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_Key:

Likely to have a positive impact

S

Likely to have no/neutral impact

m 1 Likely to have a negative impact

Mixed /uncertain impact

+[-

14. To reduce road traffic (especially private
cars and freight), traffic congestion and improve
safety, health and air quality by reducing the
need to travel, especially by car

+/-

13. Promote a healthy Park wide economy

12. Encourage better access to a range of local
centres, services and amenities

I'l. To help meet local need for housing

10. Promote good governance

9. To promote access for all

8. Increase understanding of the special qualities
of the Park by target groups, young people (14-
20 years); people from disadvantaged areas, with
disabilities and from ethnic minority
|_backsrounds

7. To achieve and promote sustainable land use
and built development

6. To develop a managed response of climate
change

5. To minimise the consumption of natural
resources

4. To protect and improve air, water and soil
quality and minimise noise and light pollution

3. To preserve, protect and enhance the
National Park’s historic and cultural
environment

+

+

2. To protect, enhance and improve
biodiversity, flora and fauna and geological
interests

+

|. To protect, maintain and enhance the
landscape and townscape of the National Park

+

in the

the rural economy (

iversifying

Iture and d

Agricu

Issue |

open countryside)

Option I.1

Retain current policy for agricultural diversification which

seeks to retain agriculture as the primary land use, but does not permit
the re-use of modern farm buildings for other uses, and does not

permit the inappropriate use of traditional farm buildings.

Allow more diversified economic uses in both modern

Option 1.2
and

promoting

for

uses

(including

farm  buildings
understanding and enjoyment of the NP), where they deliver

traditional

conservation and enhancement of the NP landscape and have an
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essential need to be on site (subject to strong environmental criteria,
informed by LCA).

Option I.1 This option could be beneficial to the environment (dependent on the nature of agricultural practices) as it seeks to protect the open countryside from the
negative effects of inappropriate use of farm buildings (that could lead to increasing visitor numbers, people living but not working in the Peak District, traffic, erosion,
visual intrusion, effects on tranquillity). However, restricting the use of agricultural buildings may prevent more diverse uses of farm buildings including for housing and
non agriculture related employment with potential negative impacts on the local economy and population. In addition, restrictions on diversification in light of a further
decline in farm incomes may result in negative effects on the local economy, with the possible abandonment of buildings or over intensification of agricultural practices.
Further negative impacts could result in terms of developing a managed response to climate change through buildings not being re-used and if local people continue to
travel outside the National Park for employment and services. (Policy wording should clarify what constitutes inappropriate use of traditional buildings.)

Option 1.2 This option is more flexible and could generate some positive effects on SA objectives and allow diversification in line with National Park purposes to
adapt to changing economic circumstances (visitor numbers should be controlled/not allowed to escalate to detrimental levels, affecting tranquillity, exacerbating
erosion etc). Policy wording should include the need to demonstrate that a location within the National Park was essential for the type of enterprise proposed (defining
what qualifies as having an ‘essential need’ to be on site), and beneficial to the local community, as well as the impact of adjacent communities, viability of adjacent
businesses and vehicular movements is considered.

Issue 2: Provision of employment land |
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Option 2.1: Allocate more employment sites in case demand rises.
0 0 0 0 + +/-
Option 2.2: Safeguard existing employment sites and not bring any
more forward, on the basis that we don’t foresee a sudden surge in 0 0 0 +/- | +/- +
demand.
Option 2.3: Allow changes of use on existing (employment?) sites,
possibly losing employment sites to housing. 0 0 0 0 0 0 + 0 0 0 + + | +/- +/-
Option 2.4: (New option suggested in consultation) — Review existing
employment sites, identify new sites in accessible locations with
appropriate (sustainable) travel policies, and propose other uses for - | A | H- | H- | -+ + 0 0 0 + + + +

sites that are not needed.

Option 2.1: This option would allow flexibility should economic circumstances change in the future, e.g. increasing demand for employment and scores well against the

economic objective. This option could lead to high levels of employment-led development, conflicting with objectives that seek to meet local needs for housing

(sterilising land from other uses) and those that seek to protect and enhance the natural environment. The policy makes no reference to the nature of the employment
sites to be allocated, to what sector they apply (and whether it is necessary for that type of industry to be located within a National Park) or whether they would
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benefit the local population. If jobs were focussed on the local community this may reduce out commuting, however an increase in employment sites may increase
traffic movements overall.

Option 2.2: This option should ensure suitable sites are retained for employment use in the face of pressure for other development e.g. housing, but may require
some flexibility to accommodate changing economic circumstances in the future. Should demand increase, existing sites may not be sufficient or in the most sustainable
or suitable locations in relation to need.

Option 2.3: This option scores well against objectives relating to sustainable land use as it could accommodate mixed use development, offering opportunities for
supporting live/work units on some existing small sites where these are compatible with the settlement strategy. This option also has the flexibility to allow a change of
land use where existing employment sites are not attracting sufficient levels of business/being sufficiently utilised. However, the local economy could suffer if competing
land uses reduce the amount of employment land available, although mixed use development could facilitate economic development. The wording also needs
clarification as to what is meant by ‘existing sites’, should this read ‘employment sites’?

Option 2.4: This option scores well against objectives relating to the local economy, developing a managed response to climate change and reducing traffic. (It would
have positive impacts on reducing road traffic as long as ‘appropriate travel policies’ included reference to frequent public transport services etc). Siting development in
accessible locations, where appropriate public transport provision is in place will reduce the need to travel by car, with positive impacts on reducing traffic, the
consumption of natural resources and hence in managing greenhouse gas emissions. However identifying new sites may have a negative effect on natural resources and
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the environment. This option would be strengthened by changing the wording from ‘appropriate travel policies’ to something that more actively promotes sustainable
travel for example ‘to reduce vehicle trip generation and promote sustainable transport.’

Issue 3: Spatial distribution of employment sites (within
settlements)

Option 3.1: Retain the possibility for employment development
across all settlements (depending on agreed settlement policy).

Option 3.2: Limit the spread of new employment development to just
Bakewell, or Bakewell and the larger settlements. - | - | H-| H- | -] O + 0 0 0 0

Option 3.3: (new option suggested in consultation) — Limit the spread
of new employment sites to areas with access to sustainable forms of - H- | - | A -+ + 0 0 0 0 + | +- +
transport.

Option 3.1: This option could help generate some positive effects on sustainability where brownfield sites are chosen close to settlements and public transport routes,
but conversely negative impacts could result from new development on greenfield land and the potential increases in vehicular movements (with detrimental impacts on
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objectives relating to landscape and the natural environment). The agreed settlement policy would need to ensure that sufficient provision is also made for the
allocation of housing to meet local needs (including affordable housing) in order to reduce travel to work distances.

Option 3.2: Although focusing development in larger settlements, where transport infrastructure (including public transport) is generally well developed will have
benefits in terms of sustainability objectives, this option would further limit employment opportunities in the other/smaller settlements, and could increase out
commuting from the National Park (with negative impacts on road traffic and the emission of GHGs and increase traffic congestion around these larger settlements).
This option may still have detrimental impacts on objectives relating to landscape and the natural environment, in particular within and around Bakewell and the larger
settlements depending on the individual sites chosen.

Option 3.3: This option is likely to limit employment provision to larger settlements which have greater access to sustainable forms of transport. Although this is likely
to be beneficial in terms of reducing traffic and the sustainable use of land, this option could have negative impacts on economic objectives, limiting employment
opportunities in the other/smaller settlements, and on objectives relating to landscape and the natural environment. However, positive economic benefits could be seen
with employment sites having good links to public transport pulling in economic development from outside the national park.This option has the potential to have
uncertain mixed effects on the natural environment depending on the individual sites chosen.

Issue 4: Provision of new tourist facilities, or facilities aimed at
promoting the understanding of the National Park.
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Option 4.1: No new sites identified with scope for delivery within
recreation zone criteria. + + + + + +

Option 4.2: New sites identified in accordance with recreation zones
and settlement strategy and linked to sustainable gateways or hubs. - - | - | H- | H-

Option 4.3: (new option suggested in consultation) - No new major
tourism or recreational facilities in view of potential traffic impact & + + + + + +
environmental decline.

Option 4.1: This option would restrict the development of tourism and the economic benéefits it brings (in terms of employment opportunities, amenities and
transport infrastructure) but is likely to support environmental objectives by reducing the strain of increasing visitor numbers and development on the landscape and
natural environment within the Park. The wording of this option is not very clear and could be clarified.

Option 4.2: This option would allow consideration of the most suitable and sustainable locations for new facilities, being linked to settlement and accessibility criteria.
This flexibility means the effects are likely to be mixed / uncertain depending on the nature of the sites developed. Promoting tourism may bring economic and social
benefits such as new employment opportunities, amenities and transport infrastructure, however, an increase in visitors may also put further strain on the availability of
affordable housing, an increase in traffic (and consequently greenhouse gas emission and air pollution), an increase in waste produced and put pressure on water
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resources. The environmental capacity of identified sites would have to be carefully considered to ensure tourism is not developed to the detriment of landscape,
biodiversity and nature conservation (an increase in visitors may negatively affect tranquillity and may start to encroach on landscape value if facilities are not in keeping
with local character and not designed and constructed with the environment in mind). The historic environment could also potentially benefit from the increased
investment tourists bring if adequately protected and conserved. Developing new tourism sites may take pressure off existing sites that have exceeded their
environmental limits, having a positive overall effect on traffic congestion and the environment. This option would be greatly strengthened if the wording sought to
identify new recreational sites in accordance with their environmental limits.

Option 4.3: This option is supportive of objectives relating to the environment, but may have mixed negative impacts on economic objectives and those promoting
understanding of the special qualities of the Park, as tourism contributes significantly to the local economy in terms of income, employment and service provision,
although smaller-scale attractions would be permitted under this option, which would ensure some benefits of tourism could occur. Also there is the potential that with
no option for additional facilities, existing facilities may exceed their environmental limits causing harm to the environment.

With all of the above options, clarification and more detail should be given as to the type of tourism development to be encouraged. Increases in recreational usage of
the Park will need to be balanced with biodiversity considerations, since uncontrolled activities can lead to the erosion or damage of natural habitats and disturbance to
sensitive species. Appropriate use of fencing to restrict the public to clearly defined paths, the carefully selected location of facilities to enhance biodiversity and the
provision of information boards can help to avoid these issues. Any new development should be in keeping with the local landscape character. Ecotourism initiatives and
the adoption of green tourism standards should be encouraged e.g. the Green Tourism Business Standard.
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I4. To reduce road traffic (especially private
cars and freight), traffic congestion and improve
safety, health and air quality by reducing the
need to travel, especially by car

+/-

+/-
+

I3. Promote a healthy Park wide economy

+/-

+/-

12. Encourage better access to a range of local
centres, services and amenities

I'l. To help meet local need for housing

10. Promote good governance

9. To promote access for all

8. Increase understanding of the special qualities
of the Park by target groups, young people (14-
20 years); people from disadvantaged areas, with
disabilities and from ethnic minority
|_backsrounds

7. To achieve and promote sustainable land use
and built development

6. To develop a managed response of climate
change

5. To minimise the consumption of natural
resources

4. To protect and improve air, water and soil
quality and minimise noise and light pollution

3. To preserve, protect and enhance the
National Park’s historic and cultural

i t
m. _o protect, enhance and improve

biodiversity, flora and fauna and geological
|_interests

I. To protect, maintain and enhance the
landscape and townscape of the National Park

ion

holiday accommodati

ing

d and self-cater
No new build accommodation but scope via extension or

Service

Issue 5

Option 5.1

improvement of existing accommodation and by conversion of

traditional buildings outside settlements.

Favour conversions outside designated settlements, and

Option 5.2

allow some new build in Bakewell. Put Section 106 agreements on
holiday homes to control use and external appearance in sensitive

locations.

Permit new build development in Bakewell and other

Option 5.3

(new option suggested in consultation) — No new build

larger settlements such as Tideswell & Hathersage, with scope for

conversions inside and outside settlements.

Option 5.4
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serviced holiday accommodation unless replacing existing (holiday?)
accommodation, because of potential traffic impact & environmental
decline.

Option 5.1: This option would restrict opportunities to increase accommodation (and the range of accommodation) for staying visitors, particularly hotel
development, which could negatively impact the local economy, although improving the quality of existing accommodation may have beneficial impacts. Conversion of
existing buildings to holiday accommodation would have to be restricted to ensure adequate provision of other housing to meet local needs (particularly smaller
properties). This option could potentially benefit the historic environment in terms of the increased investment tourists bring and if old traditional buildings are
adequately protected and conserved during conversion (securing the fabric of traditional buildings).

Option 5.2: This option would allow for impacts of conversions/new build to be controlled through S106 agreements thus limiting negative visual impacts on the
landscape and townscape character and ensuring high quality design standards. However, new developments may have a negative impact on other aspects of natural

resources, the environment and climate change, depending on the individual sites chosen.

Option 5.3: This option may promote tourist accommodation to the detriment of residential or other economic uses, on related objectives. Sustainability criteria
should be added to this option.

Option 5.4: This option would restrict the development of tourism and hence the economic benefits that relate to tourism but would have positive effects on some
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parts of the environment and reduce pressure on local housing needs through conversion of homes to holiday homes. The word *holiday’ should be inserted to avoid
confusion as to the type of accommodation being replaced. Sustainability criteria would also help remove uncertainty and mixed effects from the consumption of natural
resources etc.

With all of the above options, the inclusion of reference to sustainable building practices, materials and siting would increase the sustainability of the policies in relation
to conversions of existing buildings and the provision of new builds. All options relating to the provision of holiday accommodation should be linked to those relating to
the provision of housing. Increasing visitor numbers, encouraged by the increasing availability of holiday accommodation may bring economic and social benefits such as
new employment opportunities, amenities and transport infrastructure, however, an increase in visitors may also put further strain on the availability of affordable
housing for local people, an increase in traffic (and consequently greenhouse gas emission and air pollution), an increase in waste produced and put pressure on water
resources.

Issue 6: Caravans and camping

Option 6.1: Only permit small scale caravan & camping sites. + + + + + 0 + 0 0 0 0 0 | +/- 0
Op.tion 6.2: Permit larger scale fa.cilities and Rermanent chalets & + + + + 0 0 0 0 + +
static caravans where they can be integrated without harm to the
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valued characteristics of the NP _

Option 6.1: This option would allow some further provision of camping and caravan sites, without significant negative impacts to the landscape, the ecological

sensitivity of the area, and the poor and restricted road access in many areas. Although there would be some economic benefit, smaller sites may not be able to meet

the demands of many holiday makers.

Option 6.2: Large scale permanent facilities are likely to be associated with increased private car use and increased visitor pressure on landscape/biodiversity and visual
ing
visitor numbers, encouraged by the increasing availability of holiday accommodation may bring economic and social benefits such as new employment opportunities,

intrusion, which would conflict with the Park’s designation therefore it is vital that ‘without harm to the valued characteristics of the NP’ is adhered to. Increas

amenities and transport infrastructure, however, an increase in visitors may also put further strain on the availability of affordable housing, an increase in traffic
consequently greenhouse gas emission and air pollution).

(and




