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Mr D M Waller

I have already commented on the Submission Draft of the South East Plan, but wish to submit this Additional Written Statement for the Panel’s consideration. 

Further to my original representation (No 97) concerning the style of the Draft Plan, this Statement concerns Matter 8 – Sub Regional Strategy, Sub Matter 8A – Sussex Coast, Topic 8Aii Housing and Infrastructure, particularly Sub-Topics 8Aii1 and 8Aii3.

Whilst I am ambivalent concerning the total number of houses to be built in the SE Region as a whole during the Plan Period, I strongly support the Draft SE Plan’s proposed West Sussex rate of 2,900 homes pa, the South Coast Sub-Regional rate of 2,700 homes pa and, particularly, the Arun District rate of 465 homes pa.

One purpose of this Additional Written Statement is therefore to reinforce my view that the Arun District house building rate should not, as recommended by several of the participants invited to debate Sub-Matter 8A at the EiP table, be increased. This is because of the environmental and geographic constraints from which the District suffers; with the sea to the south of the District and the Sussex Downs AONB (possibly to become the South Downs National Park) to the north. In my view, there is very little scope for increasing the rate of housing development without major adverse environmental and social disadvantages.   
Additionally, I wish to state my specific opposition to the proposal being put forward by Barton Willmore (Respondent No 8017) in respect of the promotion of Ford Airfield as a Strategic Development Area in Arun District.
The reasons for my opposition to this proposal are as follows:

First:
Because the promotion of any individual site for development is more appropriate to the Arun District Local Development Framework (PPS 12) activities than to the SE Region’s RSS (PPS 11) activities, and that any such proposals should not therefore be considered by the Panel. In this respect, I draw attention to the Panel’s Note of the First Preliminary Meeting held on 7 September 2006, paras 4(i), 6.12, 6.13 and 6.15.

Second:

If the panel were to consider the Barton Willmore representation concerning Ford Airfield, which would be in specific contravention of para 6.14 of the First Preliminary Meeting Notes, I would ask that the Panel beware of the singularly one-sided nature of the Barton Willmore proposal. 
The information concerning the content of the West Sussex Structure Plan is highly selective, and whilst there are a number of alleged advantages quoted, there are also a number of disadvantages which are not. 

Additionally, in accordance with PPG3,  the majority of the land on Ford Airfield is classed as greenfield and, in any case, any major house building there would be contrary both to Government guidance concerning urban extensions and to the Draft SE Plan’s locational guidance as set out in Section E2, para 8.4 and Policy SCT7 which stresses the need to concentrate greenfield development in Arun District as sustainable extensions to existing towns. 

The creation of a new settlement in the hamlet of Ford as envisaged by the Barton Willmore proposal is unsustainable and would do very little to satisfy the housing needs of the people in Littlehampton and Bognor Regis who require affordable and key-worker houses where they live and work now; rather than several miles away in what is simply a convenient location from a house-builders viewpoint.

Clearly, there is much to debate concerning the proposal to build up to 5000 houses on Ford Airfield. Indeed, considerable and specific pressure in support of the proposal is coming from a group of residents who live in the western part of the West Sussex Structure Plan’s Strategic Development Area which is defined as “in Arun District, west of the River Arun” rather than from those in the eastern part (which is where Ford Airfield is located), and the proper forum for both sides of the debate is the Arun District LDF process. So far, only the ADC Issues and Options paper has been issued and commented on; we await the Core Strategy Preferred Option paper which is due in mid 2007.

I therefore strongly recommend that the EiP Panel do not permit debate about Barton Willmore’s Ford Airfield proposal, but rather that it be referred, without comment either for or against, for consideration by Arun District Council as part of their LDF process in accordance with PPS 12.
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