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Dorset AONB Draft Management Plan Modifications Report

1
Background 

1.1
The Dorset AONB Draft Management Plan Consultation Report gives a detailed analysis of the responses received during a comprehensive eight-week public consultation in the autumn of 2003. This Modifications Report sets out the proposed key changes that have been made to the Draft Plan in response to the comments received during the consultation period. The modifications set out in this report have been made prior to one final round of limited consultation in February 2004 towards subsequent adoption in April. 

1.2
There were approximately 900 comments received during the consultation period. It is inevitable that in an exercise of this scale dealing with complex management issues, there will not always be a consensus of opinion. However, the AONB Team hope that by taking all the views expressed into account as transparently and comprehensively as possible, the Management Plan can truly be a plan for the Dorset AONB with a shared commitment to its implementation.

1.3 To communicate this transparent and comprehensive process undertaken to assess all comments, this report details:

· Criteria used to assess comments (section 2)

· Key modifications to the content draft Management Plan (section 3)

· Key modifications relating to the structure and style of the Plan (section 4)

· Key modifications by Chapter (section 5)

2         Criteria used in assessing comments

2.1 
In examining the multitude and diversity of comments received, it was clear that the establishment of basic criteria was necessary as a guide to identify key comments which would result in the main changes to the draft plan. However it is inevitable that not all comments can be addressed, either because they are too detailed for a strategic plan of this nature, or because they would increase the length of the plan significantly, or because they conflict with the primary purpose of the plan and the AONB designation.

2.2
The following criteria were used to ensure clarity and consistency in the process of editing of the Draft Management Plan to Final Report stage.

A
Incorporated: The comment makes a valuable point which has been incorporated directly or in a modified form into the text.  

B
Explained: The comment seeks better explanation, or there is obvious mis-interpretation of the current text.  In response to such comments, clearer description has been incorporated into the text. 

C
Modified: The comment seeks to modify an aspect of the Management Plan.  This modification is considered appropriate and has been incorporated.  
D
Resolving Conflict: The comment forms part of a set of conflicting but relevant points and, in redrafting, an approach is being developed which seeks a common way forward. 

E
Not Incorporated: The comment, while valuable, is too detailed, not relevant or conflicts with the agreed approach of the plan and therefore has not been incorporated.

F
No Modification: A comment that has led to no modification either because it is supporting the existing approach or because it is repeating points already made elsewhere in the plan.

2.3
Typographical errors, factual inaccuracies or minor suggestions for re-drafting have been made directly in the final draft of the Plan and are not detailed here. 

2.4
The vast number of comments has meant that it has been impossible to include every response within this report. However each comment was assessed and allocated criteria as above to reflect how it has been handled in the redrafting. If you require a more detailed understanding of how your individual comment was addressed, please contact the AONB team on 01305 224279 or www.dorsetaonb.org.uk.
3. Key modifications to the content of the draft Management Plan 

3.1
There were four particularly important areas of redrafting (involving whole chapters or sections) and omissions which were tabled at the AONB Partnership Board Meeting on 2/12/03 for clarification and guidance. The proposals for change were adopted by the AONB Partnership Board at a meeting in December 2003 and are detailed in the relevant sections of this report. These were:

· Vision Statement

· Policy Aims and Objectives

· Specific issues: Travellers, Genetically Modified Crops, Spatial Analysis, Coast & Marine Issues, Wind Turbines.

· Need for an Action Plan 

3.2 Vision Statement

Comments: The response from the statutory agencies was very positive. However, the one area where the plan may fail to meet the requirements of the CA23 guidance is the vision statement in chapter 2 of the plan. Both the Countryside Agency and English Nature’s comments were that this section is currently too short and generic and needs to better reflect the special qualities of the Dorset AONB.  

Response and modification: In response to this, the vision section has been redrafted. It is intended that this section be moved so that it will come between the landscape character section (currently section 4) and the policy framework (section 5), so that it follows the descriptive elements of the plan.

3.3       Policy Aims and Objectives

Comments: A number of the responses highlighted the need to clarify some of the policy aims and objectives. In some cases this was a simple re-ordering, whilst in others it included rewriting to ensure a clear link between the issues and opportunities raised in the chapters, through the aims and leading to ‘SMARTer’ objectives. 

Response and modification: Notes of proposed policy amendments and a revised policy framework was agreed at the Partnership Board meeting.

3.4 
Specific issues: Travellers, Genetically Modified Crops, Spatial Analysis, Coast & Marine Issues, Wind Turbines

Travellers Comments: The issue of travellers has been raised by several respondents. Dorset County Council is currently identifying permanent sites to be made available to travellers and it is likely that some will be in the AONB. 

Response and key modification: It is proposed that mention of this be made within the People, Jobs and Services chapter, in order to set out the processes in operation regarding travellers within the county. This should include that DCC / local planning authorities should have regard to the AONB and the purposes of its designation when deciding on locations. It is not proposed to attempt to identify a specific policy regarding travellers.

GM Crops comments: Many individuals and local organisations raised the issue of GM crops, criticising the lack of mention or policy. In general, there was a request for a policy to keep the AONB GM-free crop free. The GM Free South West campaign suggested adopting an approach taken by the Lake District National Park of making a request to the European Commission and the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs for exemption of the Park from the ambit of any consents under Directive 2001/18/EC in order to protect the integrity of the Park as a GM crop free area. 

Response and key modification: This is an important issue which has sparked much debate and it is proposed that it should be addressed more adequately within the Farming and Agriculture chapter. However, it is not proposed that we identify a policy of making the AONB GM free since this will be decided at national level and subsequently by individual farmers. It is therefore proposed that we add a paragraph setting out the issues plus an outline of the national process. 

Spatial analysis comments: There has been some criticism that the plan lacks spatial analysis and a spatial dimension. Currently, detailed up to date spatial analysis of the AONB is not available but a landscape character assessment is being undertaken. 

Response and key modification: The action plan includes further work to assess the condition of the landscape, to evaluate vulnerability to change and develop management guidelines for character areas. This will build on previous studies, but bring them up to date according to latest guidance and take the assessment to a more detailed local level. This is a fundamental area of work that will underpin AONB management in the future. It is proposed that this should be better explained in the section on landscape character (chapter 3).  

Coast and Marine Issues comments: Though the coast is mentioned within the Plan, marine issues are not currently well covered and the remit of the AONB is unclear. The AONB boundary extends to mean low water mark and the coastal zone is a very significant part of the AONB. There are a number of organisations and Partnerships involved in this field of work, including the Heritage Coast organisation, the World Heritage Team and Trust and the Dorset Coast Forum.  

Response and key modification: It is proposed that the coast and ‘Heritage Coasts’ definition be better addressed in the Plan, since these have been the focus of a great deal of work. The policies should also be reinforced in the policy framework Ref B1, B3, EH aim & EH6 and T5.It is further proposed that existing Heritage Coast management plans are considered in the context of World Heritage and Dorset AONB Management plans and implementation programmes. The role of other organisations and partnerships will also be given greater emphasis and our intention to liaise closely with these bodies.

Wind Turbines comments:  This issue has been significant throughout the management plan consultation period. Policy is currently being developed at National level with recent consultation on PPS 22 and at regional level with soon to be published Regional Planning Guidance for renewable energy production. Locally proposals for wind farms and turbines are being developed and planning applications submitted. A large number of responses, particularly those from individuals and parish councils, have requested a firm policy lead from the AONB Plan. 

Response and key modification: It is proposed that issue should be re-addressed in the natural resources section of the plan, section 5.13, and a clear policy added stating that wind farms, utilising technology and infrastructure currently available, would not be acceptable within the AONB. Individual turbines or small clusters would be subject to a rigorous evaluation of landscape impact. In addition, it should be stressed that an evaluation of the most appropriate means of renewable energy production in the AONB should be progressed.

3.5       Action plan

Comments: There were many comments expressing disappointment that a detailed Action Plan had not been formulated to accompany the draft Management Plan during its period of consultation.

Response and key modification: Due to the tight timescale of the production of the draft management plan, the AONB Partnership Board agreed in August to allow the Plan to go out for public consultation without an Action Plan in order to allow time for a realistic and well thought action plan for both the AONB team and the wider partnership to be drafted. This has been achieved and is accompanying the final draft of the management plan in its limited consultation cycle in February 2004.

4.
Modifications relating to structure and style of the Plan

4.1       Structure 

In response to key comments, repositioning and re-titling of some sections of the draft plan has resulted in the following changes:

· The initial four chapters are re-ordered and re-titled:

Chapter 1: Introduction: A Framework for the Future

Chapter 2: Dorset’s Special Landscape

Chapter 3: Landscape Character of the Dorset AONB

Chapter 4: Towards the Future: A Vision for the Dorset AONB

· Earth Heritage (formerly 5.5) has been repositioned to follow the Biodiversity section. This enables Historic Environment and Built Environment sections to follow one another in a more logical sequence.

· Farming and Agriculture (formerly 5.7) title has been changed to Farming and Agricultural Land Management to better reflect the wider role of farming in land management in addition to food production.

· Cross Cutting Issues and Themes (5.13) has been re-worked and incorporated within Chapter 6 Achieving the Vision: Implementation.

· A bibliography has been added as Appendix 1.

· The Dorset AONB Action Plan has been added as Appendix 2.

4.2
Balance, Length and Detail

Maintaining these elements is a difficult task. The comments offered by English Nature and the Countryside Agency are useful in this respect since they are made with the benefit of having reviewed and assessed other AONB Management Plans. In assimilating comments and changes in the Dorset AONB Management Plan, great care has been taken not to overly increase document length (draft version was 72 pages, revised version approx 116) but to ensure sufficient depth, clarity and substantive data are added where it is considered they have been lacking in the draft document. Inevitably though, the body of comments received will add further detail and seek further expansion on points made in the first draft.  

4.3
Terminology

Confusing and technical terminology has been simplified where possible to improve readability. However, complex subjects were sometimes difficult to explain without the use of technical words but the context was strengthened to develop understanding where possible. 

5.
Summary of key modifications by chapter 

The modifications detailed below focus on the important key changes made to each chapter and are often made by taking several similar comments into account to arrive at an agreed consensus.
Chapter 1. Introduction: A Framework for the Future

NB: headings in bold italics relate to those in the Draft Management Plan and paragraph references relate to those within the Revised Draft management Plan.

The Dorset Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty – A National Treasure 

Key comments raised: The definition of the AONB purpose in 1.1 was inaccurately defined. Section 1.4 did not link strongly enough to the overriding qualities that underpin the designation of the Dorset AONB.

Response and key modifications: The full definition of AONB purposes is given later in the chapter, however, 1.1 has been rephrased to accurately define the primary purpose and refer the reader on to further explanation. Section 1.4 has been redrafted based on overriding qualities as defined by Countryside Agency.

The AONB Designation 

Key comments raised: It was unclear who was responsible for designating AONBs. While Section 89 of CROW Act was well covered, Section 85 was not sufficiently mentioned.

Response and key modifications: Text added to 1.5 to explain role of Countryside Agency / Secretary of State in AONB designation. Text added to 1.7 concerning Section 85 of CROW.

The Scope of the Management Plan

Key comments raised: The full statutory definition of natural beauty was insufficiently covered and the scope of AONB management needed to be explained in full.

Response and key modifications: Text added to 1.12 and 1.13 to give statutory definition of natural beauty and outline integrated approach to AONB management that has been adopted in this plan.

Developing the Management Plan

Key comments raised: Section was considered good practice but hard to pick out key points and would need updating following public consultation. More detail required regarding who was involved in consultation exercises.

Response and key modifications: Key points highlighted in bold to assist readability. Detail added to 1.19 regarding the conference held as part of the consultation process and several sections added regarding outcomes of the autumn draft plan public consultation. 

National Policy and Activity

Key comments raised: Agri-environment review insufficiently addressed, plus success of existing schemes unclear. Clarity required regarding text on planning reform, draft PPS7 should be added and Heritage Coasts should be mentioned.

Response and key modifications: Paragraph added on agri-environment review and statistics for uptake of existing schemes in AONB (1.29). Summary of planning reform added (1.35/6). Paragraph on draft PPS7 added (1.38), plus paragraphs on the National Association for AONBs and the two Heritage Coast designations.

Regional Policy and Activity

Key comments raised: Need to include reference to the South West Protected Landscapes Forum and Joint Statement of Intent.

Response and key modifications: Paragraphs added as suggested.

Local Policy and Activity

Key comments raised: Table could usefully be added giving the proportion of AONB in each local authority area, to set context.

Response and key modifications:

Table added as suggested (1.51).

Who is the Management Plan For?
Key comments raised: This section was noted as good practice, but clarification was required and Section 85 of CROW could again be referred to.

Response and key modifications: Text added to clarify role of local authorities and Section 85 requirement. (1.53)

The Dorset AONB Partnership

Key comments raised: Governance review of AONB and diagram of structure could be added.

Response and key modifications: Added as suggested.

Chapter 2. Towards the Future: A Vision for the Dorset AONB

General comments

Key comments raised: The Vision section was considered that it did not meet the requirements of the CA23 guidance. It was thought it was too generic and does not relate to the special qualities and characteristics of the Dorset AONB.

Response and key modifications: First part of the chapter expanded (4.5 – 4.13) to include visions for enhancing the following special qualities specific to the Dorset AONB: 

· Diverse and distinctive landscapes

· Rich wildlife and habitats

· Peace, tranquillity and relaxation

· Uncoil coast

· Thriving communities

· A working landscape

· Rural enterprise

· Multi-benefit woodlands

· Rural routes and networks

· Enjoying the AONB landscape

Chapter 3. Dorset’s Special Landscape

A Special Place

Key comments raised: Special qualities highlighted are valid, but the overriding qualities of the AONB as a whole that underpin its designation are not adequately covered. They were identified in the 1993 Landscape Assessment by the Countryside Commission.

Response and key modifications: The introduction to this section (2.2) has been rewritten to summarise the four overriding qualities of Contrast & Diversity, A Living Textbook, A Source of Inspiration and Nationally & Internationally Important Wildlife as suggested.

Rivers and Wetlands

Key comments raised: Water vole populations fairly stable in Dorset, therefore comment made regarding decline needs to be amended.

Response and key modifications: Rephrased as suggested (2.20).

Rolling Farmland

Key comments raised: Several comments on this section querying statement that food had become cheaper, seeking mention of Government targets for farmland birds and requesting rephrasing of final paragraph as unclear.

Response and key modifications: Statement about food being cheaper removed and section rephrased. Farmland bird targets mentioned and final paragraph rephrased (2.30).

Chapter 4. Dorset’s Landscape Character

Background

Key comments raised: The use of Countryside Character could be better explained and should relate to other landscape assessments.

Response and key modifications: Section added (3.3) to explain the scope of Countryside Character and how this relates to more detailed local studies, including an AONB assessment soon to be completed.

Key comments raised: The physical evolution of the scenery has been missed out.

Response and key modifications: Section (3.9) included to explain how the landscape has evolved to form the landscape character of today.

Key comments raised: Trends sections for each character are weak on evidence and data and should be substantiated where possible.

Response and key modifications: Where AONB data is available; trends sections have been detailed with statistics (1990-998) regarding land use change and type, changes in farm types with associated impacts on the landscape. Paragraph (3.8) expanded to detail the use and limitations of the data.

Key comments raised: Increasing development and agriculture change puts greater pressure on the landscape than tourism and recreation and should be better reflected within the ‘trends’ sections.
Response and key modifications: Trends sections redrafted to include changes and issues relating to development and agriculture where they are particularly apparent within each character area.

Chapter 5: Policy Framework

5.2 Landscape

Background 

Key comments raised: Several paragraphs at the beginning are confusing with unclear terminology.

Response and key modifications: Where possible, ‘natural beauty’ has replaced ‘landscape beauty’ and technical terminology such as ‘landscape sensitivity’ and ‘capacity’ have been kept to minimum. Paragraph (5.2) added to explain the relationship of the landscape policy framework to the subsequent chapters.

Our changing landscape

Key comments raised: Emphasise the focus of the document being on the AONB and related pressures on it.

Response and key modifications: Section (5.2.8) expanded to detail all drivers and change and associated landscape pressures and background section details importance of landscape and the links to individual qualities and activities (subsequent chapters).
Key comments raised: The role of agriculture needs greater recognition in shaping the landscape.

Response and key modifications: Section (5.2.8) expanded to detail role of agricultural and impacts of change and associated landscape pressures.

Key Issues

Key comments raised: No reference to the lack of quality and appearance of grasslands.

Response and key modifications: Issue included to detail the loss of natural colours and textures of grasslands through fertilizer use (5.2.9).

Key comments raised: Parkland landscapes are an intrinsic feature of the landscape and are often not protected.

Response and key modifications: Issue included to detail the loss of parklands and associated features (5.2.9) with policy addition in Historic Environment chapter (5.5.12).

Key comments raised: The growing of bio-fuels could potentially change the landscape appearance and has not been mentioned.

Response and key modifications: Issue included to detail the potential landscape change through the growing of bio-fuels (5.2.9).

Key comments raised: No reference to potential change of CAP and how this will affect the landscape.

Response and key modifications: Issue included to detail the potential landscape changes of some areas becoming more intensively farmed and some areas becoming more extensive (5.5.9).

Policy Framework 

Key comments raised: The landscape policy framework ignores the economic importance of industry, historic landscapes and the impact of new development.

Response and key modifications: The subsequent chapters include policies on economic activity, historic landscapes and development within a landscape context. The Policy Framework has been redrafted to incorporate general policy framework comments (see section 3.3). This includes additional policies on tranquillity, views, climate change and boundary features.

5.3
Biodiversity


Key opportunities

Key comments raised: The development and implementation of the Dorset BAP is the key opportunity for the Dorset AONB 

Response and key modifications: Included within opportunities section (5.3.13) and reflected in policy framework (5.3.17).
Current activity

Key comments raised: ‘Management’ and ‘Monitoring & Recording’ sections are weak 

Response summary: more detailed data and information included where possible 
Policy Framework 

Key comments raised: see section 3.3

Response and key modifications: Policies amended and added to include climate change, coastal  & marine issues, working with landowners and supporting the BAP (5.3.17)
5.4
Historic Environment

Background

Key comments raised: No reference to the importance of Sylvan landscapes and features. 

Response and key modifications: Paragraph (5.5.2) included to detail the cultural importance of sylvan landscape and features with the loss of parkland, hedgerows and pollards included in issues section. Policy also included on promoting the effective management of non-protected landscapes and features.
Key comments raised: Include more data on the historic resource.

Response and key modifications: Data included (5.5.3) on the number of SAMS, Conservation Area, Listed Buildings and registered parkland.
Historical development of the AONB landscape

Key comments raised: Timeline is erroneous in places with incorrect use of dates and periods.

Response and key modifications: Timeline redrafted (5.5.4) to include development of the landscape to include the periods:

· Neolithic BC 4000 – BC 2400

· Bronze Age BC 2399 – BC 701

· Iron Age BC 700 – AD 42

· Roman AD 43 – AD 409

· Saxon AD 410 – AD 1065

· Medieval AD 1066 – AD1499

· Post Medieval AD 1500 – AD 1799

· Industrial AD 1800 – AD 1913

· Post Industrial AD 1914 – AD1945

· Post War Ad 1945 - present
Key issues

Key comments raised:

No reference to the continued destruction of archeological remains through ploughing.

Response and key modifications:

Issues included (5.5.8) to highlight the deficiencies in the designation class system and associated loss of some remains.

Current Activity

Key comments raised:

No reference to proposed agri-environment schemes changes.

Response and key modifications:

Paragraph included detailing the role of agri- environment schemes in managing the historic environment and outlined in opportunities section (5.5.9).

5.5
Earth Heritage

Background

Key comments raised: Lack of coastal & marine consideration

Response and key modifications: The Heritage Coast designation is explained (5.4.4) and coastal management plans included in related strategies (Landscape)
Key opportunities 

Key comments raised: Greater emphasis needed on the links between AONB and WHS management.

Response and key modifications: Detailed within opportunities section (5.4.9) through closer partnership level working and integrated actions within the action plan

5.6
Built Environment

Background

Key comments raised: Lack of data on the built environment.

Response and key modifications: Statistics included (5.6.5) on the number of Conservation Areas and Listed Buildings.
Key comments raised:  Dorset is a transitional zone between several distinct thatching and styles.

Response and key modifications: Paragraph (5.6.4) included detailing various thatching styles within Dorset.
Current Trends

Key comments raised:

Refer to current Brownfield development in reducing pressure on Greenfield sites.

Response and key modifications:

Paragraph (5.6.12) included to detail the percentage of brown field development in the county in helping to protect undeveloped landscapes.
Key opportunities

Key comments raised: Mention changes in the planning system

Response and key modifications:

5.6.14 includes opportunities from changing permitted development rights, the introduction of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local Development Frameworks.
Key comments raised: West Dorset 2000 should have greater weight as a document to be used and developed within the AONB management process
Response and key modifications: Included within opportunities (5.6.14) and within the landscape chapter (5.2.10)

5.7
Farming and Agriculture

Background
Key comments raised: Include more data on recent changes to the farming industry.

Response and key modifications: Statistics and references to BSE, Foot & Mouth and the decline within the livestock sector detailed (5.7.4).
Key comments raised: the importance of food production should be made clearer and its relationship to public confidence.

Response and key modifications: paragraph (5.7.4) included detailing the strategic role of food production in managing landscape and the environment whilst recent issues (BSE etc) have dented public confidence.
Key comments raised: a lack of reference to the GM crops and how this may affect the AONB.

Response and key modifications: paragraph (5.7.15) included to explain the ongoing process adopted by the government to develop a national policy on the suitability of growing GM crops which along with individual landowners desire will determine the growing of crops within the AONB. Also included as an issue. 
Current Trends

Key comments raised: emphasis the decline of the livestock sector and its impact on the landscape.

Response and key modifications: sentence (5.7.10) included to detail the loss of chalk downland through arable conversion and the economic decline of the mixed farming sector.

Key comments raised: greater detail required on the restructuring taking place in agriculture and its associated affects on the AONB.

Response and key modifications: paragraph (5.7.12) reworded to detail the increases in smallholdings and the growth of larger commercial farms.
Key Issues

Key comments raised: mention potential changes to the landscape as a result of bio fuel production.

Response and key modifications: issue included on the lack of an agreed strategy on the strengths and weaknesses of growing bio corps (5.7.15).

Key Opportunities

Key comments raised: the pending CAP reforms will potentially bring greater opportunity for the management of the landscape with bio-fuel production bringing potential economic and sustainability benefits. 

Response and key modifications: Opportunities (5.7.16) included on the extra incentive offered through the new agri-environment schemes to managed the environment more sensitively and the potential benefits of bio-fuel production.
Current Activity 

Key comments raised: Section needs developing to include all current activity
Response and key modifications: section (5.7.17) expanded to include current review of agri-environment schemes, the advisory services available to the agricultural industry, and the development of a Regional Renewable Strategy.
Policy Framework

Key comments raised: see 3.3

Response and key modifications: additional or policy amendments regarding the provision of information, supporting whole farm plans, supporting food production, opportunities for energy production and discouraging farm waste.
5.8 
Trees, Woodlands and Forestry

Background
Key comments raised: emphasise the importance of supporting present woodlands and the need to manage existing woods for biodiversity and wider social benefits to increase revenue to support sustainable management.

Response and key modifications: Existing paragraphs (5.8.3/4/7) expanded to detail the need for improved integrated management of woodlands to provide greater social, economic and environmental benefits.


Current Trends

Key comments raised: Include information on the removal of conifers through heathland restoration, the need to restore ancient semi-natural woodlands and the importance of small-scale hardwood production in Dorset.


Response and key modifications: Statements (5.8 10-13) added on each topic as above.

Key Issues

Key comments raised: Include issues on national loss of ancient woodland, decline in skill base, high cost of hedgerow management, lack of local sourcing of timber, inappropriate planting of trees, poor communication between game management and forestry m management and the lack of consideration of woodland management and planting with regard to climate change.


Response and key modifications: amended as above to include all issues (5.8.14).
Current Activity

Key comments raised: Include references to regional strategies, Forestry Commission accreditation scheme, woodland grant schemes and current schemes that can act as models for innovation.
Response and key modifications: Bullet points (5.8.16) added to include all current activity as outlined above.
Policy Framework

Key comments raised: see 3.3
Response and key modifications: Policies amended or added on a woodland programme, enhancing landscape character, restoring semi-natural woodlands, developing timber markets and idenitifiying training/skill requirements.
5.9
Access and Recreation

Background

Key comments raised: Economic benefits to rural economy and impact on the countryside by users not sufficiently emphasised. Differing opinions about the extent that the Countryside & Rights of Way Act 2000 will increase open access land provision in Dorset. Cycling and health benefits of recreation insufficiently emphasised. Cycling and walking are important elements of an integrated transport system. Unclear as to meanings of “theme park” and “Lack of variety and integration of provision of countryside access and recreation” references. Lack of data

Response and key modifications: The majority of these points have been addressed in the editing of this section (5.9.1-16), however there is no AONB specific data which would add to this section.  Lack of AONB specific data for use is common throughout many sections of this document.  South West Coast Path economic data has been quoted to provide some information and to answer first bullet point. Cycling and walking, in relation to sustainable and integrated transport, are also included within the Transport section at 5.11.13.

Key Opportunities and Current Activity

Key comments raised: Omission of assistance from Agri-Environment Schemes for Permissive Paths. Living Spaces Programme omitted. Environmental and economic benefit of traditional country sports omitted. More recognition and support for forthcoming Rights of Way Improvement Plans. Current Activity section poor

Modifications: Additions made to text (5.9.17-18) to incorporate these points and Current Activity section increased.

Policy Framework

Key comments raised: see 3.3
Response and key modifications: all policies amended or added as per comments
5.10
Tourism

Background

Key comments raised: Need to emphasise that the landscape in scale & diversity underpins the tourism industry more.

Response and key modifications: Rewrite first paragraph (5.10.1).

Key comments raised: Clarify role of tourism industry to rural economy.

Response and key modifications: Rewrite paragraph (5.10.4)

Key issues

Key comments raised: Some issues worded in the negative or ambiguous.

Response and key modification: Several issues reworded (5.10.10).

Key opportunities

Key comments raised: Niche tourism in the form of wildlife, walking, easy access breaks is an appropriate form of sustainable tourism in the AONB; link between tourism & environmental tourism should be strengthened likewise.

Response and key modifications: Added to list of key opportunities (5.10.11) and in T8.
Current activity
Key comments raised: Linkages between current active organisations could be emphasised.

Response and key modification: Linkages emphasised in text (5.10.13) and in T7.
Policy Framework

Key comments raised: see 3.3
Response and key modifications: Policies amended or added on reducing landscape impact of tourism, working with Market Towns and developing sensitive and sustainable tourism.
5.11    Transport

Background

Key comments raised: Explanation required for  “with no motorway and limited dual carriageway” and “share road space” to avoid misinterpretation. 5.11.3 portray a very negative picture of transport situation in Dorset.

Response and key modification: First paragraph re-written to better reflect and explain context of comments and major influence of transport environmentally, socially, and economically in rural areas. The figures quoted confirm that public transport is poor in rural areas, however some lightening of tone has been added at 5.11.1 and 5.11.3 and at 5.12. As well as an increase in examples of current activity. Additional data added wherever possible in answer to general comment on plan re spatial analysis, although difficulties of lack of Dorset AONB specific information preclude greater input.

Current Trends

Key comments raised: Negative impact of car parking identified as “Key Issue” but not clarified. There are a number of areas where there is failure to take account of current development strategies where they could assist with the achievement of policy objectives e.g. Health Improvement Plans, Education & Training.

Response and key modification: Additional clarification of first two points included and related strategies added in relevant sections (5.11.8).

Key Issues

Key comments raised: Uncertainty about origin of issues 

Response and key modification: The wide consultation process and opportunities for input is already detailed in  “Developing the Management Plan” but mention of the consultation process has been added here to emphasise this point. Initial scoping exercise (1.14) included research using a wide range of material including Parish Transport Appraisals and studies, however limited space precluded all documents from early work to be listed.

Key Opportunities and Current Activity

Key comments raised: That Key Opportunities and Current Activity sections did not fairly reflect the current situation. Insufficient emphasis given to cycling as an important element of an integrated transport system. The section on Road Development, with particular mention of the proposed Weymouth Relief Road, is particularly weak

Response and key modification: Both sections have been edited to incorporate additional information and emphasis. The section on Road Development and the Weymouth Relief Road has been significant throughout the management plan consultation as a highly sensitive issue. Members of the AONB Partnership Board individually hold different views on this issue and a number of individuals and organisations have requested a firm policy lead from the AONB Plan. The primary purpose of AONB designation (Countryside & Rights of Way Act 2000) is “to conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the landscape”.  In addressing transport issues within the Dorset AONB, the main aim must therefore be to reduce the negative impacts on the environment and landscapes. This particular section has been re-written and also notes that the AONB Partnership will comment upon potential landscape and heritage impacts as part of the environmental impact assessment.

Related Policies and Strategies

Response and key modification: Related strategies added as noted in Current Trends (5.11.15).

5.12
People, Jobs and Services

Background

Key comments raised: Need to emphasise relationship of social & economic issues to the landscape & natural beauty of the AONB.

Response and key modifications: Rewritten to substantiate above (5.12.10).

Key comments raised: Need for further statistics to support issues & assumptions made and further analysis.

Response and key modifications: Statistics added where available but limited at current time.

Key opportunities

Key comments raised: Need further emphasis on opportunities for social enterprise and rural jobs generation.

Response and key modifications: Further bullet points added.

Policy framework 

Key comments raised: Does not cover employment and social enterprise adequately.

Response and key modifications: Amended PJS6 & 7.

Key comments raised: Health agenda omitted in policy framework.

Response and key modifications: Amended PJS9

Key comments raised: No action for affordable housing

Response and key modifications: Included in Build Environment section (5.6).

5.13 Managing Natural Resources

Water Resources

Key comments raised: Increases in development will lead to further demand for water resources.
Response and key modifications: Sentence (5.13.18) included on the importance of the need to take into account the affect of increases in development on water resources and the need for planning authorities to take this into account.
Current Trends

Key comments raised: As water use is increasing, there is a greater need to promote efficiency with soil erosion also affecting water quality. 

Response and key modifications: paragraphs (5.13.24-5)added to include the trends of increasing water use and the effects of soil erosion on water courses.
Key Issues
Key comments raised: The reference to agricultural intensification and associated increases in farm waste requires more detail.

Response and key modifications: Issue (5.13.26) reworded to emphasise the effects of waste produced from the livestock sector and the difficulties in recycling farm waste.
Current Activity

Key comments raised: No section at present
Response and key modifications: Section (5.13.28) added to include current activity in minerals planning, waste management planning, water management and soil management through agri-environment schemes
Policy Framework

Key comments raised: see 3.3
Response and key modifications: Policies amended or added on natural beauty as a resource, determining landscape tolerance, wind farms and turbines, integrated resource planning and best fit options for AONB renewable energy production.


5.14 Cross – Cutting Issues and Themes

Key comments raised: Cross cutting issues are internal / process orientated and excludes environmentally focused issues such as climate change, renewable energy and telecommunication infrastructure.


Response and key modifications: After consideration of the comments made, it was decided that the cross cutting themes and issues related strongly to delivery and were therefore better placed in the Implementation chapter. They provide a framework linking strongly to the core functions of the AONB unit and establish guiding principles and tasks to be addressed through the action plan. Issues such as climate change, whilst cross cutting in some respects, had been better addressed elsewhere in the plan and were therefore not included.

Chapter 6. Achieving the Vision – Implementation

The Dorset AONB Action Plan

Key Modifications: The draft Management Plan did not have an action plan. A section of text has been added to the Revised Plan describing how the action plan has been developed. This updates and replaces the original text relating to action plan development.

Implementation

Key comments raised: The role of development planning in implementation required greater explanation and the need to collaborate with adjacent AONBs.

Response and key modifications: Paragraphs on planning and collaboration with other AONBs have been added as suggested.

Chapter 7. Monitoring and Evaluation

Key comments raised: Further work needed to establish condition indicators and a monitoring framework, though statutory consultees acknowledged the difficulties AONBs have faced with this area of work.

Response and key modifications: This section has been fully rewritten to reflect the outcomes of a Regional study on condition indicators for AONBs in the South West. A core set of indicators is given and suggestions for additional local indicators to be investigated. The development of this work is also included in the action plan.

