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Matter 1 - Sustainability appraisal 

 

Issue 1 – Are the sustainability appraisals that have previously been carried 

out sufficient to demonstrate that the consequential changes to the policies 

continue to represent the most appropriate policy direction and spatial 

strategy? 

 

1. The Planning Practice Guidance envisages that the SA report should be 

submitted with the Local Plan and be examined as part of the evidence base 

for it.  It is up to the local planning authority to decide whether the report 

should be amended following proposed changes to an emerging plan.  If 

necessary changes are assessed to be significant, further SA may be 

required.  A change is likely to be significant if it substantially alters the plan 

and/or is likely to give rise to significant effects. 

 

2. The Council’s position was that further SA of the remitted policies is 

unnecessary.  Although the housing numbers are proposed to be increased, 

this is within the framework of a flexible spatial strategy and so while the 

revised CS13 housing requirement is a substantial alteration the 

consequential changes are not.  Alternatives to the spatial strategy were 

considered at the Consultation Draft stage and discounted at that time.  The 

2011 SA appraised (SD/07) the effects of the preferred strategy in comparison 

with the Replacement Local Plan and a ‘No Plan’ option. 

 

3. However, for the avoidance of doubt and to inform the discussion, a revised 

SA report (CC/28) has been produced.  This appraises the consequences for 

sustainability of revising the other remitted policies of the Core Strategy to 

align them with the revised CS13 housing requirement.  Consultation on this 

report will last for three weeks, ending on 8 June, and any responses received 

will be made available to the Inspector.   

 

4. The revised SA confirms that no additional significant effects can be identified 

at the high level of the Core Strategy.  Increased loss of agricultural land and 

increased commuter traffic are noted as the main effects, though the latter 

may be a short-term problem.  No additional alternative strategy consistent 

with the objectives of the plan has been identified; it is noted that the scope 



for such a strategy continues to diminish through the plan period as the 

housing requirement is delivered. 

 

5. The preferred approach continues to represent the most appropriate policy 

direction and spatial strategy.  No other spatial strategy is feasible at this point 

in the plan-making process locally.  The policy direction provides for that 

strategy to be implemented in the most sustainable way in terms of mitigating 

the effects of development on the community. 


