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To which test of soundness does your representation relate?

The Local Plan 2021-2040 is currently under examination by Planning Inspectors, appointed by the
Secretary of State). The Inspectors will assess the proposed Main Modifications against the
soundness tests. Please indicate whether you consider the proposed Main Modification about
which you are responding is:

[Please tick appropriate box] YES NO

Legally compliant?

Complies with the Duty to cooperate?

Positively prepared (i.e. seeks to meet the area’s objectively assessed needs)?
✓

Justified (an appropriate strategy, taking into account the reasonable alternatives,
and based on proportionate evidence)?

✓

Effective (i.e. deliverable over the plan period)?

Consistent with national policy (National Planning Policy Framework: National
Planning Policy Framework (publishing.service.gov.uk))?

Summary of Comments:

Please give details of why you consider the proposed Main Modification that you are commenting
on is sound (“Yes”) or unsound (“No”), with reference to the tests above. Please be as precise as
possible.

Changing RAF Marham to Upper (RAF) Marham does not eliminate the distances, by road,
between the 2 distinct areas.

‘Upper Marham’ was a name adopted during the Falklands and Gulf Wars to not ‘bring attention
to the RAF Base’ with regards to letter bombs and such.
The fact that mail was still addressed to (eg Flight Sargent…) seemed to negate this process.

It is only by combining both the village and the RAF Base together that it ensures it is a Key Rural
Service Centre.  Without the combination coupled with the grossly limited single public transport
option, this does not comply with the definitions of a Key Rural Service Centre.

It is a key source of employment for the borough, but operationally, the RAF base and subsequent
contractors, have reduced by approximately 50% since the change over from the Tornado’s to the
F-35B Lightning.

This is further shown with the stated permanent population figures, having declined since the
plan was first drafted by approximately 900 people.

Note: Comments against MM157 are also applicable.
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.)




