduce crime No direct link o o o o o o o
anti-social
activities

Reduce fear of crime No direct link 0] 0] 0] 0] (0] (6] ®)

Reduce noise and No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]

odours

Poverty and Reduce poverty No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) o
social

exclusion

Access key Access key local No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
services services

Accessibility of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

shopping facilities

Access child care No direct link 0] 0] o o (®) (®) O

Employment Unemployment No direct link 0 0 0 0 (@) (@) @)

Job opportunities No direct link (@) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]

Improve earnings No direct link ®) ©) ®) ®) 0] 0] 0]

Housing Reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)

homelessness

Provide enough Potentially neutral over time _ (@) (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] Upgrading specifications for buildings may increase costs until

housing but negative in the short term market sees it as the ‘norm’




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to

developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Increase range and Potentially neutral over time _ @) (@) @) (@) (@) (0] Upgrading specifications for buildings may increase costs until
affordability but negative in the short term market sees it as the ‘norm’
Reduce no of unfit No direct link O o O O O O O
homes
Community Satisfaction of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No direct link (@) (@) O o] O O 0]
Engagement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
decision making
Involvement in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o O o
relations
Improve access to No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There is no direct link and this will only apply to new homes so it would
be difficult to estimate an effect on health which was directly the result
of this option. The scores for neutral effect are 24.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air | Quality of water No direct link (0] (0] o (@) o o (0]
quality
Quality of air No direct link ®) ®) 0] 0] 0] 0] 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o O
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No direct link 0] 0] o 0] (@) (@) O
Soil quality No direct link (0] (0] (@) (@) 0 @) @)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to
developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % .g > o
where possible) [ e L ° L 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Use of water Sustainable use of This should happen + + + ? ? ? + If implemented then there should be a more sustainable use of
and mineral minerals minerals from the outset but this would depend on each
resources scheme. Part of CSH assessment.
Sustainable use of This should happen + + + ? ? ? + The aim is to reduce use of water, but other schemes may be
water needed such as grey water recycling
Reduce waste | Reduce household This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
waste process to be met.
Increase recycling This would be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the assessment process. Standards would have
process to be met.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
travel
Increase car journeys | No direct link (@) (@) O O O O 0]
Reduce Reducing energy This is a requirement of CSH + + ++ ? ? ? + This only relates to new homes which are a small part of the
contributions consumption? total stock.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | In the long run there will be ? ? + ? ? ? + This only relates to new dwellings from 2016
energy needs met by | and increase in renewable
renewable sources? energy production.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to

developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reverse decline in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] (@)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o O
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
The majority of scores (18) are neutral, but there are 6 positive scores
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 0] (@)
growth development
Promote growth in No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
key sectors
Economic No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
performance
Rural diversification No direct link 0] 0] (@) (@) (@) (@) O
To revitalise Increase range of No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
units in town centres?




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to

developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
. — ) =1 (@)
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Will it reduce No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
transported
Increase consumption | No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 @) (@)
of local goods
Increase Encourage No direct link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) o 0]
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward No direct link (0] (0] (0] (@) o o o
investment
Make land available No direct link O o O O O @) @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
All the scores are neutral (14)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS7: Code For Sustainable Homes : Thresholds :Option 3 : To apply to
developments of 3 dwellings and above

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
(0]
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
4 =} -
S| 31 2| 8| | s| &
512|285 °
Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 0 6 0 0 56 0

This option is very targeted and so the impacts are relatively narrow and not wide ranging.

Recommendations: None.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum
Standards (Building Regulations)

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ©) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Death rates Neutral (0] (0] (®) (0] (@) (@) ®)
Healthy lifestyles Neutral 0 0 (@) (®) [©) (@) ®)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum
Standards (Building Regulations)

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % .g > o
where possible) ~ g L = s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 23 neutral scores and one uncertain
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of ? ? ? ? ? ? ? There is some information on minimising water use but the
water effect is not likely to be great as far as sustainable water use is
concerned and the building regulations are changing.
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
waste




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum
Standards (Building Regulations)

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Increase recycling No Link (6] (0] [®) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No Link 0] 0] o o O o 0]
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link 0] (0] (@) (0] ©) ©) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy Building regulations do cover + + + ? ? ? + The commercial building regulations are more advanced on
contributions consumption? this and when a new this than the domestic regulations, although they are complex
to climate extension is built it is in application and constantly changing.
change expected that there will be
improvements to the existing
building as well.
Increase proportion of | Possibly + + + ? ? ? + To pass part of the new regulations it may be necessary to
energy needs met by install a renewable energy source.
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum
Standards (Building Regulations)

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 2 positive scores in this section with one uncertain effect and
21 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable + + + ? ? ? +
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be + + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and other resources
performance more efficient in using and will have better buildings in which to operate.
resources.
Rural diversification No Link @) ®) 0] 0] 0] 6] @)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum
Standards (Building Regulations)

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 c
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally + + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will also be cut.
Make land available No Link o o o o O o @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive + Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect

Number

0 5

0

0 54 1




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 1 : National Minimum

Standards (Building Regulations)
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
()
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % Z > o
where possible) ~ g L = s 5 =
5182|885 &
512|285 °
Recommendations: None
Key to Appraisal of Effects
Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ©) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Death rates Neutral (0] (0] (®) (0] (@) (@) ®)
Healthy lifestyles Neutral 0 0 (@) (®) [©) (@) ®)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
5|38 2| 8| 8| s|&
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 23 neutral scores and one uncertain scores
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of There are standards for + + + ? ? ? + This forms part of the BREEAM assessment and so should
water water use help
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy Yes this should have a + + + ? ? ? + This is an important part of the BREEAM assessment process.
contributions consumption? positive impact
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This can be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This is part of the BREEAM assessment
energy needs met by | assessment
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of Not sure of the exact link but | O (@) o o o o ? This could be part of the BREEAM assessment.
Suffolk Biodiversity this could vary according to
Action Plan each case.
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % .g > o
where possible) ~ o s = o 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 3 positive, 20 neutral and 1 uncertain scores
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business More environmentally - + + ? ? ? + Having a selection of good quality buildings will help this it is
growth development friendly buildings will help good for owners and tenants but expensive for developers
this
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
key sectors
Economic More environmentally - + + ? ? ? + Having a selection of good quality buildings will help this, they
performance friendly buildings will help will cost less to run and have a reduced impact on the
this environment. But the initial capital costs will have a negative
effect on costs.
Rural diversification No Link O O o o (®) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally - + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will also be cut.
But for the developers the cost of construction will be higher
which could have an initial negative effect.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive and 11 neutral scores.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8 : Option 2 : BREEAM Good

Standard

Sustainability
Objective

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Long term
Secondary

Short Term
Med term

Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Justification for assessment

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

6

0

0

54

2

Recommendations: None at this stage.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very
Good Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ©) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Death rates Neutral (0] (0] (®) (0] (@) (@) ®)
Healthy lifestyles Neutral 0 0 (@) (®) [©) (@) ®)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very
Good Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very
Good Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % .g > o
where possible) [ e L ° L 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy This should be the case with + ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | There should be a higher standard than the previous option,
contributions consumption? this option reduction in energy use is central to the BREEAM system.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This should be possible with + + + ? ? ? + This forms part of the assessment.
energy needs met by | this option
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated This does form part of the + + + ? ? ? + This will be on a case by case basis and does form part of the
enhance sites assessment and so should assessment so should have a positive impact.
biodiversity help
Deliver targets of This does form part of the ? + + ? ? ? + Ecology is one of the areas of assessment for BREEAM and
Suffolk Biodiversity assessment and so should some sites will benefit from this approach.
Action Plan help
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very

Good Standard

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There is one strong positive score, 3 positive scores and 19 neutral
scores.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business The properties in this _ + + ? ? ? + To achieve this score there will have to be several effects,
growth development category should have such as saving energy costs, making it easy for people to get
several benefits for business to work etc which will benefit the business. But there will be
initial costs for the developer.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
key sectors
Economic The properties in this _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
performance category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation. But there will be initial costs for the developer.
Rural diversification No Link O O 0] 0] (@) (@) o]
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce This is possible (0] + + ? ? ? + One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient commuting building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly commuting. This should result in reduced
movement in car use.
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very
Good Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility | This is possible (0] + + ? ? ? + One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient to work building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly accessibility to work. To score highly
movement in accessibility to buildings has to be good.
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage The properties in this _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment indigenous business category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation, being in a location where people can get there
easily by sustainable modes. But there are higher costs for
developers
Encourage inward The properties in this _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation. But for developers there is a higher initial cost
which may deter the initial investment.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 6 positive scores in this section, and 8 neutral scores




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 3 : BREEAM Very
Good Standard

Sustainability
Objective

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Long term
Secondary

Short Term
Med term

Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Justification for assessment

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

1

9

0

0

51

0

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM
Excellent Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Limited impact ®) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Death rates Limited impact (@) 6] (@) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Healthy lifestyles Limited impact (@) (@) ©) 0 ®) ®) 0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM
Excellent Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of This could be part of the + + + ? ? ? + To achieve this score will require some sustainable use of
and mineral minerals assessment minerals
resources
Sustainable use of This would be part of the ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | To achieve this score will require some sustainable use of
water assessment
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
waste




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM
Excellent Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = i) = 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Increase recycling Use of recycled materials. + + + (0] (0] (0] + Recycled building materials could be used to help achieve a
high score.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No Link @) @) o o o] o O
of traffic
Reduce need for local | This could be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This could contribute to the high score
travel assessment
Increase car journeys | Part of the assessment + + + ? ? ? + This indirectly would contribute to the high score needed.
relates to use of sustainable
modes of transport
Reduce Reducing energy This would be expected ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | To achieve this high score this would be vital.
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This is highly likely to be part | ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | This would be expected
energy needs met by | of this score
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of Depending on the site this + + + ? ? ? + This is likely to form part of this high score but would depend
Suffolk Biodiversity could be possible on the characteristics of the particular site.
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link o o O o O o @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological | historical sites
importance




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM

Excellent Standard

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 3 major positive results for this option, 5 positive scores and
16 neutral
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business The properties in  this - ? + ? ? ? + To achieve this score there will have to be several effects,
growth development category should have such as saving energy costs, making it easy for people to get
several benefits for business to work etc which will benefit the business. There will be a
high initial capital cost which will fall on the developer but will
benefit the user.
Promote growth in Promote innovation and (0] + + (@) (@) (0] + By aiming for this standard there could be local improvements
key sectors design in construction techniques and design practices.
Economic The properties in  this + + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
performance category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation.
Rural diversification No Link O O o o (®) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM
Excellent Standard

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q - 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Will it reduce This is likely + + + ? ? ? + One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient commuting building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly commuting, this applies more strongly in
movement in this option.
support of
economic
growth
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | Possible use of local (0] + + @) (0] (@) + Use of local materials eg wood, clay, straw, tiles, bricks etc
of local goods materials
Increase Encourage The properties in this + + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment indigenous business category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation, being in a location where people can get there
easily by sustainable modes. It will also help create a new
building industry locally and may use traditional skKills..
Encourage inward The properties in this _ ? + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment category should have creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation. However there would be higher initial capital
costs of the development which will fall on the developer but
benefit the tenant and subsequent users




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : SUS 8: Option 4 : BREEAM

Excellent Standard
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
. = > o
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify s £ % 5 2 > o
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
— [@)) >S5 =
s | B c 3 £ S | &
512|285 °
(0] (0] (e} (e} O O @)

Make land available No Link
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives

There are 0 major positive, 7 minor positive scores and 7 neutral

scores.
Conclusions: This option scores very highly but would place high demand on the building industry, for buildings which are beyond the standard of most modern buildings.

There would need to be a major change in how the building industry operated to achieve such a high standard, although the building regulations are slowly changing in this

direction.
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 3 12 0 0 49 0
Recommendations: None.
Key to Appraisal of Effects
Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
1 : All Development

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ©) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Death rates Neutral (@) (@) ®) ®) 0] 0] (0]
Healthy lifestyles Neutral (@) (6] ®) ®) o o [©)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
1 : All Development

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of This could be part of the + + + ? ? ? + To achieve high scores under BREEAM will require some
and mineral minerals assessment sustainable use of minerals
resources
Sustainable use of This would be part of the ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | To achieve high scores under BREEAM will require some
water assessment sustainable use of
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
1 : All Development

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
— > =
s | 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | This could be part of the + + + ? ? ? + This could contribute to the high score under a BREEAM
travel assessment assessment
Increase car journeys | Part of the assessment + + + ? ? ? + This indirectly would contribute to a high score under a
relates to use of sustainable BREEAM assessment.
modes of transport
Reduce Reducing energy This would be expected ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | To achieve a high score this would be vital under a BREEAM
contributions consumption? assessment.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This is highly likely to + ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | This would be expected for a high score under a BREEAM
energy needs met by | happen with most buildings assessment
renewable sources? of any scale
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of Depending on the site this + + + ? ? ? + This is likely to form part of a high score but would depend on
Suffolk Biodiversity could be possible the characteristics of the particular site. Ecology forms part of
Action Plan BREEAM assessment.
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
1 : All Development

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
S| 3| 2| 8| E|s|&
6| =3 |a|3]°
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 3 major positive results for this option, 4 positive scores and
16 neutral
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business The properties should have _ + + ? ? ? + To achieve this there will have to be several effects, such as
growth development several benefits for business saving energy costs, making it easy for people to get to work
etc which will benefit the business. There would be a high
initial capital cost for the developer but would benefit the user.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
key sectors
Economic Properties benefiting from _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting ongoing
performance this approach could have costs, creating a good place to work, creating the right image
several benefits for business for the organisation. There would be a high initial capital cost
for the developer but would benefit the user.
Rural diversification No Link ®) ®) 0] 0] (0] (0] ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce This is likely ++ ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient commuting building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly commuting, this applies more strongly in
movement in this option. This forms part of a BREEAM assessment.
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

1 : All Development

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
5182|885 &
6| =3 |a|3]°
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage The properties in this + + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment indigenous business category should have creating a good place to work, creating the right image for the
several benefits for business organisation, being in a location where people can get there
easily by sustainable modes.
Encourage inward The properties in this option _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment should have several benefits creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
for business organisation. But there will be high initial capital costs.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 1 major positive, 4 minor positive scores and 9 neutral
scores.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
1 : All Development

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Med term
Long term
Secondary
Cumulative
Synergy
Rating

Short Term

Conclusions: This option scores very highly but would place high demand on the building industry, for buildings which are beyond the standards of most modern buildings.
There would need to be a major change in how the building industry operated to achieve such a high standard, although the building regulations are slowly changing in this

direction.

Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 4 8 0 0 49 0

Recommendations: None.

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ? ? ? ? ? ? ?
Death rates Neutral (@) (@) ®) ®) 0] 0] (0]
Healthy lifestyles Neutral (@) (6] ®) ®) o o [©)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 23 neutral scores and one uncertain
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy This should be the case with + ++ ++ ? ? ? ++ | There should still be a significant reduction in energy
contributions consumption? this option consumption.
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This should be possible with + + + ? ? ? + This forms part of the assessments.
energy needs met by | this option
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated This does form part of the + + + ? ? ? + This will be on a case by case basis and does form part of the
enhance sites assessment and so should assessment so should have a positive impact.
biodiversity help
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There is one strong positive score, 2 positive scores and 19 neutral
scores.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business Properties  should  have - + + ? ? ? + There are likely to be several effects, such as saving energy
growth development several benefits for business costs, making it easy for people to get to work etc which will
benefit the business. There would be a high initial cost to the
developer but benefits to the users.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
key sectors
Economic There should be several _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
performance benefits for business creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
organisation. There would be an initial high capital cost.
Rural diversification No Link 0] 0] O O o] O 0]
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce This is possible (0] + + ? ? ? + One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient commuting building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly commuting. This forms part of a BREEAM
movement in assessment.
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q - 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility | This is possible (0] + + ? ? ? + One of the assessment criterion relates to access to the
efficient to work building and scores more highly sustainable modes and
patterns of therefore indirectly accessibility to work. This forms part of a
movement in BREEAM assessment.
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage There should be several _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting ongoing
investment indigenous business benefits for business costs , creating a good place to work, setting the right image
for the organisation, being in a location where people can get
there easily by sustainable modes. There would be higher
initial capital costs to the developer.
Encourage inward There should be several _ + + ? ? ? + These can assist economic performance, by cutting costs,
investment benefits for business creating a good place to work, setting the right image for the
organisation. There would be higher initial capital costs to the
developer.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 6 positive scores in this section, and 8 neutral scores




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

2 : Development over 0.1 ha or 100 sq m

Sustainable Construction :

Thresholds Option

Sustainability
Objective

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Short Term

Med term
Long term
Secondary

Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Justification for assessment

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

1

8

0

0

50

1

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities Neutral ? ? ? ? ? ? ?
Death rates Neutral (@) (@) ®) ®) 0] 0] (0]
Healthy lifestyles Neutral (@) (6] ®) ®) o o [©)
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 23 neutral scores and one uncertain
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of This is possible but many ? ? ? ? ? ? ? This would only apply to a limited number of developments
water properties would not be
covered
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)

waste




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q - 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Increase recycling No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] O | Thisis likely to happen on the fewer large developments but
not elsewhere, There would be a positive result but not that
often
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No Link @) @) o o o] o O
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | Possible reduction in car ? ? ? ? ? ? ? There could be a limited effect or benefit but only for larger
use. developments
Reduce Reducing energy This would mainly apply to + + + ? ? ? + The commercial building regulations are more advanced on
contributions consumption? larger buildings although any this than the domestic regulations, although they are complex
to climate new building would still be in application and constantly changing.
change controlled by building
regulations.
Increase proportion of | Possibly + + + ? ? ? + To pass part of the new building regulations it may be
energy needs met by necessary to install a renewable energy source, otherwise for
renewable sources? larger properties a higher standard may apply. Potential
benefits of economics of scale for use of renewables.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link o o O o O o @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological | historical sites
importance




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability | Sub Objective
Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Nature of Effect ( [ £ E - >
_ quantify S5 £ = 5 2 > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 2 positive scores in this section with two uncertain effect and
20 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable _ + + ? ? ? + There would be higher initial capital costs but operating cots
growth development buildings this could help would be less.
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be _ + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and other resources
performance more efficient in using and will have better buildings in which to operate. There would
resources. be higher capital costs for the developer.
Rural diversification No Link ®) ®) 0] 0] (0] (0] ©)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)

efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development :

3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 c
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally _ + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will also be cut.
But development costs would be higher.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

5

0

0

53

2




Core Strategy Issues and Options: question SUS9: Non-Residential Development : Sustainable Construction : Thresholds Option
3 : Development over 1 ha or 1000 sq m

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
(0]
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) = Q 2 o ° 5 c
4 =} =
S| 31 2| 8| | s| &
o
5 =383 ]°

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ £ 2 fzj > o
where possible) [ g L = s S| £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] 0] 0] 0] 0 0 (®)
Death rates No link (¢} (¢} @] @] o o ¢}
Healthy lifestyles No link (¢} (¢} @] @] o] e} ¢}
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O O 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (@) (0] (@) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link o] (@) O o] o] o] O]
Job opportunities No Link (0] 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] @) (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability
Reduce no of unfit No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homes




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ £ 2 fzj > o
where possible) [ g L = s S| £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (6] (0] ®) (6] ®) ®) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (@] (e} (e} (@] (e (@] (@]
soil resources Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) 0 @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (6] (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (@] (e} (e} (@] (e (@] (@]
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (@] (@] (0] (0] (0]
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (e} (e} (e} (e} (@] (@] (@]
waste
Increase recycling No Link (6] (0] [®) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (0] (0] (@] (0] (@] (@] 0]
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link (e} (e} (e} (e} (e} (@] (@]
travel




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = € 2 H > o
. = ) = o
where possible) - Q = e KL 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Increase car journeys | No Link 0 0 (@) (@) ®) @) @)
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (0] (0] (0] o o 0]
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | Possibly ? + + ? ? ? + To pass part of the new building regulations it may be
energy needs met by necessary to install a renewable energy source.
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
and land
townscapes




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = € 2 H > o
. = ) = o
where possible) - Q = e KL 5 £
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
Improve landscape/ No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
townscape
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 1 positive score in this section with one uncertain effect and
22 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable ? + + ? ? ? +
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be + + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate.
resources.
Rural diversification No Link O O o o (@) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = £ 2 H >
. () — o = o =
where possible) ~ Q = e i 5 c
5|3 | 2|8 E| 5| &
Gl =283
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally + + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will be cut.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:
Score ++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
Number 0 4 0 0 56 0

Although this is the no requirement option there will still be a possible building regulation requirement.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 1 : No requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
()
Nature of Effect (quantify £ £ £ 2 > >
i it o o) = ) =)
where possible) [ I ot = kS 5 c
S| 8| 2|8 E|S5| &
6| =] 36|37

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?

++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] ®) 0] 0] 0 0] (0]
Death rates No link (0] @) (0] (@) (0] (0] (0]
Healthy lifestyles No link (0] @) (0] (@) (0] (0] (0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) (0] (@)
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (@) (@) 0] (@) 0] 0] 0]
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime No Link ®) ®) ®) ®) 0] ®) 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link (0] (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] 0
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (@) (@) (@) (@) o] o] o]
Employment Unemployment No Link ®) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] ®) ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link (0] 0] (®) (@) ©) (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] 0]
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No Link o o (0] (0] (0] (0] o
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (0]
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | Possibly long strongly ? + ++ ? ? ? + To pass part of the new building regulations it may be
energy needs met by | positive necessary to install a renewable energy source as well as to
renewable sources? meet the national or regional requirement.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ Potentially negative in _ _ (0] (0] (0] _ There are many locations which are sensitive in the district
townscape certain locations. with thousands of Listed Buildings, 2 AONB'’s
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 1 positive score in this section with one uncertain effect, on
negative effect and 21 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable ? + + ? ? ? +
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be _ + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate. There will be higher initial capital
resources. costs.
Rural diversification No Link O O o o (®) (@) ®)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
S| 3| 2| 8| E|s|&
6| =3 |a|3]°
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally _ + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs may be cut.
There would be higher initial capital costs.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

4

1

0

55

0

With this option the major benefits will not occur until 2020.




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Question SUS10: Sustainable Construction : Renewable Energy Option 2 : National or Regional

requirement
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
()
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - > >
. (5] — ) = [e)) (o))
where possible) = 2 = o s 5 c
5182|885 &
512|285 °
Recommendations: None
Key to Appraisal of Effects
Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 1 : No Requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] ®) 0] 0] 0 0] (0]
Death rates No link (@) (0] ®) ©) ®) ®) 0]
Healthy lifestyles No link 0 (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 1 : No Requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] 0]
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 1 : No Requirement

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (0]
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | Negative impact _ _ _ ? ? ? _ This effectively will reduce the potential to impact on climate
energy needs met by change.
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of Negative impact _ _ _ ? ? ? _ | This effectively will reduce the potential to impact on climate
climatic events | flooding change.
Risk damage from Negative impact _ _ _ ? ? ? _ This effectively will reduce the potential to impact on climate
storms change.
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:

Option 1 : No Requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ Potential benefit (@) (@) + (@) (0] (0] ? Not building wind turbines will benefit the landscape and
townscape renewable energy proposals can harm the environment on
existing buildings. This will help maintain the status quo.
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 3 negative scores in this section with one uncertain effect and
20 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more  sustainable ? ? + ? ? ? + Even with ‘no requirement’ building regulations will still require
growth development buildings this should help renewable energy use to meet certain targets. Over time the
attract and retain industry. requirements are getting more stringent. There will also be
less of an initial capital cost.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be ? ? + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate. There will also be less of an
resources. initial capital cost.
Rural diversification No Link o] O 0] 0] (@) (@) o]
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11
Option 1 : No Requirement

: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally + + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will be cut.
Make land available No Link o o o o O o @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 3 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

3

3

0

54

1




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 1 : No Requirement

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Short Term
Med term
Long term
Secondary
Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] ®) 0] 0] 0 0] (0]
Death rates No link (@) (0] ®) ©) ®) ®) 0]
Healthy lifestyles No link 0 (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] 0]
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q - 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes | No Link o o (0] (0] (0] (0] o
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] O | This does not actually reduce consumption or seek to reduce
contributions consumption? it, but caters for existing levels of consumption by sustainable
to climate means.
change
Increase proportion of | Potentially positive ? + ++ ? ? ? + To pass part of the new building regulations it may be
energy needs met by necessary to install a renewable energy source as well as to
renewable sources? meet the national or regional requirement. The 25%
requirement would help reinforce this.
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of Potential benefit + + + (0] (0] (0] + This should help reduce the climate change effects of existing
climatic events | flooding means of generating power.
Risk damage from Potential benefit + + + (0] (0] (0] + This should help reduce the climate change effects of existing
storms means of generating power.
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ Potentially negative _ _ (@) (0] (0] _ | Wind turbines and solar panels can potentially have a negative
townscape impact on townscape and the landscape.
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 3 positive scores in this section with one negative and 20 with
a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable _ + + ? ? ? + There will be higher initial capital costs.
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be _ + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate. There will be higher initial capital
resources. costs.
Rural diversification Potential benefit + + + ? ? ? + There may be potential to use bio fuels.
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:
Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 c
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally _ + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs may be cut.
There will be higher initial capital costs.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 4 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

7

1

0

54

0




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS11: Renewable Energy From Decentralised Source:

Option 2 : At Least 25% Decentralised
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Short Term
Med term
Long term
Secondary
Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies
to All Developments

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] ®) 0] 0] 0 0] (0]
Death rates No link (@) (0] ®) ©) ®) ®) 0]
Healthy lifestyles No link 0 (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies
to All Developments

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (0] (0] Renewable energy options should lead to better air quality, but
this is not a big issue in Babergh, with no local large power
stations.
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] ®) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Soil quality No Link 0 0] [®) (0] (@) (@) ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (0] (0] o @) 0]
water




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies

to All Developments

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
waste
Increase recycling Potential benefits long term 0 0] + 0 (0] 0 + Use of recycled waste could be increased.
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link @) O (0] (0] (0] (0] o
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (0] o (@) (@) O o] O
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) 0 (@)
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | Significant benefits long ? + ++ ? ? ? + All new development would use renewables so proportion
energy needs met by | term. would increase over time.
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of Potential benefit + + + (0] (0] (0] + Use of renewables for all development could help combat
climatic events | flooding impacts of climate change
Risk damage from Potential benefit + + + (0] (0] (0] + Use of renewables for all development could help combat
storms impacts of climate change
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link o o O o O o @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological | historical sites
importance




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies

to All Developments

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
geological sites
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ Potential negative impact _ _ _ o (0] o _ | There is potential for turbines and solar panels etc to have an
townscape adverse impact on the landscape and townscape.
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 4 positive scores in this section with one negative effect and
19 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable _ + + ? ? ? + There will be higher initial capital costs.
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in Potential Benefit + + + ? ? ? + Could help support energy and technology industries.
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be _ + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate. There will be higher initial capital
resources. costs.
Rural diversification No Link ®) ®) 0] 0] (0] (0] ©)
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12
to All Developments

: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies

Sustainability

Predicted Effects

Sub Objective

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
S| 3| 2| 8| E|s|&
6| =3 |a|3]°
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage Potential for energy | O + + (0] (0] (0] +
investment indigenous business technology companies
Encourage inward More environmentally _ + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will be cut.
There will be higher initial capital costs
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 5 positive scores and 9 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

9

1

0

52

0




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Thresholds: Option 1 : Applies
to All Developments

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective

Nature of Effect (quantify
where possible)

Short Term
Med term
Long term
Secondary
Cumulative

Synergy
Rating

Recommendations: None

Key to Appraisal of Effects

Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1
Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - > > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = Q = T < 5 c
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Social Indicators
Health Health facilities No link 0] ®) 0] 0] 0 0] (0]
Death rates No link (@) (0] ®) ©) ®) ®) 0]
Healthy lifestyles No link 0 (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Education Improve No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0 (0] (0]
Qualifications
Crime and Will reduce crime No Link (0] (0] @) (0] @) @) O
anti-social
activities
Reduce fear of crime | No Link O o] O o] 0] O 0]
Reduce noise and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
odours
Poverty and Reduce poverty No Link O O (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
social
exclusion
Access key Access key local No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
services services
Accessibility of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
shopping facilities
Access child care No Link (0] (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)
Employment Unemployment No Link ©) (@) ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
Job opportunities No Link 0 0 (@) (6] 0 ©) ®)
Improve earnings No Link 0 0 (@) (0] 0 (@) ®)
Housing Reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
homelessness
Provide enough No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
housing
Increase range and No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
affordability




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1
Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = Q = T < 5 c
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Reduce no of unfit No Link (@] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
homes
Community Satisfaction of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
participation neighbourhood
Increase green space | No Link (@) (6] ®) (@) ®) ©) ®)
Engagement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
decision making
Involvement in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (@) 0]
volunteer activities
Improve ethnic No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
relations
Improve access to No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
cultural facilities
Summary of appraisal against social objectives
There are 24 neutral scores.
Environmental Indicators
Water and air Quality of water No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] (0] (@)
quality
Quality of air No Link (6] (6] ®) ®) ®) ®) 0]
To conserve Minimise loss of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
soil resources | Greenfield land
and quality
Loss agricultural land | No Link (@) (0] 0 (@) ®) ©) @)
Soil quality No Link 0] 0 (6] (6] (@) (6] ®)
Use of water Sustainable use of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] (@)
and mineral minerals
resources
Sustainable use of No link (0] (0] (0] (0] 0] 0] 0]
water
Reduce waste | Reduce household No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@] (@] 0
waste
Increase recycling No Link (®) (0] (@) (@) ®) ®) ®)




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1

Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Ef_fect (quantify % £ % % .g > o
where possible) = i) = 2 ‘_g 5 £
5| 8| 2] 3| | 5| &
512|285 °
Reduce effects | Effect traffic volumes No Link (@) (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
of traffic
Reduce need for local | No Link o o o o o] o] @)
travel
Increase car journeys | No Link (6] (0] (@) (6] ®) (@) ®)
Reduce Reducing energy No link (0] (0] (0] (0] @) @) (0]
contributions consumption?
to climate
change
Increase proportion of | This will happen ? + ++ ? ? ? +
energy needs met by
renewable sources?
Vulnerability to | Minimise risk of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
climatic events | flooding
Risk damage from No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
storms
Conserve and | Maintain designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
enhance sites
biodiversity
Deliver targets of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] o
Suffolk Biodiversity
Action Plan
Reverse decline in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
farmland birds
Historical and Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
archaeological | historical sites
importance
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
archaeological sites
Protect designated No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
geological sites




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1
Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.

Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify % = E - B > o
R = o = [=2]
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
51 8| 2| 8|E|S| &
512|285 °
Landscapes Reduce underused No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
and land
townscapes
Improve landscape/ Potential negative impact _ _ (0] (0] (@) _ There is potential for turbines and solar panels etc to have an
townscape adverse impact on the landscape and townscape.
Summary of appraisal against environmental objectives
There are 1 positive score in this section with one negative effect and
22 with a neutral effect.
Economic Indicators
Economic Improve business With more sustainable _ + + ? ? ? + There will be higher initial capital costs.
growth development buildings this should help
attract and retain industry.
Promote growth in No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
key sectors
Economic This will help industry be _ + + ? ? ? + Industry will be spending less on energy and will have better
performance more efficient in using buildings in which to operate. There will be higher initial capital
resources. Ccosts.
Rural diversification Potential benefit (0] (0] + (0] (0] (0] + There may be potential for energy generation in carefully
selected sites
To revitalise Increase range of No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
town centres employment
opportunities
Decrease vacant No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
units in town centres?
To encourage | Will it reduce No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (@)
efficient commuting
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1
Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.

Sustainability

Sub Objective

Predicted Effects

Justification for assessment

Objective
Nature of Effect (quantify £ = E - B >
. (7} = ) = o =2
where possible) = g - T s 5 £
S| 3| 2| 8| E|s|&
6| =3 |a|3]°
To encourage | Improve accessibility No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
efficient to work
patterns of
movement in
support of
economic
growth
Reduce journey times | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
between employment
areas
Increase freight No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (@) (0] o
transported
Increase consumption | No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0]
of local goods
Increase Encourage No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
investment indigenous business
Encourage inward More environmentally _ + + ? ? ? + Companies will have targets to be met for environmental
investment friendly buildings will attract standards and this will help meet them, some will impose
companies higher standards on themselves. Energy costs will be cut.
There will be higher initial capital costs.
Make land available No Link (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] @)
for business
development
Summary of appraisal against economic objectives
There are 4 positive scores and 10 neutral scores.

Conclusions:

Score

++ Major positive

+ Minor positive

- Minor negative

- - Major negative

0 Neutral effect

? Uncertain effect

Number

0

5

1

0

56

0




Core Strategy Issues and Options: Sustainable Construction : Question SUS12: Renewable Energy Threshold: Option 2 : Above 1

Dwelling or 100 sg m Non-residential floorspace.
Sustainability | Sub Objective Predicted Effects Justification for assessment
Objective
()
Nature of Effect (quantify % £ E % Z > o
where possible) ~ g L = s 5 =
5182|885 &
512|285 °
Recommendations: None
Key to Appraisal of Effects
Will the policy make a positive or negative contribution to the appraisal objective?
++ Major positive + Minor positive - Minor negative - - Major negative 0 Neutral effect ? Uncertain effect
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