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Sub-Matter 8A:  Sussex Coast

Q8Ai.1  What is the rationale for and role of the sub-region?  Does the sub-regional strategy strike an appropriate balance between economic and environmental objectives (policy SCT1, page 253)?
· Sussex Enterprise supports policy SCT1 outlining the sub-regional strategy for the Sussex Coast and its approach in balancing economic and environmental objectives.  One of the challenges that face the coastal strip is the AONB, which constrains development particularly from Worthing to Seaford.  The Plan could encourage a review of some land designated as AONB e.g. Toad’ s Hole Valley, etc which may now be considered suitable for development and help to achieve the economic and environmental balance.  

Q8Ai.2  Is there sufficient provision for employment land throughout the sub-region, particularly in West Sussex (policies SCT3, page 255 and SCT4, page 256) and is the policy stance in Policy SCT4ii justified?
· As mentioned in our response to Q5A.1 (in respect of the Assembly providing employment figures) and Q5A.2 (regarding the provision of employment land), it is vital that the Assembly provides figures for employment (jobs).   The draft Plan clearly details the numbers and distribution of dwellings but, surprisingly, does not appear to include the corresponding employment figures.    This information is needed to ensure that new dwellings are located in areas of economic growth (a key concern of Sussex Enterprise).  It is imperative that there is adequate employment land for resident workers to reduce commuting. 

· Without the provision of employment figures it would be difficult to allocate employment land.  The Plan also needs to identify strategic employment sites for employment land. This information is vital to inform Local Authority Local Development Frameworks.
· We fully support policy SCT4ii.
Q8Ai.3  Is there the right balance of emphasis between the coastal towns and does the Plan give enough recognition to their different regeneration needs?  If not, what more could be done (policies SCT2, page 254 and SCT6, page 258)?
· Sussex Enterprise fully supports east-west transport improvements to help regenerate the Sussex Coastal Strip (policy SCT2ii, page 254).

Q8Ai.4  Are economic development opportunities identified with sufficient clarity, for example, Shoreham Harbour (policy SCT3, page 255)?
· Sussex Enterprise agrees with policy SCT3, however, the Assembly should ensure there is no net loss of commercial premises/land.  Regarding policy SCT3ii Shoreham Port is constrained by poor accessibility and its operations should be moved to Newhaven to strengthen this port and unlock the land at Shoreham for mixed use development.   

Q8Aii.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, page 259, para 2.3)?
· In our response to the first draft Plan (January 2005) we stated that ‘Option B proposes higher levels of housing (20% above current rates) and would meet housing demand and provide a larger labour force to help regenerate the area’.  Option B would have given a total provision between 2006 and 2026 of 72,000 dwellings (as stated in the draft Plan January 2005).  This being the case, Sussex Enterprise continues to support higher levels of housing in the sub-region to achieve 3% GVA per annum and believes 54,000 between 2006-2026 over-cautious.

Q8Aii. 2  Is a 40% affordable housing appropriate in the Sussex Coast (policy SCT8, page 261)?
· Sussex Enterprise endorses policy SCT8 and clearly, there is a trade-off between ensuring as many viable developments as possible to increase the housing supply and making sure that sufficient numbers of these dwellings are affordable.   

· Policy SCT8v states affordable housing should meet the needs of the community including the elderly, other specialist groups and key workers.  The Assembly need to treat with equal importance some private sector workers who are receiving low salaries.  They are equally important to underpinning the local economy.  Sussex Enterprise, therefore, believes that eligibility of key worker and affordable housing schemes should be widened to accommodate private sector workers who are unable to afford to live locally and support the local economy.  This would help to address the skills gaps within the South East economy.

Q8Aii.3  Has the potential for additional housing in the areas identified for development in structure plans been fully explored (policy SCT7, page 259)?
· Please see our comments to Q8Aii.1.

Q8Aii.4  Have the 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 approached to infrastructure) (policies SCT6, page 258 and SCT9, page 262, para 11.1)?
· In terms of enabling economic regeneration (policy SCT6iii/iv), we think that Shoreham Port would be better utilized as residential and employment land.  Many of its current activities could be transferred to Newhaven.  Please see our comments at Q8Ai.4.

· The Plan does not forecast GVA post-2016 and is unable to evaluate the impact of the vision on the number of vehicles on the road in the longer term.  Without this assessment, it would be inherently difficult to evaluate what is needed in the future to cope with traffic demand along Sussex Coast east-west corridor.
PAGE  
3
Sussex Enterprise Submission to SEERA’s South East Plan Examination in Public – November 2006


