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Question 8Aii.1 – Is housing provision set at the right level in the Sussex Coast, having regard to the assumptions about local employment, and does it “help meet wider regional needs” (Policy SCT7, para 2.3)?

Generally support the statement of the Lead authority and WSCC.  Employment and regeneration are a priority and it is important that a balance of housing and jobs is achieved. 

The District Council consider that the housing provision is set at the right level for the District and support the distribution of housing provision across the Sub-region as agreed by all Councils within the Sussex Coast. 

Chichester as a City and a District suffers from major constraints in terms of flooding, protected sites, large areas of AONB, and a lack of infrastructure. The Council would oppose any increase to the Districts housing provision, which would be extremely difficult to accommodate and would have a huge impact on the character of the South of the District.

Continued extension of the urban area of the City of Chichester is likely to have adverse impacts on the quality of the built and natural environments.  Protected sites at Chichester and Pagham Harbours may be adversely affected [development must be subject to an Appropriate Assessment].  There must be an acceptance that the City and its surroundings are more likely to be damaged by continued extension than extension of other main settlements in the Sussex Coast. 

The District Council are extremely concerned about Arun’s suggestion that Chichester should be given an additional 61% (265 homes per annum) on top of its own housing provision. Chichester District is proposing to make the best use of housing on PDL in line with government guidance/policy instead of unnecessary development of greenfield land. The Council are concerned that a large increase in greenfield development would significantly impact on the character of Chichester City. Due to infrastructure problems the Core Strategy suggests that any greenfield development will be delivered towards the end of the plan period and only then after the PDL allocations have been developed. 

Question 8Aii.2 - Is a 40% affordable housing appropriate in the Sussex Coast (Policy SCT8)?
Generally support the statement of the Lead authority and WSCC.  Affordable housing needs to be linked to the overall regeneration strategy. For example it should be linked with the requirement to provide better employment opportunities. 

The District and Sub-region have a large shortfall in affordable housing and it is necessary that an aspirational approach is taken that seeks to maximise affordable housing. 

The Council’s Core Strategy sets a target of providing 150 affordable homes a year and seeks to provide 40% of affordable housing on suitable developments in line with the RSS.  

The Council supports the view that the policy is sufficiently flexible to allow for increased or decreased provision based on the specific situation. 

Question 8Aii.3 – Has the potential for additional housing in the areas identified for development in structure plans been fully explored (Policy SCT7)?
Generally support the statement of the Lead authority and WSCC.  Chichester District Council intends to follow a strategy that seeks to identify and make best use of PDL sites for development prior to greenfield development, in line with Government Policy. The intention is to provide a Strategic location as a contingency likely to come forward towards the end of the SEP period in order to ensure that the necessary infrastructure improvements are in place. 

The Council is in general agreement with the focus on the strategic locations as identified in the structure plans – for Chichester this is approximately 1250 homes. The final location for housing is more appropriately dealt with at the local level through work on the LDF. 

Question 8Aii.4 – Have water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered (and is there a case for a more co-ordinated sub-regional approach to infrastructure) (Policy SCT6, SCT9, para 11.1)?
Generally support the statement of the Lead authority and WSCC.  Chichester gets its water supply for the Sub-region from a different source than much of the coastal towns (Portsmouth Water), where it is understood there are no problems with meeting the current and future demands. 

In Chichester the main issue is Appledram wastewater treatment works which serves Chichester. There is little spare capacity, though improvements are expected 2008-2010. Sewerage capacity may also need to be upgraded depending on the exact location of development. The impact of  increased waste water upon protected sites also needs to be given due consideration.

The Council stresses the essential linkage between the provision of appropriate infrastructure and the proposed levels of development.  Infrastructure is essential if the Government’s strategy for sustainable development is to be achieved. 

Question 8Aii.5 – Are the proposals in the implementation plan (including for social and green infrastructure) clear, justified and well related to the spatial strategy? What are the priorities?
The Infrastructure proposals are supported and are necessary but it is essential to ensure that they are deliverable.
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