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Civic Centre
Maltravers Road
Littlehampton
West Sussex
BN17 5LF
Tel: (01903 737500)
Fax: (01903) 730442
DX: 57406 Littlehampton
Minicom: 01903 732765
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Committee Manager: Carrie O’Connor (Ext 37614)
18 February 2016
LOCAL PLAN SUBCOMMITTEE

A meeting of the Local Plan Subcommittee will be held in the Council Chamber, Bognor
Regis Town Hall, Clarence Road, Bognor Regis on Tuesday 1 March 2016 at 6.00
p.m. and you are requested to attend.

Members:

Councillors Mrs Maconachie(Chairman), R Bower (Vice-Chairman), Ambler,
Mrs Ayres, Bicknell, Brooks, Mrs Brown, Chapman, Charles, Mrs hall,
Haymes, Hughes, Oppler and Mrs Stainton.
AGENDA

1.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

2.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Members and Officers are reminded to make any declaration of personal and/or
prejudicial/pecuniary interests that they may have in relation to items on this agenda.
You should declare your interest by stating:
a)
the item you have the interest in
b)
whether it is a personal interest and the nature of the interest
c)
whether it is also a prejudicial/pecuniary interest
d)
if it is a prejudicial/pecuniary interest, whether you will be exercising your
right to speak under the normal procedure rules applicable to the
Committee
You then need to re-declare your prejudicial/pecuniary interest at the
commencement of the item or when the interest becomes apparent.

3

MINUTES
To approve as a correct record the Minutes of the meeting held on 9 December
2015 (attached).
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4

ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA WHICH THE CHAIRMAN OF THE MEETING IS OF
THE OPINION SHOULD BE CONSIDERED AS A MATTER OF URGENCY BY
REASON OF SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES

5

PLANNING INSPECTORS' CONCLUSIONS ON OBJECTIVELY ASSESSED
HOUSING NEEDS
Following the Hearing on 14th January the Inspectors have reported on their
conclusions on the appropriate Objectively Assessed Need for market and
affordable housing (OAN) to incorporate into the preparation of draft Main
Modifications to the submitted Arun Local Plan

6

ARUN HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT LAND AVAILABILITY ASSESSMENT
This report presents the assessment of new sites which have been submitted
through the Council’s Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA)
‘call for sites’ process, for noting. It also details further work related to the HELAA for
noting.

7

CONSULTATION RESPONSES TO OTHER LOCAL AUTHORITY LOCAL PLANS
(DUTY TO CO-OPERATE)
This report presents the officer responses to the following consultations:
•
•

8

Chichester District Council: Site Allocation: Preferred Approach.
Development Plan Document. 2014 -2019.
Chichester District Council: Proposed amendment to Planning Obligations
and Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)

GYPSY & TRAVELLER & TRAVELLING SHOW PEOPLE SITES ASSESSMENT
METHODOLOGY
This report presents the proposed methodology for assessing potential Gypsy and
Traveller and Travelling Show people sites to meet the need for pitches as identified
in the Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment study (Published in 2013
and updated in May 2015).

Note: *Indicates report is attached for all Members of the Subcommittee only and the press
(excluding exempt items). Reports can be accessed through the Council’s website
at www.arun.gov.uk
Members are also reminded that if they have any detailed questions, would they
please inform the Chairman and/or relevant Lead Officer in advance of the meeting.
Local Plan subcommittee
Local Plan subcommittee 1st March 2016
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LOCAL PLAN SUBCOMMITTEE
9 December 2015 at 6.00 p.m.

Present :

Councillors Mrs Maconachie (Chairman), Bower (ViceChairman), Ambler, Brooks, Mrs Brown, Chapman, Mrs Hall,
Haymes, Hughes, Oppler and Mrs Stainton).

Councillors Elkins and Maconachie were also in attendance at
the meeting.

20.

Apologies for Absence

Apologies for absence had been received from Councillor Mrs Ayres,
Bicknell and Charles.
21.

Declarations of Interest

The Monitoring Officer has advised Members of interim arrangements
to follow when making declarations of interest. They have been advised that
for the reasons explained below, they should make their declarations on the
same basis as the former Code of Conduct using the descriptions of Personal
and Prejudicial Interests.




Reasons
The Council has adopted the government’s example for a new local
code of conduct, but new policies and procedures relating to the new
local code are yet to be considered and adopted.
Members have not yet been trained on the provisions of the new local
code of conduct.
The definition of Pecuniary Interests is narrower than the definition of
Prejudicial Interests so, by declaring a matter as a Prejudicial Interest,
that will cover the requirement to declare a Pecuniary Interest in the
same matter.
There were no declarations of interest made.

22.

Minutes

The Minutes of the meeting held on 20 October 2015 were approved
by the Subcommittee and signed by the Chairman as a correct record.
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23.

Arun Local Plan Mid-Examination Consultation 2015 – Objectively
Assessed Housing Need

The Chairman welcomed to the meeting Mr Philip James in his role as
Interim Planning Policy Team Leader during the absence of Kathryn Banks.
Mr James was delighted to be able to inform the Subcommittee that Kathryn
had had a little boy and mother and baby were doing well – Members
extended their congratulations and best wishes to the family.
The Planning Policy Team Leader presented a report to the
Subcommittee which detailed responses to the Arun Local Plan MidExamination Consultation 2015 on Objectively Assessed Housing Need
(OAN) which was a requirement that had come from the Local Plan Inspector.
It was quite clear that the Council was now in a position where it had to rely
on those published demographics and that the current housing figure of 758
homes per year might not be the final figure the Council would have to meet.
In the course of discussion, it was highlighted that the Local Plan
Inspector, Mr Roy Foster, would be retiring at the end of December 2015 and
that Mr Jonathan Bore would be taking over. The Subcommittee extended its
best wishes to Mr Foster and wished him a long and happy retirement.
Following consideration, the Subcommittee noted the report and the
responses sent.
24.

Felpham Conservation Area Character Appraisal

The Subcommittee received a report from the Principal Conservation
Officer which was seeking approval to publish the Felpham Conservation
Area Character Appraisal for public consultation from 28 January 2016 to 10
March 2016.
Following a brief discussion whereby the Principal Conservation Officer
responded to Members’ questions regarding flint walls and existing policies,
the Subcommittee
RECOMMEND TO FULL COUNCIL - That
(1) the Felpham Conservation Area Character Appraisal be
published for a six week period of consultation; and
(1) the Felpham Conservation Area Character Appraisal be
sent to relevant conservation and local organisations for
information and comment.
25.

Consultation Response to South Downs National Park Local Plan
Preferred Options Consultation 2015 (Duty to Cooperate)

The Subcommittee received a report from the Interim Planning Policy
Team Leader which set out the officer response that had been submitted to
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the South Downs National Park Local Plan Preferred Options consultation
2015.
The Subcommittee made comment with regard to infrastructure; local
transport assessment; and Pagham Harbour and then noted the report and
the officer response to the consultation.
26.

Compliments of the Season

The Chairman extended the compliments of the season to Members,
officers and the member of the public in attendance at the meeting and
wished everyone well for 2016.

(The meeting concluded at 6.25 pm)
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
LOCAL PLAN SUB-COMMITTEE – 1 MARCH 2016

Subject:

Planning Inspectors’ Conclusions on Objectively Assessed
Housing Needs

Report by:

Philip James, Interim Team Leader, Planning Policy and
Conservation

Report date :

8th February 2015

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Following the Hearing on 14th January the Inspectors have reported on their
conclusions on the appropriate Objectively Assessed Need for market and
affordable housing (OAN) to incorporate into the preparation of draft Main
Modifications to the submitted Arun Local Plan

RECOMMENDATION
The following actions are recommended:
1. That the Local Plan Sub-Committee note the Inspectors’
conclusions.

1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

The Local Plan Sub-Committee, at the meeting on Wednesday 9
December, considered a report on the Arun Local Plan (ALP) Mid
Examination Consultation on Objectively Assessed Need - Market and
Affordable Housing.

1.2

The outcome of this consultation and conclusions had been passed to
the first Inspector, Mr. Roy Foster on 18th November 2015 in
accordance with the work programme agreed with the Council on 10th
September.

1.3

The Examination Hearings were resumed for one day on 14 th January
in front of Mr Foster and the new Inspector, Mr Jonathon Bore, and
their joint conclusions were issued to the council by letter on 2nd
February.
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1.4

Copies of the correspondence including the letter (ref. IDED18) are
available on the Examination Website – see link at the end of this
report.

2.

ISSUES

2.1

The Inspectors’ letter identifies the approach they have taken towards
setting their recommended OAN. This broadly endorses the method
which was used by the council’s consultants (G L Hearn) as consistent
with the approved DCLG methodology set out in National Planning
Practice Guidance. This starts with nationally published statistics and
then applies judgement to take into account a range of local factors
identified in guidance and good practice which may justify futher
adjustment to the published figure. Since more recent official
demographic information has been published since the G L Hearn
Study “Objectively Assessed Need for Housing: Arun District” March
2015 the Inspectors also wished to take these into account. This
required further adjustment to be made to the OAN of 758 houses per
annum recommended in the GL Hearn Study.

2.2

The Inspectors’ agreed with the view presented on behalf of the council
that the latest ONS mid-year estimates of population should be
considered and that vacancy rates were also relevant as local
demographic factors which may influence the DCLG published
statistics. The Inspectors disagreed with what the council presented as
an appropriate time period over which to project forward household
migration from past data preferring a longer time period to even out the
effects of the economic downturn post 2008. The Inspectors also
considered and placed different emphasis on how to interpret statistical
anomalies between the published data sources (known as
Unattributable Population Change – UPC) which they consider may be
attributed to increased international and regional migration including
from London. This has the effect of increasing the OAN.

2.3

Further information had been provided to the Hearing by the council as
a result of ongoing evidence base updates to ensure the examination is
looking at appropriately realistic employment/economic growth rates in
the district. The Inspectors noted that growth rate projections now
showed a lesser rate of increase (although still optimistic) and this was
accepted for the purpose of calculating OAN. Consequently the
Inspectors did not consider it was necessary to increase the OAN to
provide additional workforce. However, the Inspectors during the
hearing and in their letter emphasise that they will be looking in detail at
the “deliverability” of the council’s aspirations for future economic
expansion at Enterprise Bognor Regis and elsewhere.

2.4

Looking at affordability issues relating to house prices in Arun the
Inspectors did not feel it was appropriate to make further numerical
increases to the OAN in order to seek increase the supply of affordable
homes. They do suggest that the council consider dealing with market
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weaknesses by stipulating the mix of new housing types in new
development. This is a matter which officers will report on further to a
later meeting. In following this line of reasoning the Inspectors followed
the councils suggestions not to apply the uplift of some 10% which has
been recently applied in other areas which arguably have some
similarity (for example the Eastleigh Local Plan).
2.5

The Inspectors concluded that with these adjustments, and specifically
an increase of 25 hpa to provide for the 25-34 year age group, set an
appropriate total OAN for the council to follow through. This will be a
major input into the next stage of identifying the “housing requirement”
(plan target) which includes consideration of environmental contraints,
infrastructure needs, deliverability etc. The inspectors’ recommended
OAN is 845 dwellings per annum.

2.6

The Inspectors also gave some consideration of the issue of “unmet
need” from elsewhere in the strategic Housing Market Area since it is
apparent that projected need is not being fully met across the coastal
authorities sub-region. This is therefore flagged up as a matter for
further consideration at the resumed Examination. At the first instance
this higher OAN is a matter to be discussed positively and resolved
between the respective councils (under the Duty to Cooperate
provisions).

2.7

The Inspectors have also drawn attention again to the importance of
the process of identification of the most appropriate strategy for
meeting the “housing requirement” and to demonstrate that an open
minded approach has been applied. Members will recall from previous
briefings, this process includes the legal requirement to carry out a
“Sustainability Appraisal”. The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is a
systematic process which seeks to predict the social, environmental
and economic effects of implementing the Local Plan. Officers are
considering where, for the purpose of this testing, the range of
alternative plan target scenarios previously advised will need
amendment in the light of the higher OAN recommended by the
Inspector. A verbal update will be provided at the meeting.

2.8

The SA is important and helps to test the outcomes but does not in
itself set the housing requirement or the preferred strategy hence the
comments from the Inspectors in their paragraph 3.3.

3.

NEXT STEPS

3.1

It is important to reiterate, although Members will already be aware
from previous Sub Committee discussions and briefings, that the OAN
figure is “policy off” i.e it does not represent the actual Plan requirement
or target housing figure. This will be subject to further consideration in
Part 2 of the Work Programme agreed with the Inspector.
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3.2

The target housing figure will be taken forward informed by work
currently underway to supplement the evidence base with up to date
information, including the outcome of consultant’s studies on a range of
relevant subjects which will allow for consideration to be given to
“supply side constraints” that may influence the ability to deliver this
OAN. These include environmental and infrastructure considerations
consistent with the National Planning Policy Framework objective of
achieving a significant boost in the supply of housing whilst remaining
within the principles of sustainable development.

3.3

The council has commissioned work on supplementing the evidence
base so that the drafing of Main Modifications to the submitted Plan
may be based on comprehensive and up to date information. These
studies are:

OAN update

GL Hearn updated evidence
heard on 14th January
Economy and Enterprise Validation Study
– Draft final report in
preparation
Landscape Assessment
– Consultants appointed
Habitats Regulations Assessment
– Consultants appointed
Littlehampton Economic Growth Area – Consultants appointed
(LEGA)
Open Space , Playing Pitch and Built – Tender brief published
Facilities Strategy
Transport Study
– Consultants appointed
Level Crossing Feasibility
– Consultants appointed
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
– Consultants appointed
Strategic Surface Water Management – Tender Brief published
Study
Infrastructure Development Plan
– Tender Brief published
Viability Assessment
– Tender brief in preparation
Affordable Housing Study
– Tender brief in preparation
Housing and Employment Land Availability - See report on HELAA
elsewhere on the agenda.
Sustainability Appraisal
– To
incorporate
testing
options based on Inspectors’
letter
and
comments
previously made at the
Hearings.

3.5

Previously the Inspector had outlined by letter (30 th July 2015) specific
parts of the submitted Local Plan which would require further
consideration if they are to be found sound under examination following
the resumption. These include the Littlehampton Area including West
Bank, Enterprise Bognor Regis and the Barham, Eastergate and
Watergate proposed strategic allocations.

Page 9 of 41
Arun District Council LOCAL PLAN SUB COMMITTEE-01/03/2016

ITEM 5

3.6

Following receipt of the Inspectors letter, the implications of the
increased OAN figure are to be investigated to appreciate the further
modifications to the draft Local Plan which will be necessary. This will
include discussions with adjoining local authorities and the Parish/Town
Councils in Arun District who have prepared or are to prepare
Neighbourhood Development Plans.

Contact:

Philip James, Interim Planning Policy Team Leader
Telephone ext. 37698, philip.james@arun.gov.uk

Papers :

Inspectors’ Letter 2nd February 2016

(Examination Library IDED 18)

Local Plan Examination - Arun District Council

http://www.arun.gov.uk/download.cfm?doc=docm93jijm4n8557.pdf&ver=8329
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
LOCAL PLAN SUB-COMMITTEE – 1 MARCH 2016

Subject:

Arun Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment

Report by

:

Report date :

Nicki Faulkner – Principal Planner
5th February 2015

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This report presents the assessment of new sites which have been submitted
through the Council’s Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment
(HELAA) ‘call for sites’ process, for noting. It also details further work related
to the HELAA for noting.

RECOMMENDATION
The following actions are recommended:
1. That the Local Plan Sub-Committee note the assessment of
submission sites to be added to the Housing and Economic Land
Availability Assessment (HELAA) and to note the process for
undertaking further updates to the HELAA.

1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) requires that Local
Plans are supported by an evidence base that identifies the overall
need for housing within the local planning authority area. Local
Planning Authorities must also prepare up to date and relevant
evidence which identifies available, suitable and economically viable
land supply for housing and employment sites, to meet identified need.

1.2

As reported to Local Plan Sub-Committee in October 2014, Arun
District Council has combined the housing and economic land
availability assessment documents to create the Housing and
Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA). This was published
on the Arun website in December 2014. The integration of the two
evidence-base documents was undertaken in line with national policy,
which requires that housing and employment supply are integrated.
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2.

Updating the Housing
Assessment (HELAA)

and

Economic

Land

Availability

2.1

The housing and employment supply evidence base plays an important
role in preparing the 5 year housing land supply (HLS) report
(published by the council on an annual basis) and is also used by the
Planning Inspector at EiP to assess the council’s housing trajectory and
potential build-out rate for the plan period. It is therefore important that
the evidence within the HELAA remains up to date and relevant and
based on transparent and robust local evidence.

2.2

The HELAA is based on data gathered from 2012 (Housing Land) and
2010 (Employment Land). Although it is not considered appropriate to
commission a completely new study to assess housing and
employment supply, it is possible to ensure that it is reviewed and
updated regularly. The following sets out how it is proposed to ensure
the HELAA is kept up to date:


Adopt a continuous call for sites process which allows new sites
to be submitted for assessment in order to ensure that the
HELAA includes all promoted sites.



Undertake regular monitoring and review of the HELAA by
checking the status of each site and making adjustments as
necessary. This allows the council to identify whether the site
details are correct and whether development projections remain
accurate.



Undertake consultation on the HELAA to check that all site
details are accurate and up to date and that the site
assessment methodologies are comparable to adjoining
authorities’, as part of the Duty-to-Cooperate. A consultation
process may also assist in the identification of any new sites
that have not yet been assessed.

3.

Next Steps

3.1

The council has already established a continuous call for sites process.
This has resulted in a number of new sites being submitted for
assessment over the last year (since October 2014). Background
Paper 1 provides a list of these sites including conclusions which
establish whether the site “has future potential” or whether it has been
“rejected”. It should be noted that all sites have been assessed against
a range of criteria used to determine whether the site is suitable,
available and achievable (including viable) (as set out within the
Planning Practice Guidance). It is important to note that the only
identification is that of ‘potential’; it does not mean that, should
proposals be submitted, permission would automatically follow.
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3.2

With regard to regular monitoring of the HELAA, a full review of the
status of the sites within the HELAA will be undertaken alongside an
informal consultation. This will be aimed at the Parish and Town
Councils and Neighbourhood Plan Groups that have already
undertaken work to assess the SHLAA sites. The review and
consultation process will allow the council to check the status of each
site within the HELAA and compare site information with local
information. Furthermore, as identified above, consultation with
neighbouring local planning authorities under the Duty-to-Cooperate
will be important to check that site assessment methodologies used to
prepare the HELAA documents are compatible.

3.3

Finally, whilst the rolling call for sites process will continue, it is
important to promote this process over a given period of time to raise
greater awareness.

3.4

It is proposed that the HELAA review and update work will be
undertaken with the aim of publishing an up to date version alongside
the 5 year Housing Land Supply Report 2016-2021.

Background Papers: Background Paper 1: Conclusions from HELAA
Assessment of Submission Sites
Contact:

Nicki Faulkner ext. 37645 nicki.faulkner@arun.gov.uk

Page 13 of 41
Arun District Council LOCAL PLAN SUB COMMITTEE-01/03/2016

APPENDIX 1 to ITEM 6

New Submission Sites Assessment/Review (since 30th October 2014 Local
Plan Sub-Committee).
Submission sites (submitted through call for sites) to be considered as potential for
adding to the Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA).
Sites to Assess:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Land North of Hill Lane (Behind Street Cottage), Barnham
Land off New Barn Lane, Bersted (Part of an existing SHLAA site 125)
Land East of Berry Lane (93 North Bersted Street)
Land at Walberton Green (Land North of Eastergate Lane)
Freeman Close, Eastergate Lane, Walberton
Land at Main Road, Yapton
Land at North End Road, Yapton
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Site: Land North of Hill Lane (Behind Street Cottage)
Conclusions
This greenfield site, lies outside the Built Up Area Boundary of
Barnham and is currently used for grazing. The site is available
and is being promoted by the landowner for 20 dwellings.
The site would need to be accessed via Hill Lane which is not
adopted by the Highway Authority. It is not considered to be a
suitable access. Overcoming access issues could have
unacceptable viability impacts.
The site will be added to the HELAA as a “rejected” site at this time.
Site Plan:
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Site: Land off New Barn Lane
Conclusions
The site is currently in agricultural use and lies outside the built up
area boundary of Bognor Regis. It forms an eastern strip along the
edge of SHLAA site 125 which is considered to be suitable.
The site is being promoted by the landowners for 80 – 450 units,
and is available. Part of the site has outline permission for 90
dwellings, subject to S106.
The site promoters predict that the site could come forward for
development in the next 5 years. Delivery would be subject to key
infrastructure such as waste water drainage being delivered within
that time period.
In conclusion, this site will be added to the HELAA stating that it
“has potential”.
Site Plan:
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Site: Land East of Berry Lane (93 North Bersted Street)
Conclusions
The site is outside the Built Up Area Boundary of Bognor Regis
and is currently being used as paddocks and a garden to the rear
of Blackberry House. It is being promoted by the landowner for 30
houses and is available.
The site access falls within the North Bersted Conservation Area
and lies adjacent to a Grade II listed building. The northern extent
of the site falls within a flood zones 2 and 3.
Due to access constraints and potential impacts upon the setting
of the North Bersted Conservation Area, the site will be added to
the HELAA as “rejected”, at this time.
Site Plan:
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Site: Land at Walberton Green (Land North of Eastergate Lane)
Conclusions
The site is outside the Built Up Area Boundary of Walberton and is
currently being used as horse paddocks. It is being promoted by
the landowners for 30 residential units.
The site lies adjacent to the Walberton Conservation area.
Potential access would be from Eastergate Lane. Due to
constraints related to the site access and potential impacts upon
the conservation area, the site will be added to the HELAA as
“rejected” at this time.
Site Plan:
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Site: Freeman Close, Eastergate Lane, Walberton
Conclusions
The site is located outside the Built up Area Boundary of Walberton
and is being promoted by the landowner for 20 – 160 dwellings.
The site has an established access and is partly in residential use.
The site will be added to the HELAA as “with potential”, at this time.
Site Plan:
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Site: Land at North End Road, Yapton
Conclusions
The site is located outside the Built Up Area Boundary of Yapton
and is being promoted by the landowner for up to 25 residential
dwellings. The site would form a continuation of ribbon
development along North End Road. The site should be added to
the HELAA as “with potential” at this time.
Site Plan:
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Site: Land at Main Road/Drove Lane, Yapton
Conclusions
The site is outside the Built Up Area Boundary of Yapton and
is currently in arable use. It is being promoted by the
landowner for up to 16 houses.
The site is located opposite a row of buildings of special
character; the Main Road/Church Road, Yapton Conservation
Area lies on the south east of the site and the historic former
Portsmouth to Arundel Canal runs along the south western
boundary. Due to potential impacts upon heritage, the site will
be added to the HELAA as “rejected”, at this time.
Site Plan:
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
LOCAL PLAN SUB-COMMITTEE – 1 MARCH 2016

Subject

Consultation responses to other Local Authority Local
Plans (Duty to Co-operate)

Report by

:

Report date :

Philip James – Interim Planning Policy Team Leader
25th September 2015

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This report presents the officer responses to the following consultations:



Chichester District Council: Site Allocation: Preferred Approach.
Development Plan Document. 2014 -2019.
Chichester District Council: Proposed amendment to Planning
Obligations and Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD)

RECOMMENDATION
The following actions are recommended:
1) That the Local Plan Sub-Committee notes the officer responses sent
to the consultations as set out in this report.

1.0

BACKGROUND

1.1

The Council is consulted as a statutory consultee on Local Plan
documents being prepared by both immediate neighboring authorities
and within the wider area. Since the last committee meeting there
have been two consultations that the Council has been invited to
respond to. An officer response to each has been given within the
consultation timescales.

2.0

CONSULTATIONS

2.1

The consultations the Council has responded to are as follows:
o Chichester District Council: Site Allocation: Preferred Approach.
Development Plan Document.( DPD) 2014 -2019.
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o Chichester District Council: Proposed amendment to Planning
Obligations and Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD)
Chichester District Council: Site Allocation: Preferred Approach.
Development Plan Document.( DPD) 2014 -2019.
2.2

This consultation ran for 6 weeks from 7th January until the 18th
February 2016. The consultation was inviting comments on Site
Allocation DPD for the Chichester Plan area (outside the South Downs
National Park).

2.3

The Council have identified a range of potential employment and
residential allocations. The DPD, when adopted, is to deliver small
scale sites as set out in the Chichester Local Plan: Key Policies
(CLPKP). These are in addition to the significant provision that has
been made for employment and housing on strategic sites, in the
CLPKP.

2.4

The officer comments sent in response to this consultation was as
follows:

“Thank you for consulting Arun District Council on your Council’s proposed
Site Allocation: Preferred Approach. DPD.
The document has been reviewed and Arun District Council’s response is set
out below. In order to meet your consultation deadline, of 18 th February 2016,
the response has been made at officer level. A report will be made to the
Council’s Local Plan Sub Committee, on 1st March 2016, in order to confirm
the response made by the Council’s officers.
In principle, Arun District Council welcomes this positive commitment by your
Council to deliver these requirements for housing and employment as set out
in the adopted Chichester Local Plan: Key Policies. 2014 – 2029. (CLPKP).
The detail in the DPD could, with benefit, be adjusted to help ensure that
intent of CDC’s proposals are clearer. These are set in the ADC response set
out below. Where necessary reference is made to the CLPKP.
Housing Allocations.
The purpose of the Site Allocation DPD is set out in paragraph 1.28 of the
consultation document: “focused on identifying specific sites to meet the
residual employment and residential requirement after planning permissions
since 1st April 2012 is taken into account” The supporting document, “Site
Allocation DPD Methodology and Assessment” identifies the approach to site
selection. The background to the housing allocations identified in the DPD, is
set out in Paragraphs 1.25 to 1.49 and Table 1.1, notably meeting the
requirements of CLPKP of Policy 5: Parish Housing Sites 2012 – 2029.
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However, it is difficult to full grasp the contribution of the sites allocated in the
DPD will make to meeting “residual” requirements. While the focus is upon
Parish Housing Sites, the CLPKP, at Table 7.1 on Page 48 provides the
overall picture of how the Local Plan housing allocations will be delivered.
That is completions, commitments, windfalls, strategic development sites,
settlement hubs and parish sites. Table 7.1 shows a remaining local plan
requirement of 6879 of which settlement hubs and parish housing sites are to
contribute 841 in total. A revised Table 1.1, in the DPD, showing progress
towards the Local Plan objectives would be helpful.
The treatment of the neighbourhood plans and settlement hubs, while well
explained in the text of the DPD could, with benefit be drawn out more clearly
in Table 1.1, in the comments column. This would help to set out the
contribution made by the NDPs and settlement hubs across the Plan Area.
While Paragraphs 4.2 to 4.5 focus on the capacity issues at Apuldrum WwTW
the text, at Paragraph 4.3 of the document refers to “an expectation of
approximately 100 dwellings per year windfall in Chichester City”. In the
context of this DPD and monitoring of the delivery of the Local Plan Policies,
is this expectation still appropriate?
Are the 85 plus dwellings at Shopwyke, Paragraph 4.7, an increase in
expected density rather than site extension (reference DPD Policy CC4)?
Does this proposal affect other planned uses on the site, notably for
employment/commercial activity?
Employment Allocations.
It is noted that four of the sites identified in Table 4.1 of the DPD will lead to a
loss of employment land, about 2 Hectares in area. In the light of CLPKP
Policy 3, will this loss also need to be made up in this DPD, or through other
documents?
Alternatively, are the Local Plan Policies expected to deliver more “efficient”
sites with higher density employment uses in line with the strategic direction
about the City’s wider role in the sub-region? (Reference: Coast to Capital
Strategic Economic Plan. Coast West Sussex and Greater Brighton Local
Strategic Statement.
The CLPKP, at Paragraph 6.5, identifies a requirement for 25 Hectares of new
employment land. The CLPKP identifies 9 Hectares of land with the remainder
to found through this DPD (CLPKP Paragraph 6.7). This DPD allocates about
10.5 Hectares that leaves a residual of 5.5 Hectares to be identified. This
residual may already be in place through completions and commitments.
Therefore, it would be helpful if a table, similar to Table 1.1 for housing, could
set out the overall position, taking account of completions, commitments,
strategic allocations and the contribution of this DPD.

Contingency Allowance
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While the adopted CLPKP and this DPD sets out the planned provision for
housing and employment in the Plan Area, there is always a risk that delivery
on allocated sites can be delayed, for various reasons. Therefore, should the
LPA consider the benefits of a contingency provision within this DPD?
Duty to Co-operate
Local Planning Authorities are required by the Localism Act 2011 to meet the
“Duty to Co-operate that is to engage constructively and actively on an ongoing basis on planning matters that impact on more than one local planning
area.
Thank you for your agreement that the two Councils, at officer level, meet in
February 2016 to consider the issues arising from Chichester District
Council’s commitment to an early review of its Local Plan;and Arun District
Council’s programme to prepare main modifications to the Submitted Arun
Local Plan, following the conclusions of the Examination in Public Hearing on
Objectively Assessed Housing Needs (January 2016).( Note: the ALP EIP is
now suspended)”
Chichester District Council: Proposed amendment to Planning
Obligations and Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning Document
(SPD)
2.5

Chichester District Council are also consulting on a proposed
amendment to Planning Obligations and Affordable Housing
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) from Friday 29 th January
until Friday 11th March 2016.

2.6

The revision proposes that a tariff-based system is introduced into the
SPD which requires that developer contributions are made towards a
package of improvements to junctions on the A27 Chichester Bypass
that will increase road capacity, reduce traffic congestion, improve
safety and improve access to Chichester city from surrounding areas.

2.7

The tariff has been informed by a report commissioned by Chichester
District Council entitled “A27 Chichester Bypass Developers
Contribution Analysis for Strategic Development Options and
Sustainable Transport Measures (October 2015)” which sets out a
detailed methodology based upon the number of trips generated (and
considered to use the A27 Chichester Bypass) by planned housing
developments of 50 or more dwellings and the total cost of the A27
junction mitigation package.

2.8

The tariff identified is therefore supported by evidence and is related to
the size of planned developments within the district. The tariff is set
out within the table under paragraph 2.6 of the consultation document.
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2.7

On average, the tariff will result in a developer contribution of £2,562
per dwelling, with the highest cost per dwelling being £5,914 per
dwelling for development at the Tangmere Strategic Development
Location (SDL) and the lowest being £1,012 per dwelling for the
Westhampnett/NE Chichester SDL.

2.8

Chichester District Council are proposing the that Section 106
agreements will be used to require developers to provide mitigation for
the A27 through the mechanism of Section 278 agreements between
the landowner/developer and Highways England.

2.9

It should be noted that under the Planning Practice Guidance
contributions for highway works that are secured through section 278
of the Highways Act are not subject to the pooling restriction, which
prevents more than 5 section 106 agreements being pooled towards
one infrastructure project or type of infrastructure that is capable of
being funded by the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL). Therefore,
(as it is assumed that CDC has sought advice that the Section 278
process is applicable to funding strategic highway improvement
measures) the strategic highway improvements to the A27 junctions
can be funded through the Section 278 agreement mechanism, as per
the CIL (Amendment) Regulations 2014.

2.10

In summary, officers will make the following comments on the
proposed amendments:


Arun District Council asks for clarification that the Section 278
agreement mechanism is relevant in the case of preparing a tariff
system for the delivery of a package of improvements to junctions
on the A27 Chichester Bypass.



It is understood that the proposed changes being consulted on are
supported by an evidence base document entitled “A27 Chichester
Bypass Developers Contribution Analysis for Strategic
Development Options and Sustainable Transport Measures
(October 2015)”. The report supports and justifies the introduction
of a tariff based S106 regime against the statutory tests under
regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations 2010. However, under
paragraph 2.9 of the consultation document, it states that in the
future a wider package of A27 improvements may be introduced by
Highways England. Any change to the package of improvements
being funded by the tariff must be carefully considered to ensure
that the tariff system continues to meet the Regulation 122 tests.



It is noted that Chichester District Council’s Regulation 123 List,
which accompanies the Adopted CIL Charging Schedule, does not
include “strategic Road Network Improvements to the A27
Chichester Bypass junctions in order to relieve congestion”.
Therefore, it is justified to allocated funding sources, other than CIL
to pay for the Improvements.
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It is also noted that cost assumptions have been made in respect to
the Strategic Development Locations within the CIL Viability
Assessment for S278 costs (A27 mitigation). However, in some
cases the tariff costs proposed in the consultation document are
higher than anticipated in the viability assessment, for example in
relation to the Tangmere SDL (£3.6M assumed in the viability
assessment compared to £5.9M in the consultation document). It
would be helpful to understand whether the proposed tariff regime
will have an impact upon the viability of development within the
district given the introduction of a CIL charging schedule.
2.11 The officer comments provided above will be submitted to Chichester
District Council by the consultation deadline date of 11th March 2016.
Consultation document links:


Chichester District Council: Site Allocation: Preferred Approach.
Development Plan Document. 2014 -2019:
http://www.chichester.gov.uk/siteallocation



Chichester District Council: Proposed amendment to Planning
Obligations and Affordable Housing Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD):
http://www.chichester.gov.uk/article/25514/Planning-Obligations-Affordable-Housing-Supplementary-Planning-Document-SPD

Contact:

Philip James

ext. 37698
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ITEM 8

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL
LOCAL PLAN SUB-COMMITTEE – 1 MARCH 2016

Subject: Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Show people Sites Assessment
Methodology
Report by: Donna Moles – Senior Planning Officer
Report date:10th February 2016
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This report presents the proposed methodology for assessing potential
Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Show people sites to meet the need for
pitches as identified in the Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment
study (Published in 2013 and updated in May 2015).

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that Local Plan Sub-committee approves the proposed
methodology for use by officers in the assessment of potential sites for
Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Show people.

1.

BACKGROUND

1.1

A revised Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) was published by
the government in August 2015 and requires that local planning
authorities set pitch targets for gypsies and travellers and plot targets
for travelling show people which address the likely permanent and
transit site accommodation needs of travellers in their area. Working
collaboratively with neighbouring local planning authorities and using
the target figures, the PPTS requires that local planning authorities
identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites
sufficient to provide five years’ worth of sites.

1.2

The Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Show people Accommodation
Assessment (GTAA) was commissioned jointly by Arun District Council,
Adur District and Worthing Borough Councils, Chichester District
Council and the South Downs National Park Authority. The GTAA was
published in April 2013. However, a number of errors were identified in
the report and a change to the methodology used to determine needs
(using waiting list data) has resulted in amendments to the document.
An updated report was published in May 2015. It should be noted that
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this report only provides amendments to Gypsy and Traveller data
because there was no requirement to update Travelling Showpeople
figures.
1.3

The sites study was undertaken in 2013 to commence work required to
identify suitable sites to meet the need and the submitted ALP makes a
commitment to allocate sufficient pitches to meet identified needs by
2017. The Local Development Scheme (LDS) currently sets out a
timetable for this work. This timetable has not been met due to LP
commitments. However, it is important that work on the preparation of a
site DPD commences, in order to meet national policy requirements.

1.4

A clear site assessment methodology has been developed in order to
appraise the relative suitability of sites and to inform the identification of
preferred sites which will then progress into The Gypsy, Traveller and
Travelling Show people Site Allocation Document (DPD).

1.5

The DPD will identify land for permanent pitches to meet the need
identified to 2027. The need for the sites results from the Coastal West
Sussex Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people Assessment
(GTTA) (phase 1), which identified a need in Arun District for 9 pitches
for Gypsy and Travellers and no plots for Travelling Show people in the
plan period because the need has been met through planning
applications (This can be found in the AMR).

1.6

Policy H SP5 Traveller and Travelling Show people accommodation in
the emerging Arun District Council Local Plan outlines the policy
approach for the Council to provide for adequate Traveller
accommodation at appropriate locations throughout the District and
sets out a range of criteria against which sites can be assessed.

2.

PROPOSAL

2.1

In order to be transparent in the assessment of potential Gypsy,
Traveller and Travelling Show people sites a site assessment
methodology is proposed which is consistent with the approach taken
by Chichester District Council. This was shared as a good example at
the Coastal West Sussex Authority Officers group meeting.

2.2

The Appendix sets out the methodology to identify sites and includes
detailed criteria against which proposed sites will be assessed and
compared.

2.3

The criteria for assessing sites are based on deliverability, accessibility
viability and a range of criteria set out in the Table 1 of the Proposed
Methodology document. The site selection criteria are based on
national policy and good practice guidance.
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2.4

As part of the site selection and assessment process, a Sustainability
Appraisal will be undertaken and an Equality Impact Assessment will
also be carried out as part of the process.

3.

OUTCOMES TO BE ACHIEVED

3.1

The Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show people Site Allocation
Document (DPD) will identify land for permanent sites. In order to
prepare this DPD, a clear methodology is therefore required to
appraise the relative suitability of sites and to inform the identification of
preferred sites.

4.

TIMESCALE

4.1

The preparation of the The Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Show
people Site Allocation Document (DPD) will include 2 consultation
stages. A detailed timetable for this work will published in the Local
Development Scheme (LDS). A revised LDS is due to be taken to
LPSC in June 2016.

5.

APPENDIX A:
Proposed methodology for assessing permanent sites for Gypsy and
Traveller and Travelling Show people.

Contact:

Donna Moles, Senior Planning Officer
Telephone ext. 37697, donna.moles@arun.gov.uk
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Proposed methodology
for assessing permanent
sites for Gypsy and
Traveller and Travelling
Showpeople

The criteria for assessing sites are based around deliverability,
accessibility to the site, access to local services, health and safety, and
the provision of an acceptable living environment for the site’s
residents, the potential impact on the surrounding area, and the
likelihood that necessary utilities (mains water, electricity etc.) can be
provided.
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1

The Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Site Allocations document (DPD)
will identify land for permanent pitches to meet the need identified to 2027. The
need for sites stems from the Coastal West Sussex Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling
Showpeople Assessment (GTTA) (phase 1) which identified a need in Arun District for
9 pitches for Gypsy and Travellers and no plots for Travelling Showpeople in the plan
period because the need has already been met through planning applications.

1.2

A clear methodology is therefore required to appraise the relative suitability of
various sites and to help inform the identification of preferred sites. This paper sets
out the methodology to identify and assess potential sites and includes detailed
criteria against which proposed sites can be assessed and compared.
There are three stages in the process:
 Identifying a long list of potential sites
 Initial sieve of sites (first sieve)
 Detailed assessment of sites (second sieve)

1.3

In addition, a sustainability appraisal of the sites will be undertaken which will
involve appraising potential sites against a series of social, economic and
environmental objectives. The criteria for assessing sites are based around
deliverability, accessibility to the site, access to local services, health and safety, and
the provision of an acceptable living environment for the site’s residents, the
potential impact on the surrounding area, and the likelihood that necessary utilities
(mains water, electricity etc.) can be provided. The site selection criteria are based
on national policy and good practice guidance.

1.4

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Government states that the
Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) should be read in conjunction with the NPPF
so far as relevant. The Government's National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was
published on 27th March 2012. It is a key part of Government reforms to make the
planning system less complex and more accessible, and to protect the environment
while promoting sustainable growth.

1.5

A revised Planning Policy for Traveller Sites (PPTS) was published in August 2015 and
requires that local planning authorities set pitch targets for gypsies and travellers
and plot targets for travelling showpeople which address the likely permanent and
transit site accommodation needs of travellers in their area, working collaboratively
with neighbouring local planning authorities. Using the target figures, the PPTS
requires that local planning authorities identify and update annually a supply of
specific deliverable sites sufficient to provide five years’ worth of sites.

1.6

Policy H SP5 Traveller and Travelling Showpeople accommodation in the emerging
Arun District Council Local Plan outlines the policy approach for the Council to
provide for adequate Traveller accommodation at appropriate locations throughout
the District and sets out a range of criteria against which sites can be assessed.
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2.0

BACKGROUND

2.1

The Gypsy and Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Accommodation Assessment
(GTAA) was commissioned jointly by Arun District Council, Adur District and
Worthing Borough Councils, Chichester District Council and the South Downs
National Park Authority. The GTAA was published in April 2013. However, a number
of errors were identified in the report and a change to the methodology used to
determine needs (using waiting list data) has resulted in amendments to the
document. An updated report was published in May 2015. It should be noted that
this report only provides amendments to Gypsy and Traveller data because there
was no requirement to update Travelling Showpeople figures.

2.2

The targets for Gypsies and Travellers are separated into public and private in order
to ensure that the range of accommodation needs for that community can be met
through the planning process. At the time of the preparation of the GTAA (April,
2013) the AMR outlines the need as, 4 private pitches for 2012-2027 and 9 public
pitches for 2012-2027. It should be noted that there have been no planning
permissions granted for Gypsy and Traveller and Traveller Showpeople sites since
the AMR 2013/14 was published.

2.3

A review of the data shows that, since April 2013, the plot targets for Travelling
Showpeople have been met for the next 15 years. This is due to the fact that 3
temporary permissions have been made permanent AL/10/14 and 4 plots were
permitted on 2nd September 2014.

2.4

The pitch targets for private Gypsy and Travellers pitches between 2012 and 2017
have been met, with an overall net gain of one private pitch since April 2013.
However, a further four pitches are required up to 2027. There has been no gain in
public pitch provision since April 2013.
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3.0

METHODOLOGY

3.1

Stage 1: Identifying a long list of sites







3.2

Take all the sites which were looked at in the GTTA study – i.e. all including those
rejected at a later stage
Any sites in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment(SHLAA)
Any sites which the enforcement team may have come across i.e. existing
unauthorised sites
Any sites which have permanent planning permission which may be intensified
Any sites which have temporary permission
Undertake a call for sites

Stage 2: Initial sieve of sites - first sieve
All sites will be considered, if any sites are covered by the broad criteria below the
sites will be excluded from further investigation:
 The site is unavailable and/or has ownership constraints
 Located in Flood Zones 3a, 3b and 2 – if there is no prospect of altering the flood
risk
 Former waste tips or other contaminated land
 Potential impact on international or national designation
 The site is steeply sloping

3.3

Stage 3: Detailed assessment of sites – second sieve
All sites which have not been excluded in the first sieve will be assessed against the
criteria in the table 1 below. This is in order for transparency in the site assessments.
The methodology for the scoring is to identify, where possible, positive, neutral and
negative effects through the assessment matrices where possible.
The assessment will lead to the sites being appraised and ordered into suitable and
not suitable.

Table 1: Proposed Assessment Criteria and Scoring ( POSITIVE
Assessment Topic

Access to Services
Distance from
primary school

 NEGATIVE)

Assessment Criteria

Scoring

Method of
assessment

Compatible with
the principles for
allocation

The site is located up
to 2 km from a
primary school
The site is located
between 2 - 4km from
a primary school
The site is located
over 4 km from a
primary school



GIS / Settlement
Capacity Profile

Criterion 1

~
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Distance to local /
village shops

Distance to health
centre / doctors
surgery

Distance from
nearest A road

Community
Impact on
surrounding
community

Liveability
Impact of noise or
odour (main road,
railway etc)

Storage for
Travelling
Showpeople

The site is located up
to 2 km from local /
village shops
The site is located
between 2 - 4km from
local / village shops
The site is located
over 4 km from local /
village shops
The site is located up
to 2 km from a health
centre / doctors
surgery
The site is located
between 2 - 4km from
a health centre /
doctors surgery
The site is located
over 4 km from a
health centre /
doctors surgery
The site lies within 0.5
km of an A road
The site lies between
0.5 and 1km of an A
road
The site is further
than 1km from an A
road



The site does not
dominate the nearest
settlement
The site dominates
the nearest
settlement



Development would
not be affected by
noise or odour
Development is likely
to be affected by
noise or odour
Development is likely
to be significantly
affected by noise and
impact could not be
mitigated.
There is room for the
storage of equipment
There is no room for



Criterion 1

GIS / Settlement
Capacity Profile

Criterion 1

GIS

Criterion 1

Site visit / GIS

Criterion 6

Site visit / consult
environmental
health

Criterion 3

~





~




~





~





GIS / site visit
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the storage of
equipment
Biodiversity
Impact on a local
site of biodiversity
or geological value
or affect legally
protected species

Other ecological
features (including
BAP priority
habitats and
species, trees,
woodland etc)

Site would not impact
on a nationally,
regional or local site
of biodiversity or
geological value or
affect legally
protected species
Site would impact on
a nationally, regional
or local site of
biodiversity or
geological value or
affect legally
protected species but
could be satisfactorily
mitigated
Site would impact on
a nationally, regional
or local site of
biodiversity or
geological value or
affect legally
protected species and
could not be
satisfactorily
mitigated
Development of the
site is likely to enable
the retention and
enhancement of
existing features
Development of the
site would impact on
the ecological quality
of the site but impact
could be mitigated or
compensated
Development of the
site would impact on
the ecological quality
of the site but impact
could not be
mitigated or
compensated



Criterion 4

GIS / Consultation
with English Nature
and Wildlife Trust

Criterion 4











Page 37 of 41
Arun District Council LOCAL PLAN SUB COMMITTEE-01/03/2016

Site visit / GIS

6|of 10

APPENDIX 1 to ITEM 8

Landscape
Landscape
designation

Visual Impact

Coalescence

Landscape has low
sensitivity to
development (not
visible, existing
landscape is poor
quality, existing
features could be
retained) or no impact
(e.g. in built up area)
Landscape has low
sensitivity to
development
Site has medium to
high sensitivity to
development
(Development likely
to detract from
landscape, existing
features unlikely to be
retained in entirety)
High sensitivity to
development
(Development would
significantly detract
from the landscape
features unlikely to be
retained and
mitigation not
possible)
The site is visually
contained
The site mainly
contained however
additional planting
would enhance the
setting
The site is in open
countryside where
additional planting
would be out of
character
Development does
not lead to the
perception of
coalescence of
villages / settlements
Development leads to
the perception of
coalescence of
villages / settlements



Criterion 4

Site visit / advice
from landscape
section

Criterion 3

Site visit / GIS

Criterion 6



~




~
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Cultural Heritage
Heritage and
Archaeology
(Heritage Assets
including
conservation
areas, SAM’s)

Infrastructure
Suitable access for
level of use

Capacity of the
highway network

Capacity of
existing
infrastructure and
services (water,
sewage, electricity
and/or gas)

Drainage
infrastructure

Development has the
potential to enhance
the historic or cultural
environment
Site unlikely to impact
on the historic or
cultural environment
Development is likely
to have a negative
impact on the historic
environment or
cultural but this
impact could be
mitigated
Development is likely
to have a significant
negative impact on
the historic or cultural
environment



Satisfactory access
can be gained to the
site
Satisfactory access
cannot be gained to
the site
Sufficient capacity no
constraints
Capacity limited or
insufficient capacity
but constraints can be
overcome
Insufficient capacity
and constraints
cannot be overcome
Sufficient capacity



Capacity limited or
insufficient but
constraints can be
overcome
Insufficient capacity
and constraints
cannot be overcome
Extensive new
drainage
infrastructure would
be required
Extensive new
drainage

~

Criterion 4

Site visit and
consultation with
WSCC as highway
authority

Criterion 2

Consultation with
WSCC highways

Criterion 2

Consultation with
Infrastructure
providers

Criterion 2

Consultation with EA
and WSCC drainage
board

Criterion 2



~






~
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infrastructure would
not be required
Deliverability
What is the likely
timescale for
delivery of the
site?

Developable within 5
years
Developable in 6-10
years
Developable in 11-15
years
Developable beyond
15 years




Site assessment and
speaking with the
land owner

~


Other information
Relevant planning
history
Summary of Assessment
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4.0

OUTCOME

4.1

Following site appraisal the preferred strategy for allocating sites may be a
combination of:
1. Allocation of new sites
2. Extensions to existing authorised sites
3. Increasing capacity at existing authorised sites i.e. within the existing site
4. Examining whether existing, well established sites, which have a temporary
permission rather than full planning permission are suitable to be regularised.

4.2

The assessment will eventually provide:
a) A list of sites considered for potential allocation as a permanent Gypsy and
Traveller or Travelling Showpeople accommodation and maps showing locations
and boundaries of specific sites;
b) An assessment of deliverability / developability of each identified site (i.e. in
terms of its suitability, availability and achievability) to determine when and how
an identified site could realistically be expected to be delivered.
c) The potential quantity of accommodation that could be delivered; and
d) Any recommendation on how any identified constraints can be overcome on
shortlisted sites.
e) The results will inform the development of relevant Gypsy and Traveller policies
for inclusion within the Local Plan.
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