HORSHAM DISTRICT COUNCIL LDF – CORE STRATEGY
PUBLIC EXAMINATION
Matter 5 – West of Horsham (CP7)
Hearing Session Agenda - Organisations
Council Chamber, Park North, North Street, Horsham
at 10.00 hours on Tuesday 12 September 2006
1. Introduction.

Tests of Soundness 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7
2. Is the Council intending this to be a “Strategic Allocation” rather than a “Strategic Location” as per ¶4.3 of Appendix 1 of its Position Statement?  If so, is that possible in a Core Strategy?
3. Are the circumstances certain enough to make an allocation rather than a location (and then a following Action Area Plan [AAP] DPD)?  In particular:
· Have the correct areas been identified (versus alternatives)?

· Have the detailed studies undertaken to date cast any doubt on the deliverability and/or capacity of the site (see ¶3.10 of the Position Statement and documents listed in Appendix 2 Response Statement).

· Have the constraints been correctly assessed? – landscape impact, wildlife; traffic generation and access; floodplain; sewerage (including smells); landfill; healthcare; water supply; schools; gas main; road noise etc.
4. What would be the implications of a “strategic location” and then an AAP on housing delivery?  Is the timetable for an AAP on the back of the Position Statement too pessimistic, especially for the Submission, Examination and Report stages?  Why would an 18 month delay due to an AAP result in a 2 year delay in completion of the first units?
5. Has the increase in housing numbers at submission stage resulted in any technical breach or irresolvable unfairness in public consultation?
6. What is the evidence base for Bellway’s assumption that the likely yield to 2018 will only be 1400 dwellings, with a maximum of 2000 dwellings on the site?  (Note: the Council & Bellway to discuss and agree before the session).
7. Have all the associated necessary community facilities been identified e.g. the need for a primary school & a new secondary school (¶6.5.3 of RDSx1)?

8. Is the park and ride associated with this proposal?  Is there an identified need for it (apparently not in RDHor13 up to 2020)?  If there is a need, is it an allocation in its own right?

9. Is the potential Football Club(s) site associated with this proposal?  Is there an identified need for it with an evidence base?  If there is a need, is it an allocation in its own right?
10. Is there a need to have a significant and/or defined amount of employment allocation for Horsham on the West of Horsham site?

11. ¶3.7 of the Response Statement seems to indicate that the phrase “business uses should be used to sustain and broaden the economic base” can include additional retain provision.  Is this clear?  What else could such a phrase cover?  Is the policy only allowing additional retailing for the new housing, or for a wider area?  How could it be made clearer?
12. Should further investigation be made into the rail interchange, which is a key principle of NE21 in the Structure Plan (as per Appendix 2 of Response Statement)?  Should it and high quality bus travel be included in the policy?
13. What circumstances have changed regarding the A24 improvement and its relationship to development here (see ¶3.3 of Response Statement compared to ¶6.56 of RDSx1)?
14. If there is no difference in affordable housing requirements between this policy and policy CP12, is there any need to retain the relevant bullet point?
15. If the above are all or in part changes that are required to the CS, can they be recommended in a binding report without necessitating the republication of the Core Strategy – Preferred Options?  Please would the Council (after the hearing) prepare a revised policy taking account of the changes discussed.
Acceptability of Suggested Changes

16. Alter the 2nd bullet point in ¶4.41 to “the development to be progressed through the preparation of a Supplementary Planning Document produced with the involvement of stakeholders and the local community and including a comprehensive Master Plan.”
17. Alter ¶4.43 to include the possibility of additional land outside the boundary being required for the new A24 junction, as set out in ¶3.3 of the Statement of Common Ground (1611).
18. Alter the 1st paragraph of CP7: “… to enable the completion of at least 2000 homes and other uses within the defined area by 2018.” [Please note I have changed “houses” to “homes” from the SCG 1611 ¶2.3].
Any other points
David Vickery
4/9/06
