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[bookmark: _Toc223083233]1. Introduction 
1.1 The South Downs Local Plan (2014-2033) was adopted in July 2019. The South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) has made the decision to prepare a Proposed Submission Local Plan in line with Government policy and as an opportunity to deliver more through planning on its corporate priorities of addressing the Climate Emergency, Nature Recovery and creating a National Park for All.

The National Park purposes are:
1)	To conserve and enhance the natural beauty, wildlife, and cultural heritage of the area.
2)	To promote opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment of the special qualities of the National Park by the public.
The National Park Authority also has a duty, when carrying out the purposes, to seek to foster the economic and social well-being of the local communities within the National Park. In addition, Section 11A of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949, as amended by Section 245 of the Levelling Up and Regeneration Act 2023 also requires all relevant authorities, including statutory undertakers and other public bodies, to seek to further these purposes. Where there is an irreconcilable conflict between the statutory purposes, the first purpose of the National Park will be given priority (known as the Sandford Principle).

1.2 Local Plans include strategic, development management and allocation policies. The National Planning Policy Framework 2024 (NPPF) provides the policy framework within which Local Plans are to be produced. The work on the Proposed Submission Local Plan is taking place at a time of much change with planning reforms. 
1.3 The SDNPA is required to ensure that sustainable development is promoted throughout a Local Plan’s preparation. To assist in this process, the SDNPA must prepare a report assessing the sustainability of plans through undertaking a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) including a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). However, as the SDNPA is also undertaking an Integrated Impact Assessment (IIA), the purpose now will be to promote sustainable development, health and equality issues through better integration of social, environmental and economic considerations into the preparation of the Proposed Submission Local Plan.  
1.4 Whilst there are formalised approaches for both SA and SEA, only through the SEA is there a legal obligation to perform certain activities. An Equalities Impact Assessment (EqIA) is required to be undertaken for plans, policies, and strategies by the Equality Act 2010. Although there is no statutory requirement to undertake Health Impact Assessment (HIA), it is considered to add value and depth to the assessment process. 
1.5 A separate EqIA screening for each of the policies is undertaken and set out within the main IIA document.  In terms of the HIA, a set of clear assessment criteria is implemented. 
1.6 The IIA has challenged and tested previous iterations of the emerging Local Plan, and its findings and recommendations will aid and support the preparation of the Proposed Submission Local Plan so that a more robust final document is produced.  It identifies the potentially negative and positive effects of the Proposed Submission Local Plan policies and provide an opportunity to mitigate potentially adverse effects and enhance positive effects to achieve economic, social, and environmental benefits.  
1.7 The IIA does not include a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA), but it will take account of the HRA findings. The HRA is a separate document and can be found here.  
1.8 A key element of the process is the appraisal of ‘reasonable alternatives’ for the Local Plan. The SEA Regulations are not prescriptive as to what constitutes a reasonable alternative.  For the IIA, this involves assessing the performance of each option against the IIA framework. The appraisal is a qualitative exercise based on professional judgement, considering the information gathered in the IIA Scoping Report. The framework is set out in the Scoping Report, and the sustainability objectives are listed below. 
1.9 There have been two versions of the Scoping Report. The first was developed in accordance with the government guidance for undertaking a SA in compliance with the SEA Directive but focussed solely on SEA and SA matters.  The second version sets out the scope for the IIA. 
1.10 The final version of the IIA Scoping Report is dated October 2024 and takes on board the comments from the 2023 and 2024 consultation exercises. Appendix A to the main IIA report sets out the key sustainability issues that emerged from the Scoping Report baseline analysis, together with characterisation of the future baseline based upon current evidence and trends.
1.11 The final Scoping Report 2024 can be found on the SDNPA website. 
1.12 Formal consultation of the Regulation 18 (Reg 18) version of the Local Plan and IIA closed in March 2025.  Details can be found here.  Several comments and representation were submitted, and these have been taken on board within this revised Regulation 19 (Reg 19) version of the IIA. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083234]2. The Integrated Impact Assessment Framework
2.1 This section sets out the sustainability objectives (known as the IIA Framework).  
2.2 The IIA Framework is a vital tool to enable the sustainability effects of SDNPA plans, policies, and programmes to be assessed. 
2.3 The framework for assessing the Proposed Submission Local Plan policies (thematic and site) and growth options comprises the eleven sustainability objectives listed below.
2.4 As these have been subject to consultation and amendments as part of the Scoping Report process, they remain unchanged from the Reg 18 version. 
	[bookmark: _Hlk152075190]
	Sustainability Objectives

	1
	To conserve and enhance the National Park’s landscape character, functionality and perception and special qualities of the South Downs.

	[bookmark: _Hlk178070046]2
	To conserve and enhance the region’s biodiversity and contribution to nature recovery.

	3
	Conserve and enhance the historic environment, heritage assets and their settings and cultural heritage.

	4
	To ensure the SDNP communities are prepared for the impacts of climate change and to address the causes of climate change through adaption measures. 

	5
	Protection & Sustainable Use of Resources.

	6
	Employment and Economy.

	7
	Promote equality of opportunity and the elimination of discrimination

	8
	Contribute towards improving the holistic health and well-being of the population and surrounding area and towards reducing inequalities. To create and sustain healthy and sustainable vibrant communities within the National Park and help towards improving accessibility for all to all services and facilities. 

	9
	Create the opportunities to support and facilitate an efficient transport network by enhancing the proportion of travel by sustainable modes and by promoting policies which reduce the need to travel by car.

	10
	To ensure that everyone has the access and opportunity to live in a good quality home, suitable to their need. Provide opportunities for new affordable homes.  Support schemes which optimise the scope for environmental sustainability.

	11
	Value, protect and enhance the character of settlements, neighbourhoods and rural buildings within the National Park. To achieve the highest quality of design that is innovative, imaginable, and sustainable and reflects local distinctiveness and population needs.


[bookmark: _Toc223083235]3. Growth Scenarios for the Proposed Submission Local Plan 
3.1 The IIA will need to consider several growth scenarios to be assessed against the sustainability objectives. Each of the quantum options will consider the level of housing and employment growth which would be provided in the National Park over the plan period.  The quantum options are listed below (options 2 – 5). There are 2 further options at either end of the table, and these are also listed below.  This gives us 6 options in total.  
Growth Scenario Options
	Option 1
	Option 2
	Option 3
	Option 4
	Option 5
	Option 6

	Very Low: below 234 dpa[footnoteRef:1] [1:  dpa – dwellings per annum] 

	Low:
234 dpa 
	Medium: 
323 dpa 
	[bookmark: _Hlk156822738]High: 
384 – 450 dpa 
	[bookmark: _Hlk156823191]High Growth: 1,048 dpa
	Very High Growth: 
above 1,048 dpa


3.2 The text and information (where relevant) is taken from the HEDNA 2023 , the HEDNA Addendum by Iceni 2025 and the AECOM study 2025. Following the updated NPPF and PPG in December 2024, an Addendum was produced to the HEDNA in November 2025. This revisited the ‘Bottom Up’ method of establishing housing need in the light of new national policy and guidance, which allows National Parks to use an alternative approach to the Standard Method to establish housing need. Using demographic information, the Addendum produces a figure of 323 dpa.
3.3 The AECOM study (November 2025) provides an updated ‘Top Down’ figure using the December 2024 Standard Method. The study sets out scenario 1 which apportions the local authority calculation to parts of each authority area inside and outside of the SDNP based on its share of the dwelling stock. The results for scenario 1 were 1,048 per annum. The study sets out a second scenario which applies a customised affordability uplift for parts of the local authorities within and outside the SDNP. However, this approach includes several assumptions which made it less robust than scenario 1. 
3.4	Option 1 Very Low – below 234 dpa. This option sets out the delivery of less than 234 dpa.  The figure of 234 is the average annual change across the National Park.  A figure below this would be unable to provide housing that at the least – maintains the current trend.  
3.5	Option 2 Low: 234 dpa. The figure of 234 is the average annual change across the National Park and thus maintaining the current population trend (albeit this is declining).  This option is therefore considered a reasonable one to include as it maintains the current population trend.  
3.6	Option 3 Medium: 323 dpa. The provision of 323 dwellings per annum would support additional jobs across the National Park. 
3.7	Option 4 High: 384 – 450 dpa. The estimates of housing need set against the job growth scenarios shows a range of need across the National Park of between 384 and 450 dwellings per annum. 
3.8	Option 5 High Growth: 1048 dpa. The revised ‘top down’ housing need figure based on the December 2024 standard method which would be 1,048 per annum as set out in the AECOM July 2025 study.
3.9	Option 6 Very High Growth: 1048+ dpa. This option takes the Local Plan beyond the AECOM study ‘top down’ standard method housing figure.
3.10 The HEDNA identifies a need for an additional 53,000 sqm of industrial space and 20,600 sqm of office space, totalling 73,600 sqm(rounded).  Future supply already secured through existing allocations and extant permissions demonstrates an overall supply of 72,125 sqm – amounting to only a marginal deficit of 1,473 sqm.  However, this supply mostly comprises industrial and mixed office and industrial with a net loss of 10,869 sqm solely office space.  Around 62,000sqm of B2/B8 and E(g) space is proposed at Shoreham Cement Works 
3.11 As part of this exercise, it is important to consider which of the options are unreasonable.  This results in the unreasonable alternatives being removed from the appraisal process.  
3.12 Option 1 and Option 6 are unreasonable options for the following reasons:
	Option 1 Very Low – below 234 dpa - the figure of 234 dpa is the average annual change across the National Park and thus maintaining the current population trend.  An option of delivering less than 234dpa is considered unreasonable as it would not plan for or meet the current population trend across the National Park and would result in a continual decline across the Park. 
	Option 6 Very High Growth 1048 +dpa - an option to consider delivering more than 1048dpa (i.e. going above the apportioned standard method figure) across the National Park was identified.  This option is considered unreasonable because the figure represents a higher value than that attributed to the local authorities considered in the HEDNA and AECOM report and in the context of the landscape designation of a National Park and associated legislation, policy, and government guidance.  
3.13 The following is a summary of each of the options and how they have been appraised:
3.14 Option 2 - Low – 234 dpa is appraised as having a negative impact on SO4 (climate change) and on SO5, 6, 7, 8 and SO10. The low number of houses developed per year is likely to have a detrimental impact on economic growth and will create limited opportunities for new facilities and open space.  This growth option will struggle to deliver affordable housing which is a key issue for the National Park. It would have a neutral impact on SO1 – conserving and enhancing the landscape and SO3 (heritage).  This option has uncertain impacts on SO2 (biodiversity), SO9 (Transport) and SO11 (character of settlements).  
3.15 Option 3 - Medium – 323 dpa is appraised as having a positive impact on SO 10 (good quality home). This option has a positive impact on SO6 (employment), SO7 (equalities) and SO8 (health). There are several uncertainties for this option.  This include SO1, 2, 3, 4, ,9 and 11. In most of these cases, this is because it is unknown where housing development will be located.  This means the impact of this option on the landscape, biodiversity, heritage, climate change, sustainable transport and design requires further details and information.  
3.16 Option 4 – High - 384 – 450 dpa.  This option scores negatively against SO1, SO4 and SO5. It has a positive impact on SO6 (employment), SO7 (equalities), SO8 (health) and SO10 (housing) as this may result in support for a range of employment offers (such as tourism and retail), options for health and wellbeing and opportunities for a range of housing offers.  
3.17 Option 5 – High Growth 1048 dpa has a positive impact on several SOs – including SO6 (employment), SO7 (equalities), SO8 (health) and SO10 (housing) as this will result in support for a range of employment offers (such as tourism and retail), options for health and wellbeing and opportunities as well as a range of housing offers.  There are several SOs that require further information.  This includes SO2, 3, 9 and 11, but this is largely because the location of individual sites is unknown at this stage. This option has a negative impact on SO1 (landscape) and SO4 (climate change) and SO5 (resources). 
3.18 At this strategic level of assessment, certain assumptions have been made.  The IIA inevitably relies on an element of subjective judgement. The options appraised for different quanta of housing growth were not associated with any spatial pattern or location of development. 
3.19 The higher housing options will conflict with several of the sustainability objectives due to the impact they could have on landscape, climate change and resources. The medium and high options are not in conflict with sustainability objective 10 – to provide a home – as they support the delivery of this objective and are likely to ensure all housing needs are provided.  
3.20 In conclusion, there are several options which score as having a positive impact on 4 of the sustainability objectives.  However, there are 2 options that score as having a negative impact on several sustainability objectives.  These are the 2 higher growth options (options 4 and 5).  The medium growth option (option 3) only scores as having one negative impact.  On balance, this option (option 3 Medium Growth 323 dpa) is the most appropriate growth scenario.  However, it must be remembered that there are several unknowns embedded within the options.  These uncertainties must be considered, and this IIA provides further work on the spatial strategy and sites. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083236]4. Spatial Strategy for the Proposed Submission Local Plan 
4.1 A starting point for the Proposed Submission Local Plan is for the National Park Authority to consider, in high level terms, the overall spatial strategy options for the distribution of development, considering the current settlement pattern and the relationship of the National Park with surrounding areas. 
4.2 Eight overall strategy options have been identified by the SDNPA, and each has been considered against the sustainability objectives in the IIA. These are non-site-specific options and are as follows: 
The Options
	1
	Primary Settlements
Delivery of homes across the National Park with concentrations of housing allocations in the five primary settlements (Lewes, Liss, Midhurst, Petersfield and Petworth). This option will also include development on brownfield sites and small sites which are in the primary settlements.  

	2
	Primary settlements & sustainable transport
[bookmark: _Hlk173922508]Housing allocations across the National Park are in the primary settlements (see option 1) plus in areas with established sustainable transport infrastructure, specifically well-established bus routes, rail, and cycle routes – which are sustainable for commuting. This option also includes development on brownfield sites and small sites either inside the main settlements or on sustainable transport routes. 

	3
	Brownfield land
Housing allocations delivered on brownfield sites only. These are sites outside of the primary settlements and not included in options 1 and 2. 

	4
	Small sites
Settlement enhancement sites (10 or less units) with a key focus on housing needs. These sites are not included in options 1 and 2 but are associated with settlements (they are not standalone small sites located away from settlements) 

	5
	Brownfield and Small sites
Brownfield sites and small sites developed for housing – dispersed across the National Park – a combination of options 3 and 4.

	6
	Edge of the National Park
Housing to be allocated on gateway sites on edge of NP that provide benefits to the Park. 

	7
	New Settlement
Strategic growth is delivered as a new settlement (with circa 1,500 – 4,000 homes) with a small remainder delivered at small sites across the National Park. 

	8
	Towns & Villages (broad areas) and River Corridors
Development delivered in towns and villages across the broad areas and river corridors of the National Park that can accommodate growth of a scale and nature appropriate to their character and function. This is a combination of options 1, 2, 5 and 6.


4.3 The South Downs Land Availability Assessment (LAA) is an essential part of the evidence base for the Proposed Submission Local Plan. The LAA identifies potential land and assesses the availability, suitability and achievability of identified sites.  A copy of the report can be found here. 
4.4 The IIA Report presents the comparative effects of the eight options above, identifying where significant positive and negative effects have the potential to arise. The findings are appraised against the sustainability objectives. 
4.5 The work on appraising different spatial options results in appropriate assessment of broad location and balance of development across the National Park, the management of the housing supply, the balance between employment and housing and the delivery of affordable housing.  
4.6 However, none of the spatial strategy options are considered unreasonable at this stage in the appraisal process. The strategic spatial options are broad regarding the spatial distribution of development and do not allocate sites for development. 
4.7 The IIA needs to outline the reasons the alternatives were selected, and identify, describe, and evaluate their likely significant effects on environmental, economic, and social factors using the evidence base (employing the same level of detail for each alternative option). 
4.8 The appraisal is a qualitative exercise based on professional judgement considering the information gathered in the Scoping Report. The following is a summary of each of the options and how they have been appraised:
· The first option (primary settlements) is appraised as having a positive impact on 7 of the sustainability objectives. It will have a positive impact on employment and economy, climate change, equal opportunity, and new housing.  
· Option 2 – primary settlement and transport links has a similar positive impact on the same SOs as Option 1.  Option 2 has the added benefit of directing development to areas where there are suitable transport links as well as the primary settlements.  
· Option 3 (brownfield land) has a positive impact on landscape as it is assumed most of this land will be within areas where there is some previously developed and not within the wider landscaped areas of the National Park.  However, this option does relate to brownfield sites excluded from Options 1 and 2.  Whilst exact locations are unknown – it is considered this option will have a positive impact on landscape. 
· There are several uncertainties around Option 4 (small sites).  This is mostly due to exact details of the sites being unknown and that, whilst these sites are associated with existing settlements, the impact is not certain. 
· Option 5 is brownfield and small sites in combination.  There are several uncertainties in terms of impact on the SOs.  Where brownfield sites have been appraised as being positive against some of the SOs, this has not always been the same with Option 4 (small sites).
· Option 6 (edge of National Park) is only scored as having a positive impact against the housing SO. The other scores are either negative or uncertain.  
· Option 7 (new settlement) has scored favourably against several SOs as it is considered new homes, facilities and open space will all be brought forward as a comprehensive scheme. However, this option will impact negatively on the landscape and the protection of resources and sustainable transport.
· Finally, Option 8 scores positively against 7 SOs, including new homes, sustainable transport, wellbeing, and landscape. This option is a combination of Options 1, 2, 5 and 6.  Options 1 and 2 score positively against the SOs. Option 5 is a combination of 3 and 4.   Option 6 is the ‘edge of the national park’ and in isolation/as a standalone option, this does score positively but is an important spatial consideration as part of Option 8.     
4.9 The actual effects of the overall strategy options will depend upon the precise location and scale of development, the development capacity, the quality of design, and the delivery of supporting infrastructure. As such, this a high-level appraisal.  
4.10 In conclusion – it should be noted that this is a high-level strategic appraisal and much of the detail on exact locations for development are not identified at this stage in the IIA.  Option 8 is the preferred option but please note that this contains a combination of Options 1, 2, 5 and 6.  
[bookmark: _Toc153354923][bookmark: _Toc223083237]5. Sites
5.1 The South Downs National Park Authority has prepared a Land Availability Assessment (LAA) [published December 2025] which has assessed and considered sites for development as identified from the 2015/16 South Downs Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA), 2022 Call for Sites, 2023 Call to Local Authorities, 2023 SDNPA Sites Search, 2025 Regulation 18 public consultation, and 2025 SDNPA Sites Search, along with any other sites promoted to the Authority outside of the above but between January 2017 and October 2025.  Please note, the 2023 and 2025 SDNPA Sites Searches identified sites from a variety of sources including, but not limited to, planning applications and sites considered in the preparation of neighbourhood development plans. 
5.2 The LAA has identified 799 sites for residential and/or economic / commercial development. This does not include sites where planning permission has been implemented. LAA Stage 1 provided an initial sieve of the identified sites based on site location, site size thresholds, and applicable national and local designations. LAA Stage 2 assessed and considered all sites that were not ‘excluded’ from the initial sieve at LAA Stage 1. These sites have been subject to detailed assessments against the assessment criteria in LAA Appendix A. This process has ensured only deliverable / developable sites have been considered further for potential allocation subject to further technical work.
5.3 Please note that the scoring for each of the sites and the in-combination scoring (Appendix B to the main IIA report) are based on how the site presents now.  This means that the scoring will change once the IIA appraises the individual policies for each site as the policies will list several mitigation measures.  
5.4 Please note that IIA Stages B and C are set out in a separate document – Appendix B to the main report.
5.5 Several observations and comments on the site allocation scores are set out below:
•	Sites that were assessed (in Stage A) as being of high or moderately high in landscape sensitivity are generally appraised as having a negative impact on the first sustainability objective. This is how the site presents now (pre allocation/development). This does not mean that the site is not suitable for development. Sites that are located on brownfield land are typically scored as having a positive or neutral impact on landscape. 
•	In all cases, further information is required regarding the impacts and causes of climate change. 
•	Similarly, when appraising sites against the sustainability objective (character of neighbourhood/high quality design), many of the sites were scored as requiring further information. The details of the design and layout of each of the developments are unknown at this stage. 
•	The appraisal against sustainability objective 9 (efficient transport network) relates to the availability of transport options other than private vehicle/car use. The score may reflect that some sites are located within settlements with no train line or an infrequent bus service, or the topography means certain members of the community will find it difficult to walk to services or to the centre of a settlement. This relates to the site as it is now.  This does not mean the site cannot be allocated.  
•	Scores relating to objectives 7 and 8 are based on whether there are adequate employment, education and health facilities and opportunities within proximity to the site.  If the site is rural and/or within/ near a settlement with limited choices, then the score will be negative. 
•	Sites located near, or abutting conservation areas and listed buildings (and any other heritage asset) will score negatively against objective 3.  However, this does not mean that a site is not suitable for allocation/development.  
•	If a site includes the creation of new employment opportunities and/or it is within a settlement with several nearby employment areas – this will be scored positively.  
· The appraisal of sites against objective 2 (biodiversity) relate to site assessment information and whether there are nature conservation designated areas that will be impacted by the development and/or any opportunities to contribute towards nature recovery. 
· A small number of sites contain land that falls outside of the National Park.  The appraisal of these sites is based on the nearby settlement (which might be located outside of the Park) and the availability of services/transport links etc. In some cases, detailed aspects of the local environment were not investigated for each site option.
5.6 The IIA input to the development of site allocation alternatives, commenced with a high-level assessment of all those sites considered suitable for development. 
5.7 The LAA assessment outputs then fed into the National Park’s list of sites to be allocated in the Proposed Submission Local Plan. Sites that have not been brought forward for allocation within the Proposed Submission Local Plan are not considered reasonable alternatives.  The LAA assessment has been rigorous with all sites visited and appraised in detail.  Site policies have been appraised through the IIA.  Appendix B of the main IIA report sets out the cumulative impacts of sites within each settlement (where relevant).  
5.8 Several of the site allocation policies set out in the Proposed Submission Local Plan include those that are already in the adopted South Downs Local Plan but have not been implemented.  However, in some instances further evidence work conducted to progress planning applications has established that the capacity of some of the sites needs to be adjusted or criteria has changed or been removed because they are not achievable.
5.9 The Proposed Submission Local Plan policies are appraised, and these are set out in detail in chapter 6 of the main IIA report. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083238]6. Policies
6.1 This section of the IIA provides the sustainability appraisal results, including summary tables, and synergistic and cumulative effects for each of the policies (thematic and sites). 
6.2 Each of the policies, as well as alternative options (where appropriate), have been assessed against the Sustainability Objectives in the IIA Framework. 
6.3 The HIA process includes a 2 stage approach. The first stage is a screening which asks three questions about whether the policy will have a direct or indirect impact on, or affect an individual’s ability to improve their own, health and wellbeing. If the answer is ‘yes’ to any of the three screening questions, then the second stage involving a detailed HIA has been carried out
6.4 EqIA is designed to ensure that discrimination does not occur in the drawing up of plans and policies, and that such plans or policies meet the requirements of equality legislation in the UK, most notably the Equality Act 2010. As with the HIA – the EqIA is two-stage process: 
· Stage 1: Screening - this involves the assessment of impacts of the strategy/plan against the protected characteristics outlined above. If no negative effects are identified during screening, then no further assessment is required. 
· Stage 2: Identify whether and to what extent there are any significant negative impacts on these groups arising from the plan and its policies and set out recommendations for mitigation. 
6.5 Socio-economic equality (low-income groups) is an important addition to the protected characteristics. This is because the needs of this group are key to achieving inclusive growth.
6.6 For some policies, there are no reasonable alternatives that will be explored as there is little or no potential to meaningfully assess alternatives as having significant sustainability effects.  
[bookmark: _Toc223083239]Core Policies
6.7 [bookmark: _Hlk180261156]The following policies relate to the development strategy and include the following:
· Core Policy SDC1 Furthering National Park Purposes 
· Core Policy SDC2 Development Strategy 
· Core Policy SDC3 Regenerative Development and Ecosystems Services
· Core Policy SDC4 Major Development 
These policies focus on where development should be located across the National Park and how to consider National Park purposes and “major development”.  An assessment has been made of each policy against the position without the respective policy. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083240]Landscape and Heritage
6.8 The following policies relate to landscape and heritage: 
· SDL1 Landscape Character
· SDL2 Design
· SDL3 Safeguarding Views
· SDL4 Relative Tranquillity
· SDL5 Dark Night Skies
· SDL6 Historic Environment and Cultural Heritage
· SDL7 Listed Buildings
· SDL8 Conservation Areas
· SDL9 Archaeology 
6.9 [bookmark: _Hlk213095180]At this stage, an assessment has been made of each proposed policy against the position without the respective policy. This is considered appropriate as, in all cases, the policies relate specifically to the National Park, and the impact on landscape, design, heritage and tranquillity which are all key purposes of the National Park.  In the absence of each policy, the position reverts to advice in national planning documents. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083241]Nature and Climate
6.10 These policies group together the topics of nature recovery and climate change.  
	SDN1 Nature Recovery 
Option SDN1a A new standalone policy to support Biodiversity Net Gain at 10% (matching national standard policy requirements)
Option SDN1b: A new standalone policy to support Biodiversity Net Gain at 20% (as written)
No Policy 
SDN2 Designated Sites Hierarchy 
A standalone policy on Designated sites (as written)
No SDN2 policy on designated sites hierarchy
SDN3 Sussex Bats  
	A standalone policy on Sussex Bats (as written).
	No SDN3 on Sussex Bats
SDN4 Arun Valley Functionally Linked Habitat 
A standalone policy on Arun Valley (as written)
No SDN4 on Arun Valley
SDN5 Wealden Heaths 
A standalone policy on Wealden Heaths (as written)
No SDN5 on Wealden Heaths
SDN6 Solent Coast Recreational Pressure 
A standalone policy on Solent Coast (as written)
No SDN6 on Solent Coast
SDN7 Nutrient Neutrality 
A standalone policy on nutrient neutrality (as written)
No SDN7 on Nutrient Neutrality
	SDN8 Trees, Woodland, Hedgerows and Scrub
	A standalone policy on Trees, woodland, hedgerows and scrub (as written)
	No SDN8 policy on Trees etc
SDN9 Sustainable Construction
A standalone policy on sustainable construction (as written)
No SDN9 policy on sustainable construction
SDN10 Renewable Energy
A standalone policy on renewable energy (as written)
	No SDN10 policy on renewable energy
[bookmark: _Toc223083242]Water and Pollution
6.11 The following policies relate to climate change and renewable energy: 
· SDW1 Protection of the Water Environment
· SDW2 Flood Risk Management
· SDW3 Sustainable Drainage
· SDW4 The Open Coast
· SDW5 Pollution and Air Quality
· SDW6 Contaminated Land
6.12 There are no identified reasonable alternatives in policy wording, so the IIA has assessed each proposed policy against not having the policy and, therefore, relying on national policies in the NPPF and other legislation. 
[bookmark: _Toc223083243]Housing
6.13 These policies group together under the topic of housing. 
SDH1 Housing Supply 
[bookmark: _Hlk180592356]SDH1 as written  
No policy
SDH2 Mix of Homes 
SDH2 as written 
No policy 
SDH3 Accessible and Adaptable Homes 
A standalone policy on accessible homes as this refers to Building regulations (as written).
No policy
SDH4 Specialist and Older Persons Accommodation
Policy SDH4 as written
No policy
SDH5 Affordable Homes 
Policy SDH5 as written
Option SDH5aa An option that does not include criteria that affordable housing units are integrated throughout the development – let the market or provider decide
No Policy 
SDH6 Rural Exception Sites 
Policy SD29 as written
No policy 
SDH7 Replacement and Subdivision of Dwellings  
Policy SDH7 as written
Option SDH7a An option that restriction on the size of extensions / replacement dwellings is applied to all dwellings (not just those under 120sqm GIA).
No policy
SDH8 Householder Development
SDH8 as written 
No policy 
SDH9 New Rural Workers’ Dwellings 
SDH9 as written
No policy
SDH10 Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Show people.
SDH10 as written
No policy
Economy
6.14 These policies are grouped together under the topic of Economy. Matters relating to ‘Economy – Retail and Tourism’ are listed in the next section. 
SDE1 Employment 
Policy as written
Option SDE1a set different marketing limits – 18 months for all sites
No policy
SDE2 Agricultural Development, Diversification and Conversion of Rural buildings 
Policy as written
No policy
SDE3 Winemaking and Wine Tourism
Policy as written
No policy
[bookmark: _Toc223083244]Economy - Retail and Tourism
6.15 These policies are grouped together under the topic of Economy - Retail and Tourism. 
SDE4 Hierarchy of Town and Village Centres 
Option SDE4 Policy as written
Option SDE4a No settlements are outlined in the policy/no hierarchy.
Option SDE4b More settlements are added to the list
No policy
SDE5 Development in Town and Village Centres 
Option SDE5 Policy as written
Option SDE5a A policy with no reference to defined shopping frontages 
No policy
SDE6 Shops Outside Centres  
[bookmark: _Hlk180839045]Option SDE6 – Policy as written
Option SDE6a – no defined net sales area
Option SDE6b – marketing campaign of 12 months
Option SDE6c – no definitions with the farm shop/nursery category (i.e. no reference to Surrey, Hampshire and Sussex/30 miles)
Option SDE6d - no impact assessment 
No policy
SDE7 Regenerative Tourism 
Option SDE7 policy as written
Option SDE7a – no contextual analysis required
No policy
SDE8 Equestrian Development 
Policy as written
No policy 
SDE9 Shop Fronts and Advertisements
Policy as written
No policy 
[bookmark: _Toc223083245]Green, Blue and Community Space
6.16 These policies are grouped together under the topic of Green, Blue and Community Space. 
SDG1 Community Facilities
Policy as written 
No policy 
SDG2 Green and Blue Infrastructure
Policy as written
No policy 
SDG3 Public Open Space, Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Policy as written 
No policy 
SDG4 Local Green Space
Policy as written
No policy 
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6.17 These policies focus on infrastructure.  At this stage, an assessment has been made of each proposed policy against the position without the respective policy. 
SD11 Vision-led Transport Approach 
Policy as written.
No policy
SD12 Active Travel Routes 
Policy as written.
No policy
SDI3 Highway and Public Realm Design 
Policy as written.
No policy
SDI4 Parking Provision 
Policy as written.
No policy
SDI5 Infrastructure
Policy as written.
No policy
SDI6 Telecommunications Infrastructure 
Policy as written.
No policy 
6.18 In terms of sites, all sites were appraised using the same methodology.  Sites have been assessed through the LAA and those considered to be suitable, achievable and available for development are proposed to be allocated unless they are existing commitments or could be delivered through thematic policies.  All other sites, having been assessed through the LAA are not considered reasonable alternatives as they have not achieved positive scores against a range of criteria.  The details are set out in the LAA documents. 
6.19 Several assumptions have been made in the scoring.  These are: sites allocated for housing will score as having a positive impact on SO 10 (housing).  Site allocation policies will score as having either a neutral or a positive impact on landscape (SO1).  There will be several distinct measures brought forward for each site as part of a planning application that will draw out specific landscape impact matters.  In other examples, where a site is scored neutral (0) –this is because other policies within the Local Plan address the issues.  The site policies do not repeat other policy directions given within the Local Plan under separate policy numbers.  The Plan is to be read as a whole and includes a complete suite of policies 
6.20 The following site policies are appraised (ordered under each local authority area).  There is also a list of the unimplemented allocations ordered under each County (West Sussex, East Sussex and Hampshire):
	Adur District 
SDA58 Hoe Court, Lancing
SDA72 Land off Steepdown Road, Sompting

	Arun District 
SDA49 Land south of Soldiers Field House, Findon
SDA50 Land north of The Quadrangle, Findon
SDA51 Land south of Findon (Wyatt’s Field), Findon

	Chichester District 
SDA18 Land adjacent to Grange Car Park, Midhurst
SDA19 Land at Forest Road, Midhurst
SDA20 Former Bus Depot, Midhurst
SDA21 Land east of Pitsham Lane (Cocking parish)
SDA22 Land adjacent Former Easebourne School, Easebourne
SDA23 Midhurst Community Hospital and 1-2 Rotherfield Mews, Easebourne
SDA24 Land west of Budgenor Lodge, Easebourne
SDA25 Land south of Herbert Shiner School (includes Petworth NDP H7)
SDA26 Land at Rotherbridge Lane, Petworth
SDA27 Land north of Northend Close, Petworth
SDA39 Land east of Coombe Crescent, Bury 
SDA46 Land at Hawksfold, Fernhurst 
SDA59 Land west of The Street, Lodsworth 
SDA60 Land at Fernhurst Road, Milland
SDA61 Land at Rake Road, Milland
SDA62 Land west of Valentines Lea, Northchapel 
SDA67 1-4 Parsonage Estate, Rogate
SDA68 Clayton Court, Hill Brow, Rogate

	East Hampshire District 
SDA8 Land at and rear of Causeway House
SDA9 Land south of The Causeway
SDA10 Land at Penns Place
SDA11 Land south of Paddock Way
SDA12 Land at Drum Court
SDA13 The Courtyard, Heath Road
SDA14 Land at Festival Hall
SDA15 Land at Windward, Reservoir Lane
SDA28 Land at Farnham and Station Roads, Liss 
SDA29 Land at Copper Beeches, Silver Birch and Heathmount, Hill Brow, Liss 
SDA31 Land west of Liphook
SDA32 Land at Westlands House, off Longmoor Road
SDA38 Land south of Lovell Gardens, Binsted 
SDA71 Land off Merryfield Road, Sheet 
SDA78 Land north of Winchester Road, Stroud
	Horsham District 
SDA35 East Street Farm, Amberley  
SDA43 G&T Land north of Kings Lane, Coldwaltham
SDA77 Land at Horsham Road, Steyning 

	Lewes & Eastbourne Districts
SDA4 County Hall, St Anne’s Crescent
SDA5 East Sussex College, Mountfield Road
SDA6 Springman House, 8 North Street
SDA7 Land rear of White Hart, 55 High Street  
SDA44 Land at Beechwood Lane, Cooksbridge 
SDA56 Land at Beaumont, Wellgreen Lane, Kingston
SDA57 Audibarn Farm, Ashcombe Lane, Kingston


	Mid Sussex District Council 
SDA54 Land east of Lodge Lane, Keymer
SDA55 Land at Southdowns Farm, Keymer 

	Wealden District 
SDA34 Alfriston Court, Alfriston 

	Winchester District 
SDA65 Land at Old Green Farm, Owslebury 
SDA79 Land north of Dodds Lane, Swanmore 
SDA80 Land north of Hewlett Close, Twyford 

	Unimplemented sites (arranged via County)

	West Sussex 
SDA16 Holmbush Caravan Park, Midhurst (previously SD79)
SDA17 Land at the Fairway, Midhurst (previously SD80) 
SDA30 Shoreham Cement Works (previously SD56)
SDA42 Land South of London Road, Coldwaltham (previously SD64)
SDA47 Land at Elm Rise, Findon (previously SD69)
SDA48 Soldiers Field House, Findon (previously SD70) 
SDA73 Land North of the Forge, South Harting (previously SD87)
SDA74 Land at Loppers Ash, South Harting (previously SD86)
SDA75 Land adjacent Stedham Sawmills, Stedham (previously SD88)

	East Sussex 
SDA1 North Street Quarter: Phoenix Area; Former Bus Station; and Eastgate Wharf (previously SD57)
SDA2 Land at Old Malling Farm, Lewes (previously SD76) 
SDA3 Malling Brooks, Lewes (previously SD77)
SDA33 Kings Ride, Alfriston (previously SD59)
SDA64 Offham Barns, Offham (previously SD83)

	Hampshire
SDA36 Land at Clements Close, Binsted (previously SD60)
SDA37 New Barn Stables, The Street, Binsted (previously SD61)
SDA40 Land South of the A272 at Hinton Marsh, Cheriton (previously SD63)
SDA45 Park Lane, Droxford (previously SD65)
SDA52 Land at Petersfield Road, Greatham (previously SD71)
SDA53 Land at Itchen Abbas House, Itchen Abbas (previously SD73)
SDA69 Land at Ketchers Field, Selborne (previously SD84)
SDA70 Land at Pulens Lane, Sheet (previously SD85)
SDA76 Land South of Church Road, Steep (previously SD89)



6.21 In all cases, the site and thematic policies are to be read in the wider context of the Proposed Submission Local Plan. If individual policies do not specifically refer to a policy issue, then this may be referenced in other parts of the Proposed Submission Local Plan.  
6.22 Objective 1 To conserve and enhance the National Park’s landscape character, functionality and perception and special qualities of the South Downs. Overall, the significant effects of the policies on this objective is positive.  
6.23 Objective 2 To conserve and enhance the region’s biodiversity and contribution to nature recovery. In general, the significant effects of the policies on the biodiversity objective are positive.  
6.24 Objective 3 Conserve and enhance the historic environment, heritage assets and their settings and cultural heritage. Overall, the significant effects of the policies on this objective are positive. 
6.25 Objective 4 To ensure the SDNP communities are prepared for the impacts of climate change and to address the causes of climate change through adaption measures. The significant effects of the policies on this objective are a mix of neutral and positive.  
6.26 Objective 5 Protection & Sustainable Use of Resources. Overall, the significant effects of the policies on this objective are a mix of positive and neutral.
6.27	Objective 6 Employment and Economy. As above, the significant effects of the policies on this objective are a mix of positive and neutral.   
6.28	Objective 7 Promote equality of opportunity and the elimination of discrimination. There are several negative impacts of the policies on this objective as this is often the nature of planning.  
6.29	Objective 8 Contribute towards improving the holistic health and well-being of the population and surrounding area and towards reducing inequalities. To create and sustain healthy and sustainable vibrant communities within the National Park and help towards improving accessibility for all to all services and facilities. The overall impact on this objective has largely been positive or neutral.  
6.30	Objective 9 Create the opportunities to support and facilitate an efficient transport network by enhancing the proportion of travel by sustainable modes and by promoting policies which reduce the need to travel by car. The significant effects of the policies on this objective are a mix of neutral and positive.  
6.31	Objective 10 To ensure that everyone has the access and opportunity to live in a good quality home, suitable to their need. Provide opportunities for new affordable homes.  Support schemes which optimise the scope for environmental sustainability. Largely, the significant effects of the policies on this objective are positive, especially where sites and development options include a wide range of housing needs and affordable housing. 
6.32	Objective 11 Value, protect and enhance the character of settlements, neighbourhoods and rural buildings within the National Park. To achieve the highest quality of design that is innovative, imaginable, and sustainable and reflects local distinctiveness and population needs. The significant effects of the policies on this objective are mostly positive impact, although there are some neutral scores. 
6.33 The cumulative effects are those that result from the interaction of all policies and policy options, and with other plans, policies and programmes. The adverse impacts of some policies on a particular Sustainability Objective may be outweighed by the benefits of others. 
6.34 The process of HIA has demonstrated that whilst there were specific health and wellbeing impacts recorded, these were largely positive impacts which could be amplified by other supporting policies in the Local Plan. Several recommendations were made, and these tended to focus on ensuring clear links and synergies were made throughout the local plan to ensure key health and wellbeing matters were addressed and highlighted. 
6.35 The EqIA considered the implications of all policies on Protected Characteristics and low income groups.  Many of the policies have direct or indirect impacts on equalities.  
6.36 Several recommendations were made following the IIA assessment of the Reg 18 version of the Proposed Submission Local Plan. Please refer to the main IIA report
6.37 Several recommendations were made following the IIA assessment of the Reg 19 version of the Proposed Submission Local Plan. Please refer to the main IIA report. 
6.38 It was not considered relevant and necessary to consult on the changes to the Local Plan between the Reg 18 version and the Reg 19 Proposed Submission Local Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc223083247]7.Cumulative Effects and Mitigation Measures
7.1	The cumulative assessment considers the total effects of the policies and site allocations in the Proposed Submission Local Plan taken on each of the IIA objectives. This section in the IIA report also summarises the range of mitigation measures proposed for each of the IIA objectives. 
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8.1 Monitoring is particularly useful in helping to answer the following questions:
· Is the plan contributing to the achievement of desired IIA objectives?
· Are mitigation measures performing as well as expected?
· Are there any unforeseen adverse effects? Are these within acceptable limits, or is remedial action required?
8.2 Table below sets out the proposed monitoring framework. 

	
	IIA objective
	Proposed IIA Monitoring Indicators

	1
	To conserve and enhance the National Park’s landscape character, functionality and perception and special qualities of the South Downs.
	Number of planning permissions in the reporting year where officers recorded added value on design and landscape character.

	2
	To conserve and enhance the region’s biodiversity and contribution to nature recovery.
	Number of planning permissions in the reporting year where officers recorded added value on nature recovery.
HRA related indicator.
Monitoring information required by Defra in line with the Biodiversity Duty Regulations.

	3
	Conserve and enhance the historic environment, heritage assets and their settings and cultural heritage.
	Number of nationally designated heritage assets at risk in the National Park.

	4
	To ensure the SDNP communities are prepared for the impacts of climate change and to address the causes of climate change through adaption measures. 
	Number of renewable energy projects granted planning permission in the reporting year (excluding householder development)

	5
	Protection & Sustainable Use of Resources.
	Percentage of waterbodies within the National Park achieving “high” or “good” status.
Percentage of planning permissions in the reporting year that meet policy SDN9 water use requirements of ≤ 90 litres/person/day.
Number of permissions granted with lighting conditions attached.

	6
	Employment and Economy.
	Total net and gross new employment floorspace completed.
Total net and gross new employment floorspace extant permissions.
Developments granted planning permission for agricultural developments in the reporting year.
Conversions of agricultural buildings granted in the reporting year.
Development granted permission for new and expanded facilities for viticulture and associated business.
Number of permissions granted for visitor accommodation

	7
	Promote equality of opportunity and the elimination of discrimination
	Number of planning permissions granted for educational facilities in the reporting year.
Number of permanent Gypsy or Traveller pitches and Travelling Showpeople plots with extant permission.
Five-year gypsy and traveller accommodation position

	8
	Contribute towards improving the holistic health and well-being of the population and surrounding area and towards reducing inequalities. To create and sustain healthy and sustainable vibrant communities within the National Park and help towards improving accessibility for all to all services and facilities. 
	Number of permissions granted for community facilities

	9
	Create the opportunities to support and facilitate an efficient transport network by enhancing the proportion of travel by sustainable modes and by promoting policies which reduce the need to travel by car.
	Number of planning permissions where officers recorded added value on National Park for All. 

	10
	To ensure that everyone has the access and opportunity to live in a good quality home, suitable to their need. Provide opportunities for new affordable homes.  Support schemes which optimise the scope for environmental sustainability.
	Number of extant permissions for affordable homes.
Number of affordable homes delivered in the reporting year
Number of homes with extant permission. 
Number of homes delivered. 
Five-year housing land position.

	11
	Value, protect and enhance the character of settlements, neighbourhoods and rural buildings within the National Park. To achieve the highest quality of design that is innovative, imaginable, and sustainable and reflects local distinctiveness and population needs.
	Number of schemes referred to the Design Review Panel.


[bookmark: _Toc223083249]9. Conclusion 
9.1 This Report has been prepared by the South Downs National Park Authority in accordance with the requirements of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (the ‘SEA Regulations’). This statement outlines:
· how environmental considerations have been integrated into the Local Plan.
· how the results of the IIA have been considered.
· how the results of consultation have been considered.
· reasons for choosing the Regulation 19 Proposed Submission Local Plan considering reasonable alternatives considered; and
· measures that will be taken to monitor the effects of the Local Plan.
9.2 The Regulation 19 Proposed Submission Local Plan and IIA will be subject to a formal consultation.   
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