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Executive Summary

This is thethird Authority Monitoring Report (AMR) produced by the South Downs National Park
Authority (SDNPA). It reports on a number of planning documents such as the emerging South Downs
Local Plan, the Community Infrasttuce Levy, numerous neighbourhood development plans and
adopted and emerging waste and minerals plEms most important longerm function of this edition

of the AMR will be to provide baseline data against which to measure the effectiveness of policies in
the South Downs Local Plan, which is due for adoptiothsncoming yearThe AMRreports on the
financial year 2@L17, which is he third year of the 2014033 plan period for the emerging South
Downs Local Plan.

The AMR reports progress on the timetable and milestones for the preparation of documents set out
in the Local Development SchemEne reporting yearsaw furtherwork on the South Downs Local
Phn, and the introduction of a Community Infrastructure Levy (as of 1 April 20Pfpgress was
made on a substantial number of evidence based studies such adotieng and Economic
Development Needs Assessment and Strategic FR@# Assessmentind the Viewshed Analysis.
The SDNPAmet its Duty to Cooperate with all relevant partners fgint work on a number of
strategic cross boundary issues.

This report considers the policy performanad existingand emergingoliciesacross the National
Park, and trends adnst various indicators including those directly affected by the planning process as
well as those more indirectly affectetihe list of indicators has been revised and expanded since the
2016 AMR, to better reflect thadraft indicators in thePre-Submissiorsouth Downs LocaPlan An
output is set out for each indicator followed by a brief commentary highlighting the key findings of the
output and relating these back to local and Government policiEsere are a numbeof interesting
findingshighlighted in th€017 South Downs National Park AMiRlating to both process and delivery
Process

1 Work on the South Downs Local Plan progressed, leading up to e&SRi@mission

consultation in Autumn 2017.

1 SixNeighbourhood Planeere madeandwork progressed significantly on many mpre

including Lewes, Liss and Petworth.

1 The Joint South Downs National Park Authority, East Sussex County Council and Brighton

& Hove City Council Waste and Minerals Sites Rhas adopted andie West Sussex Joint
Minerals Local Plainderwentexamination in public.
A Thriving, Living Landscape
1 The area offarmland and woodland managedagreement to deliver environmental scheme
optionshas increased by 3% since 2011.

9 The distributionof red kites inthe National Park has continued to increase.

1 The number of listed buildings at risk has fallen

1 Baseline data has been established for a number of environmental indicators.
People Connected with Places

1 4km of new or improved normotorised multi user routesvere delivered.

1 Planning permission wagsanted foreight new or expanded cultural facilities.
Towards a Sustainable Future

1 A nettotal of 0 new homes were completed in the National Pank201617- exactlyequal

to the number set in the Pre Submissioodal Plan.

1 There is an ugo-date five year supply of deliverable housing sites inSbath Downs
National Park, both against the propospubvision figuren the South Downs Local Plan and
against thdaenchmark for specific areas of the National Park eat in Joint Core Strategies.
78% ofnew homes were built on previously developed land.

A net total of 1,216square metres of new empyment floorspace was completed; a large
amount of floorspace constructed was balanced by the demolition of a neardy aount.
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Introduction

The Authority Monitoring Repor{AMR)is an annuatiocument producedn each year of

the Plan Periodvhich reports on the progress of planning policy making and on the
effectiveness of adopted planning policies in influencing patterns and levels of development..
In additionto the emerging South Downs Local Pldrere are also severdloint Core
StrategiesoveringEast Hampshire, LewesWealden, Winchester and WorthingThe

adopted plan in East Hampshgets arequirement forsignificant amounts of development,

and the implementation of the policies inathand the Wealden Joint Core Strateggedsto

be monitored.

This AMR complies with all relevant Government legislation and guidance including the
Town and Country Planning Act 2004, the Localism Act 2012 Timn and Country
Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012¢tiseng and Planning Act 2016,
National Planning Policy FramewdMPPF)andPlanningPractice GuidanceNPPG)

The statutory requirements of monitoring reports include brief,the following:

1 An update on progress on plan preparation against the Local Development Scheme;

1 Detailsof anyextantpolicies that we are not implementing;

1 The number of net additional dwellings delivered againstLaocgl Plamequirements
that apply to any specific part of our area;

1 Reporting on activities relating teelfbuild

1 An update on neighbourha development orders and rgiibourhood development
plans;

T Information on the Community Infrastructure Levy, where applicable;

9 Activities we have carried out to meet our Duty to Goperate with other bodies.

In order to meet the requirements of the NFPand NPPG & have to monitorthe housing
developments expected to come foasd over the next fifteen years, threommercial
developmentsandthe number ofGypsy and Travellgpitches in our area. We alsdave a
more general need tononitor the impacts of.ocal Plan policies in order to assess their
effectiveness. We need to identify any cases where cepalicies are failing to delivemd
may require action

The Monitoring Indicatordistedin Chapter 4have beerderived from the draft monitoring
indicators included in the PsBubmission version of the South Downs Local Plan. Not all the
draft indicators are being monitored this year, since monitoring systems are still being put in
place in preparation fothe adoptionof the Local Plan in 2018; tv@ver, the number of
indicators monitored isignificanthgreater than in 2016The numbering system for the
indicators corresponds to the numbers used in the draft Local plan and the numide tinig
documentis therefore noncontinuous Please refer tdhe glossary in the South Downs

Local Plan:Pre-submission versiofor an explanation of the technical terms used in this
report.



2. Progress against the Local Development Scheme
Local Development Scheme: Progress on Implementation

2.1  This sectn of the Authority Monitoring Report (AMR) reviews the progress made on a
number of development plan documents by the National Park Authority (NPA) in relation to
the timetable and milestones set out in the relevant Local Development Schemes (LDS). It
focuses on progress made during the reporting year April 2016 to March 2017, but also
provides more up to date information up to December 2016.

2.2 Firstly, an update is provided on the whole LDS, which covers all local development
documents currenthbeing prepared by the National Park Authority. There is an update on
the emerging South Downs Local Plan followed by an update on all local plan policies
currently operating within the National Park including joint core strategies. There is an
update on he community infrastructure levy (CIL). Finally, there is an update on all the
waste and minerals plans that cover the National Park.

Local Development Scheme

2.3 The fourth revision of the LDS was approved by Planning Committee on 10 August 2017
along with an update of the Statement of Community Involvement. The LDS includes the
proposed programmes for the emerging South Downs Local Plan, the Minerals and Waste
Plans undertaken jointly with County Councils, the proposed Shoreham Cement Works
Area Adion Plan (AAP) and various Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs). The
timelines are set out in appendix 1 of this document.

South Downs Local Plan

2.4  The South Downs Local Plan covers the whole of the National Park and it is the first time
that it has been planned as a single entity. It follows on from the State of the South Downs
Nati onal Park Report (2012) and the Partner sl
oned | ocal pl an rather than sepmesrategy devel op!l
and allocations document. On adoption the South Downs Local Plan will replace all the joint
core strategies and saved local plan polici€ere are currently )26 policiesurrently
operating within the National Parfother than those relting to minerals and wastend
they will be replace by jusi6 policieswhich is a 94% reduction.

2.5  The timeline for the preparation of the South Downs Local Plan is set out in table 1.6 of the
Pre-Submission document artable 11 below.

Local Plan stage Regulation | Date

Options Consultation 18 FebruaryApril 2014
Preferred Options Consultation 18 SeptembeiOctober 2015
Pre-Submission Consultation 19 SeptembeiNovember 2017
Submission to Secretary of State 22 March 2018

Examination 24 March - July 2018
Adoption 26 September 2018

Tablel.1 Timeline for Local Plan preparation



25 The main milestone that has been achieved is that theSeitemission version of the South
Downs Local Plan was published for public consultation under|&#mu19 of the Town
and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 from 26 September to 21
November 2017. The intention is to submit it for examination in March 2018.

National Park Authoneeting heldutumn 2016 to discuss graergingocal Plan.

26 Work also progressed on a large number of evidence based studies to support the Local
Plan. A full suite of background papevgaspublished in September to accompany the Local
Plan consultatioriThere were a number of studs relatingo the first purpose of national
parks such as the Tranquillity Stuaiyd some relating to the socieconomic duty such as
the Housing and Economic Development Needs Assessment (HEDNA). The first
Brownfield Land Register was published in Delsem

Neighbourhood Development Plans

27 Full details on the 52 neighbourhood development plans (NDP) in various stages of
development across the National Park are set out in chapter 7 of this report. It is important
that they progress in a timelyghion so that there are no policy gaps in ttievelopment
plan for the Naional Park.

Joint Core Strategies

28 In order to ensure that ugo-date planning policies were put in place for as much of the
National Park as possible, the NPA has workedJoimt Core Strategies with those local
authorities with a significant population and/or land area within the National Park or those
local authorities which were weildvanced in the preparation of a Core Strategy. The Joint
Core Strategies for Winchesteaind Wealden Districts were adopted in 2013, and the East
Hampshire Joint Core Strategy was adopted in 2014.

29 The Lewes Joint Core Strategy was adopted by the NPA on 23rd June 2016 and by Lewes
District Council on 11 May 2016. Following a Judicali®wv made by Wealden District



Council policies SP1 and SP2 of the Lewes JCS insofar as they apply to the South Downs
National Park were quashed at the High Court on 20 March 2017.

Saved Local Plan Policies

210 There are al so a LoalPlgrepoliniasoperating within thi dlational d &
Park. Under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, there was a period of
transition from the previous local plan system to the Local Development Framework
system, whereby some of the policiesimadt ed Loc al Pl ans were O0sav
been replaced by Joint Core Strategy policies. In due course they will all be replaced by the
South Downs Local Plan on adoption.

2.11  The full list of saved local plan and Joint Core Strategy polceeset out in appendix 2 of the
Pre-Submission Local Plan. They include policies from the following adopted local plans:

=

Adur District Local Plan (1996)

Arun District Local Plan (2003)

Brighton and Hove Local Plan (2005)

Chichester District Local Plan BirReview (1999)

Eastbourne Borough Plan (2003)

East Hampshire Joint Core Strategy (2014)

East Hampshire Local Plan Second Review (2006)

Horsham Core Strategy (2007)

Lewes District Local Plan (2003)

Lewes Joint Core Strategy (excluding policies SP1 and SP2

Mid Sussex Local Plan (2004)

Wealden District (Incorporating Part of the South Downs National Park) Core
Strategy Local Plan (2013)

Wealden Local Plan (1998) (natatutory Wealden Local Plan, 2005)
Winchester District Joint Core Strategy (2013)

Wincheser District Local Plan Review (2006)

Worthing Core Strategy (2011)

Worthing Local Plan (2003)
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2.12 It should be noted that several districts and boroughs such as Chichester and Horsham have
adopted new development plans for those part of their distriand borough that lie outside
the National Park. However, saved local plan polifies the older Local Plans listed above
will continue to operate within the National Park until the adoption of the South Downs
Local Plan.

Local Plan Policies not being Implemented

2.13  There are four extant local plan allocations within the National Park which have not yet
been fully developed. Three of these are sites allocated for housing, and one is a site
allocated for employment uses.

Housing

2.14  Petworth Primary School, Dawtrey Road, Petworth (Chichester District Local Plan 1999):
Since the school moved to a new location, part of this site has already been developed. On
the remainder of the site there is a planning application for 33 dwellings currgeniging
consideration. The site is allocated for 23 new homes under policy H5 of the Submission
version of the Petworth NDP.



2.15

2.16

Holmbush Caravan Park, Midhurst (Chichester District Local Plan 1999): This site received
planning permission for 85 dlliags in 2009, however, the planning permission lapsed in
2014/15. The site is allocated under draft policy SD82 of theRiemission Local Plan for

50 to 70 homes.

Land at Church Lane, Pyecombe (Mid Sussex Local Plan 2p@doximately 2@wellings):
The site has planning permission and is allocated for 8 homes under policy SD87 of-the Pre
Submission Local Plan. It was built out during the reporting year.

Employment

2.17

Hampers Common, Petworth (Chichester District Local Plan 1999 site is allocated for
employment uses under policy WS4 of the Submission version of the Petworth NDP.

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)

2.18

Following thesuccessfuk x ami nati on of t he SDNPAds Communi

Draft ChargingSchedulendtheNPA&s deci si on to adopt the
September 2016, the schedule took effect on 01 April 20A%.of 06 December 2017,

almost £97,000 has been collected, with a further £165,000 due (subject to those
developments commeing). The Authority is currently working on an Infrastructure
Business Plan, used to prioritise the infrastructure to support the growth identified by the
Local Plan via a¥ear rolling programme for its delivery.

Minerals and Waste

219

=A =4 =4 =

The SDNPA isesponsible for planning for the future management of waste and production
of minerals withirthe South Downs National Park. We are working in partnership with the
three County Councils (East Sussex, Hampslairgl WestSussex) and Brighton & Hove

City Courcil, and have adopted the following joint local plans:

East Sussex, South Dowasd Brighton & Hove Waste and Minerals Plan (2013)
Hampshire Mineralsral Waste Plan (2013)

West Sussex Waste Plan (2014)

Joint South Downs National Park Authority, East Sussex County Council and Brighton &
Hove City Council Waste and Minerals Sites Plan

220 The SDNPA is also working in partnership with East Su€munty Council and Brigbn &

2.2

2.2

Hove City Council on @he East Sussex, South Downs and Brighton & Hove Waste and
Minerals Local Plan Review. A Regulation 18 consultation on this plan took place in autumn
2017. The milestones for this plan are set out in appendix 1.

The WestSussex Joint Minerals Local Plan (JMLP) is being undertaken by the SDNPA and
West Sussex County Council. The Authoritipsiblished a Proposed Submission Draft
(Regulation 19) Joint Minerals Local Atamnconsultationfrom 16 January 201i6 13 March
2017 Representations were collated and reviewed, and a Regulation 22 Consultation
Statement prepared and submitted with the Plan.

The JMLP was submitted to the Secretary of State in June 2017. The public examination
hearing sessions were held in Chéster between Tuesday 19 September and Thursday 28
September 2017 in line with the SDNPA Local Development Scheme. Subsequent to the
hearing sessions, the Inspector has proposed a number of modifications to the JMLP and it is

8
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http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/minerals-and-waste/minerals-waste-plans/east-sussex-and-brighton-hove/
http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/minerals-and-waste/minerals-waste-plans/hampshire-minerals-and-waste-plan/
http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/minerals-and-waste/minerals-waste-plans/west-sussex-waste-local-plan/
http://consult.eastsussex.gov.uk/file/4409374
http://consult.eastsussex.gov.uk/file/4409374

currently anticipated thatttese will be consulted upon in early 20T#&is consultation was
approved by a National Park Authority meeting in December 2017.

2.23  Following the consultation, the modifications and the representations received on them will
be submitted to the Inspaor for his consideration. The Inspector will then finalise his
report on the soundness of the JMLP and submit it to the Authorities. Before completing his
report the Inspector may decide to reconvene the Hearings to consider the representations
that havebeen made. If no further modifications are recommended by the Inspector and a
report is received indicating that the JMLP is sound, the JMLP (as modified) will be adopted
by both Authorities when it wild.l b eWestme part
Sussex.

2.24  Progress on joint minerals and waste local plans since April 2014 and monitoring of already
adopted plans will be reported in the Monitoring Reports produced by Hampshire County
Council, East Sussex County Council and West SussexitycCouncil. For further
information please see the most recent reports:

I https://www.eastsussex.gov.uk/environment/planning/development/mineralsandwdste/a
1 http://www3.hants.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste/planpalizy-home.htm
1 https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/abdhe-council/strategieplansandpolicies/environment

plannineandwasteplansandpolicies/mineralsindwastepolicy/monitoringreports/



https://www.eastsussex.gov.uk/environment/planning/development/mineralsandwaste/amr1
http://www3.hants.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste/planning-policy-home.htm
https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/about-the-council/strategies-plans-and-policies/environment-planning-and-waste-plans-and-policies/minerals-and-waste-policy/monitoring-reports/
https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/about-the-council/strategies-plans-and-policies/environment-planning-and-waste-plans-and-policies/minerals-and-waste-policy/monitoring-reports/

3. Duty to Cooperate

3.1 Nationalpark authorities are responsible for planning policy and development management
within their respective national parks. However, the districts, boroygitg and county
councils are responsible for other statuy functions including housing, transport and
education. Partnership working and cooperation is therefore fundamental to the successful
operation of the South Downs National Park Authorig@DNPA)given the responsibilities
of these different organisaitns, the size of the National Park and the number of districts and
boroughs it covers.

3.2 In support of the South Downs Local Plan a series of key cross boundary strategic issues
have been identified as:

1 Conserving and enhancing the natural bgaftthe area

T Conserving and enhancing the regionds biodi

1 The delivery of new homes, including affordable homes and pitches for Gypsies and
Travellers.

1 The promotion of sustainable tourism

1 Development of theaural economy

1 Improving the efficiency of transport networks by enhancing the proportion of travel by
sustainable modes and promoting policies which reduce the need to travel.

33 These key issues have been shared with representatives of many locaiteghoounty
councils, statutory agencies and local groups within and adjoining the NationalTPerk
are used as the basfer making representations ondal plan consultationsutside the
National Parkand identifying key areas of work.

Local Plan and the Duty to Cooperate Statement

34 The SDNPA published a Dyto CooperateStatementin September 201@s part of the
evidence hse for the PreSubmissioisouth DownsLocal PlanThis statementprovides full
details of crossboundary working and dutip cooperate activities up until September 2017.
The highlights of this cross boundary working that took place withinnositoring year are
set out below.

3.5  As part of our work on progressing the South Downs Local Plan, a number of key
stakehol@rs were invited in December 2016 to meet the SDNPA to discuss the emerging
policies and draft site allocations. Meetings were then held in January and February 2017
with the following organisations:

Three County Councils: Hampshire, East Sussex and \Bessex
Environment Agency

Highways England

Historic England

Natural England

National Trust

O O OO oo

3.6 A full round of meetings took place in the later months of 2017 with key statutory
consultees: Hampshire, East Sussex and West Sussex County Coureddsyitonment
Agency, Highways England, Historic England, Natural England, and all partner local
authorities that either overlap, or share a boundary, with the National Park. These meetings
supported the PreSubmissioronsultationon the Local Plan and we used to initiate the
preparation of Statements of Common Ground with most or all of these partner

10



organisations. The purpose of these documents is to provide clear evidence of partnership
working in addressing strategic crelgsundary issues. They wile published as part of the
core document library in March next year.

3.7 Full details of duty to cooperate activities will be set out in an updated DtC Statement, also
to be published at or before submission of the Local Plan, as part of the exionitibrary.

Ashdown Forest

38 A major part of the Authorityds Duty to Coopece
Forestand issues of air quality and nitrogeéeposition This has arisen from the challenge
by Wealden District Council in th High Court which resulted in the quashing of policies
SP1 and SP2 of the Lewes Joint Core Strategy, insofar as they apply to the administrative
areas of the SDNPA in March 201The SDNPA set up, and now chair and service an
officer group on Ashdown Hest in order to move forward on the issues raised by the High
Court decision. The purposes of the group are to work collaboratively on Ashdown Forest
and share information arising from our HRA work. The group is made up of 12 local
planning authoritiegncluding Wealden and Lewes District Coungilas Natural England and
two county councils.

3.9  The group has started work on a statement of common ground (SCG) in order to agree
matters that we agree and disagree on, for example, air quality dadoisland transport
modelling. The SCG is being facilitated by the Planning Advisory Service as a ptlog for
Government. The intention is for all the relevant authorities to state what aspects of the
SCG they agree and disagree ofihe SDNPAwill sulmit the finalised and signegrsionof
the SCGas part of our core document library along with the Local Plan in March next year.

Cross-boundary organisations

3.10 The SDNPA is involved in the work of a number of cross boundary organisationtartgst
and most significant of which to thdational Park is the Coastal West Sussex and Greater
Brighton Strategic Planning Board. This is made up of a number of local planning authorities
namely Adur, Arun, Brighton & Hove, Chichester, Horsham, Lewes,3d&bkex, the South
Downs National Park Authority, West Sussex County Council and Worthing. The National
Park covers a large swathe of land running the full length of theesyibn.

3.11 The Coastal West Sussex and Greater Brighton Strategic Planning Basibeen
progressing the objectives of the Local Strategic Statement 2 (LSS2). This sets out strategic
objectives and spatial priorities for the soégion. This document forms an interim position
for the subregion in advance of the preparation of LSS3.

3.12 The Board commissioned aqiblishedan evi dence based study by G
the HMA and FEMAS6 in February 2017, which wil
evidence gathering and strategic planning activities undertaken orragsabal basis.

Following on from that work Cravley Borough Council were asked to join the graup

3.13 The Board has decided to commence a full review of the LSS to be accompanied by an up to
date strategic evidence base. The Board met on 04 Septe2tli& and agreed to:
1 robustly and creatively explore options for meeting the unmet needs across the Board
area, starting by | eaving 6no stone unturne
boundary for the period up to 2030 and for these options to infotrmcal Plan reviews
prepare a Local Strategic Statement 3 covering the period 2030 to 2050
to provide an evidence base for the preparation of a Local Strategic Statement 3

= =4
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3.14

3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

3.21

3.22

Full details of the Boardds wohelDutptoad t he
Cooperate Statement.

Collaborative working among planning policy officers across East Sussex has been long
established through the Planning Liaison Group (chief planning officers) and the East Sussex
Local Plan Managers Group. In amgtif the East Sussex Strategic Planning Members Group
(ESSPMG) was set up in 2013 to enhance and endorse cooperation at the political level. The
group consists of the portfolio holders for planning assisted by officers from all local
authorities in East Ssex, including SDNPA.

There has also been regulattendance at officer liaison meetings as follows:

West Sussex Chief Planning Officers Group (CPOG)

West Sussex Planning Policy Officers Group (PPOG)

East Sussex Local Plan Managers Group

Hampslire & Isle of Wight Planning Officers Group (HIPOG)
Development Plans Group (DPG) (sub group of HIPOG)
Planning Research Liaison Group (PR&@&ub group of HIPOG)
Hampshire Alliance for Rural Affordable Housing (HARAH).

< <K <K<K<LKLK KL

Further joint working

Work has progressed on théleathlands Reunited projecEleven organisations led by the
SDNPA have joined forces to expand and connect the existing 1% of heathland left in the
NationalPark. The project is being led by the SDNPA and involves 10 othdnpes:

Natural England, Hampshire County Council, Ministry of Defence, Forestry Commission, the
National Trust, RSPB, and local wildlife trusts and conservation societies.

Jint workingon the Green Infrastructure Framework has continueih local authorities

and relevant bodies to provide an agreed anebedinated position on the strategic

principles and priorities for planning, investment and delivery of green infrastructure. The
shared objective is to protect, enhance and create a connectédgtark of multifunctional

assets, which sustainably meet the needs of local communities in the South Downs National
Park and surrounding areas and support the special qualities of the South Downs.

The Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy hasrbpeepared by the Solent Recreation
Mitigation Partnershipwhich consists of some 19 interested organisations (mostly local
authorities). Work is ongoing to seek mitigation through financial contribution to the
strategic measures set out in the strategy.

Joint working with Natural England and East Hampshire District Co(lEIDC)in the
Wealden Heaths Phase Il SRAensure a consistent approach is applied in relation to
development within the 400m buffer zone surrounding the SRAoint SPD las been
prepared, which the SDNPA and EHDC will consult on next year.

Joint working has progressed on tBeighton & Hove City Council and the South Downs
National Park Authority Gypsy and Traveller Site Assessments,2fillished in September
2017

The Transport Assessment of the South Downs Local Rlas carried out in close
cooperation with the relevant Local Highway Authorities and involved input from a large
number of local authorities and Highways England.

12
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3.23 The SDNPAhascontinual to work with the three relevantLocal Enterprise Partnerships
namelySouth EastEnterprise M3ard Coast to Capital. Ouinput has focused othe green
infrastructure role played by the National Park, and strategically important transpes li
and improvements to them.

13



4. List of indicators

4.1
thefollowing sources:

The following listsets out allthe indicators in this AMRyhich have been derived from

T Indicators set out in themplementation and Monitorgnchapter of thePre-Submission

Local Plapwhich all have the pfix SDLP.
Relevantloint Core Strategies indicators, which have the prefix JCS.
1 Miscellaneous national and local indicators, which have the prefix X.

E|

4.2
recorded in the list agot currentymo ni t om e e t he
made to the Partneship Management Plan indicatorefevant.

There are a number of Locald? indicators that cannot be currently monitored. These are
.ORefergneedis c ol u mn

internationally designated wildlife sites that are identified in the Local Plan as
requiring such monitoring

Local Plan indicator Page

SDLP1.: Citatiorof policy SD2 in planning decisions Not currently
monitored

SDLP2: Increase in multighbeovision of ecosystem services 18

SDLP3: The value of key Natural Capital assets is maintained or enhanced | Not currently
monitored

SDLP4: Citation of glicy SD3in planning decisions Not currently
monitored

SDLP5*: Change in land use by category Not currently
monitored

SDLP6: Citation of paty SD4 in planning decisions Not currently
monitored

SDLP7: Number of Local Landscape Character Assessments edepar 19

SDLP8: Applications permitted, or refused on design grounds, contrary to th{ Not currently

advice of the Design Reviewrighand SDNPA Design Officers monitored

SDLP9: Number of Village Design Statements adopted 20

SDLP10: Quality of design orew developments Not currently
monitored

SDLP11: Changes to views identified in thevished Characterisation Study | Not currently
monitored

SDLP12: Percentage of the National Park that is relatively tranquil for its are| 20

SDLP13: Percentage ¢fe National Park cosidered to have a dark night sky | 21

SDLP14: Area, condition and connectivity of target priority habitats 22

SDLP15(PMP9): Population and distribution of priority species 23

SDLP16: Condition of Sites of Special Scientific Interest 24

SDLP17: Developments granted planning permission contrary to ecological | Not currently

advice from Natural England or county councils monitored

SDLP18: Developments granted planning permission within designated wild| 25

sites or ancient woodiad or overlapping veteran trees

SDLP19: Number of dwellings completed within zones of proximity to 26

SDLP20: Atmospheric concentration of NOx with200m of the roadside

Not currently

conservation sites

measured at specific internationally designed nature conservation sites monitored
SDLP21: Nitrogen deposition within 200m of the roadside calculated from | Not currently
pollutant concentrations measured at specific internatiorddlgignated nature | monitored

14




Local Plan indicator

Page

SDLP23: Percentage of farmland and of woodland area that is managed unc
agreement to delier environmental scheme options

28

SDLP24: Planning applications granted for loss of TPO treeswtitbplacement

Not currently

monitored
SDLP25: Planning permissions granted for enabling development Not currently
monitored
SDLP26: Percentage of Listed Buildings at risk 28
SDLP27: Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans written Not currently
monitored
SDLP28: Planning permissions for development on the site of a Scheduled | 29

Monument

SDLP29: Developments granted planning permission with a condition requir
archaeological assessment

Not currently
monitored

SDLP30: Number of ad@bns to the Historic Environment Record

Not currently

monitored

SDLP31: % surface water bodiesiaghvi ng 6goodd ecol of29

SDLP32: % surface and groundwatder | Notcurrently
monitored

SDLP33: Percenga of water resource available for licensing Not currently
monitored

SDLP34: All developments granted planning permission within the Sussex | 30

Heritage Coast and 6Undevel oped Co

SDLP92: Developments granted planning permission contraryetadiice of 30

the Environment Agency in Flood Risk Zones 2 and 3

SDLP95: Number and status of Airv@lity Management Areas (AQMAS) 31

SDLP35: CIL funds spent on transport projects Not currently
monitored

SDLP36: Developments granted planning permidsiotransport infrastructure | Not currently
monitored

SDLP37: Proportion of visits to the Nanal Park by public transport 32

SDLP38: Development of hubs and gateways schemes Not currently
monitored

SDLP48(PMP31): Average length of visitoy stad spnd per visitor per day 32

SDLP39: Gross increase in norotorised multiuser routes (km) 33

SDLP40: Proportion of visits by nanotorised means Not currently
monitored

SDLP41: Length of public rights of way Not currently
monitored

SDLP42: Visitor gnyment levels Not currently
monitored

SDLP43: Road accidents involving death or serious injury Not currently
monitored

SDLP44: Proportion of visits by private car Not currently
monitored

SDLP45: CIL funds spent on leisure and recreational projeciseied with the | Not currently

Nati onal Parkds Speci al Qual i ti es | monitored

SDLP46: Developments granted planning permission for visitor accommoda| 33

facilities

SDLP47: Developments granted planning permission for community, culture| 34

leisure and reazation facilities
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Local Plan indicator Page

SDLP49: Developments granted planning permission for equestrian facilitie§ Not currently
monitored

SDLP50: Percentage of permissions for new homes within and outside settl{ Not currently

boundaries monitored

SDLP51: Number angercentage of housing completions previously 36

developed land (net)

SDLP52: Plan period @ousing target for Local Plan 37

SDLP53: Numér of dwellings completed (net) 37

SDLP54: Dwellings with &nt planning permission (net) 39

SDLP55: Net addonal dwellings expected to come forward within the next fiy 39

years from the date of monitoring

SDLP56: Net additional dwellings expected to come forward between five sij 39

and fifteen years from the date of monitoring

JCS 1: Number of dwellingsmopleted in areas with housing requirements set| 42

adopted Joint Core Strategies (net)

JCS2: Net additional dwellings expected to come forward from the beginning 43

the current monitoring year on 01 April 2016 up to 31 March 2021 on

deliverable sites agnst extant Joint Ce Strategy (JCS) requirements.

JCS3: Net additional dwellings expected to come forward between 01 April 4 43

and 31 March 2026 on developable sites and broad locations against extant

Core Strategy requirements.

SDLP57: @rrying out of functions in relation to selffuild and custom 45

housebuilding

SDLP58: Number of dwellings completed (net), by number of bedrooms 45

SDLP59: Number of affordable dwellings cormgadefnet), broken down by 46

tenure

SDLP60: Number of affdable dwellings completash rural exception sites 47

Indicator X1: Completions and commitments occurring through permitted 47

development rights for change of usem employment to residential

SDLP61: Carrying out of functis in relation to starter hones 48

SDLPG63: Net additional agricul t ur a Notcurrently

planning permission monitored

SDLP64: Permissions for the removal of agricultural or fmyesorker 48

occupancy conditions

SDLP65: Net additional permameGypsy or Traveller pitches and Travelling | 48

Showpeople plots per annumpallocated and windfall sites

SDLP66: Net additional transit pitchedth extant planning permission 49

SDLP67: Total net and gross nemployment floorspace completed 50

SDLP68: Total net and gross new employment floorspaxtant permissions 51

SDLP69: Total net and gross new retail floorspace completed, by use class | 51

SDLP70: Total net and gross new retail floorspace extant permissions, by ug 52

class

SDLP71: Developemts granted planning permission for loss or expansion of | 52

use space within defined primary shopping frontages

SDLP72: Developments granted planning permission for developments affe

Not currently

use space outside market town and larger village centre bauesl monitored
SDLP73: Developments granted planning permission for agricultural Not currently
developments in the reporting year monitored
SDLP74: Hectarage of woodland in active management Not currently
monitored
SDLP75: Citation ofg@icy SD40 in planning decisions Not currently
monitored
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Local Plan indicator Page
SDLP76: Employment and housing completions resulting from conversion ol Not currently
agricultural or forestry buildings monitored
SDLP77: Total CIL monies gathered Not currently
monitored
SDLH8: Total CIL monies passed to parish councils Not currently
monitored
SDLP79: Total CIL monies passed to other infrastructure delivery partners | Not currently
monitored
SDLP80: Level of matdbnding secured through commitment of CIL funds Not currently
monitored
SDLP81: CIL funds spent on facilities/services, education, health and wellbg Not currently
projects monitored
SDLP82: Schemes carried out for undergrounding of cables Not currently
monitored
SDLP83: CIL funds spent on utility seesc Not currently
monitored
SDLP84: Refusals citing SD44 Not currently
monitored
SDLP85: CIL funds spent on Green Infrastructure projects Not currently
monitored
SDLP86: Developments granted planning permission for new Green Not currently
Infrastructure assets monitored
SDLP87: Quality of Green Infrastructure in new developments Not currently
monitored
SDLP88: Developments granted planning permission within recreational are| Not currently
mapped in the HLC monitored
SDLP89: Standards for ep space, sports and rexational facilities being met | Not currently
monitored
SDLP90: Decisions on planning applications that cite SD46 Not currently
monitored
SDLP91: CIL funds spent on Social/Leisure schemes Not currently
monitored
SDLP92: Develapents granted planning permission within Local Green Spad Not currently
monitored
SDLP93: Decisions on planning applications that cite Strategic Policy SD48 | Not currently
monitored
SDLP94: Increase or decrease in the risks posed by climate change Not currently
monitored
SDLP97: Number of full planning permissions for renewable energy develop| 53
SDLP99: Progress of restoration of Shoreham Cement Works Not currently
monitored
SDLP100: Progress of redevelopment of North Street Quarter andcaalijt 53

Eastgate area

SDLP101: Progress of development on the allocated sites

Not currently
monitored

X2: Number of Neighbourhood Development Plans made

56
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5. A Thriving Living Landscape

Indicator SDLP2: Increase in multiple provision of ecosyste m services
Policy monitored: Core Policy SD2: Ecosystems Services
Target:

5.1 Ensure that all development has a net positive impact on the ability of the natural
environment to deliver ecosystem services

Output:

Original % of

score Multifunctionality | Area (Ha) Park

0 Unmet 34539.15( 20.90

0.01-0.4 Low 15493.00 9.37

0.4-0.6 Medium 61556.700 37.25

0.6-1 High 36873.22] 22.31

1+ Exceeding 14580.75 8.82
Total 163042.81 -
Undefined 2225.12 1.35

Table 5.1: Levels of ecosystem senviifenttidnality in the National Park, by area covered.

Commentary:

5.2  The table shows th@ercentageof land area within the National Park that has potential to
deliver multiple ecosystem servicesOhThgdade al
and 6exceedingd in terms of their ability to

assessed by thecoServ modeln areas where there is significant demand, but capacity to

meet this demand is lacking across a range of serditieis is categorised as unmet. Areas

where demand and capacity is being met for some services, but where significant demand

may still remainare categorised as low or medium. Those areas where both demand and
capacity is being met across a range of servi
These are generally the areas that are being managed well in terms of their Ecosystem
ServicesThrough the effective delivery of our planning policies, we would also expect that

the area of the National Park that has the capacity to deliver enhanced Ecosystem Services

and fully meet societal demands. We would want to see an increase in the pereamtsy

ofthepak t hat falls &wexbheadithgd 6hatgdr@dormaings over
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Figure 5.1: Levels of ecosystem service multifunctionality in the National Park

Indicator SDLP7: Number of Local Landscape Character Assessments

Policy mon itored: Strategic Policy SD4: Landscape Character

Target:
5.3

Output:

Landscape character conserved and enhanced

prepared

54

= =4 =8 -4 A

T

Five Local Landscape Character Assessments have been prepared in the South Downs
National Park, for the following villages

Buriton (updates as part of the 2017 Village Design Statement)
Froxfield(2011)

Liss(2007)

Rowlands Castl€2012

Selborneg(2014

Commentary:

5.5

A Local Landscape Character Assessment (LLCA) allows a community to understand and
evaluate the spéal qualities of the landscape that surrounds their Town / Village. A
completed LLCA informs the phaing authorityo f a ¢ o agpitationstrejating to the
landscape, its use and possible management requirements.
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5.6 None of theLLCAs listed abovlawe been endorsed by the SDNPA to date. The SDNPA
are currently reviewing Selborne LLCA for endorsement.

Indicator SDLP9: Number of Village Design Statements adopted

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD5: Design
Output:
5.7 To date the SDNPA havadopted 5 VDS prepared by the following villages:

Liss VDS (July 2014)

Worldham VDS (September 2015)

East Dean and Friston VDS (April 2016)
Lodsworth VDS (October 2016)

Buriton VDS (August 2017)

= =4 =4 =4 A

Commentary:

5.8  AVillage Design Statement deibes he distinctive character of the village and the
surrounding countrysiddt draws up design principles based on the distinctive local
character which &lps planners and developers to understand local isSuesSDNPA can
adopt VDS asuplementary PlanninDocuments and those already adopted are listed
above.

Indicator SDLP12: Percentage of the National Park that is relatively tranquil for its area
Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD7: Relative Tranquillity

Target:
5.9  Conservation and enhancemt of relative tranquillity

Output :

Relative % of
Tranquillity Area (Ha) | Park
Low 23585.94  14.27
Vulnerable 66597.68  40.30
Intermediate 36595.19] 22.14
High 38239.02] 23.14
Total 165017.83
Undefined 250.10 0.15

Table 5.2: Levels of tranquillitg@rNational Park, by area covered
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Figure 5.2: Levels of tranquillity in the National Park

Commentary:

5.10 The table shows th@ercentageof land area within the National Park that falls within a

range of scores for negauwihl Iciattyedg.o rTyh iosf idsr ed xaptri e

low, vulnerable, intermediate and high. For monitoring purposes, the category described as
O6medi umé in the Local Plan is subdivided i
future monitoring the focusvill be on those areas that fall within the vulnerable category.
These form the most significant part of the National Park, and are also those areas that are
most susceptible to change or impacts. Through the effective delivery of our planning
policies, wewould also expect that the relative tranquillity of these areas would be

improved or enhanced. We would want to see an increase in the percentage area of the

park that falls within the intermediate and high categories over time.

Indicator SDLP13: Percen tage of the National Park considered to have a dark night sky

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD8: Dark Night Skies

Target:

511 To be considered a dark sky of sufficient quality by the International {S&gkAssociation,
values of 20 magnitudes percasecond must be achieved. Sky brightness is measured in
magnitudes per arc second. Skies with values of between 20 and 20.99 are rated as having
Obronzed | evel dar kness, values of 21 or
6 g o | d ork dkiesvirethe Natianal Park. The target is toaintain the percentage of the
National Park with skies of bronze level darkness, and increase the percentage with skies of
silver level darkness.
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Output:
5.12 Currently approximately 66% of the total S area has skies of Bronze darkness level or

higher, and 3% has skies of Silver darkness level. SeeSigbeiow.
> i "5 A

Figuré.3 Areas of the National Park considered to have a dark night sky.

(Note: Areas with O0OBrohue adedel bosarwi skhi@Si aver
black.)

Commentary:

513 In 2016, the whole South Downs National Park was designated an International Dark Skies
Reserve. Wi thin this, an area of 418km2 was
peripheral boundary was drawn around that, enclosing an area of 1,104km2, equivalent to
the area with bronze level skiefRecent changes in street lighting have produced a
measured improvement in sky quality, around the 0.3 to 0.4 difference, and the aim is to
further increase the value with sympathetic lighting and general behavioural change. In
general, large scale development around and in the National Park poses the greatest threat
to dark skies as this is the most noticeable source of light pollution.dtteen estimated
that 94% of the current threats to the dark skies lie outside the boundary of the Bronze
level areas, andround 85% outside the National Park bounddrigere is a plan for ongoing
measurement and monitoring of dark skies, so the numbersapected to change slightly
in future.

Indicator SDLP14*: Area, condition and connectivity of target priority habitats

Policies monitored: Strategic Policy SD9: Biodiversity and Geodiversity; Development
Management Policy SD11: Trees, Woodland andgdeaivs

Target:
5.14 A wellmanaged and better connected network of habitatshe National Park
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Output:

Habitat Area (ha) Areain a % in a % in a
favourable favourable favourable
condition (ha) condition (2017) condition
(2016)

Broadleaved, mixed 2,975 2,388 80%

and yew woodland 81%

Calcareous grassland 3,105 1,313 42% 42%

Lowland heath 1,492 136 10% 9%

Neutral grassland 1419 457 32% 32%

Table 5.3Percentage of target priority habitats in a favourable condition

Commentary :

5.15 There has beerittle to no change in the area and condition of priority habitats in SSSis.
Following the production of our calcareous grassland assessment in 2016 the South Downs
National Park Authority have been working with the Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre and
Local Authority partners to design a sustainable and robust way forward in the regular
monitoring of our Local Wildlife Sites. The hope is that we will then be able to report on
the condition of these habitats oa rotational five year cycl@he Habitat Conectivity
Study has been completed and will be useful to inform development proposals and projects
in the National Park

Indicator SDLP15(PMP9): Population and distribution of priority species

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD9: Biodiversity and Geedsity

Target:

5.16 Increased populations and distributions of priority species

i Species % survey square occupancy within the National Park , by year
2014 2015 2016 2017
Lapwing 11% 10% 10% 9%
Corn bunting 14% 14% 10% 13%
Grey partridge 3% 5% 4% 4%
Skylark 82% 82% 74% 78%
Yellowhammer 67% 58% 59% 64%
Linnet 66% 59% 61% 54%
Red kite 10% 13% 18% 19%
Buzzard 65% 73% 75% 65%

Table 5.4Population and distribution of target species
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Commentary:

517

518

There is extensive monitoring/ork logging the presence and absence of farmland birds. The
South Downs Farmland Bird Initiative (SDFBI) is led by the Royal Society for the Protection
of Birds (RSPB), with support from SDNPA, Game and Wildlife Conservation Trust

(GWCT), British Trust ofOrnithology (BTO), South Downs Land Managers and Natural
England. In 2014 the SDFBI launched a farmland bird monitoring project with the BTO,
Sussex and Hampshire Ornithological Societies (SOS and HOS) to try and find out if
farmland birds on the South s are following national trends for continued declines in
species such as skylark, yellowhammer and lapwing. The survey is carried out by volunteers
using Breeding Bird Survey (BBS) methodology in at least 100 representative grid squares
across the Natioal Park.

Populations are remaining relatively stable with annual fluctuations continuing. Linnet are
beginning to present a regular downwards drift, however, this may reflect a more generic
national trend with sightings reducing in the South Easinterbalanced by increases in the
North and West with Linnet numbers increasing in Scotland and Northern Ireland. We will
continue to monitor this trend over the coming years. There is a continuing increase in the
presence of Red Kite within thHationd Park.

Indicator SDLP16: Condition of Sites of Special Scientific Interest

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD9: Biodiversity and Geodiversity

Target:

519

The target isan increase in the number &SSi found to bein a favourable condition.

Out put:

520

The condition of Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) in the National Park,ia@®.4
2016 and 2017are set out by category in figure 3.

Condition 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017

Favourable 48% 47% 47% 47%

Unfavourable Recovering 49% 49% 50% 50%

Unfavourable No Change 2% 1% 2% 2%

Unfavourable Declining 1% 1% 1% 1%
Part Destroyed 0% 0% 0% 0%
Destroyed 0% 0% 0% 0%

Table 5.5Condition of SSSIs, 22047 (to nearest percentage point)

Commentary:

521

The data showshat the conditionof SSSis in the National Park has remained stable over the
past monitoring year.
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Green Haristreak butterfly, © Neil Hulme (Butterfly Conservation)

Indicator SDLP18: Developments granted planning permission within designated
wildlife sites or ancient w oodland or overlapping veteran trees

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD9: Biodiversity and Geodiversity

Target:
5.22  Any developments withidesignated wildlife sites, to conform with policies SD9 Biodiversity
and Geodiversity and/or SD10 Interimanal Sites.

Output :
Type of designated site Number of permissions
International sites 1
SSSI| 3
LocalWildlife Site 12
Local Nature Reserve 3
Ancient Woodland 3

Table 5.6: Planning permissions granted in designated wildlife site or ancie2@i6sbdland,
Commentary :

5.23  Threefull or householder applicationsere grantedwith centre pointswithin SSSis in the
reporting year, of whicliwo were for visitor facilities (including the replacement of the
staircase at Birling Gap) and one for pl@Ecement dwelling.

5.24 18 applications were granted within Local Wildlife Sites, Local Nature Reserves and/or
Ancient WoodlandIn none of thesecases were applications granted contrary to the advice
of Natural Ehgland or ecology officers.
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5.25 There issome overlap between the various categories of wildlife site. Applications
overlapping veteran trees were not mibared in the reporting year due to data constraints.

Indicator SDLP 19: Number of dwellings completed within zones of proximity to
internatio nally designated wildlife sites that are identified in the Local Plan as requiring
such monitoring

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD10: International Sites

Target:

526 There is nospecifidarget for this indicatorlnternationally designated sitesupport
populations of species that are particularly vulnerable to disturhamdess of habitat in the
surrounding area where they may travel to feéthder the Habitats Regulations, the
Authority is required to demonstrate that proposals for new dey@inent avoid or
adequately mitigate against impacts on these sites. In addition to the criteria setdratftin
Local Plan Policy SOBiodiversity and Geodiversityflocal Plan Policy SD1International
Sites) includespecific requirements for developent in buffer zones aroundarious
internationally protected nature site$hese are set out ifabe 5.7below.

Protected Depth of Relevant type of Action required by Policy SD10

site buffer zone | site/development

The Mens 9km Greenfield sites and Surveys, retention of key features and

SAC sites containing or closg buffers for Barbastelle and Bechstein b
to suitable habitat

Ebernoe 7km Greenfield sites and Surveys, retention of key featuresdan

Common SAC sites containing or closg buffers for Barbastelle and Bechstein b

to suitable habitat

Arun Valley 5km Greenfield sites and Appraise suitability for wintering Bewick

SPA sites containing or closg¢ swan, if so take further specified action

to suitable habitat

Wealden 400m Net increase in Project specific HRANo more than43

Heaths Phase residential units additional units in totalo be permitted,

Il SPA from date of JCS adoptioim
combination with East Hants equivalen
zone]

5km Net increase in HRA screening with potentidurther
residential units action required

Solent Coast 5.6km Net increase in Financial contribution to mitigating

SPAs residential units recreation effects, or potential
appropriate assessment.

Table 5.7 Buffer zones around international sites and their treatm&atith thewns Local Plan
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Output:

Net dwellings receiving

Total net dwellings receiving

Depth of : S . . o
. planning permission planning permissio n within buffer
V?I:[Ii ﬁ?&?ﬁr frbounlzfeer dzgoengf within b_uffer Zone, in zone, in National Park/ East Hants/
is drawn designated National Park Waverley
Site 2014- 2015- | 2016- | 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
15 16 17
The Mens 7km (The 11 n/a n/a n/a
SAC and Mens) - -
Ebernoe 5km (Ebernoe
Common SAC| Common)
Arun Valley 5km - - 6 n/a n/a n/a
SPA
5km n/a 24 41 n/a n/a n/a
400m 2 2 1 13inEast| 11l inEast| 5in East
Wealden Hants / Hants / Hants /
Heaths Phase SDNP; 6 in| SDNP; 2 in| SDNP; 10 in
2 SPA Waverley | Waverley | Waverley
Solent Coast 5.6km n/a 5 -1 n/a n/a n/a

SPAs

Table 5.8Net dwellingermisiens in buffer zones around internationally designated wildlife sites

Commentary:

527

There were eleven net additional dwellings permitted within the buffer zones around the

Mens and Ebernoe Common SACs. Within these zones, Strategic Policy SIE0SDLP
will require development proposals on greenfield sites and sites near foraging habitat
survey for Barbastelle and Bechstein bats, retaining any key features and buffers around
those features.

5.28

There were six net additional dwellings pettad in the buffer zone around Arun Valley

SPA, where polic$$D10 will require greenfield develments to appraise whether the site is
suitable for wintering Bewick Swan.

529

The table above shows that, with regard to the 400m buffer zone around the \Weald

Heaths Phase 2 SPéne dwelling (a granny annexeasgranted permissiom the National
Parkin the reporting year, adding up tové dwellings in total since 1 April 201Bour
dwellings were granted permission the East Hants part of the buffer me.In total, 29
dwellings have been granted planning permission in the SDNP and East Hants parts of the
buffer zone since the adoption of the E&mpshireDistrict Joint Core StrategyThere has
been arapid progress of planning permissions within tbee towards the limit of 4et
additional dwellingdn addition, Allocation Policy SD73 of the SDLP allocates four additional

dwellings in this zone.

530

It should be noted that Planning Committee approved for consultation the Draft Joint

Wealden Heaths Phase Il Special Protection Area Supplementary Planning Document in
November 2017. This addresses the issue of nevellingsn the 400mbuffer zone around

the SPA proposing net additional dwellings in this zone be restricted to Gypsy and Traveller
sites and affordable housing, and to the limit of 43 dwellings (as assessed by the report

OPotenti

al

for

al teri

ng

t he

number

of

Heat hS P hBHKDE 2015)ulBsA éery demanding conditions can be niae
consultation is scheduled for the New Year.
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531 Under the emergingouth Downs LodaPlan, development proposats fa net increase in
dwellings within 5km of the Wealden Heaths Phase |l @R#outside the 400m buffer
zone)will be required tocarry out a projectspecificHabitat Regulations Assessment. 41
such dwellings were permitted in the reporting year. There is no recorthefimpact of any
of these developments on the Wealden Heaths Phase Il SPA being considdreglanning
applicaibns This will be addressed once the South Downs Local Plan is adopted.

Indicator SDLP23*: Percentage of farmland and of woodland area that is managed
under agreement to deliver environmental scheme options

Policies monitored: Development Management RgliSD11: Trees, Woodland and Hedgerows;
Development Management PliSD39: Agriculture and Forestry

Target:

531 Increase in Ha of woodland in active management
Over 70% of farmland in the National Park managed underesqyironment schemes

Outp ut:

Land use Area in Environmental Percentage in
Grant Schemes with Environmental Grant
Annual Payments (ha) Schemes with Annual

Payments

Farmland 70,038 Unknown

Woodland 13,765 36% of woodland

Total 83,803

Table 5.9: Area in environmental grant esheith annual payments

Commentary :

532 The data is from the beginning of the year asiday?017 Countryside Stewardship
agreements are not included. This does mean that many of the Environmental Stewardship
(ES) agreements would have elapsed alrdadyinteresting to see that over a quarter of
the woodland area is within Environmental Stewardship.

5.33 Measurements of the total area of farmland in the National Park are currently under review
so the percentagef farmland that i$n environmentakchemesould notbe calculatedhis
year. However, the area of farmland in environmental schemes comprises 42% of the
National ParkThetotal area of farmland and woodland in environmental schemes
comprisess0.7% of the National Park.

5.34 The total are in environmental schemes has increased by 3% since 2011.

Indicator SDLP26: Percentage of Listed Buildings at risk
Policy monitored: Development Management Policy SD13: Listed Buildings
Target:

535 Areduced percentage of listed buildings at riglbeing lost as a result of neglect, decay or
inappropriate development.
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Output:

Number of buildings at risk in the National Park % of the National
as of (date) Par kds | i
31.03.2014 | 31.03.2015 | 31.03.2016 | 31.03.2017 | buildings at risk,
31.03.2017
87 84 81 78 1.5%

Table 5.10 Number of listed buildings at risk, by year
Commentary:

536 The percentage of listed buildings at Fidk5% remains very low by national standards,
probably reflecting high property values within the National Park. Oppitiees to advance
market solutions for threatened buildings are explored by the Historic Building Officers as
well as colleagues working for the Districts. Consequently, buildings and structures of
limited or no economic value are expected to become evarenprominent among those
listed buildings identified as at risk. Imaginative solutions may be required for these
structures and some may require recourse to statutory notices.

Indicator SDLP28: Planning permissions for development on the site of a Sched uled
Monument

Policy monitored : Development Management Policy SD16: Archaeology

Target:
537 Protect archaeological heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance.

Output:

538  Three full or householder applications were gradtfor developmentsvholly, or almost
wholly, on the site of scheduled ancient monuments in the reporting year. These comprised
aresidential extensiotto a houseon the potential site of a Roman villa, which includes an
archaeological watching brief; raraiion works at Halnaker Windmill; and a replacement
ticket office at Arundel Castle.

Indicator SDLP31: % surface water bodies achieving 06g

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD17: Protection of the Water Environment

Target:
538  Quality of ground and surface water protected and enhanced
Output:
Ecological High Good Moderate Poor Bad Total % Length
status Status Status Status Status | Status |Length of | with 'High'
River or 'Good'
Status
Length of 0 70 181 60 4 314 22.29%
river (km)

Table 5.11Ecological Status of WFD River Water Bodies In the South Downs National Park, 2016
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Commentary :

539

The ecological status of water bodies is assessed by the Environment Agency in order to
report on progress of actions towards the W Framework directive. There aréve

classes of Ecological status, Higbod, Moderate, Poor and Bad. To meet the directive a
water body should be in good or high status. Ecological status is measured by numeric
sampling of indicator species, inchglfish, invertebrates and plants. There is a need to see
a trend so although sampling is regulaater body status tenslto only be reassessed every
fiveyears. Inthe South Downs National Park of the main rivers only the River Itchen has
reached god status to datecomprising 22.29% oifver water bodies

Indicator SDLP34: All developments granted planning permission within the Sussex
Heritage Coast and 6Undevel oped Coast al Zone

Policy monitored: Development Management Policy SD19: The Coast

Targ et:

540

Character of the undeveloped coast protected

Output:

541

Eight full and householdepplications were granted in the Heritage Coast and Coastal
Zone, includingne renewal of telecommunication equipmethte erection of substations
within a school complexa minor amendment to the outstanding permission for housing at
The Fridays (East Dearipur domestic extensions/outbuildings, one permission for three
holiday cottages in East Dean village, and the dismantling @ardaton of thestaircase at
Birling Gap to counter the effects of coastal erosion.

Indicator SDLP92: Developments granted planning permission contrary to the advice of
the Environment Agency in Flood Risk Zones 2 and 3

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD49: Flo&isk Management

Target :

542

Reduction in the impact and extent of all types of floodifige NPPF specifies Sequential and
Exception Tests to be applied in cases where development cannot be located in zones with a
lower probability of flooding. FlabZone 2 is land with between a 1 in 100 and 1 in 1,000
annual probability of river flooding; or land with between a 1 in 200 and 1 in 1,000 annual
probability of sea flooding. Flood Zone 3 is land with a 1 in 100 or greater annual probability
of river flooding, or a 1 in 200 or greater annual probability of sea flooding. Where
developments are permitted in Flood Zones 2 and 3, the requirements in the NPPF should
be complied with and permission should not be granted whereEheironmentAgency

raises an ojection.

Output :

543

Of the planning applications for the development of new dwellings approved 8112017
includedFlood Zone3 within the site boundaryThese applications includdd4 net
additional dwellingéof which 416 were on a singlea). A further sevenpermissions
relating to the loss or gain afwellingswvere centredin Flood Zone2, including36 net
additional dwellingbetween them
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Commentary:

544  The main residential application with flood risk implications granted permigsithe
reporting year was alorth Street Quarterin LewesThe majority of this site is in Flood
Zone 3 with the remainder in Flood Zone Zhe site is also subject to contamination issues.
The permissionincluced 416 residential unitas well as substiéial floorspace for
employment and retail use$he permission required the construction of and a management
plan for new flood defences, no sleeping accommaodation to be below the minimum level for
those defences, and any surface water infiltration touiegjthe express written consent of
the LPA, as well as conditions dealing with the ecological and contamination implications of
the development.

5.45 In Flood Zone 3, four of theseventeen permissions did not include a consideration of flood
risk. Thesame was true for three of the seven sites in Flood Zone 2. On the oflit&s no
objection was raised by either the Environment Agency orlteal authoritydrainage
officer; on most of the sites one or other of these bodies required conditions attatbed
the permission.

5.46 The figures for this year are not directly comparabdethose forlastyear si nce | ast y
figures reflected only those applications where the centre point of the site was in Flood
Zone 2 or 3. By ¢ orimg capaused all applicasionywhexre parsoftheo ni t o
site overlapped one of those flood zones. In several of these sites, therefore, the proposed
dwellings were located outside the flood zone. However these sites often received still
received comments relatet flood risk from the EA or drainage officer, due to, for
example, the potential effect of development on flood risk off site.

Indicator SDLP95: Number and status of Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAS)
Policy monitored: Development Management P@liED54: Pollution and Air Quality
Target: Improvements in air quality

Output:
547  There is oneAQMA within the National Parland it is located in the town of Leweldowever,
Midhurst has been identified asandidate AQMA.

Commentary:

5.48 The LewesDistrict Council 2017 Air Quality Annual Status Repash the Lewesand
NewhavenAQMAs, published indJune 201y Lewes District Councilfound a number of
actions had ben taken forward by the District and County Councils in the last year, but that
the Air Quality Action Plan required updatingurther work will be undertaken on Midhurst
over the next year and this will be reported in the 2018 AMR.
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6. People Connected w ith Places

Indicator SDLP37: Proportion of visits to the National Park by public transport

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD19: Transport and Accessibility

Target:
6.1 Increase the proportion of visits to the National Park that are made by puldiegport.

Outcome:

6.2 12% of visitors surveyed in 2015 had travelled to their destination by public transport, up
from 11% in 2014. At the same time the proportion arriving on foot or by bicycle rose from
5% to 8%, and the proportion arriving by privatehicle dropped from 81% to 76%

Commentary:

6.3 This indicator is calculated via the annual visitor survey and using a sample size of 1,000
visitors. Visitors at a number of destinations are asked how they travelled thabdag
area where they were sweyed, and the figure used is the percentagmain transport
used rather than all transport used. 2014/15 was the baseline year for the purposes of this
indicator. A second survey was carried out in 2015/16. Hereafter, surveys will be
undertaken every tree years with the next planned survey to take place in 2018/19.

Indicator SDLP48(PMP31): Average length of visitor stay and spend per visitor per day

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD23: Sustainable Tourism

Target:
6.4 Promote opportunities for theunderstanding and enjoyment of the special qualities of the
National Park by the public.

Outcome:

6.5 In 2015 the average visitor stay in the National Park (for visitors staying in paid
accommodation) was 4.31 nights, down from 5.15 nights in 2014theralverage visitor
spend per day was £9.97 per person, up from £9.01.

Commentary:

6.6 This indicator is calculated via the annual visitor survey and using a sample size of 1,000
visitors interviewed across key sites within the National Park betweeritheJuly and 26th
September 2015. Visitors are asked OHow many
6 Approxi mately how much do you and your part)
Downs?06 2014/ 15 is the basel i outin20l6/A46. , and a
Hereafter, surveys will be undertaken every three years with the next planned survey to
take place in 2018/19. The spend per visitor per day is given for day visitors, i.e. those who
live or are staying outside the National Park, who acdedrfor 73% of all visitors surveyed.

6.7 The r ¥gumgMatiodal Pars, pr oduced fHEnglandNra20li3,conmihs Par k s
useful comparative information on visitor st
This shows that the South Downs receives the highest number of day trips per annum of any
National Park in England (44,316,000), and coreesrsl only to the Lake District in terms
of number of staying visits (1,992,000) and amount of annual tourist expenditure (£E464m).
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Indicator SDLP39: Gross increase in non -motorised multi -user routes (km)

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD20: Walkingycling and Equestrian Routes

Target:

6.8 A positive outcome would be to see an increase in these routes, in a way that protects the
landscape of the National Park.related target is tdncrease the proportion of journeys
made within the National Plrby normotorised means

Output:
6.9 A 4km cycle path from Petersfield to Queen Elizabeth Country Reakcompleted in
December 2016

Commentary:

6.10 The new 4km route fromPetersfield to Queen Elizabeth Country Pamovides a link, via
existing outes, to Petersfield train station. Queen Elizabeth County Park is a gateway to the
South Downs National Park, attracting 300,000 visitors a year. Although primarily built for
cyclistsjt can also be used by walkers and horse riders. The route was fuoglechumber
of organisations, including £865,000 from the South Downs National Park Authority via the

DfTé6s Cycling Ambition Fund, A300, 000 §trom

Hampshire District Council, angupported and delivered by Hampse County Council.

Indicator SDLP46: Developments granted planning permission for visitor
accommodation facilities

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD23: Sustainable Tourism

Target:

6.11 The target is to pomote opportunities for the understandingid enjoyment of the special
gualities of the National Park by the publithe Partnership Management Plan policyak®
states:Support the development and maintenance of appropriate recreation and tourism
facilities and visitor hubs, in and around thetidaal Park, including a mix of quality
accommodation, which responds to market demands and supports a sustainable visitor

economy.
Outcome:
Type of Number of Number of Number of
accommodation | permissions rentable units rentable units
granted permitted - gross | permitted - net
2015/ | 2016/ | 2015/ | 2016/17 | 2015/ 2016/
16 17 16 16 17
Campsite /caravan 4 5 50 56 50 56
site (1 unit=1
pitch)
Selfcatering 28 26 50 51 47 51
accommaodation
Hotel/B&Betc. (1 11 6 66 48 39 29
unit= 1 hotel
room, etc.)

Figures.1: Planning permissions granted for visitor accommodation, by type
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Commentary:

6.12

A total of 43 planning permissions were granted for visitor accommodation facilities in the
reporting year, the majority of them for sethteringaccommodationThe number & units
granted permission, however, is roughly equally split between campingatihg and
hotels/B&BsCompared to last year, theaet number of hotel/B& B units is redudein large
part due to the conversion of YHA Alfriston to dwellinddnits meas different things for
different types of accommodation. For campsites it means pitches, fezageling
accommodation it refers to the number of houses, flats, cabins etc. For hotel/B&B
accommodation (including residentiatreats) it refers to bedroans Three of the

permissions grantedere ancillary to public houses, compared to six last year.

Indicator SDLP47*: Developments granted planning permission for community,
culture, leisure and recreation facilities

Policies monitored: Strategic Policy SEB: Sustainable Tourism; Development Management Policy
SD43: New and Existing Community Facilities; Development Management Policy SD46: Provision
and Protection of Open Space, Sport and Recreational Facilities and Burial Grounds/Cemeteries

Target:

6.13

The Partnership Management Plan policy 43 st&epport the development and

maintenance of appropriate recreation and tourism facilities and visitor hubs, in and around
the National Park, including a mix of quality accommodation, which responds to market
demands and supports a sustainable visitor econarowever, there is no sgcific target in

the Local Playsince it will depend on how many applications come forward for this type of
development which are in accordance with the Development Plan.

Outcom e:

Type of development Number of permissions Number of permissions
for gain / extension for loss
Community sports facilities 7 0

Other community facilities 6 7
(community halls, village
shops, public houses, place
of worship, police or
healthcare faciliéis)

Cultural facilities (museums 8 1
art galleries, historic house!
etc)

Wildlife or countryside 9 0
basedvisitor attractions
(including nature reserves,
Z00s,country parks)

Other leisure or recreation 19 2
related developments

Figures.2: Panning permissions granted for community/culture/leisure/recreation facilities, by type

Commentary:

6.14

In the reporting year, permission was granted for seven extensions or improvements to
community sports facilities, notably in Petersfield and LigsniBsions granted for other
new or extended community facilitieaotably a new community shop and café in
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Fittleworth- were outnumbered by permissions for the loss of community facilities, including
two in South Harting (the post office and one of the tyabs in the village). Cultural,

wildlife or countryside based visitor attractions saw seventeen permissions for gains or
extensions, very largely at existing attractions. Marwell Zoo once again saw the most
developments in this category. Two sets of deyshents stand outirstly, inPetersfield,

the former Flora Twort gallery was converted into housing, while the former town police
station became an extension to Petersfield Museum, which now incorporates the Flora
Twort collection.

6.15 Secondlyin Brighton, several applications have been granted at Stanmer Park: a Grade I
Regi stered Park, which is on thePlakhingt ori c En
permission and listed building consent was granted for a schedule of restoration works
which include the creation of enhanced parking facilities at the Lower Lodge entrance and
Patchway, improved access arrangements from Stony Mere Way, a Green Drive through the
Park, improvements and enhancements to the Walled Garden to create a hortiauétod
educational space, and the removal of car parks along the existing accessSianmer
Park is identified as an importaatcess pointo the South Downs National Park, for which
the permitted development would help facilitate the lelgm managment of its character
and value, ultimately |l eading to the removal
Ri s k 8 Rleereiars teagnised landscape, cultural heritage, understanding and
enjoyment benefits linked to the project, which would popt the Purposes and Duty of the
SDNP.

6.16 Stanmer House is an important grade | listed country house that forms the centrepiece of
the wider Stanmer historic park. Planning permission was granted for change of use of large
parts of the buildingniorder to introduce new uses including a 22 bedroom hotel and new
function space for weddings and other private events. The proposal would bring
underutilised areas of the building into a viable use, provide an additional source of income
for the existingbusiness, and hopefully help secure a more sustainable future for this
important heritage assetTemporary planning permission was also granted for the retention
of a marquee within the grounds for weddings functions in connection with the use of the
man house.

6.17 Equestriarrelated developments are not included under this indicator since the majority of
equestrian developments are private facilities not open to the public or community groups.
Likewise, educational developments are not covered tiuthe large proportion of these in
the South Downs which occur at private schools.
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7. Towards a Sustainable Future

Housing

Introduction

7.1 The National Planning Policy Framewoekhorts Local Planning Authorities to boost
significiantly thesupply of housing but recognises specific polioredesignationsnay guard
against this, for example in areas within a National Park, where the purposes of the National
Park take primacy

7.2 The South DownslLocal PlarHousing Trajectory 204 forms fgure 6.1 of this report anthe
detailed figures are set out in Appendix 2idtbased on the draft housing provisifigureset
in draft policy SD3 of the Local Plan: Pf8ubmissionThe Local Plan is landscape led and its
housingprovision figures based on the capacity of the National Park to accommodate new
homes whilst avoiding harm to its special qualitigsas been arrived at by assessing the need
for housing within the Mtional Park and then applyiognstraints to establish how much of
that need can be met without harm to this nationally designated landsda&ijitein the
trajectory there are a number of bars and lines, which represent different elements of the
housing supply. The components of the trajectory tre:

9 Total past completionbars (201417)

9 Total projected completions barsnade up ofsites with planning permissio8puth Downs
Local PlahNeighbourhoodDevelopmentPlan(NDP) allocatons, and a windfall allowance

1 & a n danrualisesghe housingrovision figure

T Managedhdwanet he annual number of completions
housingprovision figuretaking into account shortfalls and surpluses in delivery in previous
years.

7.3 Targets and outputs for indicators SD&Pto JCS3are extrapolated from tle Trajectory.

Indicator SDLP51: Number and percentage of housing completions on previously
developed land (net)

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD25: Development Strategy

Target:

74 The South Downs Local PlaRre-SubmissiorStrategic Policy SI32 Development Strategy
states thatdevelopment should make the best use of suitable and available previously
developed land in settlement§he target is therefore to maximise thgroportion of housing
completions that take place on previously developela

Output:
75 196 net dwelling completions in the reporting year took place on previously developed land,
which accounts foi78% of the total net completions.

Commentary:

76 A very large majority ohousing completions in the reporting year tookape on previously
developed land, which is to be welcomddhe figure was particularly high in this year due to
the significant number of completions on the King EdwardHdspital site, and dower
number of completions osignificangreenfield sitemi Petersfieldhan in recent yeardue to
Land South East of the Causeway being mostly completed the previous year, Land South of
Larcombe Road being under construction and two further large sites having only just received
permission.
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Indicator SDLP 52: Plan period and housing target for Local Plan

7.7 The South Downs Local PlaRre-submission versiosets a draft housingrovisionfor the
National Park ofibout 4750 net additional dwellings over th@neteen yeaplan period 2014
to 2033. The annualest numberis therefore approximately Zbdwellings per annum (d.p.a.).

Indicator SDLP 53: Number of dwellings completed (net)
Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD26: Supply of Homes

Target:

7.8 The draftprovisionfigurefor approximately 4,50 net additional dwellings between 2014 and
2033 is set out in policy SD2 of the South Downs Local PlaRre-submission versioand
equates to an annualisedmberof approximately 26 net additional d.p.a.

Output:
79 250 net new homes were completed durinlge reporting year in the South Downs National
Park. This comprised 29gross dwelling completions add losses of dwellings.

Year 2014/15 2015/16 2016/17
Net completions 249 262 250
Table 7.1 Dwelling completions in the National Park, by year

Commen tary:

7.10 The output for 20B6/17 wasexactly equal tahe annualisegbrovision figurefrom the draft
Local PlanThe table above shows that net dwelling delivery has been remarkably stable for
the past three years

7.11 The largest number of completiomame forward athe very large King Edward VII Hospital
site where 74 dwellings were completed. The remainder of the completions were spread
acrossa broad range of sites, with the most substantial numbers at the former Midhurst
Rother College site, Midhat (17), Land at the end ofimberyardLane, Lewes (13), Land
South East of the Gmeway, Petersfield (11) and Hazeley Farm, Twyford (Mdre
completions are expected in Petersfield next year, in particular at Larcombe Road.
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Indicator SDLP 54: Dwellings with extant planning permission (net)

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD26: Supply of Homes

Target:

712

There is no specific target for this figure although dwellings with extant planninggsesmi
are generally expected to constitute a significant proportion of the five year housing land

supply.

Output:

7.13

There is extant planning permission foB4Q net dwellings within the dtional Park as of 01
April 2017- anincrease of 53%n the equivalent figure one year befare

Commentary:

7.14

The very largericrease in the number of dweillis with permission has been boosted by the
416 dwellings granted permission at North Street Quarter in Lewearthermore 199
dwellingswvere permitted a Causeway Farm and 85 dwellings at Penns Field, both greenfield
allocations irthe PetersfieldNDP. There are also still 300 dwellings left to build at thiad<
Edward VII Hopital site near Easebourne

Indicator SDLP55: Net additional dwellings expec ted to come forward within the next
five years from the date of monitoring

Indicator SDL P56: Net additional dwellings expected to come forward between six and
fifteen years from the date of monitoring

Policy monitored: Strategic Policy SD26: Supply afrhies

Target:

7.15

7.16

7.17

7.18

Paragraph 47 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) requires local planning
authorities to identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to
provide fivey e a r s @of hausingtadminst theiolising requirementsdt also requires a
supply of specific developable sites or broad locations for growth sufficient to provide
enough housing against their housing requirements for yedGdnd, where possible, for
years 1115. At the same time, othepolicies in the NPPF indicate that National Park
designation will be a restriction on the capacity for housing development

The figures for the first five years agenerally referred to as the five year housing land

supply. The NPPF goes on to sagt an additional buffer of 5% (moved forward from later

in the plan period) should be added to this five year supply to ensure choice and competition
in the market for land. This will be from 23418 to 2021-22 (years4-8 of the Plan period).

The housingprovision figurethat will be used is that in thBre-Submission version of the
Local Planin order to provide a 5% buffer within yeads8 of the plan period 5% of the
total number of dwellings to be delivered within yedr8 must be added t@ach of these
years.

The Housing Trajectory must also take into account any undersupply within the plan period.
As described in SDLP115@dwellings (net) were delivered in the reporting year Ball,

exactly equal tahe annualise@rovisian figure.The previous two years between them
delivered eleven more dwellings than the annualg®dision figureThere is therefore no
undersupply to take into account.
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Output:

2017- | 2018- | 2019- 2020- | 2021- | Total over

18 19 20 21 22 yrs 1-5
a SDLP housing 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 1250
provision
a(i) 5% buffer 13 13 13 13 13 65
a(ii) | Total SDLP provision 263 263 263 263 263 1315
inc. buffer
b
Planning permissions 193 218 229 135 113 882
c All allocations total 42 133 284 351 322 794
d Windfall Total 0 0 17 34 51 102
e Total supply 235 351 530 520 486 2122
f

Cumulative housing
supply since 2017 | 535 | 5g6 | 1116 | 1636 | 2122

g Surplus/deficit (e-a) -15 | +101 | +280 +270 | +236 872
a(i) Surplus/deficit with o8 +88 1267 1957 | 4223 807
buffer ( e-a(ii))
2022- | 2023- | 2024- | 2025- | 2026- | Total over
23 24 25 26 27 yrs 6-10
2 SoLP fouEng 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 1250
provision
b Planning permissions 11 - - - - 11
c All allocations total 350 248 306 150 116 1170
d Windfall Total 51 51 51 51 51 255
e Total supply 412 | 299 357 201 167 1436
f Surplus/deficit ( e-a) 162 49 107 -49 -83 186
g Cumulative housing

supply since 2017 2534 | 2833 | 3190 | 3391 | 3558
2027- | 2028- | 2029- | 2030- | 2031- | Total over

28 29 30 31 32 yrs 11-15
2 SbL et 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 | 250 1250
provision

b | Planning permissions - - - - - 882
c All allocations total 95 141 59 59 59 413
d Windfall Total 51 51 51 51 51 255
e Total supply 146 192 110 110 110 668
f Surplus/deficit ( e-a) | -104 | -58 -140 -140 | -140 -582
g

Cumulative housing
supply since 2017

3701 | 3896 | 4006 4116 | 4226
Tabé 7.2: Housing land suplyer the next fifteen yeagainsSouth Downs Local PBBDL(Pprovision
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Commentary:

7.19

= =4 =4

7.20

721

1.2

7.3

The SDNPA has a robust five year land supply of housing principally due to several large
sites coming forward flodevelopment at the same time. The surplus of delivery over this
period translates to a very healthy 8.49 years against the annualised local plan provision
figureof 250 dwellings per annum, or 8.07 years against the provision figure plus 5% buffer
(263 dwellings per annumpelviery over other time periods is as follows:

In years 610 there is a surplus agairestnualisedhousingprovision figure of 186 dwellings;
in years 1115 there is a deficit of 582.

Over the next fifteen years as a whole, takingp account the surplus of 872 over the first
five years, there is expected to be a 13% surplus overall (476 dwellings).

For the whole Local Plan period, including the years 20424ind 203233 it is currently
anticipated that there will be 5,097 net@itonal homes delivered, againsp@vision figure
of 4,750. This translates to a surplus of 7.3% (or 347 dwellings). See Figure 7.3 for an
illustration of the housing trajectory over the whole plan period.

The largest proportionof the first fivey e asupply is made up of extant planning
permissions, which are due to deliver close to thecal Plan provision figufer the next

three yearsFor manysitesthere is no specific information on phasitigerefore we have
assumed thamost planning prmissions wi see delivery of the total yield spread over the
first five year periodThis is because it is not possible to accurately predict for each site the
exact yeatby-year delivery. However there is more certainbyer the timing ofdelivery for
some of the larger sites, therefore the phasing for these sites relates to specific years.

For the purposeof monitoring future housing supplthe number of planning permissions is
discounted by 10% for large sites and 20% for small sites, to altaswie planning
permissions not being implementéekhis represents aonservativeapproachto supply from

this source as in reality the vast majority of small sites will deliver the homes in line with the
planning permissior\ precautionary approach addaobustness to the supply figurehe
approach to discounting will be kept under review in light of any further evidekitéhe

sites with extant permissions are listed with other deliverable housing sites in Appendix 3 of
this report. Sites with planimg permission that are also allocatedlwe Local Plan omade
NDPshave been removed from the planning permissions figure, to avoid double counting.

Thelargest source of expected supmyer the next fifteen years as a whakcomposed of
sitesallocated for housing either in the emerging South Downs Local Plan, or in N2Be
(namely Petersfield, Fernhurst, Lavant, Amberley and RingrhesgTare sites whose
deliverabilitytimescales havieeen assessed through the SHLA®d site allocaties process,
and the numbers for these sites have bestimated as taking place in specific years.
However, the total numbers for these sites have been discounted by 10% to give a
conservative estimatdhe most notable among the allocations is North Str@iarter in
Lewes, which received permission in May 204&hin the reporting yearThis and other
allocated sites which also have planning permission, are treated as allocations rather than
planning permissions for the purposes of the trajectory.

A total of 719dwellings are expected to come forward in the neittdfenyears from sites
allocated in the PetersfieldDP, most of which now have planning permissioicjuding

Land South of Larcombe Road, Causeway Farm, and PennE@tilvellings orsites

allocated in the made Fernhurst, Ringmer and Lavant NDPs are expected in the next five
years, with a further 86 in the made Fernhurst, Amberley and Lavant NDPs in the following
10 years.
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1.2

7.25

A further source of dwellings, currently only expectexideliver in the latter part of the

plan period, comprises broad areas (i.e. settlements) where the South Downs Local Plan sets
afigure for allocationbut neighbourhood planning groups are still progressing

neighbourhood plan production. The numbers foth e NDd° alldcations: sites as yet
unidentifiedd have been distributed across
onwards). The identification of specific sites is the subject of ongoing work over the coming
months, by neighbourhood plangigroups in areas where NDPs are being prepahédst

of these NDPs are well advanced in the preparation process.

An allowance for windfall sitesrhallsiteswith between one andour net dwellingsand
excluding residential garden sit@ghichhaveyet to receive permissigrhas been made

from year 3 onwardsThis is calculated on the basis of the trend for delivery on such sites
betweenApril 2006andMarch 2016. As there is greater certainty of what planning
permissions will be implemented the near future there has been no allowance for windfall
in the first two years There is some allowance made for windfall in years 3 and 4, but
heavily reduced from the past trend figukeith a 75% discount applied in year 3 and a 50%
discount in year 4Futher in the future whendelivery is no longer expected on small sites
which currently have planning permissiamigher windfall allowandeas been appliecg¢ual
to the average past trend figukeith a 25% discount applied).

Indicator JCS1: Number of dwellings completed in areas with housing targets set by
adopted Joint Core Strategies (net)

Target:

7.26

1.27

7.28

7.29

There is a statutory requirement in thEown and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)

Yy

Regulations 201 monitor the delivery of net addit o n a | dwel lings in eact

area where a policy specifies that a certain number of dwellings must be delivered over a
defined period. In the South Downs National Park, thevere five adopted Joint Core
Strategies (JCS) (Worthing, Winchest&rast Hampshird_ewesand Wealdenpys of 3t April

2017. These will be replaced by the South Downs Local Plan when it is adopted in 2018.

As set out in the Memorandum of UnderstandifigoU) with EHDC dated June 201the
SDNPA committed tamaking povision in itsemerging.ocal Plan to support the delivery of
approximately 17% or 1,694 dwellings of the district wide figmre(10,060). This equates

to approximately 100 dwellings per annum over the JCS plan period {28)L1This number
includesas well as windfalls, a minimum of 950 dwellings to be allocated through the Local
andNDPsover the plan period (approximately 56 dwellings per annuiowever, t should

be noted that on adoptiorthe South Downs Laal Plansupported bysubstantial new
evidence on housing suppnd the availability of housing lamdll replace the housg

figures in the East HampshiJCSUntil this time, the SDNPA will continue to monitor
delivery against the MoU as set out in Table4, 75 and 76.

The Worthing and Winchester JCSs (adopted 2011 and 2013) do not specify any number of
dwellings to be delivered within the National Park. The Winchester JCS identifies its section

of the South Downs National Par k aswfsor mi ng

and Rur al Ar eabd, where about 2,500 dwellings

period, all of them in the towns and larger villages outside the National Park.

The Lewes JCS didentifyan overall housing requirement for the districs @ell as housing
requirements for Lewes town, Ditchling and the broader rural area. Howgiher relevant
policiesinsdar as they apply to the administrative area of the SDNPA were quashed at the
High Court inMarch 2017Therefore, there is noextant hausirg requirement set for the
National Park in the Lewes JCS to be monitored in this AMR.
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