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1. Introduction 

 

1.1.1 A Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) identifies the 
housing potential of sites within a local planning authority.  It helps to 
establish realistic assumptions about the availability, suitability and the likely 
economic viability of land to meet the identified need for housing.  The 
SHLAA, which is required by the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), forms a key component of the evidence base which, alongside other 
documents, will be used to underpin policies and strategies for housing.  

 
1.1.2 The first Adur SHLAA was published in 2009 following a comprehensive 

review of all development opportunities in the District. It has been reviewed 
and updated regularly through the Annual Monitoring Report and an updated 
SHLAA was published in 2012 to help inform the emerging Adur Local Plan. 
That update reflected current circumstances on sites in the 2009 SHLAA and 
added any new sites that had come forward since that time. Although the 
document has since been kept up-to-date, it was considered appropriate to 
undertake a more thorough review following the changes to the planning 
system at the national level and the publication of other updated housing 
studies at the local level.  

 
1.1.3 The SHLAA review has involved a re-assessment of all existing sites and the 

identification of new opportunities which has been informed by two further 
'call for sites' exercises.  The SHLAA is an evolving study and will be 
updated as further information becomes available.  Any updates will be 
reported annually through the Council’s Annual Monitoring Report. 

 
1.1.4 It is very important to note that whilst the assessment is a key evidence 

source to inform plan making it does not in itself determine whether a 
site should be allocated or permitted for development.  It is a technical 
assessment of land and not a policy making document.  Identification 
of land for housing in the SHLAA does not therefore imply that the 
Council will allocate that land for housing or grant planning permission 
for residential development.  Furthermore, the inclusion of land for 
residential development in the SHLAA does not preclude it being 
developed for alternative uses. 

 
1.1.5 As explained in more detail within Section 6, this SHLAA report considers 

the previously developed sites currently located within the built up area of 
Adur.  It also identifies greenfield site opportunities which currently lie 
outside the built up area boundary. This approach firstly considers previously 
developed sites as these generally represent the most sustainable 
development opportunities.  This represents an efficient and pragmatic way 
of assessing all sites within Adur and is an approach which is line with 
national policy which places a renewed emphasis on the reuse of brownfield 
sites as a key source of land for housing.   
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1.1.6 When balanced against the overall housing needs, the capacity of previously 
developed sites to deliver new housing (alongside an allowance made for 
windfall development) will help to determine whether greenfield sites are 
required. 

 
 

2. Setting the Context 

   

2.1.1 This section firstly sets out the national planning context for the production of 
SHLAAs and then goes on to explain the local policy position.  At the 
national level the two key documents are the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) and Planning Practice Guidance (PPG). 

 
2.2 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and Planning Practice 

Guidance (PPG) 

 

2.2.1 The requirement to undertake a SHLAA is now set out in the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which was published in 2012.  The 
NPPF (para 159) states that local planning authorities should have a clear 
understanding of housing needs in their area and to help achieve this they 
should prepare a SHLAA to establish realistic assumptions about the 
availability, suitability and the likely economic viability of land to meet the 
identified need for housing over the plan period. 

 
2.2.2 In accordance with the requirements of the NPPF, the Council has therefore 

progressed work to comprehensively revise and update the existing SHLAA.  
The objective of the assessment is to help boost the supply of housing and 
to provide robust information on potential housing sites that can be identified 
in the Local Plan and other development plan documents.  To achieve this, 
paragraph 47 of the NPPF requires Councils to: 

 

 use their evidence base to ensure that their Local Plan meets the full, 
objectively assessed needs for market and affordable housing in the 
housing market area, as far as is consistent with the policies set out in 
this Framework, including identifying key sites which are critical to the 
delivery of the housing strategy over the plan period; and 

 

 to identify a short term supply of deliverable sites that are ready for 
development (years 1-5: a five-year supply of specific sites); and 
specific developable sites or broad locations for the medium term 
(years 6–10) and ideally in the long term (years 11–15). 

 
2.2.3 In support of the NPPF, the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG), published in 

2014, states that SHLAA’s are a key component of the evidence base to 
support the delivery of sufficient land for housing to meet the community’s 
need for more homes. The primary role of the SHLAA is to: 



8 
 

 

 identify sites and broad locations with potential for housing; 
 

 assess their housing potential; 
 

 assess their suitability for housing development and the likelihood of 
development coming forward (availability and achievability). 

 
2.2.4 A footnote to NPPF paragraph 47 states that to be considered deliverable, 

sites should be available now and offer a suitable location for development.  
Opportunities should be achievable with a realistic prospect that housing will 
be delivered on the site within five years and in particular that development 
of the site is viable. Sites with planning permission should be considered 
deliverable until permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that the 
scheme will not be implemented within five years, for example they will not 
be viable, there is no longer a demand for the type of units or they have long 
term phasing plans. 

 
2.2.5 To be considered developable, sites should be in a suitable location for 

housing development and there should be a reasonable prospect that the 
site is available and could be viably developed at the point envisaged. The 
assessment process is explained in more detail with Section 4 and the 
assessment form templates used for this study can be viewed in Appendix 8. 

 
2.2.6 In summary, an effective SHLAA will form a key component of the evidence 

base to underpin policies in development plans for housing including 
supporting the delivery of land to meet identified need.  Using the 
assessment, the Council will be able to plan proactively by choosing sites to 
go forward into their development plan documents to help meet objectively 
assessed needs. 

 
2.3 Local Context 

 
2.3.1 The Adur District Local Plan 1996 is to be replaced by a new Local Plan 

which will cover that part of the District outside of the South Downs National 
Park.  Policies in this emerging Adur Local Plan have been subject to 
consultation under Regulation 18 of the 2012 Town and Country Planning 
Regulations. Regulation 19 consultation will take place in October/December 
2014 and the document will be submitted for Examination in March 2015.  
When adopted, the Local Plan will make provision for housing for the period 
to 2031. 

 
2.3.2 The South East Plan, which previously set the housing requirement for the 

District over the period 2006-2011has been revoked and no longer forms 
part of the Development Plan. It set a target of 105 dwellings per annum 
(excluding development at Shoreham Harbour) and was influenced by the 
capacity of the District to accommodate development in terms of its physical 
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and environmental constraints.  There was never any suggestion that this 
was a level of development would meet all of Adur’s housing needs. 
 

2.3.3 In line with national planning policies local planning authorities are now 
required to ensure that their Local Plan sought to meet Objectively Assessed 
Need (OAN).  For Adur the most up to date published assessment of 
objectively assessed housing needs identifies a range of 180 to 240 homes 
per year. This range is based on demographic and household projections 
(2011-based), taking account of housing market signals (in particular 
affordability) and potential pressures from economic growth, although 
recognising the uncertainty associated with such projections. It is taken from 
the Assessment of Housing Development Needs Study: Sussex Coast HMA 
(April 2014), a background study that was prepared for the Sussex Coast 
local planning authorities by consultants, GL Hearn.  It is clear that the 
housing need in Adur is significantly higher than the previous target of 105 
homes per year. 

 
2.3.4 In relation to these projections advice in the PPG indicates that the weight 

given to such figures should take account of the fact that they have not been 
tested or moderated against relevant constraints.  The SHLAA forms one 
element of this testing process and this work has helped to identify potential 
opportunities for residential development and has been a key piece of 
evidence in developing housing policies within the Local Plan. 
 

2.3.5 Whilst the new Local Plan for Adur will have to consider the potential to meet 
objectively assessed housing needs the demands of other land uses should 
not be overlooked.  To ensure that future developments helps to realise the 
vision of sustainable development the needs of other uses such as leisure, 
employment, open space and community uses should also be taken into 
account.  This approach accords with the NPPF which requires local 
authorities to guard against the unnecessary loss of valued facilities and 
deliver an integrated approach to considering the location of housing, 
economic uses and community facilities and services.   
 

2.3.6 Given the severely constrained nature of Adur there will often be competing 
demands from a variety of uses placed on the development opportunities 
that are available.  A summary of some of the evidence relating to other uses 
is set out in Appendix 6 along with an overview of the viability of residential 
development.  Whilst it will be the role of the new Local Plan to balance the 
demands of different uses it is useful to summarise the wider context within 
this SHLAA to help demonstrate the general lack of capacity within Adur.  

 
2.3.7 The Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 proposes a target of 174-

182 dwellings per year, which seeks to balance meeting housing needs 
whilst taking account of the development constraints affecting the area. 
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2.4 Methodology 

 
2.4.1 The methodology used to prepare this SHLAA was based on the 

governments SHLAA Practice Guidance 2007 which was the most up to date 
guidance at the time this review commenced.  Consultation on this 

methodology was undertaken in May/June 2013.  The representations 
received to the methodology consultation and the Councils response was 
reported in the draft SHLAA 2012. The detailed methodology can be viewed 
on the Councils website at: 
 

 http://www.adur-worthing.gov.uk/media/media,110595,en.pdf 
 

Changes to the Methodology since April 2013 

 

2.4.2 It should be noted that since the publication of the Council’s methodology in 
2013, the Government has published guidance on housing and economic 
land availability assessments within the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG – 
March 2014).  Whilst the guidance has reduced the number of stages for the 
study from ten to five the main requirements remain consistent and the key 
principles used in the Council’s methodology still apply.  As such, there is no 
need to make any significant changes to the methodology used but for final 
reporting purposes the Council proposes to set out its findings using the five 
steps established in the PPG: 

 

 Stage 1 – Identification of sites and broad locations 

 Stage 2 – Site / broad location assessment 

 Stage 3 – Windfall assessment (where justified) 

 Stage 4 – Assessment review 

 Stage 5 – Final evidence base 
 

2.4.3 It is important that the methodology of the SHLAA is flexible enough to allow 
for changes to be made when constraints change or mitigation measures are 
proposed. The methodology indicates that all sites in Flood Zone 3 are 
excluded from the assessment.  However, some sites in Flood Zone 3 have 
been put forward by landowners/developers as development sites and where 
such sites have been included as having potential for development mitigation 
measures have been proposed and accepted by the Council. 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.adur-worthing.gov.uk/media/media,110595,en.pdf
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Figure 1: Methodology Flow Chart (Source; CLG, 2014) 
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3. Stage 1 - Site / Broad Location Identification 

 

3.1.1 This section sets out the approach taken when assessing housing potential, 
breaking the process into the five stages set out in the PPG and identified 
above.  

 

3.2 The Study Area  

Figure 2: SHLAA Study Area  

 
3.2.1 As demonstrated in Figure 2, the study area of the SHLAA covers that part 

of Adur which lies outside of the South Downs National Park (SDNP) area. 
Land within Adur District but not part of the SDNP has been considered as 
part of the SDNP SHLAA process (as shown by the blue boundary). Please 
refer to the SDNP SHLAA website for further information:  

 

http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/local-
plan/evidence-and-supporting-documents/strategic-housing-land-availability-
assessment  

 

3.3 Identification of Sites  

 
3.3.1 A wide range of internal departments, general and statutory consultees and 

stakeholders were involved throughout the process. In particular they were 
invited to contribute and comment on the methodological framework, 
promote sites and also provide information and evidence as to the suitability 
of sites or particular constraints.  
 

3.3.2 Stakeholders consulted included, amongst others, developers, local 
community and business groups, partner organisations and those promoting 
land or known to have land interests. 
 

http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/local-plan/evidence-and-supporting-documents/strategic-housing-land-availability-assessment
http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/local-plan/evidence-and-supporting-documents/strategic-housing-land-availability-assessment
http://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/local-plan/evidence-and-supporting-documents/strategic-housing-land-availability-assessment
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3.3.3 The assessment seeks to identify all sites and broad locations available 
within the Adur Local Plan area. Owing to the land constraints within Adur, 
with the South Downs National Park (SDNP) to the north and the sea to the 
south, there is very little land availability within the district. Therefore, the 
Council is confident that a proactive and thorough audit of all available land 
has been undertaken that has left ‘no stone unturned’. 
 

3.3.4 In line with the PPG, the SHLAA sets out all possible sites and broad 
locations, regardless of the ‘amount of development needed’. It will be up to 
the Local Plan process to then identify suitable sites and locations for the 
levels of development required by the Objectively Assessed Needs (OAN) 
assessment. 
 

3.3.5 All sites considered within the 2009 SHLAA and the SHLAA 2012 update 
were re-assessed, taking into consideration any changes in constraints or 
policy that might mean sites become suitable or unsuitable. New sites were 
also actively sought, through both a Call for Sites exercise and desktop 
review.  

 

3.4 Site / Broad Location Size 

 
3.4.1 Planning Practice Guidance indicates that the assessment should consider 

all sites or broad locations capable of delivering five or more dwellings. It 
also allows departures from the guidance if there is reason to do so.  For the 
purposes of this SHLAA, the assessment has considered all sites capable of 
accommodating six or more dwellings (gross). The use of a six dwelling site 
threshold reflects the historic division between large and small sites used by 
West Sussex County Council for monitoring purposes. However, to ensure 
all opportunities are accounted for and to avoid any double counting 
evidence of housing delivery on small sites of five dwellings or fewer has 
been used to calculate the windfall allowance.  Therefore the use of a six 
dwelling site threshold is considered justified. 
 

3.5 Call for Sites Exercise June - August 2013 

 
3.5.1 A ‘Call for Sites’ exercise was undertaken in February/March 2013.  

Alongside the methodology consultation, the Council carried out a further 
“Call for Sites” exercise in May/June 2013 which sent a letter to interested 
parties to invite them to promote their sites. The consultation was available 
to everyone but was particularly targeted towards key stakeholders 
(including the Home Builders Federation, housebuilders, developers, 
Registered Providers and local property agents). The call for sites letter was 
published on the Council’s website and was also promoted via the May 2013 
edition of the Adur Planning Policy Newsletter.   

 

3.5.2 All sites submitted as part of this process were assessed for their 
development potential and a draft SHLAA was published in January 2014.  
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Whilst the Council would not normally publish technical evidence documents 
for consultation, it was considered that stakeholders and landowners with an 
interest in the sites should have the opportunity to review both the initial sites 
assessments and to submit further information where appropriate.   

 

3.6 Consultation Response  

 
3.6.1 A number of representations were made to this consultation and they, 

together with the Councils response to them, are included as Appendix 7. 

 

3.7 Desktop Review 

 
3.7.1 Along with the “Call for Site” exercise, a desktop review was carried out to 

consider an extensive range of potential sites. This was undertaken in 
conjunction with various internal departments within the Council including 
Estates, a Project Surveyor and Development Management. The Council 
has therefore tried to actively identify sites that may be able to meet 
development needs within an area and has not simply relied on the call for 
sites process. 
 

3.7.2 Where sites were identified as having particular policy constraints, these 
were identified clearly within the database. The Council has carefully 
considered the constraints identified within the database to ensure that they 
are still relevant.  

 

3.8 Sources of Sites Included in the Assessment 

 
3.8.1 The Council has tried to identify as many sites as possible with housing 

potential in and around the study area.  The table overleaf indicates the 
sources used to compile the list of sites included in the SHLAA. 
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4. Stage 2 - Site / Broad Location Assessment 

 

4.1 Site Assessment 

 

4.1.1 The site assessment consisted of both a Site Visit Assessment Form and 
Desktop Assessment Form. A form was completed for each site and results 
were inserted into a SHLAA Access Database. This was also linked to a 
mapping layer of all SHLAA sites in the District, which was overlaid with 
additional Council layers to identify any site constraints. In line with the 
methodology the assessment forms incorporated a wide range of 
considerations that helped to inform conclusions reached as to the 
availability, suitability and achievability of individual sites.  The assessment 
form templates used for this study can be viewed in Appendix 8. 

 
4.1.2 The site assessment work also included liaising with and obtaining evidence 

from a number of stakeholders, including West Sussex County Council, the 

Environment Agency, the Highways Agency and Natural England. 

 

4.2 How should the development potential be calculated? 

 

Calculating Density 

 
4.2.1 The Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 contains Policy 23: Density 

which requires new developments to achieve a minimum density of 35 
dwellings per hectare except in town/village centres and the Shoreham 
Harbour Regeneration Area where higher densities should be achieved.  It 
also allows for lower densities in exceptional circumstances where it can be 
demonstrated that the minimum density requirement would result in an 
unacceptable impact on the surrounding area.   
 

4.2.2 The majority of sites identified as having potential for development are the 
subject of planning applications/planning briefs or masterplanning exercises, 
where an appropriate density has already been established.  For those sites 
not yet in the planning process, each site was considered by the Council’s 
Planning Services Team and an appropriate density applied, taking into 
account the character of the local area.  

 

 

 

 

 



16 
 

5. Stage 3 – Windfall Assessment 

 

5.1.1 Planning Practice Guidance sets out criteria for including a windfall 
allowance in local plans.  By analysing past trends and using data over a 
nine year period 2005-2013, a windfall allowance has been calculated.  
Historically, small sites of 5 dwellings or less have made a significant 
contribution to the delivery of housing in Adur, comprising infill sites, 
changes of use and conversions.  These sites have not been included in the 
SHLAA assessments as they fall below the threshold of 6 dwellings.  
However, it is important to ensure that an allowance is made for this valued 
source of housing and that there is no double counting between historic 
Housing Land Supply sites and current SHLAA sites. To avoid this all sites of 
six or more dwellings have been excluded from the site analysis. 
 

5.1.2 The NPPF does not allow for development on garden land to be included in 
the windfall allowance.  Historic monitoring data identifies all development 
sites on garden land.  These have therefore been excluded from the 
analysis.  
 

5.1.3 Informed by evidence set out in Figure 3 and Table 2 a windfall allowance of 
32 dwellings per annum has been included as part of the housing delivery 
strategy for Adur for the period 2017-2031. 
 

5.1.4 The reason why an allowance for windfall development has been made 
between 2017 to 2031 (rather than 2014-2031) is to avoid any double 
counting of small sites which currently have planning permission. All sites 
with permission are incorporated within other monitoring so an allowance 
has not been made for the three years of the Plan 2014/15 – 2016/17. 
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Figure 3: Adur Small Site Completions (under 6 units) 2005 to 2013 

 

 

Table 1: Small Site Completions (Gross, Losses and Net) 2005 to 2013 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Year Gross Losses Net 

2005 32 6 26 

2006 34 5 29 

2007 48 6 42 

2008 32 4 28 

2009 40 5 35 

2010 17 3 14 

2011 29 5 24 

2012 45 1 44 

2013 48 4 44 

Total  325 39 286 

 
286/9 = 32 dwellings per year 
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6. Stage 4 – Assessment Review 

 
6.1.1 The objectively assessed need target for housing in Adur is 3,600 – 4,800 

new homes to be delivered between 2011 and 2031, which equates to a 
trajectory of 180-240 dwellings per annum.  The National Planning Policy 
Framework requires local authorities to prepare a housing trajectory to 
illustrate the expected rate of delivery for the plan period. 
 

6.2 Brownfield Sites 

 
6.2.1 A total of 102 brownfield sites were identified and assessed through this 

SHLAA of which 9 sites are currently considered to be available, suitable 
and achievable and which have the potential to deliver 404 new homes 
during the Plan period to 2031.   
 

Table 2: Brownfield sites assessed as being available, suitable and achievable for 
housing 

SHLAA ID Site Address 
Site 

Total 

Years 

1-5 

Years 

6-10 

Years 

11-15 

ADC/049/13 
Riverbank Business Centre, Old Shoreham Road 

Shoreham 
120 120   

ADC/052/13 Civic Centre Staff Car Park, Ham Road, Shoreham 10 10   

ADC/059/13 Adur Civic Centre, Ham Road, Shoreham 75  75  

ADC/083/13 Lancing Manor Filling Station, Old Shoreham Road 8 8   

ADC/086/13 Community Buildings, Pond Road, Shoreham 27 27   

ADC/090/13 Northbourne Medical Centre, Eastern Avenue 10 10   

ADC/119/13 Land at Eastbrook Primary School, Manor Hall Road 24 24   

ADC/121/13 Land at Southlands Hospital, Upper Shoreham Road 113 113   

ADC/124/13 Land west of Highview, Sompting 17 17   

 Total 404 329 75 0 

 

6.2.2 Other sources of brownfield housing land have also been carefully 
considered to assess their contribution to housing supply: 

 Dwelling Completions 2011-2014  

 Dwelling Commitments  

 Windfall Allowance  
 

6.2.3 In addition, the Shoreham Harbour Regeneration Area has been identified as 
a broad location for development which could potentially deliver up to 1,100 
homes during the Plan period.  The housing delivery of this broad location 
will be assessed through a Joint Area Action Plan currently being prepared 
by the Shoreham Harbour Regeneration Partnership. One site has a 
planning consent and has been included in the “existing commitments” 
column in Table 4.  A further site has been identified for a mixed use 
development including new homes and a planning application has been 
determined but is awaiting a Section 106 Agreement to be signed.  This 
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additional brownfield site (SH/004/13) is not shown in Table 3 above but is 
included in Appendix 1. 
 

6.2.4 Together these sources demonstrate that 2,558 new homes can be 
delivered on brownfield sites during Plan period (to 2031).  The following 
trajectory table indicates how this will be delivered: 

 

Table 3: Trajectory table indicating how brownfield sites will be delivered 

Source of Housing Supply  Total 
Delivered 

2011-2014 

Years 

1-5 

Years 

6-10 

Years 

11-15 

Years 

16-17 

Dwellings Completed 2011-2014 437 437     

Existing Commitments (sites with 
planning permission at 1 April 2014) 

299  299    

Sites identified in the SHLAA 2014 404  329 75   

Windfall Allowance1 448  64 160 160 64 

Shoreham Harbour Broad Location2 970  70 825 75  

Total 2558 437 762 1060 235 64 

 

6.2.5 This trajectory clearly indicates that when measured against the Council’s 
Objectively Assessed Needs the amount of development that can be 
delivered on brownfield land is a significant shortfall of between 1,042 and 
2,242 dwellings. 
 

6.2.6 Therefore, given this level of shortfall, it has been necessary to consider the 
potential for greenfield sites to help meet this need. 

 

6.3 Greenfield Sites  

 
6.3.1 A total of 28 greenfield sites have been identified through both the “Call for 

Sites” exercise and evidence based studies commissioned by the Council.  
All of these sites have been assessed against the criteria in this SHLAA 
alongside the Sustainability Appraisal, Sequential and Exceptions Test and 
various evidence studies which take account of a range of identified issues 
and constraints, including biodiversity, flood risk, transport and landscape. 
 

6.3.2 Following this assessment, two large greenfield sites have been identified as 
having development potential and that could deliver between 930 and 1080 
new homes. These sites have been allocated for residential development 
within the emerging Adur Local Plan.  By adding these sites into the 
indicative trajectory table, identified housing delivery for the Plan period is 
between 3,488 and 3,638 dwellings (174-182 dwellings per annum): 

                                                           
1
. A windfall allowance has been made for the period 2017-2031 (not 2014-2031).  This ensures there is no 

double counting with sites that currently have planning permission and are likely to be delivered in years 2014-
2017. 
2
 This figure excludes 132 dwellings which have been granted planning permission and are included in the 

“Commitments” column. 
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Table 4: Trajectory table indicating how brownfield and greenfield sites will be 
delivered 

Source of Housing Supply  Total 
Delivered 

2011-2014 

Years 

1-5 

Years 

6-10 

Years 

11-15 

Years 

16-17 

Dwellings Completed 2011-2014 437 437     

Existing Commitments (sites with 
planning permission at 1 April 2014) 

299  299    

Sites identified in the SHLAA 2014 404  329 75   

Windfall Allowance3 448  64 160 160 64 

Shoreham Harbour Broad Location4 970  70 825 75  

 Total brownfield delivery 2558 437 762 1060 235 64 

       

New Monks Farm, Lancing 
450-
600 

 190 
260- 
375 

0-35  

Land at West Sompting 480  105 375   

Total greenfield delivery 
930-
1080 

 295 
635-
750 

0-35  

       

TOTAL HOUSING DELIVERY 
3488-
3638 

437 1057 
1695-
1810 

235-
270 

62 

 

6.3.3 The indicative trajectory indicates that taking these greenfield sites into 
account, the Plan can deliver between 3488 and 3638 dwellings, therefore 
potentially meeting the lower end of the objectively assessed needs figure 
(depending on the amount of development delivered at New Monks Farm).  
However, there are insufficient sites/broad locations identified to meet all of 
the objectively assessed needs. The Council is, however, confident that a 
thorough review of all sources of housing supply has been undertaken and 
the assumptions made when assessing sites are justified.  It is considered 
that there is clear evidence as to why the objectively assessed need cannot 
be met in full within Adur, having regard to the identified constraints and 
potential development capacity.  Four indicative housing trajectories have 
been included as Appendix 9 which demonstrate the housing delivery 
position when measured against the lower and upper end of the objectively 
assessed needs figure and with the two options for housing delivery at New 
Monks Farm strategic allocation (of 450-600 dwellings) 
 

6.3.4 As a consequence, the Council is working with, and will continue to work 
with other local authorities through the Duty to Co- operate to address the 
issue of unmet need. A Duty to Co- operate Statement accompanies the 
Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014. 

 

 

                                                           
3
 A windfall allowance has been made for the period 2017-2031 (not 2014-2031).  This ensures there is no 

double counting with sites that currently have planning permission and are likely to be delivered in years 2014-
2017. 
4
 This figure excludes 132 dwellings which have been granted planning permission and are included in the 

“Commitments” column. 
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6.4 Risk Assessment 

 

6.4.1 The Council is confident that a comprehensive evidence base indicates that 
sufficient housing will be delivered from the sources identified.  However, 
there is some risk that the Local Plan housing target will not be delivered.  
The Council has sought to minimise this risk of unforeseen development 
constraints by undertaking detailed assessments of potential constraints 
during the Plan preparation process.  This has included commissioning a 
number of background evidence studies and continuous liaison with key 
statutory agencies and site promoters throughout the Local Plan process. 
Overall the risk of non delivery of sites is low although unforeseen barriers to 
development may occur. The Council will work with developers to help 
overcome this. 

 

6.4.2 A more detailed risk assessment is included in the Council’s Housing 
Implementation Strategy 2014. 
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7. Stage 5 – Final Evidence Base  

 

7.1 Five Year Housing Land Supply 

7.1.1 This SHLAA identifies a five year supply of sites which are considered 
deliverable and developable within the five year time frame 2014-2019. Two 
tables have been produced which reflect the upper and lower end of the 
objectively assessed need for Adur.  They demonstrate that when measured 
against the lower end of the objectively assessed need a five year supply of 
sites is deliverable, but there is a shortfall when measured against the upper 
objectively assessed need figure.  
 

Table 5: Five year housing land supply if delivering 180 dwellings per annum 

Objectively Assessed Need Requirement 2011-2031 3600 180 

Completed 2011-2014 437  

Remaining Requirement 2014-2031 (17 years) 3163 186 

Requirement for five years 2014-2019  930  

Additional 5% buffer 47  

Total Requirement for five years 2014-2019 977  

 
Supply: 

  

Commitments at 1 April 2014 299  

SHLAA sites 2014 329  

Windfall Allowance (years 4 and 5) 64  

Local Plan Strategic Allocations 295  

Shoreham Harbour Broad Location 70  

Total Supply 2014-2019 1057  

Projected surplus 80  

 

Demonstrates a 5.7 year supply of deliverable sites 
 

Table 6: Five year housing land supply if delivering 240 dwellings per annum 

 
Objectively Assessed Need Requirement 2011-2031 4800 240 

Completed 2011-2014 437  

Remaining Requirement 2014-2031 (17 years) 4363 257 

Requirement for five years 2014-2019  1285  

Additional 5% buffer 65  

Total Requirement for five years 2014-2019 1350  

 
Supply: 

  

Commitments at 1 April 2014 299  

SHLAA sites 2014 329  

Windfall Allowance (years 4 and 5) 64  

Local Plan Strategic Allocations 295  

Shoreham Harbour Broad Location 70  

Total Supply 2014-2019 1057  

Projected shortfall -293  

 

Demonstrates a 4.1 year supply of deliverable sites 
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7.1.2 The five year housing land supply tables indicate that  for the first five years 
of the Plan period, sufficient housing will be delivered to meet the lower end 
of the objectively assessed need figure, but there is a shortfall when 
measured against the upper figure. 
 

7.2 Final Assessment Summary 

 

7.2.1 A total of 131 sites within the current built up area have been assessed to 
determine their availability, suitability and sustainability.  Sites have been 
assessed using set criteria with information then entered into a 
comprehensive Access database. Consideration has been given to known 
constraints, neighbouring uses and planning history.  Discussions with 
landowners, developers and relevant professional officers within the Council 
have also helped to inform the assessments. 

 

7.2.2 This report provides a summary of the conclusions and sets out additional 
data for those sites considered to have development potential.  The sites 
assessed have been categorised within the following 4 headings: 

 
1. Potential Site - These 12 sites have been assessed as being suitable, 

available and achievable and are included in this initial SHLAA as a 
potential source of housing delivery. A site assessment form and map 
indicating the site boundary has been produced for each of these sites 
are included as Appendix 1. 

 
2. Rejected Site – Monitor - These 26 sites (set out in Appendix 2) have 

been assessed as being broadly suitable for housing development but 
are not currently available for development. These sites are not being 
taken forward in this SHLAA at this time but it is considered that there 
is good reason to think that they may offer development potential in the 
longer term.  As such, they will be monitored on an annual basis and 
any change in circumstances will be reported through the Annual 
Monitoring Report. 

 
3. Rejected Site - These sites have been rejected and are not taken 

forward in this SHLAA.  The list of sites and the key reason(s) for 
rejection are included as Appendix 3. There are 65 sites in this 
category.  

 
4. Committed Site - These sites have not been included in the SHLAA 

because they have either been completed, are under construction or 
have been granted planning consent before the base date of the survey 
(1st April 2014). Dwellings delivered in this category will be accounted 
for through other monitoring. Of the 131 sites assessed there are 28 
sites in this category and they are included in Appendix 4. 
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7.2.3 District-wide maps annotated with all sites within each category can be found 
within each respective Appendix.  
 

Figure 4: Breakdown of SHLAA Sites 

Table 7: Breakdown of SHLAA Sites 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SHLAA 2013 Status Number of Sites Percentage of Total (%) 

Potential Site 12 9 

Rejected Site – Monitor 26 20 

Rejected Site 65 50 

Committed Site 28 21 

Total 131 100% 



25 
 

8. Appendices 

 

Appendix 1: Potential Sites 

 

Table 8: Potential Sites 

SHLAA ID Site Address SHLAA 2013 Status 

ADC/049/13 Riverbank Business Centre, Old Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/052/13 Civic Centre Staff Car Park, Ham Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/059/13 Adur Civic Centre, Ham Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/083/13 Lancing Manor Filling Station, Old Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/086/13 Community Buildings, Pond Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/090/13 Northbourne Medical Centre, Eastern Avenue Potential Site 

ADC/119/13 Land at Eastbrook Primary School, Manor Hall Road Potential Site 

ADC/121/13 Land at Southlands Hospital, Upper Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/122/13 New Monks Farm, Lancing Potential Site 

ADC/124/13 Land west of Highview, Mount Way, Lancing Potential Site 

ADC/125/13 Land at West Sompting Potential Site 

SH/004/13 Land adjacent Ham Business Centre, Brighton Road Potential Site 
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Figure 5: Potential Sites – West Adur 
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Figure 6: Potential Sites – East Adur  

 

 

 

 



SHLAA ID ADC/049/13

Site Address Riverbank Business Centre, Old Shoreham Road

Ward St. Nicolas

Site Description

Low lying site behind river embankment.  Ropetackle development to the south is set at a higher level and is a maximum 
of 5 storeys in height.  Disused railway embankment to the rear of the site.  Site fronts the river and overlooks Shoreham 
Airport on the other side of the river.

Current Use(s)

B2 - General Industry, B8 - Storage 
& Distribution, Sui-Generis, Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site does have significant flood risk issues, which are being addressed through the planning application process. The 
site is suitable for a mixed use development to include residential, employment, retail uses. It is in a sustainable location 
adjacent to the town centre and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

A planning application has been granted (2nd December 2013) subject to the completion of a S106 Agreement.  The 
majority of the site is vacant with the remaining tenants on short term contracts pending its redevelopment.

Achievability Summary

The site has planning consent (subject to the S.106 agreement being signed) for a mixed use development to include 
residential. There is a requirement for the site to provide enhanced pedestrian/cycle facilities along the western boundary 
adjacent to the river to provide a connection between Shoreham Town Centre and the Downs Link. There is also a 
requirement for a financial contribution towards mitigating the additional traffic impact at the A259/A283 Norfolk Bridge 
Roundabout. A Viability Statement was provided as part of the application which concluded that the scheme was not viable 
if affordable housing and s.106 contributions are provided at "policy compliant " levels due to the unavoidable abnormals 
which include providing a flood defence wall (which would also benefit the wider community). The District Valuer has 
assessed the report and suggests a lower affordable housing contribution (of 22%) would make the scheme viable.

Policy Restrictions 

Currenly designated as an employment area in the adopted but outdated Adur Local Plan 1996.  However, the Council 
accepts that a mixed use development to include residential, is appropriate on this site.  A Full Archaeological 
Investigation is required.
The site falls within the bounds/adjacent to the Adur Estuary SSSI and an assessment of the impact of water pollution 
would be required.  Account should also be taken of the fact that the SSSI is noted for its bird assemblage.

Physical Constraints

Within Flood Zone 3 - mitigation measures required. The Environment Agency has confirmed the draft flood risk strategy 
proposed is sound. Potential contaminated land - mitigation measures required.
Access obtained via a priority junction and visibility spays are achievable from the approved access.  
There is a requirement for a financial contribution towards mitigating the additional traffic impact at the A259/A283 Norfolk 
Bridge Roundabout.

Potential Impacts 

Surveys have indicated the presence of slow worms and lizards - mitigation required. Natural England/WSCC have agreed 
the translocation of reptiles.
Mitigation will be required to ensure no adverse impacts on the Adur Estuary SSSI.

Planning Status PA Submit (awtg S106)

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time, it was rejected as it was concluded 
that, given the abnormal costs of providing a flood defence wall, the proposed scheme was not viable.  However, given that 
planning permission has been granted for a scheme that the Distict Valuer suggests is viable it is concluded that the site 
should be taken forward in this study as being suitable, available and achievable. A planning application has now been 
approved for this site.  The approval notice will be issued once the Section 106 Agreement has been signed.

Density (dwg / ha) Mixed Use

Site Area (ha) 2.4

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 120

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 120
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Figure 7: Riverbank Business Centre, Old Shoreham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 

 



SHLAA ID ADC/052/13

Site Address Civic Centre Staff Car Park, Ham Road, Shoreham

Ward St. Mary's

Site Description

Flat surfaced car park set higher than road. Railway line abuts the site to the north, residential development to the west, 
offices to the south and retail with associated car parking to the east.

Current Use(s)

Car Park

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site is suitable for residential development provided appropriate mitigation measures are provided. It is in a 
sustainable location within the town centre and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the 
District.

Availability Summary

The site is surplus to requirements.  The associated building will be vacated by the end of 2015 and the car park will be 
available for redevelopment once the extension to the Shoreham Centre, which will house the new Civic offices, has been 
completed.

Achievability Summary

The proposed residential use of this Council owned site has been considered and agreed by Members (6th August 2013). 
The main issues affecting the redevelopment of this site are potential contamination associated with its former railway 
engineering use and the location of the sewer crossing the site, which may restrict any potential layout unless it can be 
diverted. Indications are that the costs of remedial work and diverting the sewer would not affect the viability of this site for 
residential use.  Consideration is currently being given to Adur Homes developing the site to help meet Adurs housing 
needs.  A feasibility scheme and marketing brief are currently being prepared and the Council, as landowner, will look to 
encourage an early development of this site.

Policy Restrictions 

There are no policy restrictions associated with this site.

Physical Constraints

Land is potentially contaminated and mitigation may be required as there would be potential noise disturbance from the 
railway line adjacent the site  A mains sewer crosses the site and this may affect the layout of houses unless it can be 
diverted.
A small area in the western corner of the site is located in Flood Zone 2.
Access is achieved via the existing access to west of the site, which is shared with the neighbouring residential properties.  
While the junction is within the public highway, the access road is in private ownership.  The site is reasonably accessible 
by sustainable modes of transport but consideration should be given to the findings of the Shoreham Town Centre 
Transport Study.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts identified which may affect the development of this site.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review, is considered to be suitable, 
available and achievable.

Density (dwg / ha) 33

Site Area (ha) 0.3

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 10

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 10
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Figure 8: Civic Centre Staff Car Park, Ham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 



SHLAA ID ADC/059/13

Site Address Adur Civic Centre, Ham Road, Shoreham

Ward St. Mary's

Site Description

Three storey brick building and associated car parking. Residential flats to the west, employment uses to the south, public 
open space to the east and car parking to the north.

Current Use(s)

B1a - Offices, Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site is suitable for a mixed use development with residential above ground floor level. It is in a sustainable location 
within the town centre and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

The site is surplus to requirements.  The Council, as landowner, is keen to see the site developed at the earliest 
opportunity and the building is likely to be vacated by the end of 2015 when the extension to the Shoreham Centre, which 
will house the new Civic offices has been completed . It is reasonable to assume delivery of a mixed use development on 
this site is likely to be in the medium term.

Achievability Summary

The proposed residential led mixed use of this Council owned site has been considered and agreed by Members (6th 
August 2013). 
The main issues affecting the redevelopment of this site are flood risk and the location of the sewer crossing the site, 
which may restrict any potential layout unless it can be diverted. Indications are that the cost diverting the sewer would not 
affect the viability of this site for residential use. A feasibility scheme and marketing brief are currently being prepared and 
the Council, as landowner, will look to encourage development of this site in the medium term. Non residential use at 
ground floor level will help to overcome the floor risk issue. 
There has been previous developer interest in this site.

Policy Restrictions 

There are no policy restrictions associated with this site.

Physical Constraints

The site lies wholly within Flood Zone 3 which would restrict ground floor uses to non residential. A mains sewer crosses 
the site and this may affect the layout of houses unless it can be diverted.
Consideration should be given to the capacity implications on the local road network (particularly the junction with the A259 
and the level railway crossing) and mitigation measures may be required. .  The site is reasonably accessible by 
sustainable modes of transport, but consideration should be given to the findings of the Shoreham Town Centre Study. 
Whilst the proposal of 75 dwellings is fractionally below the threshold the Local Highway Authority would recommend a 
Transport Assessment and Travel Plan to be provided with any planning application.  A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 would 
be required in support of any works proposed in the highway. The site is located adjacent an Air Quality Management Area.
The eastern part of the site has potential for land contamination and further investigation and possible remediation may be 
required.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts identified which may affect the development of this scheme.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review, is considered to be suitable, 
available and achievable. The Council, as landowner, is keen to see the site developed at the earliest opportunity.  It is 
reasonable to assume delivery of a mixed use development on the Civic Centre site is likely to be in the medium term.

Density (dwg / ha) 110

Site Area (ha) 0.68

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 75

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 75
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Figure 9: Adur Civic Centre, Ham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 



SHLAA ID ADC/083/13

Site Address Lancing Manor Filling Station, Old Shoreham Road

Ward Manor

Site Description

This vacant site was formerly a petrol filling station, with access from the A27 trunk road. To the north and east the site 
abuts the South Downs National Park.  To the west is a detached dwelling, screened by shrubs and trees. The site is part 
grassed and part hardstanding, with a hedge and mature trees providing screening from the open field to the north.

Current Use(s)

Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site is within the built up area and is suitable for residential development.  The site is relatively remote to services and 
facilities in Lancing and the A27 results in severance to the south and a barrier to trips by sustainable modes of transport.  
There is a controlled crossing a significant distance to the west of the site but no direct link to bus stop facilities on the 
southern side of the carriageway.  However there is access to local shops, a bus route and school on the north side of the 
A27. Redevelopment of this vacant site would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

The site is vacant and the owner is actively promoting development on this site. An outling planning application for 6 
dwellings was submitted on 21 August 2014 (decision pending).

Achievability Summary

The landowner has had pre application discussions with the Local Authority and has stated his intention to redevelop with 
housing.  In terms of viability, it will be critical to investigate the ground conditions given the former use as a petrol filling 
station.  However, given the improving economy and increasing residential values it is unlikely that any mitigation 
measures required would make the site unviable.

Policy Restrictions 

There are no policy restrictions associated with this site.

Physical Constraints

The site is potentially contaminated, given its former use as a petrol filling station.  The owner of the site has confirmed that 
the underground petroleum tanks have been filled in.
The site is affected by road noise fron the A27 and mitigation measures will be required.
Access to the site from the A27 may potentially be an issue but the owner has confirmed that satisfactory access can be 
achieved as per previous planning applications (although these were not for residential development).
Part of the site is located in Flood Zone 3.

Potential Impacts 

The site is adjacent the South Downs National Park and sensitive design and layout of any development would be required 
to minimise any impact.

Planning Status PA Submit

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review and considered to be suitable, achievable and 
deliverable.  The owner is actively pursuing development on this site and there is confidence that residential development 
will be delivered in the next five years.

Density (dwg / ha) 38

Site Area (ha) 0.21

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 8

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 8
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Figure 10: Lancing Manor Filling Station, Old Shoreham Road, Lancing 



SHLAA ID ADC/086/13

Site Address Community Buildings, Pond Road, Shoreham

Ward St. Mary's

Site Description

The site comprises Shoreham Library, Health Centre and a former care home (now vacant) and associate car parking.  
There is a small grassed area at the front of the site.  St Mary de Haura Church (Grade 1 Listed Building) lies to the south, 
community buildings to the west with residential dwellings to the north and east.

Current Use(s)

Community Building, Health 
Facility, Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The Shoreham Renaissance Strategy 2006 states that the principle of development is acceptable on this site as new 
health and library facilities are being promoted as part of a mixed use development and there would be no loss of 
community facilities.  It is in a sustainable location within the town centre and its redevelopment would help meet the need 
for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

There are multiple public ownerships on this site (Adur District Council, West Sussex County Council and PCT).  A 
development brief has been prepared for this site to help progress development and several potential layouts have been 
considered, all of which include residential development.  All relevant parties have agreed to produce a jointly funded 
feasibility/business plan to support wholesale redevelopment of the site.  Anticipate a planning application in 2015.

Achievability Summary

Significant progress has been made to deliver this scheme.  However, for the scheme to be delivered committed input 
from all parties with an ownership interest is required.  Agreement has been reached to progress a jointly funded 
feasibility/business plan to support wholesale redevelopment. Sufficient residential development is required to achieve its 
comprehensive redevelopment and at this stage the redevelopment of this site is considered marginal but acheivable.

Policy Restrictions 

There is no policy conflict as the current proposal includes the replacement of the health facility and library as part of a 
mixed use development.
A desk based assessment and evaluation should be undertaken with recommendations for archaeological mitigation 
involving thorough archaeological investigation. Potentially an important site for understanding the development of 
medieval Shoreham and the subsequent changes resulting from a combination of coastal erosion and the shifting course 
of the River Adur.

Physical Constraints

The scale of development would require a Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 and the Local Highway Authority recommend that a 
Travel Plan Statement accompanies any planning application in order to promote and maximise the uptake of sustainable 
modes of transport.
The site is at risk from surface and groundwater flooding.

Potential Impacts 

The design of any development would need to take account of the impact on the adjacent Grade 1 Listed Building and its 
location within a conservation area.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review and considered to be suitable, achievable and 
deliverable. Significant progress has been made to deliver this scheme. A planning application is likely to be made in 2015 
with delivery in the next 5 years.

Density (dwg / ha) Mixed Use

Site Area (ha) 0.6

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 27

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 27
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Figure 11: Community Buildings, Pond Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 



SHLAA ID ADC/090/13

Site Address Northbourne Medical Centre, Eastern Avenue

Ward St. Mary's

Site Description

This triangular shaped site is on the corner of Eastern Avenue and Upper Shoreham Road, with access from Eastern 
Avenue.  To the north is public open space (Buckingham Park), a primary school abuts the southern boundary with 
residential/retail development to the east.

Current Use(s)

Health Facility

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site is within the built up area and is not identifed for any particular use. It is in a sustainable location, close to local 
facilities and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.  A pedestrian controlled 
crossing adjacent to the site assists in overcoming severance to the north of the A270. The existing health centre is being 
replaced elsewhere in the vicinity and so there will be no loss of a community facility. Any proposed layout would need to 
take account of the existing TPO.

Availability Summary

The building is now vacant (the doctors practice has moved to alternative premises) and early discussions have taken 
place with the Council prior to a planning application being submitted.

Achievability Summary

West Sussex County Council sold the land in 1986 but retain a covenant that restricts development to single storey in 
height; however they have indicated their willingness to discuss a review of the covenant with the land owner when the site 
comes forward for development. There appears to be no abnormal costs associated with this site which would affect 
viability.

Policy Restrictions 

There is a TPO on the site and any proposed development would need to take this into account.  The existing health 
centre has been replaced elsewhere in the vacinity and there will therefore be no loss of a community facility.
Records indicate that a Bronze Age axe was found within the site boundary and a watching brief is likely to be  
recommended at application stage.

Physical Constraints

The site is adjacent the A270 and noise mitigation measures may be required.
Sufficient car parking should be made available on site as neighbouring roads in the vicinity are subject to waiting 
restrictions.  A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 would be required should there be intensification in the use of the access or if 
any alterations are proposed to the arrangements.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts identified which may affect the development of this site.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review as being suitable, achievable and deliverable.  It is 
understood that issues with funding for a repacement medical facility delayed this site becoming available.  However, 
construction of the new facility is now complete and the site is now vacant.  It is anticipated that this site will be available for 
development within the next five years.

Density (dwg / ha) 46

Site Area (ha) 0.22

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 10

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 10
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Figure 12: Northbourne Medical Centre, Eastern Avenue, Shoreham-by-Sea 



SHLAA ID ADC/119/13

Site Address Land at Eastbrook Primary School, Manor Hall Road

Ward Eastbrook

Site Description

Part of Eastbrook Primary School, the east building of which has been declared surplus to requirements. Residential 
development to north and east, Southwick Leisure Centre tennis courts to the south and school buildings to the west.  
Access from Manor Hall Road.

Current Use(s)

Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site is within the built up area and not identified for any particular use in the Local Plan.  It is in a sustainable location 
close to local facilities and can be accessed by a range of sustainable modes of transport. Its redevelopment would help 
meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

The landowner, West Sussex County Council, has declared this part of the site surplus to requirements. The site is vacant 
and available from September 2013.

Achievability Summary

Other than demolition costs and the requirement for affordable housing there appears to be no other major costs which 
might affect the viability of this site, particularly given the improving economy and increasing residential values.The site is 
vacant and the current landowner (West Sussex County Council) has indicated that a planning application will be 
submitted in 2015 once a title issue has been resolved.

Policy Restrictions 

An archaeological investigation is likely to be recommended. The site is close to the scheduled monument Southwick 
Roman Villa but there are no records within the site itself.  However, given the open nature of the site and depending on 
the depth of foundations of the buildings, there is a high potential for survival of archaeological features although any 
features are likely to be pre-historic on this area of the coastal plain rather than linked to the known Roman Villa site.

Physical Constraints

The site is located to the east of Eastbrook Primary School with access taken at a narrow access from Manor Hall Road.  
The road can only currently facilitate one-way traffic flow and consideration should be given to widening the road in order to 
facilitate two way movement.  The scale of development would require a Road Safety Audit: Stage 1.  Given the proximity 
to the school and pressure for on street facilities, parking should be retained within the confines of the site.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts which may affect the development of this site.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 SHLAA review, is considered to be suitable, available and 
achievable.  The site is vacant and the current landowner (West Sussex County Council) have indicated that a planning 
application will be submitted in 2015.

Density (dwg / ha) 35

Site Area (ha) 0.7

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 24

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 24
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Figure 13: Land at Eastbrook Primary School, Manor Hall Road, Southwick 



SHLAA ID ADC/121/13

Site Address Land at Southlands Hospital, Upper Shoreham Road

Ward Southlands

Site Description

The site comprises a number of buildings forming part of Southlands Hospital.  To the north is a shopping parade and 
residential use, to the east are the remaining hospital buildings with residential development to the south and west.

Current Use(s)

Health Facility, Vacant

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

The site has been declared surplus to requirements for health uses and is vacant. It is within the built up area, in a 
sustainable location and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

This site has been declared surplus to requirements by the Hospital Trust and is available for development..

Achievability Summary

The Hospital Trust have formally declared this part of the site surplus to requirements and a pre-application meeting has 
been held.  Pre application consultation will take place in August 2014 and a planning application in anticipated by the end 
of  2014. Although there will be costs associated with demolition and new infrastructure provision, this is unlikely to affect 
the development of this site for housing, particularly given the improving economy.

Policy Restrictions 

The loss of part of a community facility is an issue.  However, the release of this land is part of the long term plans of the 
Hospital Trust to reorganise health provision in the wider area.

Physical Constraints

Given the historic uses on this site there is potential for contaminated land and appropriate mitigation may be required.
The scale of the development would require a full Transport Assessment in support of any planning application, 
accompanied by a full Travel Plan. A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 would be necessary to support proposed access 
arrangements. This includes a ghost right hand turn lane and it should be established through capacity whether this is 
sufficient or whether upgrading is required.  Visibility to the east and west appears to meet standards.  Parking within the 
vicinity of the site is constrained and ample provision should be made available within the confines of the site.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts which may affect the development of this site.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This site has not previously been considered as part of the SHLAA 2009 and 2012. It has been declared surplus to 
requirements by the landowner and is considered suitable, available and achievable for residential development.

Density (dwg / ha) 52

Site Area (ha) 2.19

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 113

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 113
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Figure 14: Land at Southlands Hospital, Upper Shoreham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 



SHLAA ID ADC/122/13

Site Address New Monks Farm, Lancing

Ward Mash Barn

Site Description

Former agricultural land/rear gardens.  Part of the site is under construction as a golf course. Abuts residential 
development to the west, the Brighton & Hove Albion Football Academy (currently under construction) to the south and 
Shoreham Airport to the east.  The A27 forms the northern boundary.

Current Use(s)

Vacant

Re-use of Land Greenfield

Suitability Summary

Subject to the identifed constraints being overcome, this site is considered suitable for development. It is in a sustainable 
location and its development would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

The landowner is promoting this site through the local plan process and it is available for development.

Achievability Summary

This greenfield site is identified in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 as a potential strategic allocation for a 
residential led mixed use development..  Various constraints, including flood risk, transport and landscape impact are 
currently being adressed.  Although there are significant costs in terms of the provision of a new roundabout, the 
landowner has indicated that redevelopment of this site is viable.  The principle and amount of development on this site will 
be dealt with at the Local Plan Public Examination. The site agent is currently working on a masterplan for this site.

Policy Restrictions 

The new access road required to serve any proposed development at this location could impact on the Scheduled Ancient 
Monument which is on adjacent land.

Physical Constraints

The site is within Flood Zone 3 and there are also issues with groundwater flooding. A groundwater study has been 
completed and the agent is actively working with West Sussex County Council to agree a solution to this issue. A new 
access is required to serve the development from the A27 - this is likely to involve the construction of a new roundabout 
(which could also potentially serve proposed development at Shoreham Airport). The agent is working with the appropriate 
agencies/transport consultants/adjoining landowners to agree the location of the access. A Full Transport Assessment will 
be required.

Potential Impacts 

The site is currently outside of the built up area boundary on the Proposals Map 1996. However, the Revised Draft Adur 
Local Plan is proposing this site as a strategic allocation for mixed use development and that the built up area boundary is 
amended to follow the proposed development area. Careful consideration should be given to the impact on the 
surrounding area if this site came forward for development.The site is currently within the Local Green Gap and adjacent 
the South Downs National Park.  It will be important to agree an appropriate landscape strategy to minimise the impact of 
this proposed development. There are BAP habitats and BAP species present on the site.

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as a potential strategic allocation for a residential led 
mixed use development and is being actively promoted by the landowner.  Various constraints, including flood risk, 
transport and landscape impact are currently being adressed. The amount of development on this site will be dealt with at 
the Local Plan Public Examination.

Density (dwg / ha) 40

Site Area (ha) 26

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 450-600

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 450-600



45 
 

Figure 15: New Monks Farm, Lancing 

 



SHLAA ID ADC/124/13

Site Address Land west of Highview, Mount Way, Lancing

Ward Manor

Site Description

Site comprises the rear gardens of properties on Mount Way and Fairview Road. Abuts the National Park, Lancing Ring 
LNR and SNCI to the north.

Current Use(s)

Garden

Re-use of Land Greenfield

Suitability Summary

Provided satisfactory access can be achieved, this large garden is considered suitable for development. Any development 
should be located in the southern part of the site and single storey in height to minimise the impact on the character of the 
surrounding area.The site is not identified for any particular use in the Local Plan.  It is in a sustainable location and its 
redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.
Whilst the site is relatively remote from the facilities and services of Lancing from a walking perspective, bus services are 
located to the south of the site and cycle journeys to the south can utilise the controlled crossing to overcome the 
severance of the A27

Availability Summary

The site is being promoted by the landowners for residential development and an agent has been appointed to take this 
site through the planning process.

Achievability Summary

The site is being promoted for development by the relevant landowners through the SHLAA process and pre appplication 
discussions have been held (June 2014) The cost of demolition of a dwelling to provide access is unlikely to affect the 
viability of this site.

Policy Restrictions 

The site lies 600m south east of the Romano-Celtic temple at Lancing Ring.  The archaeological potential may be medium 
to high and an archaeological response involving trial trenching and monitoring is likely to be recommended.

Physical Constraints

A key constraint which may affect the development of this site is the steep gradient of the land which may affect the layout 
of any development.
Access to the site would require the demolition of a dwelling. There is a significant level difference between the proposed 
development land and Fairview Road, while access via Mount Way is steep and narrow.  Careful consideration will need to 
be given to ensure that the gradient complies with DMRB/MfS standards.  A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 will be required to 
support access arrangements. Consideration will need to be given to the connectivity with the existing network given 
gradient concerns.  Given the sites proximity to the Strategic Road Network, there is great potential to adversely impact the 
A27 which already suffers from congestion and a Full Transport Assessment will be required.

Potential Impacts 

The site is currently outside of the built up area boundary on the Proposals Map 1996. However, the Proposed Submission 
Adur Local Plan is proposing that the built up area boundary is amended to follow that of the National Park which would 
bring this site within the built up area. The site would still be greenfield in accordance with the National Planning Policy 
Framework and careful consideration should be given to the impact on the surrounding area if this site came forward for 
development. The site abuts the National Park and Lancing Ring LNR and SNCI which will need to be buffered. Lancing 
Ring is used for informal recreation and many of the network of paths afford views over the coastal plain.  The existing 
character of the Reserve is largely unaffected by neighbouring housing due to their low ridge height and position on the 
hillside below.  Development could potentially affect the SDNP, LNR and SNCI and any layout should take account of the 
steeply sloping topography.  The need to keep rooflines out of site from public views from the north means a low rise, low 
density development is likely to be appropriate. Further mitigation may be required such as addressing additional visitor 
pressure to this nearby area of ecologically sensitive chalk grassland. In terms of green infrastructure provision, it is 
important to retain and enhance boundary vegetation and planting within the site could support and link to the local wildlife 
sites.  SUDS within the site could provide further opportunities for biodiversity enhancement.

Planning Status None

Density (dwg / ha) 20

Site Area (ha) 0.85

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 18

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 17



SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This large area of garden land was identified in the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review as having potential for residential 
development although it contravened policy.  The site was previously within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty where 
development was resisted, but was then excluded from the National Park.  The Revised Draft Adur Local Plan 2013 
proposes that the site be included within the built up area boundary.  Pending the proposed changes to the built up area 
boundary through the Local Plan process, this site has potential for residential development.

Density (dwg / ha) 20

Site Area (ha) 0.85

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 18

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 17
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Figure 16: Land west of Highview, Mount Way, Lancing 

 



SHLAA ID ADC/125/13

Site Address Land at West Sompting

Ward Peverel

Site Description

Site comprises two areas of land to the west of Sompting - north and south of West Street.  The land to the south of West 
Street is currently farmland; the land to the north is an area of grassland used for grazing.  Its northern boundary is 
adjacent the A27.  Part of the site adjoins Lower Cokeham  Reedbed and Ditches SNCI

Current Use(s)

Agricultural

Re-use of Land Greenfield

Suitability Summary

Subject to the identifed constraints being overcome, this site is considered suitable for development. It is in a sustainable 
location and its development would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

The landowner is actively promoting this site for development through the local plan process.

Achievability Summary

This greenfield site is identified in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2013 as a potential strategic allocation for 
housing development.  Various constraints, including transport and landscape impact are currently being adressed.  
Although there will be costs associates with mitigation measures, the landowner has indicated that redevelopment of this 
site is viable.  The principle and amount of development on this site will be dealt with at the Local Plan Public Examination.  
A masterplan for this site is currently being prepared.

Policy Restrictions 

There are no policy restrictions associated with this site.

Physical Constraints

The site is visible from a number of sensitive viewpoints within the National Park and any new development will need to be 
designed sensitively, including new tree planting, to minimise impact.
Access to the site can be achieved via Loose Lane and a potential new access from West Street.  Access to the northern 
area of land will be via Dankton Lane. A Full Transport Assessment will be required. The site lies within Flood Zone 1.  The 
site is susceptible to ground water flooding and appropriate mitigation measures will be required. High voltage power lines 
also cross the site and the layout will need to take this into account.

Potential Impacts 

The site is currently outside of the built up area boundary on the Proposals Map 1996. However, the Proposed Submission 
Adur Local Plan is proposing this site as a strategic allocation for residential development and that the built up area 
boundary is amended to follow the proposed development area. Careful consideration should be given to the impact on the 
surrounding area if this site came forward for development. Part of the site lies adjacent the Cokeham Brooks SNCI.  This 
area will be retained and enhanced and opportunities to extend/enhance the SNCI will be investigated

Planning Status None

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as a potential strategic allocation for housing 
development.  Various constraints, transport and landscape impact are currently being adressed.

Density (dwg / ha) To be determined

Site Area (ha) 21.67

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 480

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 480
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Figure 17: Land at West Sompting 



SHLAA ID SH/004/13

Site Address Land adjacent Ham Business Centre, Brighton Road

Ward St. Mary's

Site Description

The site comprises Frosts Showroom and Garage, 63-67 Brighton Road and Tarmac/Free Wharfs occupied by Minelco, 
(but excludes Ham business Centre, Whale Car Wash and Kwik Fit buildings fronting Brighton Road). To the east lies 
Glasstec aggregates depot and a large storage and distribution building occupied by Paladone. To the west is Riverside 
Business Centre, to the north lies Ham Recreation Ground, the Civic Centre offices, retail warehouse and food outlet. The 
site fronts the River Adur to the south.

Current Use(s)

B1a - Offices, B1c - Light Industry, 
B8 - Storage & Distribution, Sui-
Generis, Wharf

Re-use of Land Brownfield

Suitability Summary

In principle there is no objection to residential development as part of a mixed use on the site.  It is in a sustainable location 
close to local facilities and its redevelopment would help meet the need for additional housing in the District.

Availability Summary

It is envisaged that the site will be available for development within the next five years

Achievability Summary

 Planning permission for this mixed use scheme has been granted subject to a satisfactory S106 Planning Obligation being 
signed. The developer has agreed the full affordable housing requirement and infrastructure contributions and the scheme 
is considered viable and achievable.

Policy Restrictions 

It is accepted that the saved Local Plan 1996 policies are out of date and that a mixed use development to help 
regenerate Shoreham Harbour is acceptable on this site.
It is recommended that a strategy for archaeological mitigation should be drawn up.

Physical Constraints

The site lies adjacent an Air Quality Management Area and an Air Quality Impact Assessment has been submitted as part 
of the planning application. Mitigation measures have been proposed but the Councils Environmental Health Officer has 
recommended that additional mitigation may be required. The site lies within Flood Zone 3. The issues of flood defence 
and transport/access have been agreed with the relevant agencies. There is potential for contaminated land due to the 
historic uses on the site.

Potential Impacts 

There are no potential impacts which may affect the development of this site. However, the site might offer an opportunity 
to enhance the ecological value of Shoreham Harbour such as through the provision of a roost site for wading birds.

Planning Status PA Approve

SHLAA 2013 Status Conclusion

The regeneration of Shoreham Harbour has been a long term aspiration and and the redevelopment of the Western 
Harbour Arm is recognised as a strategic priority for the Shoreham Harbour Partnership.  The principle of redeveloping this 
site for a mixed use, including residential is consistent with emerging policies.  It is considered that this site is suitable, 
achievable and deliverable.  A planning application has been approved for this site.  The approval notice will be issued 
once the Section 106 Agreement as been signed.

Density (dwg / ha) Mixed Use

Site Area (ha) 3.87

Potential Gross Yield (dwellings) 62

Potential Net Yield (dwellings) 62
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Figure 18: Land adjacent Ham Business Centre, Brighton Road, Shoreham-by-Sea 
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Appendix 2: Rejected Sites- Monitor 

 

Table 9: List of Rejected – Monitor Sites 

SHLAA ID Site Address SHLAA 2013 Status 

ADC/018/13 Coastline Caravans, 88 Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/023/13 South Street Car Park, South Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/025/13 Police Station, 107-111 North Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/036/13 Garage Compound, Gravelly Crescent Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/053/13 Car Park, Tarmount Lane Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/075/13 NTL, Gardner Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/076/13 Land at 7-27 Albion Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/082/13 Laundry, Alma Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/084/13 Yard rear of St Peters Place, Western Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/088/13 Cecil Norris House, Ravens Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/089/13 3 to 15 New Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/091/13 412/414 Brighton Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/093/13 Car Park, Beach Green Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/095/13 124 Upper Shoreham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/099/13 r/o 53/59 Southview Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/106/13 Land north east of Hasler Estate Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/117/13 Lancing Delivery Office, 40 North Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/120/13 Shoreham Police Station, Ham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/123/13 Land north of 20/40 Firle Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/128/13 Land between Adur Rec and New Salts Farm Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/129/13 Land north west of the Hasler Estate Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/133/13 St Marys Church Hall, 24/25 East Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/137/13 Town Hall Chambers,45/49  High Street, Shoreham Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/138/13 Land north 123/207 Manor Hall Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

SH/001/13 5 Brighton Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

SH/002/13 Technology House, West Street Rejected Site - Monitor 
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Figure 19: Rejected Sites - Monitor – West Adur 
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Figure 20: Rejected Sites – Monitor – East Adur 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Rejected Sites - Monitor

SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection and Further Information

ADC/018/13 Coastline Caravans, 88 Old 
Shoreham Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that there was no reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as the site is not 
currently available. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply 
and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study. 
Although the site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term (particularly if the strategic allocation to the south and east is delivered - ADC/122/13) 
and, as such, it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/023/13 South Street Car Park, 
South Street

This Council owned site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review. At that time it was rejected 
as it was concluded that the site is more suitable to be retained as a public car park.  The Council decided in June 
2007 that this site should remain as a public car park.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that, 
pending a review of Council land holdings, the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not 
taken forward in this study. This site is now being considered as having potential for a Council new build scheme.
Although this site is not taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/025/13 Police Station, 107-111 
North Road

This site, that was not previously considerd as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study as it is not considered that there is a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as it 
is not currently available. It is identified in the Sussex Police Estates and Facilities Department Estates Strategy 
2013-2017 as a site where the building is not in the right location/under-utilised or in a poor state of repair and 
where the service could be reprovided in a better location within the area.  Whilst the building is not used to its full 
potential, alternative provision for this service has not yet been provided.  
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time, it is considered that it may offer potential in 
the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/036/13 Garage Compound, 
Gravelly Crescent

This Council owned site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected 
as it was concluded that although the site is located within a residential area, the cumulative impact of reducing 
existing car parking space whilst increasing housing with its potential demand for more parking space would result 
in increased on street parking within an area with little or no capacity for more parking.  Development would have an 
unnacceptable impact on residential amenity and the ability of emergency services to access these residential 
streets.  Part of this site is now being considered as having potential for a Council new build scheme.  Although this 
site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development potential in 
the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing
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SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection and Further Information

ADC/053/13 Car Park, Tarmount Lane The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is required for public car parking in Shoreham town centre and is not considered suitable for 
housing development.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still 
apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.
	Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term (as part of a larger mixed use redevelopment scheme to include Shoreham Police 
Station (ADC/120/13)) and, as such, it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/075/13 NTL, Gardner Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded  that there was not a reasonable prospect that housing would be delivered on this site as it is not 
currently available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply 
and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term as, as such, it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Southwick

ADC/076/13 Land at 7-27 Albion Street The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it is 
considered that there is not a reasonable prospect of housing being delivered on this site as it is not currently 
available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that, pending a review of Council land holdings, the 
same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.  Part of this site is now 
being considered as having potential for a Council new build scheme.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer potential in 
the longer term and should be monitored on a regulat basis.

Southwick

ADC/082/13 Laundry, Alma Street This site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the availability 
of this site is unknown. There was no response at the "Call for Sites" stage of both the 2012 SHLAA update and this 
SHLAA and it is concluded that the site is no longer available and should not be taken forward in this study and that 
there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site. The Council is aware that there has 
been developer interest in this site and although this site is not being taken forward for residential development at 
this time it is considered that it may offer development potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a 
regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/084/13 Yard rear of St Peters 
Place, Western Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that the site is not 
currently available. The planning application for residential development in 2008 was withdrawn and the site is not 
being actively promoted for development.. There was no response at the "Call for Sites" stage of both the 2012 
SHLAA update and this SHLAA. For this reason the site should not be taken forward in this study. 
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Sompting
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SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection and Further Information

ADC/088/13 Cecil Norris House, Ravens 
Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that the site is still 
in residential use and, pending a review of Council land holdings,this site is not currently available and the site 
should not be taken forward in this study.  This site is now being considered as having potential for a Council new 
build scheme.
	Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/089/13 3 to 15 New Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that, as the 
planning consent for residential development has lapsed and the applicant is no longer pursuing its redevelopment, 
the site is not curently available and the site should not be taken forward in this study.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that, as market conditions 
continue to improve, it may offer development potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular 
basis.

Shoreham

ADC/091/13 412/414 Brighton Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  A planning application for residential development was withdrawn and the site 
is no longer being promoted for development.  Following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that the site 
should not be taken forward in this study as it is not currently available.
	Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/093/13 Car Park, Beach Green The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable subject to the flooding constraints being satisfactorily addressed.  Following a 
reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that, as the flood issues have yet to be addressed, the site should not be 
taken forward in this study.
	Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/095/13 124 Upper Shoreham Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that there is not a 
reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as the site is not currently available. There was no 
response at the "Call for Sites" stage of both the 2012 Update and this SHLAA and it is concluded that the site is no 
longer available and should not be taken forward in this study.
Although the site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that, as market conditions 
continue to improve, it may offer development potential in the longer term and should be monitored on a regular 
basis.

Shoreham
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SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection and Further Information

ADC/099/13 r/o 53/59 Southview Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  Whilst the agent has confirmed that the site is likely to be delivered 2016-
2018, a planning application has yet to be received. Following a reassessment in 2013, this greenfield site 
comprises the rear garden of a dwelling and the principle of redevelopment has not been established.  In addition, it 
has not been demonstrated that access to the site can be satisfactorily achieved. Therefore it is concluded that this 
site should not be taken forward in this study.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Southwick

ADC/106/13 Land north east of Hasler 
Estate

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as a potential strategic allocation for housing 
development.  However, development of the site is currently not achievable. Various constraints, including flood risk 
and landscape impact have not been addressed to the satisfaction of the local planning authority. The site has not 
therefore been included as a strategic allocation in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2013.  
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/117/13 Lancing Delivery Office, 40 
North Road

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 SHLAA review, is rejected from the scope of this 
study.  The landowner has indicated that prior to any redevelopment, the current use as a delivery office for the 
Post Office would need to be relocated within the vicinity and a suitable site has not been identified. The site is 
therefore not currently available.
	Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/120/13 Shoreham Police Station, 
Ham Road

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study as it is not considered that there is a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as it 
is not currently available. It has been Identified in the Sussex Police Estates and Facilites Department Estates 
Strategy 2013-2018 as a site where the building is not in the right location/under-utilised or in a poor state of repair 
and where the service could be reprovided in a better location within the area. Pending reprovision of this service, 
the site is not currently available.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time, it is considered that it may offer potential in 
the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/123/13 Land north of 20/40 Firle 
Road

This site was previously within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty where development was resisted, but was 
then excluded from the National Park.  The Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 proposes that the site be 
included within the built up area boundary. The site has previously been promoted for development by the previous 
owner.  More recently, a pre application enquiry has been made for residential development on this site.

Lancing

Page 4 of 6



SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection and Further Information

ADC/128/13 Land between Adur Rec 
and New Salts Farm Road

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as a potential strategic allocation for housing 
development.  However, the development of the site is currently not achievable.  Various constraints, including flood 
risk, transport and landscape impact have not been addressed to the satisfaction of the local planning authority.  
The site has not therefore been included as a strategic allocation in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014.
Although the site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time as it is considered that it may offer 
development potential in the longer term and, as such, it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/129/13 Land north west of the 
Hasler Estate

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as a potential strategic allocation for housing 
development.  However, the development of the site is currently not achievable.  Various constraints, including flood 
risk, transport and landscape impact have not been addressed to the satisfaction of the local planning authority.  
The site has not therefore been included as a strategic allocation in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 
2014. 
Although the site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time as it is considered that it may offer 
development potential in the longer term and, as such, it should be monitored on a regular basis.

Lancing

ADC/133/13 St Marys Church Hall, 
24/25 East Street

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study as it is not considered that there is a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as it 
is not currently available. 
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time, it is considered that it may offer potential in 
the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham

ADC/137/13 Town Hall Chambers,45/49  
High Street, Shoreham

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is considered to have 
potential for development.  
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time, it is considered that it may offer potential in 
the longer term as a planning application is pending (AWDM/0737/14).

Shoreham

ADC/138/13 Land north 123/207 Manor 
Hall Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the east of the site contains well used allotments which have not been declared surplus to 
requirements. Whilst the land to the west is vacant, the lack of access, the proximity to the sub station and the 
location of underground cables makes the site physically constrained.  It is considered more appropriate as a 
possible extension to the current allotments or a community use rather than for housing development. Following a 
reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that there may be some potential for development in the longer term if 
alternative access arrangements can be achieved.  A development brief is currently being prepared for both this site 
and ADC/132/13) to help guide development. The site will be monitored on a regular basis.

Southwick

SH/001/13 5 Brighton Road This site lies within the Shoreham Harbour Regeneration Area identified as a broad location for change. The precise 
form and amount of development has yet to be determined but any residential development delivered on this site in 
the future will contribute to the housing delivery target in the Local Plan.
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Shoreham
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SH/002/13 Technology House, West 
Street

This site lies within the Shoreham Harbour Regeneration Area identified as a broad location for change. The precise 
form and amount of development has yet to be determined but any residential development delivered on this site in 
the future will contribute to the housing delivery target in the Local Plan.  The site is currently in employment use 
and is not available for development
Although this site is not being taken forward in the SHLAA at this time it is considered that it may offer development 
potential in the longer term and should be monitored on a regular basis.

Southwick

Page 6 of 6
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Appendix 3: Rejected Sites 

 

Table 10: List of Rejected Sites 

SHLAA ID Site Address SHLAA 2013 Status 

ADC/001/13 Kingdom Hall, Wembley Gardens Rejected Site 

ADC/019/13 337 Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/020/13 Land at 2/4 North Road Rejected Site 

ADC/021/13 16a to 18a North Road Rejected Site 

ADC/024/13 Garage and Offices, 120 High Street Rejected Site 

ADC/026/13 Eastern Sands Caravan Park, Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/029/13 Elm Grove Lodge, Elm Grove Rejected Site 

ADC/030/13 Car Park, Asda, South Street Rejected Site 

ADC/033/13 Car Park, Marlborough Road Rejected Site 

ADC/034/13 146 First Avenue Rejected Site 

ADC/035/13 Telephone Exchange, 6 South Street Rejected Site 

ADC/037/13 Garage Compound, 88/163 Daniel Close Rejected Site 

ADC/038/13 Land north 41/42 The Paddocks Rejected Site 

ADC/039/13 Freshbrook First School, Grinstead Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/040/13 42/44 Leconfield Road Rejected Site 

ADC/041/13 Brethrens Meeting Room, east First Avenue Rejected Site 

ADC/042/13 Sompting Village Primary School, Whitestyles Road Rejected Site 

ADC/043/13 57 Boundstone Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/045/13 Amenity Open Space, Williams Road Rejected Site 

ADC/047/13 Car Park, Lower Beach Road Rejected Site 

ADC/048/13 Royal Coach Public House, 153 Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/050/13 Playing field, Middle Road Rejected Site 

ADC/051/13 Community Halls, Eastern Close Rejected Site 

ADC/054/13 Telephone Exchange, 1 Tarmount Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/055/13 Station Car Park, Buckingham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/056/13 Dunelm Mill, Ham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/057/13 The Ham, Eastern Avenue, Shoreham Rejected Site 

ADC/060/13 Kingston Buci First School, Middle Road Rejected Site 

ADC/061/13 Land to south at junction of Chanctonbury Drive Rejected Site 

ADC/066/13 Former railway sidings, Brunswick Road Rejected Site 

ADC/067/13 Play Area, Prince Charles Close Rejected Site 

ADC/068/13 Ridgeway Allotments and adjoining grazing land Rejected Site 

ADC/070/13 12/14 Southdown Road Rejected Site 

ADC/071/13 Manor Hall Nursery, Gardner Street Rejected Site 

ADC/072/13 Emblem House, Manor Hall Road Rejected Site 

ADC/074/13 Chalex Works, Manor Hall Road Rejected Site 

ADC/078/13 Land SW corner Southwick Recreation Ground Rejected Site 

ADC/079/13 East Allotments, The Gardens Rejected Site 

ADC/080/13 Quayside Recreation Ground, Upper Kingston Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/081/13 4 Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/085/13 Rectory Farm Industrial Estate, Rectory Farm Road Rejected Site 



63 
 

ADC/092/13 Garage Compound, r/o Kingston Broadway Rejected Site 

ADC/094/13 2-8 Tarmount Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/097/13 Grazing land, Overhill Rejected Site 

ADC/100/13 Europa House, 46/50 Southwick Square Rejected Site 

ADC/101/13 Land East of Adur Close Rejected Site 

ADC/102/13 The Minstrels Gallery, Old Salts Farm Road Rejected Site 

ADC/104/13 Land at junction of Saltings Roundabout Rejected Site 

ADC/105/13 Land south west of New Monks Farm, Mash Barn Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/107/13 West Street Nursery, West Street Rejected Site 

ADC/108/13 Stocks Garden, Stocks House, West Street Rejected Site 

ADC/111/13 Grazing land south west of flyover, Steyning Road Rejected Site 

ADC/113/13 Adur Recreation Ground, Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/115/13 Private playing field east 70/104 Downsway Rejected Site 

ADC/116/13 1/3 Steyning Road Rejected Site 

ADC/126/13 Land at Mill Hill Rejected Site 

ADC/127/13 25 Beach Green Rejected Site 

ADC/130/13 New Monks Farm (proposed Country Park) Rejected Site 

ADC/131/13 Transmitter Station and Mast, Church Green Rejected Site 

ADC/132/13 Eastbrook Allotments, Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/134/13 Queens Parade, North Road, Lancing Rejected Site 

ADC/135/13 147 Brighton Road, Lancing Rejected Site 

ADC/136/13 The Pilot , Station Road, Southwick Rejected Site 

ADC/139/13 Land at Upton Farmhouse, Upper Brighton Road Rejected Site 

SH/003/13 Lady Bee Marina Rejected Site 
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Figure 21: Rejected Sites – West Adur  
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Figure 22: Rejected Sites – East Adur  

 



Rejected Sites

SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection

ADC/001/13 Kingdom Hall, Wembley 
Gardens

The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.
Development on this site has been completedLancing

ADC/019/13 337 Brighton Road The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Lancing

ADC/020/13 Land at 2/4 North Road The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Lancing

ADC/021/13 16a to 18a North Road The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.  Development on this site has been completed.

Lancing

ADC/024/13 Garage and Offices, 120 
High Street

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study because the site has been redeveloped for retail use and is not available for residential development.

Shoreham

ADC/026/13 Eastern Sands Caravan 
Park, Brighton Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is currently in alternative use and is not available for development. There are also significant 
infrastructure costs associated with flood risk which would make development unviable.  In the last few year there 
has been significant investment in terms of replacement accommodation for its use as a holiday caravan park.  
Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this 
site is not taken forward in this study.

Lancing

ADC/029/13 Elm Grove Lodge, Elm 
Grove

The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Lancing

ADC/030/13 Car Park, Asda, South 
Street

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site appears well used as a retail car park and development for residential use would affect the 
proper functioning of of the adjacent retail use. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reason for rejection still applies and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Lancing
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SHLAA ID Site Address Reason for Rejection

ADC/033/13 Car Park, Marlborough 
Road

This site was considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is within an employment area allocated for employment uses in the saved policies of the 
Adur Local Plan 1996 and there is no evidence that the site is unsuitable for employment purposes. The site has 
now been redeveloped for employment use and is not available for residential development.

Lancing

ADC/034/13 146 First Avenue The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is not currently available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reason for rejection still applies and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.Lancing

ADC/035/13 Telephone Exchange, 6 
South Street

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is not currently available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reason for rejection still applies and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.Lancing

ADC/037/13 Garage Compound, 88/163 
Daniel Close

This Council owned site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected 
as it was concluded that although the site is located within a residential area, the cumulative impact of reducing 
existing car parking space whilst increasing housing with its potential demand for more parking space would result 
in increased on street parking within an area with little or no capacity for more parking.  Development would have an 
unnacceptable impact on residential amenity and the ability of emergency services to access these residential 
streets.   Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reason for rejection still applies and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study

Lancing

ADC/038/13 Land north 41/42 The 
Paddocks

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as the site is 
not considered suitable as it is within flood zone 3 and constitutes a heavily wooded amenity space on the edge of 
Lancing.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reason for rejection still applies and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Lancing

ADC/039/13 Freshbrook First School, 
Grinstead Lane

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as it is currently not 
available. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and 
therefore the site is not being taken forward in this study.  The site remains part in education use and part as a 
Children and Family Centre.

Lancing

ADC/040/13 42/44 Leconfield Road The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring. The site has now been developed for a community use.

Lancing

ADC/041/13 Brethrens Meeting Room, 
east First Avenue

The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.  The site has now beed redeveloped for a community use.

Lancing
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ADC/042/13 Sompting Village Primary 
School, Whitestyles Road,

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.   A review of school provision by West 
Sussex County Council concluded this site is not surplus to requirements and at that time it was rejected as there 
was not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site as it was not currently available.  Following 
a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and this site is not being taken 
forward in this study.

Sompting

ADC/043/13 57 Boundstone Lane The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold of this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on this 
site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Sompting

ADC/045/13 Amenity Open Space, 
Williams Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as there is no 
reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on the site as it is not currently available.  Following a 
reassessment in 2013 it is considered that the site is still in leisure/recreation use and given that it has now been 
formally designated a village green, in line with Policy, its loss would be resisted.

Shoreham

ADC/047/13 Car Park, Lower Beach 
Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is required for public car parking and is well placed in relation to the new river crossing from 
Shoreham Beach into the town centre (now completed). The site is within flood zone 3 and is not considered 
suitable for development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still 
apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/048/13 Royal Coach Public House, 
153 Brighton Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is in active use as a car park for the public house (recently refurbished); the site is located in 
flood zone 3 and is not considered suitable for development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that 
the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/050/13 Playing field, Middle Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time, it was rejected as it was 
concluded that there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site as it is not currently 
available.  A review of school provision by West Sussex County Council concluded this site is not surplus to 
requirements and is part of the Shoreham Academy. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is considered that the 
same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/051/13 Community Halls, Eastern 
Close

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
considered that there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site as it is not currently 
available. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the site is still in use as a community facility, and, in 
line with policy (in most circumstances) its loss would be resisted. The same reasons for rejection still apply and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham
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ADC/054/13 Telephone Exchange, 1 
Tarmount Lane

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is not currently available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reason for rejection still applies and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.Shoreham

ADC/055/13 Station Car Park, 
Buckingham Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the redevelopment of part of the station car park for housing may be appropriate as part of a new 
parking strategy for the town centre.  However at that stage loss of railway parking without suitable replacement 
was not considered appropriate. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for 
rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/056/13 Dunelm Mill, Ham Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded  that there was no reasonable prospect of housing being delivered on this site as was not currently 
available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/057/13 The Ham, Eastern Avenue, 
Shoreham

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site was safeguarded as a public open space.  A new skateboard park has recently been 
constructed on part of the site.  The site is not considered suitable for housing development and should be retained 
for public open space/amenity.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for 
rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

ADC/060/13 Kingston Buci First School, 
Middle Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time, it was rejected as it was 
concluded that there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site as it is not currently 
available.  A review of school provision by West Sussex County Council concluded this site is not surplus to 
requirements and is in use part as a Children and Family Centre and part for education use. Following a 
reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still applly and therefore this site is not 
taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/061/13 Land to south at junction of 
Chanctonbury Drive

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that whilst this site is currently underused as an amenity space, there is potential with adjoining land 
containing the listed building, for this area to contribute signficantly for meeting the open space needs of this area.  
The site is considered unsuitable for housing development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that 
the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/066/13 Former railway sidings, 
Brunswick Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected.  The 
Shoreham Renaissance Strategy 2006 identified this site to be retained for railway uses and the site is not 
considered suitable for redevelopment for housing.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham
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ADC/067/13 Play Area, Prince Charles 
Close

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
considered that there was not a reasonable prospect that housing would be delivered on the site as it is not 
currently available. Subsequently a decision has been taken on this Council owned site that it is to be retained as a 
childrens play area. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply 
and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/068/13 Ridgeway Allotments and 
adjoining grazing land

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site has poor access and major physical constraints in the form of power lines.  The presence of 
overhead power lines means that the majority of the site is not considered suitable for housing.  The rest of the site 
contains well used allotments which have not been declared surplus to requirements.  The site is not considered 
suitable for housing development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for 
rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/070/13 12/14 Southdown Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
considered that there is not a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on this site as it is not currently 
available.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/071/13 Manor Hall Nursery, 
Gardner Street

The site is too small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold for this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on 
this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Southwick

ADC/072/13 Emblem House, Manor Hall 
Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the presence of overhead powerlines and the noise from the adjacent sub station makes the site 
unsuitable for residential development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for 
rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/074/13 Chalex Works, Manor Hall 
Road

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that a significant part of this site was being redeveloped for 15 B1/B8 units.  It is not considered that the 
remaining part of this site, which shares a sub standard access with the adjoining industrial units would be a 
suitable location for residential development given the new adjacent employment uses. Following a reassessment in 
2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply.  In addition, the site is now protected for 
employment uses in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 and its loss to residential use would be 
contrary to policy and herefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/078/13 Land SW corner Southwick 
Recreation Ground

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded the site forms part of an attractive public open space, providing informal amenity space.  The site is not 
considered suitable for housing development.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick
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ADC/079/13 East Allotments, The 
Gardens

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site contains well used allotments which have not been declared surplus to requirements. 
Satisfactory access to the site would be difficult to achieve without the demoloition of a dwelling. The site is not 
considered suitable for housing development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same 
reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/080/13 Quayside Recreation 
Ground, Upper Kingston 

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was rejected as it was 
concluded that the site is public open space and recent assessments have identified continued use for open space 
to be appropriate.  Potential contamination and ground subsidence are also major constraints to development and 
the site is not considered suitable for housing development. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that 
the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/081/13 4 Old Shoreham Road The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  Subsequently, several planning applications have been refused and an appeal 
dismissed on grounds of over development and flood risk. Following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that 
the site could potentially accommodate less than 6 units and the site should not be taken forward in this study.  Any 
dwellings that may be delivered on this site will be picked up through other monitoring. (A current planning 
application (AWDM/0829) for redevelopment with 4 dwellings is pending a decision)

Lancing

ADC/085/13 Rectory Farm Industrial 
Estate, Rectory Farm Road

The site was considered in 2009 as part of the SHLAA.  At that time it was considered to be suitable, achievable 
and deliverable.  However, the Employment Land Review 2011 and 2014 recommended that this site be retained 
for employment use given the limited supply of land for employment use in the District.  Following a reassessment 
in 2013, the site is now protected for employment uses in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan 2014 and its 
loss to residential use would be contrary to policy and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Sompting

ADC/092/13 Garage Compound, r/o 
Kingston Broadway

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable. A planning application for residential development was refused on the grounds 
of the backland nature of the site, the unneighbourly form of development and inadequate standards of residential 
amentity. Following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that the site does not offer a suitable location for 
residential development as it would result in a poor environment for potential residents and the site should not be 
taken forward in this study

Shoreham

ADC/094/13 2-8 Tarmount Lane The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that the site is no 
longer available as it has now been redeveloped for an alternative use and the site should not be taken forward in 
this study.

Shoreham

ADC/097/13 Grazing land, Overhill The site was considered in 2009 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be suitable, 
achievable and deliverable.  This is a Council owned site and a Member decision was taken on 30th August 2011 
not to proceed with the residential development of this site. Following a reassessment in 2013, it is concluded that 
the site should not be taken forward in this study.

Southwick
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ADC/100/13 Europa House, 46/50 
Southwick Square

The site was considered in 2009 and 2012 as part of the SHLAA review.  At that time it was considered to be 
suitable, achievable and deliverable.  However, following a reassessment in 2013, the site is now in an alternative 
use for employment and it is concluded that it should not be taken forward in this study.Southwick

ADC/101/13 Land East of Adur Close This greenfield site which lies outside but adjacent to the the built up area boundary was rejected in the 2009 and 
2012 SHLAA update on the grounds that development of the site would contravene policy.  It forms part of an area 
identifed in the Urban Fringe Study as making a significant contribution to the Strategic Gap both in views east-west 
and north-south and as a prominent feature contributing to the setting of the nearby settlements. Following a further 
assessment of the built up area/local green gap boundary in 2013 the same reasons for rejection still apply and 
therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Lancing

ADC/102/13 The Minstrels Gallery, Old 
Salts Farm Road

This building lies within the Lancing-Shoreham-by-Sea Local Green Gap.  It had a planning consent (for change of 
use to residential development) dating from before the base date of the 2009 SHLAA. The consent was never 
implemented and has now expired. There was no response at the "Call for Sites" stage of both the 2012 Update 
and this SHLAA and therefore it is concluded that the site is no longer available and should not be taken forward in 
this study.

Lancing

ADC/104/13 Land at junction of Saltings 
Roundabout

This greenfield site which lies outside but adjacent to the the built up area boundary was rejected in the 2009 and 
2012 SHLAA on the grounds that development of the site would contravene policy and is a fundamental part of the 
Local Green Gap between settlements. The availability of this site is unknown and there has been no suggestion by 
the landowner or any developer that this site may be promoted for residential development in the future. Following a 
reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore the site is not 
being taken forward in this study.

Lancing

ADC/105/13 Land south west of New 
Monks Farm, Mash Barn 

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study as the site has been developed as the Brighton and Hove Albion Football Academy.

ADC/107/13 West Street Nursery, West 
Street

This greenfield site, in Sompting Village, was rejected in the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA.   It lies within the Local Green 
Gap and development would contravene policy. It has an important role in maintaining the integrity of the Gap in 
landscape terms. Its development for housing would also change the linear character of the Village and be 
detrimental to the character of the conservation area.  These reasons for rejection have been supported by an 
Inspector at appeal.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is considered that the same reasons for rejection still 
apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.
The landowner continues to promote the site for development through pre application discussions and has indicated 
that a development of 5 dwellings might be appropriate which is below the threshold of this study.  Any dwellings 
delivered on this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Sompting
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ADC/108/13 Stocks Garden, Stocks 
House, West Street

This greenfield site, in Sompting Village, was rejected in the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA .  It lies within the Worthing-
Lancing/Sompting Local Green Gap and development would contravene policy. It has an important role in 
maintaining the integrity of the Gap in landscape terms. Its development for housing would also change the linear 
character of the Village and be detrimental to the character of the conservation area. Following a reassessment in 
2013 it is considered that the same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this 
study.

Sompting

ADC/111/13 Grazing land south west of 
flyover, Steyning Road

This greenfield site, within the Lancing-Shoreham-by-Sea Local Green Gap, was rejected in the 2009 and 2012 
SHLAA.  The intrusive nature of the A27 and the junction to the north coupled with traffic noise, suggests the site 
would not be suitable for residential purposes although other uses might be acceptable.  Following a reassessment 
in 2013 it is concluded that, although the site is on the very edge of the gap, it makes a significant contribution to 
the setting of the River Adur and acts as a gateway to both Shoreham and the National Park.  It is an important part 
of the gateway sequence of views and spaces on the northern edge of Shoreham and the development of the site 
would be an unwelcome urbanisation.  The majority of the site is located within Flood Zone 3a and there are surface 
water and potentially significant groundwater flooding issues.  There is also potential for significant noise issues 
given the proximity of the site to the A27 and A283. It is for these reasons that the site is rejected and is not taken 
forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/113/13 Adur Recreation Ground, 
Brighton Road

This greenfield site, within the Lancing-Shoreham-by-Sea Local Green Gap, was rejected in the 2009 and 2012 
SHLAA.  The site, which contains some built recreation facilities, is protected as public open space. Although 
visually separated from other parts of the Local Green Gap, development of the site would encroach upon the 
perception of a gap between Lancing and Shoreham. Following a reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the 
same reasons for rejection still apply and therefore this site is not taken forward in this study.

Shoreham

ADC/115/13 Private playing field east 
70/104 Downsway

This greenfield site, formally within the Area of Outstanding Beauty but now excluded from the National Park was 
rejected in the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA. This sports field is proposed to be included within the built up area boundary 
in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan. It is owned by Brighton & Hove City Council and leased to Portslade 
and Aldridge Community Academy for use as a sports field.  The site is crossed by overhead power lines and does 
not offer a suitable location for residential development.  In addition access to the site cannot be demonstrably 
achieved. Following reassessment in 2013 it is concluded that the site is not available, the same reasons for 
rejection still apply, and the site is not  being taken forward in this study.

Southwick

ADC/116/13 1/3 Steyning Road This greenfield site was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review.  The site is too 
small for 6 dwellings which is the threshold of this study.  Any dwellings that may be delivered on this site will be 
picked up through other monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/126/13 Land at Mill Hill This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review, is rejected from the 
scope of this study because it is not considered that there is a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on 
the site as the site (owned by Brighton & Hove City Council) is not currently available.Shoreham
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ADC/127/13 25 Beach Green This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review, is rejected from the 
scope of this study because it is not considered that there is a reasonable prospect that housing will be delivered on 
the site as the site is not currently available. A planning application has been refused for 7 dwellings on this site on 
the grounds of excessive overdevelopment.  Following a reassessment in 2013 it is considered that the site is too 
small to accommodate 6 dwellings and should not be taken forward in this study.  Any dwellings delivered on this 
site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Shoreham

ADC/130/13 New Monks Farm 
(proposed Country Park)

This greenfield site was identified through the Local Plan process as part of a potential strategic allocation for a 
residential led mixed use development and is being actively promoted by the landowner (see ADC/122/13). It is 
being treated as a separate site in the SHLAA as it is identified in the Proposed Submission Adur Local Plan (and 
being promoted by the landowner) as a Country Park and would remain in the countryside. It is considerd that 
residential development on this site is not appropriate. The Landscape and Ecological Survey (2012) indicate that 
this area of land forms part of the central landscape of the Local Green Gap and makes an important contribution to 
its sense of openess and "greenness". The principle of the use of this site will be considered at the Local Plan 
Public Examination.

Lancing

ADC/131/13 Transmitter Station and 
Mast, Church Green

This site has not previously been considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review. However, an assessment 
in 2013 has concluded that this site is required for use as a transmission station and is not available for 
development.  The site is therefore rejected and is not taken forward in this SHLAAShoreham

ADC/132/13 Eastbrook Allotments, Old 
Shoreham Road

This site, owned by Brighton & Hove City Council, is the subject of a Supplementary Planning Document currently 
being prepared.  Part of the site is to be retained for allotment use; the remainder does not offer a suitable location 
for residential development given its proximity to the electricity substation and the overhead and underground power 
lines which would result in a poor environment for potential residents. The site must be developed for the purposes 
of "business development" in line with the conditions imposed by the Secretary of State in 2005 when releasing the 
land for development. It is therefore rejected from the scope of this study.

Southwick

ADC/134/13 Queens Parade, North 
Road, Lancing

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study. The site is not suitable to accommodate 6 additional flats.  Such development would constitute an over 
intensive use of the site and would provide an unnacceptably poor standard of accommodation, with a lack of 
external amenity space, poor means of access and inadequate storage facilities. Any dwellings that may be 
delivered on this site will be picked up through other monitoring.

Lancing

ADC/135/13 147 Brighton Road, Lancing This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study. The site is not suitable to accommodate 9 flats.  Such development would constitute an over intensive 
use of the site and would provide an unnacceptably poor standard of accommodation, with a lack of external 
amenity space and poor means of access.

Lancing
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ADC/136/13 The Pilot , Station Road, 
Southwick

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study. The site has been developed for an alternative use.

Southwick

ADC/139/13 Land at Upton Farmhouse, 
Upper Brighton Road

This site, that was not previously considered as part of the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review is rejected from the scope 
of this study as the site is not considered suitable for development.  There are likely to be severe impacts on the 
highway and in addition, any development on this site would detract from the historic character of Sompting and 
have a detrimental impact on the integrity of the gap

Sompting

ADC/140/13 Former Refuse Destructor, 
Halewick Lane, Sompting

The site lies within the South Downs National Park and is therefore outside the scope of this study.

Sompting

SH/003/13 Lady Bee Marina This site lies within the Shoreham Harbour Regeneration Area and is identified as a broad location for change. The 
site is to be used for employment purposes as proposed in the Shoreham Port Authority Masterplan 2010.  The site 
is not available for residential development and therefore is not taken forward in this study.Southwick
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Appendix 4: Committed Sites 

 

Table 11: List of Committed Sites 

SHLAA ID Site Address SHLAA 2013 Status 

ADC/003/13 Regal House, 45/49 Penhill Road Committed 

ADC/004/13 Land North of The Globe School, Irene Avenue, Committed 

ADC/005/13 60/66 Busticle Lane Committed 

ADC/006/13 The Ball Tree, 1 Busticle Lane Committed 

ADC/007/13 Land adjacent Southlands Hospital Committed 

ADC/008/13 Royal Naval Association, Tower Road Committed 

ADC/009/13 79/81 Brighton Road, Shoreham-by-Sea Committed 

ADC/010/13 Norfolk House, High Street Committed 

ADC/011/13 Burdwood House, 143 Brighton Road Committed 

ADC/012/13 The Elm Grove Centre, Elm Grove Committed 

ADC/013/13 South Wharf House, Hancock Way Committed 

ADC/014/13 Ballamys Showroom, High Street Committed 

ADC/015/13 96 Southview Road Committed 

ADC/016/13 Elmcroft, Croft Avenue Committed 

ADC/017/13 Kingston Works, Gardner Road Committed 

ADC/022/13 Monks Farm Depot, Monks Farm Avenue Committed 

ADC/027/13 Land to west of Pencroft, Elm Grove Committed 

ADC/028/13 Land between 74/76 Shadwells Road Committed 

ADC/032/13 Land rear of 22/26 West Lane Committed 

ADC/044/13 Surry Arms PH, 388 Brighton Road Committed 

ADC/046/13 Car Park, Arundel Close Committed 

ADC/058/13 Car Park,opposite 3  Middle Street Committed 

ADC/062/13 The Morning Star Publlic House, Ham Road Committed 

ADC/063/13 Smiths Yard, Old Shoreham Road Committed 

ADC/064/13 Sussex Wharf, Harbour Way Committed 

ADC/069/13 Harbour House, 121 Gardner Road Committed 

ADC/096/13 136 Upper Shoreham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea Committed 

ADC/098/13 r/o 77/83 Southview Road and 82/88 Underdown Road Committed 
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Figure 23: Committed Sites – West Adur 

  



78 
 

Figure 24: Committed Sites – East Adur 

 



Committed Sites

SHLAA ID Site Address Further Details

ADC/003/13 Regal House, 45/49 Penhill 
Road

This site is suitable, achievable and deliverable but has a planning consent (AWDM/0078/11) dating from before the 
base date of this study.  The dwellings that will be delivered will be picked up through monitoring and, therefore, this 
site is not taken forward as part of this study.Lancing

ADC/004/13 Land North of The Globe 
School, Irene Avenue,

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/1242/12) and development has 
commenced.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/005/13 60/66 Busticle Lane This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/1404/12).  Therefore this site now 
falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other monitoring.

Sompting

ADC/006/13 The Ball Tree, 1 Busticle 
Lane

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0734/11) and development has 
commenced.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Sompting

ADC/007/13 Land adjacent Southlands 
Hospital

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0287/09) and development has 
commenced.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/008/13 Royal Naval Association, 
Tower Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0129/09) and development has 
been completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/009/13 79/81 Brighton Road, 
Shoreham-by-Sea

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0501/12) and development has 
been commenced.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/010/13 Norfolk House, High Street The site is suitable, achievable and deliverable but has a planning consent (AWDM/0871/11) dating from before the 
base date of this study.  The dwellings that will be delivered will be picked up through other monitoring and, 
therefore, this site is not taken forward as part of this study.Shoreham
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ADC/011/13 Burdwood House, 143 
Brighton Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0235/08) and development has 
been completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/012/13 The Elm Grove Centre, Elm 
Grove

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0531/08) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/013/13 South Wharf House, 
Hancock Way

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0339/07) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/014/13 Ballamys Showroom, High 
Street

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0210/09) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/015/13 96 Southview Road This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0441/09) and development has 
been completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Southwick

ADC/016/13 Elmcroft, Croft Avenue This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/0289/09) and development has 
been completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Southwick

ADC/017/13 Kingston Works, Gardner 
Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0783/07) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Southwick

ADC/022/13 Monks Farm Depot, Monks 
Farm Avenue

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (L/44/05) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/027/13 Land to west of Pencroft, 
Elm Grove

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0154/06) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing
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ADC/028/13 Land between 74/76 
Shadwells Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0650/07) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Lancing

ADC/032/13 Land rear of 22/26 West 
Lane

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study and development has been completed.  
Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other monitoring.

Lancing

ADC/044/13 Surry Arms PH, 388 
Brighton Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0210/09) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/046/13 Car Park, Arundel Close This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (SU/0200/06) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/058/13 Car Park,opposite 3  Middle 
Street

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (AWDM/1031/11) and development has 
been completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/062/13 The Morning Star Publlic 
House, Ham Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study and development has been completed.  
Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other monitoring.

Shoreham

ADC/063/13 Smiths Yard, Old 
Shoreham Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (ADC/0031/07) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Shoreham

ADC/064/13 Sussex Wharf, Harbour 
Way

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study and development has been completed.  
Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other monitoring.

Shoreham

ADC/069/13 Harbour House, 121 
Gardner Road

This site has a planning consent from before the base date of this study (SW/82/05) and development has been 
completed.  Therefore this site now falls outside the scope of this study and will be picked up through other 
monitoring.Southwick
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ADC/096/13 136 Upper Shoreham 
Road, Shoreham-by-Sea

This site has a planning consent dating from after the base date of this study (AWDM/1483/12). Development on 
this site has commenced.

Shoreham

ADC/098/13 r/o 77/83 Southview Road 
and 82/88 Underdown Road

Part of this site was included in the 2009 and 2012 SHLAA review and the site was considered suitable, achievable 
and deliverable.  Planning permission was granted for residential development on appeal in October 2012 but was 
not implemented. The larger site now included in this SHLAA has a planning consent and development has 
commenced (March 2014).

Southwick
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83 
 

Appendix 5: Index List of all SHLAA Sites 

 

Table 12: List of all SHLAA sites 

SHLAA ID Site Address SHLAA 2013 Status 

ADC/001/13 Kingdom Hall, Wembley Gardens Rejected Site 

ADC/003/13 Regal House, 45/49 Penhill Road Committed 

ADC/004/13 Land North of The Globe School, Irene Avenue, Committed 

ADC/005/13 60/66 Busticle Lane Committed 

ADC/006/13 The Ball Tree, 1 Busticle Lane Committed 

ADC/007/13 Land adjacent Southlands Hospital Committed 

ADC/008/13 Royal Naval Association, Tower Road Committed 

ADC/009/13 79/81 Brighton Road, Shoreham-by-Sea Committed 

ADC/010/13 Norfolk House, High Street Committed 

ADC/011/13 Burdwood House, 143 Brighton Road Committed 

ADC/012/13 The Elm Grove Centre, Elm Grove Committed 

ADC/013/13 South Wharf House, Hancock Way Committed 

ADC/014/13 Ballamys Showroom, High Street Committed 

ADC/015/13 96 Southview Road Committed 

ADC/016/13 Elmcroft, Croft Avenue Committed 

ADC/017/13 Kingston Works, Gardner Road Committed 

ADC/018/13 Coastline Caravans, 88 Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/019/13 337 Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/020/13 Land at 2/4 North Road Rejected Site 

ADC/021/13 16a to 18a North Road Rejected Site 

ADC/022/13 Monks Farm Depot, Monks Farm Avenue Committed 

ADC/023/13 South Street Car Park, South Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/024/13 Garage and Offices, 120 High Street Rejected Site 

ADC/025/13 Police Station, 107-111 North Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/026/13 Eastern Sands Caravan Park, Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/027/13 Land to west of Pencroft, Elm Grove Committed 

ADC/028/13 Land between 74/76 Shadwells Road Committed 

ADC/029/13 Elm Grove Lodge, Elm Grove Rejected Site 

ADC/030/13 Car Park, Asda, South Street Rejected Site 

ADC/032/13 Land rear of 22/26 West Lane Committed 

ADC/033/13 Car Park, Marlborough Road Rejected Site 

ADC/034/13 146 First Avenue Rejected Site 

ADC/035/13 Telephone Exchange, 6 South Street Rejected Site 

ADC/036/13 Garage Compound, Gravelly Crescent Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/037/13 Garage Compound, 88/163 Daniel Close Rejected Site 

ADC/038/13 Land north 41/42 The Paddocks Rejected Site 

ADC/039/13 Freshbrook First School, Grinstead Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/040/13 42/44 Leconfield Road Rejected Site 

ADC/041/13 Brethrens Meeting Room, east First Avenue Rejected Site 

ADC/042/13 Sompting Village Primary School, Whitestyles Road Rejected Site 

ADC/043/13 57 Boundstone Lane Rejected Site 
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ADC/044/13 Surry Arms PH, 388 Brighton Road Committed 

ADC/045/13 Amenity Open Space, Williams Road Rejected Site 

ADC/046/13 Car Park, Arundel Close Committed 

ADC/047/13 Car Park, Lower Beach Road Rejected Site 

ADC/048/13 Royal Coach Public House, 153 Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/049/13 Riverbank Business Centre, Old Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/050/13 Playing field, Middle Road Rejected Site 

ADC/051/13 Community Halls, Eastern Close Rejected Site 

ADC/052/13 Civic Centre Staff Car Park, Ham Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/053/13 Car Park, Tarmount Lane Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/054/13 Telephone Exchange, 1 Tarmount Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/055/13 Station Car Park, Buckingham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/056/13 Dunelm Mill, Ham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/057/13 The Ham, Eastern Avenue, Shoreham Rejected Site 

ADC/058/13 Car Park,opposite 3  Middle Street Committed 

ADC/059/13 Adur Civic Centre, Ham Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/060/13 Kingston Buci First School, Middle Road Rejected Site 

ADC/061/13 Land to south at junction of Chanctonbury Drive Rejected Site 

ADC/062/13 The Morning Star Publlic House, Ham Road Committed 

ADC/063/13 Smiths Yard, Old Shoreham Road Committed 

ADC/064/13 Sussex Wharf, Harbour Way Committed 

ADC/066/13 Former railway sidings, Brunswick Road Rejected Site 

ADC/067/13 Play Area, Prince Charles Close Rejected Site 

ADC/068/13 Ridgeway Allotments and adjoining grazing land Rejected Site 

ADC/069/13 Harbour House, 121 Gardner Road Committed 

ADC/070/13 12/14 Southdown Road Rejected Site 

ADC/071/13 Manor Hall Nursery, Gardner Street Rejected Site 

ADC/072/13 Emblem House, Manor Hall Road Rejected Site 

ADC/074/13 Chalex Works, Manor Hall Road Rejected Site 

ADC/075/13 NTL, Gardner Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/076/13 Land at 7-27 Albion Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/078/13 Land SW corner Southwick Recreation Ground Rejected Site 

ADC/079/13 East Allotments, The Gardens Rejected Site 

ADC/080/13 Quayside Recreation Ground, Upper Kingston Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/081/13 4 Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/082/13 Laundry, Alma Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/083/13 Lancing Manor Filling Station, Old Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/084/13 Yard rear of St Peters Place, Western Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/085/13 Rectory Farm Industrial Estate, Rectory Farm Road Rejected Site 

ADC/086/13 Community Buildings, Pond Road, Shoreham Potential Site 

ADC/088/13 Cecil Norris House, Ravens Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/089/13 3 to 15 New Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/090/13 Northbourne Medical Centre, Eastern Avenue Potential Site 

ADC/091/13 412/414 Brighton Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/092/13 Garage Compound, r/o Kingston Broadway Rejected Site 

ADC/093/13 Car Park, Beach Green Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/094/13 2-8 Tarmount Lane Rejected Site 
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ADC/095/13 124 Upper Shoreham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/096/13 136 Upper Shoreham Road, Shoreham-by-Sea Committed 

ADC/097/13 Grazing land, Overhill Rejected Site 

ADC/098/13 r/o 77/83 Southview Road and 82/88 Underdown Road Committed 

ADC/099/13 r/o 53/59 Southview Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/100/13 Europa House, 46/50 Southwick Square Rejected Site 

ADC/101/13 Land East of Adur Close Rejected Site 

ADC/102/13 The Minstrels Gallery, Old Salts Farm Road Rejected Site 

ADC/104/13 Land at junction of Saltings Roundabout Rejected Site 

ADC/105/13 Land south west of New Monks Farm, Mash Barn Lane Rejected Site 

ADC/106/13 Land north east of Hasler Estate Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/107/13 West Street Nursery, West Street Rejected Site 

ADC/108/13 Stocks Garden, Stocks House, West Street Rejected Site 

ADC/111/13 Grazing land south west of flyover, Steyning Road Rejected Site 

ADC/113/13 Adur Recreation Ground, Brighton Road Rejected Site 

ADC/115/13 Private playing field east 70/104 Downsway Rejected Site 

ADC/116/13 1/3 Steyning Road Rejected Site 

ADC/117/13 Lancing Delivery Office, 40 North Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/119/13 Land at Eastbrook Primary School, Manor Hall Road Potential Site 

ADC/120/13 Shoreham Police Station, Ham Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/121/13 Land at Southlands Hospital, Upper Shoreham Road Potential Site 

ADC/122/13 New Monks Farm, Lancing Potential Site 

ADC/123/13 Land north of 20/40 Firle Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/124/13 Land west of Highview, Mount Way, Lancing Potential Site 

ADC/125/13 Land at West Sompting Potential Site 

ADC/126/13 Land at Mill Hill Rejected Site 

ADC/127/13 25 Beach Green Rejected Site 

ADC/128/13 Land between Adur Rec and New Salts Farm Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/129/13 Land north west of the Hasler Estate Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/130/13 New Monks Farm (proposed Country Park) Rejected Site 

ADC/131/13 Transmitter Station and Mast, Church Green Rejected Site 

ADC/132/13 Eastbrook Allotments, Old Shoreham Road Rejected Site 

ADC/133/13 St Marys Church Hall, 24/25 East Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/134/13 Queens Parade, North Road, Lancing Rejected Site 

ADC/135/13 147 Brighton Road, Lancing Rejected Site 

ADC/136/13 The Pilot , Station Road, Southwick Rejected Site 

ADC/137/13 Town Hall Chambers,45/49  High Street, Shoreham Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/138/13 Land north 123/207 Manor Hall Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

ADC/139/13 Land at Upton Farmhouse, Upper Brighton Road Rejected Site 

SH/001/13 5 Brighton Road Rejected Site - Monitor 

SH/002/13 Technology House, West Street Rejected Site - Monitor 

SH/003/13 Lady Bee Marina Rejected Site 

SH/004/13 Land adjacent Ham Business Centre, Brighton Road Potential Site 

 
Note: Six sites have been excluded from this study and are missing from the index list above, as they 

are located within the South Downs National Park (SDNP). 
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Appendix 6: Summary of Relevant Evidence  

 

8.1.1 Whilst the SHLAA focuses on residential uses it is important that, in order to 
realise the objective of sustainable and balanced development, the needs of 
other uses should also be taken into account.  This accords with key 
objectives established in the National Planning Policy Framework to achieve 
sustainable development and promote healthy communities.  In this regard 
paragraph 70 of the NPPF states: 
 
To deliver the social, recreational and cultural facilities and services the 
community needs, planning policies and decisions should: 

 

 plan positively for the provision and use of shared space, community 
facilities (such as local shops, meeting places, sports venues, 
cultural buildings, public houses and places of worship) and other 
local services to enhance the sustainability of communities and 
residential environments; 

 guard against the unnecessary loss of valued facilities and services, 
particularly where this would reduce the community’s ability to meet 
its day-to-day needs; 

 ensure that established shops, facilities and services are able to 
develop and modernise in a way that is sustainable, and retained for 
the benefit of the community; and 

 ensure an integrated approach to considering the location of housing, 
economic uses and community facilities and services. 

 

8.1.2 NPPF paragraph 74 goes on to state that: 
 

Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, including 
playing fields, should not be built on unless: 

 

 an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open 
space, buildings or land to be surplus to requirements; or 

 the loss resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by 
equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and quality in a suitable 
location; or 

 the development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the 
needs for which clearly outweigh the loss. 

 
8.1.3 This appendix provides a brief summary of recent and relevant evidence that 

has been prepared by the Council and its consultants.  Whilst the summaries 
briefly explain the relevance of the findings to the 2013/14 SHLAA the full 
versions of the evidence can be viewed on the Council’s website: 
http://www.adur-worthing.gov.uk/planning-policy/adur-background-studies-
and-info/ 

http://www.adur-worthing.gov.uk/planning-policy/adur-background-studies-and-info/
http://www.adur-worthing.gov.uk/planning-policy/adur-background-studies-and-info/
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Adur and Worthing Hotel & Visitor Accommodation Futures 

Study – Dec 2013 

This study, prepared by ‘Hotel Solutions’, provides an up-to-date, objective and 

evidence-based assessment of the opportunities and requirements for the future 

development of all forms of hotel and visitor accommodation across Adur and 

Worthing.  The study findings will be used to: inform planning policy development for 

hotels and visitor accommodation; guide the assessment of relevant planning 

applications; and identify other interventions that the Council can make to support 

and protect hotel and visitor accommodation. 

For each type of visitor accommodation the study provides a review of the market 

demand, the prospects for growth and the development potential.  Overall, a key 

conclusion is that there is clear evidence for seeking to retain visitor accommodation 

in Adur. 

 

 

Access Network and Accessible Greenspace Study (SDNP) – 

Draft Jan 2014 

This study provides evidence in support of both the South Downs National Park 

Management Plan and Local Plan, by analysing the access network and elements of 

the green infrastructure (GI) network. The study focusses primarily on elements of the 

total green infrastructure resource; the access components and, in particular, 

accessible natural greenspace (ANG). 

The study concludes that there is a concentration of development along the coastal 

belt between Worthing and Brighton which will grow in the future. The South Downs 

National Park is the main location of Accessible Natural Greenspace for these areas, 

with little ANG in the urban centres themselves and potentially little opportunity to 

increase ANG.  

The study concludes that the urban areas of the coastal towns all have low provision 

of ANG.  Adur and Worthing are amongst the most poorly served authority areas with 

virtually all ANG being located within the National Park and not within the urban area.  

The links between the urban centres and the South Downs will therefore become 

increasingly important and whilst Worthing and Adur are well-connected to the 

boundary of the National Park there is patchy permeability into the towns. 
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Adur Employment Land Review 2014 

The Council commissioned GL Hearn to undertaken an Employment Land Review 

for Adur in 2014.  The purpose of this report was to understand Adur’s economy, its 

current performance and future demand for employment in the district.   

The report noted that the supply of land and premises for employment in Adur is very 
tight and, as a result, there is no quantitative case for the release of employment 
land for other uses.  Additionally, the level of vacancies across employment sites in 
the district is generally low.  However, the quality of the portfolio of sites was 
assessed as sub-standard and the report noted that there is a particular need for 
high quality sites to meet market demand. 

The report goes on to forecast demand over the next 20 years and states that the 

Local Plan should make provision for the following: 

 B1a/b (Office and R&D): Demand for an additional 15,000 to 20,000 sq.m net;  

 B1c/B2 (Industrial): Surplus of up to 10,000 sq.m net;  

 B8 (Warehouse): Demand for an additional 35,000 to 40,000 sq.m net.  

It should be noted that the amount of floorspace that can be delivered in the district 

over the next 20 years is likely to be significantly lower than the forecast demand set 

out above due to the limited capacity and environmental constraints of Adur.  

 

 

Open Space Study and Playing Pitch Strategy 2014 

 
In 2014 an Open Space Study was produced by KKP on behalf of Adur & Worthing 
Councils.  As part of the study, all the open spaces across Adur & Worthing were 
surveyed, with specific regard to quantity and quality, and a questionnaire was 
produced to allow the public to provide their views on the amount and quality of open 
space types in the area.  The results were then used to identify specific quantity and 
quality targets for open space and these targets were then applied on a ward by 
ward level. 
 
The study concluded that the quantity of open space in Adur and Worthing is 
satisfactory and the area has predominantly good quality, accessible open 
spaces.  However, there are some wards in the area which fall short of the minimum 
provision standards for certain open space typologies and this shortfall should be 
addressed where possible over the plan period. 
 
With regard to the Playing Pitch Strategy, some shortfalls were identified across 
Adur and Worthing, particularly in relation to Artificial Grass Pitches and, in Adur 
specifically, a deficit of youth pitches, demand for which is forecast to grow over 
time.      
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Landscape and Ecology Survey of Key Sites Within Adur 2012 

 

This study which was produced by Sheils Flynn in 2012 was commissioned to 
provide landscape and ecological assessments of greenfield sites in Adur.  It built on 
the Urban Fringe Study 2006 and has helped to inform decisions on greenfield site 
allocations.  It assessed the physical and environmental constraints within Adur and 
the capacity of the landscape to accommodate future development.  The 
assessment of capacity was based on a series of judgements on landscape 
sensitivity and landscape value and mapped on a landscape character area 
basis.  The study took into account: landscape quality; the contribution to the 
separation between existing settlements; consistency with the form of existing 
development; the contribution made to the setting of an area and the ecological 
value of sites.  
 

 

 

Viability Assessment 

 
Evidence has been gathered to support the setting of a Community Infrastructure 
Levy (CIL) for Adur.  To inform this work a number of appraisals have been 
undertaken which incorporate robust and up-to-date information and reflect 
developments that are likely to come forward in Adur.  However, the appraisals are 
necessarily generic tests which do not necessarily relate to specific sites identified in 
the SHLAA or make allowance for site specific abnormal costs.  
 
Informed by evidence of land values, development costs and sales values the 
residential viability testing illustrated that, in general terms, most forms of residential 
development in all locations in Adur are viable and could accommodate a level of 
CIL.   
 
Whilst this is a fairly high level conclusion it is relevant to the SHLAA in that it can be 
shown (using indicative schemes) that most development opportunities in Adur 
would be viable.  Where any abnormal development costs are known this has been 
factored in to the individual appraisals. 
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Appendix 7: Responses to 2014 SHLAA Consultation 

 

Table 13: Responses to 2014 SHLAA Consultation 

Name/organisation Site Ref Issue raised Council response Changes made 
Enplan on behalf of 
New Monks Farm 

ADC/122/13  
 

Site ADC/130/13 (proposed 
Country Park) should be 
included as part of ADC/122/13 
as it is part of the same 
proposed strategic allocation 
rather than a separate site. 
 
Remove the statement “there 
are also major issues with 
groundwater flooding” – the 
study into groundwater has not 
been completed and therefore 
there is no evidence to support 
this statement. 
 
 
 
 
Remove the statement under 
Achievability summary heading 
“ significant costs in terms of 
flood mitigation” 
 
 

Whilst the site is part of a larger 
strategic allocation for a mixed 
use development, for the 
purposes of the SHLAA it is seen 
as a separate site which is not 
suitable for development. 
 
Noted – text amended 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted – text amended 
 
 

No change 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Text in Physical Problems or 
Limitations Comments has been 
amended to read “The site is within 
Flood Zone 3 and there are also 
issues with groundwater flooding.  
A groundwater study has been 
completed and the agent is actively 
working with West Sussex County 
Council to agree a solution to this 
issue.” 
 
The following text has been 
removed from the Achievability 
summary – “significant costs in 
terms of flood mitigation” 

Enplan on behalf of 
New Monks Farm 

ADC/074/13 Concerned that the Council has 
rejected a number of potential 
housing sites based on out of 

The need for jobs has to be 
balanced against the need for 
new homes. The Draft Policies 

No change 
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date planning policies that have 
not been tested through a Local 
Plan Examination: 
This site has been rejected 
because it is protected as an 
employment site in the Revised 
Draft Adur Local Plan.   
 

in the Local Plan have been 
based on up to date evidence.  
The most recent Employment 
Land Review (2014) found that 
any loss of employment land to 
other uses is likely to have a 
detrimental impact on the 
economy and recommended 
specific sites to be protected for 
employment uses.  This site has 
been assessed for residential 
development and rejected as it 
was concluded that a significant 
part of this site was being 
redeveloped for 15 B1/B8 units.  
The remaining part of the site, 
which shares a sub standard 
access with the adjoining 
industrial units, would not be a 
suitable location for residential 
development given the new 
adjacent employment uses. 
 

Enplan on behalf of 
New Monks Farm 

ADC/085/13 Concerned that the Council has 
rejected a number of potential 
housing sites based on out of 
date planning policies that have 
not been tested through a Local 
Plan Examination: 
This site has been rejected 
because it is protected as an 
employment site in the Revised 
Draft Adur Local Plan.   

The need for jobs has to be 
balanced against the need for 
new homes. The Draft Policies 
in the Local Plan have been 
based on up to date evidence.  
The most recent Employment 
Land Review (2014) found that 
any loss of employment land to 
other uses is likely to have a 
detrimental impact on the 

No change 
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 economy and recommended 
specific sites to be protected for 
employment uses. 

Enplan on behalf of 
New Monks Farm 

General 
comment 

Local Green Gap policy has not 
been tested through an 
Examination and express 
concern that some sites have 
been rejected because they are 
located in the Gap. 
 

None of the sites located within 
the Green Gaps have been 
rejected just for that reason.  
All have been assessed and 
have been rejected for a variety 
of reasons including constraints 
such as flooding, public open 
space, impact on conservation 
area, land availability issues.  
Some of these sites will be 
monitored and, if constraints 
can be overcome to the 
satisfaction of the relevant 
agencies, they may have future 
potential for residential 
development. 

No change. 

 

Environment Agency Methodology 
 

Note the table in Stage 2 of 
sites/areas to be excluded from 
assessment includes areas 
within Flood Zone 3.  However a 
number of potential sites are 
within Flood Zone 3. 
Recommend clarifying text is 
included so this does not appear 
contradictory. 
 

Agree – text to be amended to 
clarify 
 

Additional sentence added to Stage 
2 of Methodology “Where sites in 
Flood Zone 3 have been included 
as having potential for 
development, mitigation measures 
have been proposed”. 
 

Environment Agency Methodology Recommend that all site 
assessments are consistent in 
clearly identifying if a site is 

Agree- text amended Amendments have been made to 
ensure consistency in terms used 
to describe Flood Zones. 
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located in Flood Zones 2 or 3. 
There are varying terms used 
which could be confusing. 
 
 

Environment Agency ADC/009/13 
 

Located in Flood Zone 3. There 
is also potential contamination 
associated with previous risks of 
the site (reflected in planning 
permission AWDM/0501/12).  
The site is also in close proximity 
to Adur Estuary SSSI. 
 

Noted – text amended Sentence added to Potential 
Impacts Comments “It is also in 
close proximity to the Adur Estuary 
SSSI and the impact of 
development on this site should be 
assessed in terms of water 
pollution and biodiversity.” 
 
 

Environment Agency ADC/052/13 
 

A small part of the south 
western corner of the site is 
located in Flood Zone 2. 
 

Noted – text amended Sentence added to Physical 
Problems or Limitation Comments 
section “A small area in the 
western corner of the site is 
located in Flood Zone 2” 

Environment Agency ADC/059/13 
 

Site is wholly within Flood Zone 
3. 
 

Noted – text amended First sentence in Physical Problems 
or Limitation Comments section 
amended “The site lies wholly 
within Flood Zone 3…” 

Environment Agency ADC/083/13 
 

Part of this site is located in 
Flood Zone 3. 
 

Noted – text amended Additional sentence added in 
Physical Problems or Limitation 
Comments section “Part of the site 
is located in Flood Zone 3” 

Environment Agency ADC/121/13 
 

Given the historic uses on this 
site there is potential for 
contaminated land. 
 

Noted – text amended Sentence added in Physical 
Problems or Limitation Comments 
section “Given the historic uses on 
this site there is potential for 
contaminated land and appropriate 
mitigation may be required”. 
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Environment Agency ADC/122/13 
 

Involvement in this site is to 
provide technical support to 
West Sussex County Council.  
Remove reference to 
Environment Agency 
involvement  in constraints 
section to read “ The agent is 
actively working with West 
Sussex County Council to agree 
a solution to this issue” 
 
 

Noted – text amended Sentence amended in Physical 
Problems or Limitation Comments 
section to read “The agent is 
actively working with West Sussex 
County Council to agree a solution 
to this issue” 

Environment Agency ADC/125/13 
 

According to maps the site is 
wholly within Flood Zone 1 
rather that Flood Zones 2,3a 
and 3b as stated in the text. 
 

Noted – text amended Sentence amended in Physical 
Problems or Limitation Comments 
section to read “ The site lies 
within Flood Zone 1” 

Environment Agency SH/004/13 
 

State in the constraints section 
that the site lies within Flood 
Zone 3 and the potential for 
contaminated land due to the 
historic uses on the site. 
 

Noted – text amended Two additional sentences have 
been added in Physical Problems or 
Limitation Comments section to 
read “The site lies within Flood 
Zone 3” and “There is potential for 
contaminated land due to the 
historic uses on the site.” 

 

Natural England General 
comment 

Some of the SHLAA sites are 
included in the Revised Draft 
Adur Local Plan and will require 
further potential assessment 

Noted – a Landscape and 
Ecology Study (2013) has been 
produced as part of the 
evidence base for the Adur 
Local Plan and its findings have 
been taken into account in 
assessing sites. Any further 
assessment required will be 

No change 
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undertaken at the relevant 
point in the planning process. 

Natural England ADC/125/13 Greenfield site which may have 
an impact on the South Downs 
National Park 

Noted – a Landscape and 
Ecology Study (2013) has been 
produced as part of the 
evidence base for the Adur 
Local Plan and its findings have 
been taken into account in 
assessing this site. 

No change 

Natural England General 
comment 

The Adur Estuary SSSI falls 
within the bounds of some sites 
which, if taken forward, will 
need to be assessed for impacts 
relating to water pollution and 
the fact the site is notified for its 
bird assemblage. 
 

Noted. Text amended to make 
reference to the SSSI for the 
following sites - ADC/049/13, 
ADC/093/13, ADC/111/13, 
ADC/113/13, ADC/128/13. 

Additional text added to the Policy 
Restrictions Comments – “The site 
falls within the bounds /adjacent to 
the Adur Estuary SSSI and an 
assessment of the impact of water 
pollution would be required.  
Account should also be taken of 
the fact that the SSSI is noted for 
its bird assemblage.” 

Natural England Methodology 
 

Indicates that sites in Flood 
Zone 3 are to be excluded from 
this assessment.  Given the 
number of sites which are 
in/partially within this flood 
zone, these should be tested 
stringently to ensure 
appropriate mitigation 

Noted – text amended Additional sentence added to Stage 
2 of Methodology “Where sites in 
Flood Zone 3 have been included 
as having potential for 
development, mitigation measures 
have been proposed”. 
 

Natural England General 
comment 

Suggests a number of 
environmental designations and 
key themes which should be 
taken into account in site 
assessment and selection 
including landscape, 
biodiversity, geodiversity, soils, 

Noted - A number of 
background evidence studies 
have been prepared to help 
inform the Adur Local Plan and 
these have been taken into 
account in the assessment of 
sites in this SHLAA. 

No change. 
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green infrastructure. 
 

 

Sompting Parish 
Council 

ADC/125/13 
 

The SHLAA states that “the 
landowner is actively promoting 
the site for development 
through the local plan process”. 
Request that the following 
statement is added “However, 
Sompting Parish Council has 
raised serious concerns about 
the impact on transport and 
schooling needs of such a 
substantial development.  Major 
traffic issues need to be 
resolved, together with the 
provision of new schools and 
jobs in the area.  These serious 
constraints may make the land 
uneconomic for development” 
 
This site is being promoted 
through the Local Plan.  It 
should only be considered for 
development once all 
brownfield sites have been 
exhausted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

It is not appropriate to make 
reference to specific 
stakeholders in the SHLAA, 
which is an evidence based 
document.  The Achievability 
Summary does make reference 
to the costs associated with 
mitigation measures required 
to overcome the various 
constraints. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The SHLAA is a key piece of the 
evidence base to help inform 
and support the housing 
delivery strategy in the Local 
Plan. Its findings are used to 
prepare a housing trajectory, as 
required by the NPPF, which 
should seek to identify a supply 
of specific deliverable sites for 
the first five years of the Plan 
period and specific developable 
sites or broad locations for 

No change 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No change 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

97 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This site should be in two parts - 
north and south of West Street 
– for clarity, as each has 
different development 
constraints. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Due to flooding from the Downs 
affecting the site (in particular 
the southern site), there should 
be increased emphasis placed 
on Flood zones 2, 3a and 3b. 
 
 
 

years 6 to 10 and if possible for 
years 11 to 15. The SHLAA 
methodology clearly considers 
brownfield sites first.  However, 
sufficient sites could not be 
identified to meet the 
objectively assessed housing 
need of the district and suitable 
greenfield sites on the edge of 
settlements have been 
identified to help meet this 
need. 
 
The site is within one land 
ownership and it is being 
promoted as a single 
development site.  However, 
the site is likely to be developed 
in phases and the different 
development constraints are 
recognised in the Achievability 
Summary.  These will also be 
referred to in any subsequent 
Masterplan for the site. 
 
According to the Environment 
Agency Flood Risk maps, that 
part of the site to be developed 
lies within Flood Zone 1.  This 
has been confirmed by the EA 
in their representation to this 
SHLAA. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No change 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No change 
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Request that the use of all 
brownfield sites are reassessed 
for development instead of this 
greenfield site as flooding 
means the site is not suitable for 
potential development. 
 
 
 

All brownfield sites have been 
assessed as part of this SHLAA 
and those that are available, 
deliverable and achievable have 
been included as having 
potential for residential 
development. 
This site lies within Flood Zone 
1 and is suitable for potential 
development. 

No change 

Sompting Parish 
Council 

General 
comment 
 

An arithmetic summary of 
estimated housing units that are 
available from brownfield and 
greenfield sites should be added 
to the SHLAA. 
 

Agree – a summary has been 
added 

Indicative trajectory included as 
Table 5 and Appendix 9 
 

Sompting Parish 
Council 

ADC/124/13 This site is in Lancing. Agree No change 

Highways Agency General 
comment 
 

Are supportive of sites on 
brownfield land within existing 
built up area as these have 
greater potential to reduce trip 
generation and also have 
greater opportunities to make 
journeys by sustainable 
transport modes. 
 

Noted No change 

Highways Agency ADC/122/13; 
ADC/125/13   
 

The Highways Agency has 
engaged and provided 
representations at the various 
stages in the Local Plan process.  
These are key strategic sites 
and, given their proximity to the 

Noted – site constraints are 
recognised in the Achievability 
Summary. 
 
 
 

No change 
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Strategic Road Network, have 
great potential to adversely 
impact the A27 which already 
suffers from congestion.  
Significant improvements will be 
required to accommodate new 
development, including the 
need for appropriate improved 
access across the A27 for 
pedestrians and cyclists as well 
as the need for site specific 
travel behavioural initiatives to 
maximise sustainable travel. 
Mitigation measures required to 
deliver sites, funding 
mechanisms and phasing of 
development as stated in the 
Local Plan remain pertinent. 
 
The SHLAA does not indicate the 
number of dwellings and 
phasing for these sites. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Need an acceptable access 
solution.  Early delivery of A27 
access improvements may be 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The SHLAA does indicate the 
number of dwellings that could 
potentially be accommodated 
on these sites.  It does not, at 
this stage, indicate phasing of 
development.  An indication of 
the phasing of development will 
be included in the housing 
trajectory to be produced for 
the final version of this SHLAA. 
 
Agree.  The Council is 
continuing to work with the site 
promoters and relevant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Indicative trajectory included as 
Table 5 and Appendix 9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No change 
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required.  Identifying the 
costing, phasing and funding 
sources to deliver appropriate 
mitigation is key to delivering 
the sites. 
 
 
Will require evidence to support 
the amount of development 
that can be delivered prior to 
the required Strategic Road 
Network improvements. 
 
Full Transport Assessment will 
be required for each of the sites. 
 

agencies to agree solutions to 
these issues.  The Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan to accompany the 
Adur Local Plan is the 
appropriate document for this 
detail. 
 
Agree.  The Council is 
continuing to work with the site 
promoters and relevant 
agencies to agree this.  
 
 
Noted – text amended 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
No change 
 
 
 
 
 
Sentence added to Physical 
Problems or Limitations Comments 
– “A Full Transport Assessment will 
be required” 

Highways Agency ADC/124/13 Given the sites proximity to the 
Strategic Road Network, there is 
great potential to adversely 
impact the A27 which already 
suffers from congestion.   
Full Transport Assessment will 
be required. 

Noted – text amended Sentence added to Physical 
Problems or Limitations Comments 
– “Given the sites proximity to the 
Strategic Road Network, there is 
great potential to adversely impact 
the A27 which already suffers from 
congestion and a Full Transport 
Assessment will be required.” 

 

Anthony Allen ADC/124/13 Object to this proposed 
amendment and site should be 
excluded from BUAB. The site 
adjoins the South Downs 
National Park and Lancing Ring 
Local Nature Reserve to the 

This representation appears to 
relate to proposed change to 
the Built Up Area Boundary in 
the Draft Adur Local Plan 2012 
consultation exercise, which 
would bring this garden site 

No change 



 

101 
 

north and makes a valuable 
contribution in terms of 
landscape and ecology to these 
protected areas. Proposal is 
contrary to NPPF and Councils 
aspirations for landscape 
protection and enhancement. 
 

wholly within the built up area. 
It was considered as part of this 
consultation process and is not 
considered relevant to this 
SHLAA consultation as it objects 
to the principle of including the 
site within the Built Up Area 
Boundary. 
This representation was also 
made in response to the Draft 
Local Plan Consultation 
document 2012, with the 
following response from the 
Council: 
“The current BUAB is drawn 
along the middle of the rear 
gardens and followed the line 
of the Area of Outstanding 
Beauty. The designation 
process for the National Park 
included an assessment of all 
areas within the AONB and a 
decision taken as to whether it 
should be included within the 
National Park. The National 
Park boundary is drawn to run 
along the rear boundary of this 
garden land, which no longer 
has an AONB designation. It is 
considered that this site meets 
the criteria for inclusion within 
the built up area and no change 
is proposed. Although there is a 
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general presumption in favour 
of development within the built 
up area, these gardens are part 
of the curtilage of dwellings and 
are specifically excluded from 
the definition of previously 
developed land (brownfield) in 
the NPPF.” No change was 
proposed in response to this 
representation and the site is to 
be included within the BUAB. 

 

National Grid  No Objection Noted No change 

 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

General 
comment 

Response is intended as a high 
level review of potential 
highway impacts of proposed 
strategic housing land 
allocations.  No detailed 
appraisals have been made in 
terms of detailed access 
arrangements or capacity 
impacts – these would need to 
be demonstrated as part of any 
formal planning application. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/009/13 Permission to redevelop the site 
has been granted.  Measures to 
mitigate the highway impacts 
have been agreed – these 
include the provision of a 
controlled pedestrian crossing, 
requirement for the relocation 
of the bus stop directly east of 

Noted – text amended Sentence added to  Physical 
Problems or Limitations Comments 
– “Measures to mitigate the 
highway impacts of the 
development were agreed by 
WSCC and the permitted scheme is 
acceptable from a highways 
perspective” 
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the site and a build out to 
enhance visibility from the site 
access.  Access is via a priority 
junction to the west of Surry 
Hard. 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/049/13 Permission to redevelop the site 
has been granted (subject to a 
S.106 Agreement). Access 
obtained via a priority junction.  
Visibility spays are achievable 
from the approved access.  
There is a requirement for the 
site to provide enhance 
pedestrian/cycle facilities along 
the western boundary adjacent 
to the river to provide a 
connection between Shoreham 
Town Centre and the Downs 
Link. There is also a requirement 
for a financial contribution 
towards mitigating the 
additional traffic impact at the 
A259/A283 Norfolk Bridge 
Roundabout. 

Noted – text amended Two sentence added to Physical 
Problems or Limitations Comments 
– “Access obtained via a priority 
junction and visibility spays are 
achievable from the approved 
access” and “There is a  
requirement for a financial 
contribution towards mitigating 
the additional traffic impact at the 
A259/A283 Norfolk Bridge 
Roundabout.” 
 
Two sentences were added to the 
Achievability Summary - “There is a 
requirement for the site to provide 
enhanced pedestrian/cycle 
facilities along the western 
boundary adjacent to the river to 
provide a connection between 
Shoreham Town Centre and the 
Downs Link. There is also a 
requirement for a financial 
contribution towards mitigating 
the additional traffic impact at the 
A259/A283 Norfolk Bridge 
Roundabout.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 

ADC/052/13 Access is achieved via the 
existing access to west of the 

Noted – text amended Three sentences added to Physical 
Problems or Limitations Comments 
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comments site, which is shared with the 
neighbouring residential 
properties.  While the junction 
is within the public highway, the 
access road is in private 
ownership.  The site is 
reasonably accessible by 
sustainable modes of transport 
but consideration should be 
given to the findings of the 
Shoreham Town Centre Study. 

- “Access is achieved via the 
existing access to west of the site, 
which is shared with the 
neighbouring residential 
properties.  While the junction is 
within the public highway, the 
access road is in private ownership.  
The site is reasonably accessible by 
sustainable modes of transport but 
consideration should be given to 
the findings of the Shoreham Town 
Centre Study.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/059/13 Access is obtained via an 
existing priority junction with 
Ham Road.  The site is 
reasonable accessible by 
sustainable modes of transport, 
but consideration should be 
given to the findings of the 
Shoreham Town Centre Study. 
Given the scale of the 
development the capacity 
implications on the local road 
network (particularly the 
junction with the A259 and the 
level railway crossing) should be 
considered and mitigated if 
appropriate.  Whilst the 
proposal of 75 dwellings is 
fractionally below the threshold 
the LHA would recommend a 
Transport Assessment and 
Travel Plan to be provided with 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Physical Problems or 
Limitations Comments – 
“Consideration should be given to 
the capacity implications on the 
local road network (particularly the 
junction with the A259 and the 
level railway crossing) and 
mitigation measures may be 
required. The site is reasonably 
accessible by sustainable modes of 
transport, but consideration should 
be given to the findings of the 
Shoreham Town Centre Study.  
Whilst the proposal of 75 dwellings 
is fractionally below the threshold 
the LHA would recommend a 
Transport Assessment and Travel 
Plan to be provided with any 
planning application.  A Road 
Safety Audit: Stage 1 would be 
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any planning application.   required in support of any works 
proposed in the highway” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/083/13 The site lies north of the A27 
with existing access onto this 
road via and in and out 
arrangement.  The A27 forms 
part of the Strategic Road 
Network and comment on the 
access design arrangement and 
traffic impact should be sought 
from the Highways Agency. 
 
The site is relatively remote to 
services and facilities in Lancing 
and the A27 results in severance 
to the south and a barrier to 
trips by sustainable modes of 
transport.  There is a controlled 
crossing a significant distance to 
the west of the site but no 
direct link to bus stop facilities 
on the southern side of the 
carriageway. 

Noted 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted – text amended 

No change 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text has been added 
to the Suitability Summary -  
“The site is relatively remote to 
services and facilities in Lancing 
and the A27 results in severance to 
the south and a barrier to trips by 
sustainable modes of transport.  
There is a controlled crossing a 
significant distance to the west of 
the site but no direct link to bus 
stop facilities on the southern side 
of the carriageway.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/086/13 The site is located in close 
proximity to the town centre 
with good access to all modes of 
sustainable transport.  
The site currently has two 
accesses; it is unclear whether 
both would be retained but a 
development of circa 27 
dwellings would typically 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to Physical Problems or Limitations 
Comments – “The scale of 
development would require a Road 
Safety Audit: Stage 1 and the Local 
Highway Authority recommend 
that a Travel Plan Statement 
accompanies any planning 
application in order to promote 
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require only one point of access.  
A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 
would be required alongside 
any planning application.  A 
Travel Plan Statement is 
recommended in order to 
promote and maximise the 
uptake of sustainable modes of 
transport. 

and maximise the uptake of 
sustainable modes of transport.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/090/13 The site is located south of the 
A270; a pedestrian controlled 
crossing adjacent to the site 
assists in overcoming severance 
to the north.  Existing access is 
onto Eastern Avenue.  Visibility 
is generally good.  Sufficient car 
parking should be made 
available on site as 
neighbouring roads in the 
vicinity are subject to waiting 
restrictions.  A Road Safety 
Audit: Stage 1 would be 
required should there be 
intensification in the use of the 
access or if any alterations are 
proposed to the arrangements. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Suitability Summary – “A 
pedestrian controlled crossing 
adjacent to the site assists in 
overcoming severance to the north 
of the A270.” 
The following text has been added 
to Physical Problems or Limitations 
Comments – “Sufficient car parking 
should be made available on site as 
neighbouring roads in the vicinity 
are subject to waiting restrictions.  
A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 would 
be required should there be 
intensification in the use of the 
access or if any alterations are 
proposed to the arrangements.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/096/13 Access arrangements have been 
agreed as part of the recent 
application.  The LHA raised no 
objection to the proposal. 

Noted 
 

No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/098/13 Planning permission has been 
granted on this site and the LHA 
raised no objection subject to 

Noted No change 
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the provision of adequate 
visibility spays. 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/119/13 Located to the east of Eastbrook 
Primary School with access 
taken at a narrow access from 
Manor Hall Road.  The road can 
only currently facilitate one-way 
traffic flow and consideration 
should be given to widening the 
road in order to facilitate two 
way movements.  The site can 
be accessed by a range of 
sustainable modes of transport 
and is in close proximity to a bus 
stop.  Scale of development 
would require a Road Safety 
Audit: Stage 1.  Given the 
proximity to the school and 
pressure for on street facilities, 
parking should be retained 
within the confines of the site. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Physical Problems or 
Limitations Comments - “Located 
to the east of Eastbrook Primary 
School with access taken at a 
narrow access from Manor Hall 
Road.  The road can only currently 
facilitate one-way traffic flow and 
consideration should be given to 
widening the road in order to 
facilitate two way movements.   
The scale of development would 
require a Road Safety Audit: Stage 
1.  Given the proximity to the 
school and pressure for on street 
facilities, parking should be 
retained within the confines of the 
site.” 
The following text has been added 
to the Suitability Summary “.…and 
can be accessed by a range of 
sustainable modes of transport.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/121/13 The scale of the development 
would require a full Transport 
Assessment in support of any 
planning application, 
accompanied by a full Travel 
Plan. A Road Safety Audit: Stage 
1 would be necessary to support 
proposed access arrangements. 
Benefits from existing access 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to Physical Problems or Limitations 
Comments – “The scale of the 
development would require a full 
Transport Assessment in support of 
any planning application, 
accompanied by a full Travel Plan. 
A Road Safety Audit: Stage 1 would 
be necessary to support proposed 
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onto Upper Shoreham Road 
although unclear whether this is 
to be retained.  This includes a 
ghost right hand turn lane and it 
should be established through 
capacity whether this is 
sufficient or upgrading is 
required.  Visibility to the east 
and west appears to meet 
standards.  Parking within the 
vicinity of the site is constrained 
and ample provision should be 
made available within the 
confines of the site. 
 

access arrangements. This includes 
a ghost right hand turn lane and it 
should be established through 
capacity whether this is sufficient 
or upgrading is required.  Visibility 
to the east and west appears to 
meet standards.  Parking within the 
vicinity of the site is constrained 
and ample provision should be 
made available within the confines 
of the site.” 
 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/124/13 There is a significant level 
difference between the 
proposed development land and 
Fairview Road, while access via 
Mount Way is steep and 
narrow.  Unclear whether 
access will be proposed via 
Mount Way or through the 
demolition of an existing 
property but careful 
consideration will need to be 
given to ensure that the 
gradient complies with 
DMRB/MfS standards.  A Road 
Safety Audit: Stage 1 will be 
required to support access 
arrangements. 
Whilst relatively remote from 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to Physical Problems or Limitations 
Comments – “There is a significant 
level difference between the 
proposed development land and 
Fairview Road, while access via 
Mount Way is steep and narrow.  
Careful consideration will need to 
be given to ensure that the 
gradient complies with DMRB/MfS 
standards.  A Road Safety Audit: 
Stage 1 will be required to support 
access arrangements. 
Consideration will need to be given 
to the connectivity with the 
existing network given gradient 
concerns.” 
The following text has been added 
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the facilities and services of 
Lancing from a walking 
perspective, bus services are 
located to the south of the site 
and cycle journeys to the south 
can utilise the controlled 
crossing to overcome the 
severance of the A27.  
Consideration will need to be 
given to the connectivity with 
the existing network given 
gradient concerns. 

to the Suitability Summary – 
“Whilst the site is relatively remote 
from the facilities and services of 
Lancing from a walking 
perspective, bus services are 
located to the south of the site and 
cycle journeys to the south can 
utilise the controlled crossing to 
overcome the severance of the 
A27.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

ADC/111/13 Located in close proximity to the 
A27 flyover.  No indication of 
potential capacity but given the 
area of land available it is likely 
to warrant a Full Transport 
Assessment and Travel Plan.  
Consideration should be given 
to the capacity impact on the 
A283/A27 roundabout and 
along the A283 to the south 
where there are existing 
congestion concerns. 
Unclear where site access to be 
taken; there is no formalised 
access other than an access 
close to the roundabout which 
appears to fall outside the site 
boundary and a fieldgate type 
access close to the southern 
boundary.  The latter is situated 
within a 30mph speed limit but 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Physical Problems or 
Limitations Comments – “Located 
in close proximity to the A27 
flyover.  No indication of potential 
capacity but given the area of land 
available it is likely to warrant a Full 
Transport Assessment and Travel 
Plan.  Consideration should be 
given to the capacity impact on the 
A283/A27 roundabout and along 
the A283 to the south where there 
are existing congestion concerns. 
Unclear where site access to be 
taken; there is no formalised 
access other than an access close 
to the roundabout which appears 
to fall outside the site boundary 
and a fieldgate type access close to 
the southern boundary.  The latter 
is situated within a 30mph speed 
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close to the change to 
derestricted section of the 
A283.  Visibility spays should be 
set in accordance with the 
recorded road speed but it is 
likely these will need to extend  
a significant distance and it is 
unclear whether this could be 
achieved at the fieldgate access.  
In determining the point of 
access, caution needed in 
locating close to the flyover 
where the structure may 
obscure visibility splays and 
place vehicles travelling under 
the flyover in shadow. 
Highways Agency should be 
consulted in respect of impact 
on the flyover. 
Consideration to be given to 
ensure appropriate connectivity 
to sustainable modes of 
transport, including suitable 
crossing facilities over the A283. 

limit but close to the change to 
derestricted section of the A283.  
Visibility spays should be set in 
accordance with the recorded road 
speed but it is likely these will need 
to extend  a significant distance 
and it is unclear whether this could 
be achieved at the fieldgate access.  
In determining the point of access, 
caution needed in locating close to 
the flyover where the structure 
may obscure visibility splays and 
place vehicles travelling under the 
flyover in shadow.” 
 
The following text has been added 
to the Suitability Summary –
“Consideration to be given to 
ensure appropriate connectivity to 
sustainable modes of transport, 
including suitable crossing facilities 
over the A283.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Highways 
comments 

SH/004/13 Planning permission has been 
granted on this site subject to 
the completion of a Section 106 
Agreement.  The LHA was 
satisfied with the proposal 
subject to certain mitigation 
measures. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 

General Archaeological comments on 
eight site specific potential 

Noted  No change 
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comments strategic housing allocations 
have been submitted previously 
in relation to consultation on 
the Adur Local Plan e.g. 
response to Adur LDF Core 
Strategy Issues and Options – 
Housing Sites in 2009. 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/009/13 Lies on the edge of the 
Conservation Area where there 
will be potential issues of 
setting and height and mass.  As 
it is on the edge of the harbour 
within river deposits the 
archaeological potential is low 
but engineering solutions in the 
construction process (piling etc) 
should mitigate impact. 
An archaeological desk based 
assessment was prepared in 
2007 (Pre-Construct 
Archaeology) which concluded 
that the potential for medieval 
and post-medieval remains was 
moderate to high. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments – “As the site is on the 
edge of the harbour within river 
deposits the archaeological 
potential is low but engineering 
solutions in the construction 
process (piling etc) should mitigate 
impact. An archaeological desk 
based assessment was prepared in 
2007 (Pre-Construct Archaeology) 
which concluded that the potential 
for medieval and post-medieval 
remains was moderate to high. 
Recommend a watching 
brief/monitoring exercise.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/049/13 Planning permission has been 
granted on this site and WSCC 
advised. A Full Archaeological 
Investigation is required. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
comments – “A Full Archaeological 
Investigation is required.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/052/13 Former railway goods yard and 
shed, it appears to be on the 
edge of former river bank and 
the potential for survival of 
features and deposits is likely to 

Noted No change 
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be low. No archaeological 
response recommended. 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/059/13 Little likelihood of surviving 
medieval deposits as the degree 
of disturbance created by the 
construction of the building may 
even have removed traces of 
the former 19th century 
dwellings (St Aubyn’s Street).  
No archaeological response 
recommended. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/083/13 There will have been major 
disturbance in the garage/filling 
station area from underground 
tanks but the remaining part of 
the site could be undisturbed 
(some medieval pottery found 
to south of A27, immediately 
south of the site).  The 
development threshold is low 
and no archaeological response 
recommended. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/086/13 Potentially a hugely important 
site for understanding the 
development of medieval 
Shoreham and the subsequent 
changes resulting from a 
combination of coastal erosion 
and the shifting course of the 
River Adur and given its location 
within the historic core.  A desk 
based assessment and 
evaluation should be 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments – “Potentially a hugely 
important site for understanding 
the development of medieval 
Shoreham and the subsequent 
changes resulting from a 
combination of coastal erosion and 
the shifting course of the River 
Adur and given its location within 
the historic core.  A desk based 
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undertaken with 
recommendations for 
archaeological mitigation 
involving thorough 
archaeological investigation. 

assessment and evaluation should 
be undertaken with 
recommendations for 
archaeological mitigation involving 
thorough archaeological 
investigation.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/090/13 Records indicate that a Bronze 
Age axe was found within the 
site boundary and there is 
potential for survival within the 
car park and areas not 
previously developed.  The size 
of the potential development is 
modest and if an archaeological 
response was recommended at 
the application stage it is likely 
to be a watching brief. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments – “Records indicate that 
a Bronze Age axe was found within 
the site boundary and a watching 
brief is likely to be recommended 
at application stage.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/096/13 As a car showroom and 
hardstanding/parking the 
potential for survival is likely to 
be low and the site itself 
appears to have been slightly 
terraced in.  It is likely that the 
former extraction of gravel to 
the east extended into the site.  
Unlikely that an archaeological 
response would be 
recommended. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/098/13 Site of unknown archaeological 
potential but a modest 
development – probably below 
the threshold for 
recommending an 

Noted No change 
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archaeological response. 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/119/13 The site is close to the 
scheduled monument 
Southwick Roman Villa but 
there are no records within the 
site itself.  However, given the 
open nature of the site and 
depending on the depth of 
foundations of the buildings, 
there is a high potential for 
survival although any features 
are likely to be pre-historic on 
this area of the coastal plain 
rather than linked to the known 
Roman Villa site.  An 
archaeological investigation is 
likely to be recommended. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments -“The site is close to the 
scheduled monument Southwick 
Roman Villa but there are no 
records within the site itself.  
However, given the open nature of 
the site and depending on the 
depth of foundations of the 
buildings, there is a high potential 
for survival although any features 
are likely to be pre-historic on this 
area of the coastal plain rather 
than linked to the known Roman 
Villa site.  An archaeological 
investigation is likely to be 
recommended.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/121/13 The potential is deemed low on 
this site and it is unlikely that an 
archaeological response would 
be recommended. 

Noted No change 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/124/13 There are no records for this site 
but it lies 600m south east of 
the Romano-Celtic temple at 
Lancing Ring.  The 
archaeological potential may be 
medium to high and an 
archaeological response 
involving trial trenching and 
monitoring is likely to be 
recommended. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments – “The site lies 600m 
south east of the Romano-Celtic 
temple at Lancing Ring.  The 
archaeological potential may be 
medium to high and an 
archaeological response involving 
trial trenching and monitoring is 
likely to be recommended.” 

West Sussex County SH/004/13 Comments have been made in Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
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Council – Archaeology 
comments 

response to the planning 
application and it was 
recommended that a strategy 
for archaeological mitigation 
should be drawn up. 

to the Policy Restrictions 
Comments – “It is recommended 
that a strategy for archaeological 
mitigation should be drawn up.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/009/13 Given its waterfront location, 
this site might also offer an 
opportunity to enhance the 
ecological value of Shoreham 
Harbour. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Potential Impacts Comments 
– “Given its waterfront location, 
there might be an opportunity to 
enhance the ecological value of 
Shoreham Harbour.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/049/13 Mitigation will be required to 
ensure no adverse impacts on 
the Adur Estuary SSSI. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Potential Impacts Comments 
– “Mitigation will be required to 
ensure no adverse impacts on the 
Adur Estuary SSSI.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/124/13 In addition to providing a buffer 
to Lancing Ring LNR and SNCI, 
further mitigation may be 
required such as addressing 
additional visitor pressure to 
this nearby area of ecologically 
sensitive chalk grassland. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Potential Impacts Comments 
– “Further mitigation may be 
required such as addressing 
additional visitor pressure to this 
nearby area of ecologically 
sensitive chalk grassland.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

SH/004/13 This site might also offer an 
opportunity to enhance the 
ecological value of Shoreham 
Harbour such as through the 
provision of a roost site for 
wading birds. 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Potential Impacts Comments 
– “However, the site might offer an 
opportunity to enhance the 
ecological value of Shoreham 
Harbour such as through the 
provision of a roost site for wading 
birds.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Landscape 

Page 12 Table of Examples of Sites/Areas 
to be Excluded from the 

Noted – text amended Table of Examples of Sites/Areas to 
be Excluded from the Assessment 
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comments Assessment – amend to Sites of 
Nature Conservation 
Importance (SNCI) 

amended to read Sites of Nature 
Conservation Importance (SNCI) 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

Page 48 Cokeham Brooks SNCI should be 
amended to “Lower Cokeham 
Reedbed and Ditches SNCI” 

Noted – text amended ADC/125/13 Site Description 
amended to read “Lower Cokeham 
Reedbed and Ditches SNCI” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

ADC/124/13 Adjacent the South Downs 
National Park, Lancing Ring LNR 
and SNCI which is used for 
informal recreation and has 
evolved network of paths.  
Many paths afford views out of 
the publicly accessible reserve 
over the coastal plain.  The 
existing character of the reserve 
is predominantly unaffected by 
the neighbouring housing due to 
low ridge heights and position 
on the hillside below.  
Development could potentially 
affect the SDNP, LNR and SNCI – 
could be mitigated by any 
potential layout taking account 
of the steeply sloping 
topography and the need to 
keep rooflines out of site from 
public views from the north. 
Opportunities for green 
infrastructure – it is important 
to retain and enhance boundary 
vegetation given the sites 
location adjacent the LNR/SNCI.  
Potential planning within the 

Noted – text amended The following text has been added 
to the Potential Impacts Comments 
– “Lancing Ring is used for informal 
recreation and many of the 
network of paths afford views over 
the coastal plain.  The existing 
character of the reserve is largely 
unaffected by neighbouring 
housing due to their low ridge 
height and position on the hillside 
below.  Development could 
potentially affect the SDNP, LNR 
and SNCI and any layout should 
take account of the steeply sloping 
topography and the need to keep 
rooflines out of site from public 
views from the north means a low 
rise, low density development is 
likely to be appropriate. Further 
mitigation may be required such as 
addressing additional visitor 
pressure to this nearby area of 
ecologically sensitive chalk 
grassland. In terms of green 
infrastructure provision, it is 
important to retain and enhance 
boundary vegetation and planting 
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site could support and link to 
the local wildlife sites.  SUDS 
within the site could provide 
further opportunities for 
biodiversity enhancement. 

within the site could support and 
link to the local wildlife sites.  SUDS 
within the site could provide 
further opportunities for 
biodiversity enhancement.” 

West Sussex County 
Council – Archaeology 
comments 

Appendix 3 – 
Rejected Sites 
- Monitor 

Some of these sites have 
ecological value or potential.  
Suggest that collating and 
evaluating ecological data from 
the Sussex Biodiversity Record 
Centre should form part of the 
monitoring exercise for those 
sites e.g. ADC/093/13 and 
ADC/106/13 

Noted – text amended The following sentence has been 
added to the Monitoring Notes for 
each of the sites in Appendix 3 – 
Rejected Sites – Monitor:  “This site 
may have ecological value or 
potential.  Evaluating data from the 
SBRC will form part of the 
monitoring exercise.” 
It should be noted that this will not 
appear in the table printed in the 
SHLAA Report. 
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Appendix 8: SHLAA Assessments Form Templates 

 

Figure 25: SHLAA Database 
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Figure 26: Site Visit Assessment Form Page 1 
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Figure 27: SHLAA Site Visit Assessment Form Page 2 
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Figure 28: Desktop Assessment Form – Part 1 Page 1 
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Figure 29: Desktop Assessment Form - Part 1 Page 2 
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Figure 30: Desktop Assessment Form Part 1 – Page 3 
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Figure 31: Desktop Assessment Form – Part 2 Page 1 
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Figure 32: Desktop Assessment Form – Part 2 Page 2 
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Figure 33: Desktop Assessment Form- Part 2 Page 3 
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Appendix 9: Housing Trajectories 

Table 14. Housing Trajectory against 180 / annum target (with 450 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Notes: Completions include sites with planning permission but which have not commenced and sites on which development has commenced. Large sites comprise 6 or more 

units, small sites comprise 5 or less units. Estimated losses include actual and projected losses that may occur due to demolition, conversion and change of use.  Deducting 
estimated housing losses from gross housing  completion figures gives net completions. Source: 2014 Residential Land Availability Survey, WSCC.  To view source data 
search WSCC planning data for Housing and Residential Land in West Sussex. 
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Gross Completions (large and small sites) 204 158 103 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 465

Commitments (large and small sites with planning 

permission)(net)
97 35 160 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 299

Allowance for small windfall sites 0 0 0 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 448

SHLAA sites  2014 0 58 104 107 60 38 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 404

Broad Location (Shoreham Harbour) 0 0 35 35 0 165 165 165 165 165 37 38 0 0 0 0 0 970

Strategic Allocation (New Monks Farm) 0 0 40 75 75 75 75 75 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 450

Strategic Allocation (Land at West Sompting) 0 0 0 25 80 80 80 80 80 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 480

Total Past Completions 204 158 103

Total Projected Completions/Commitments 204 158 103 97 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 312 252 69 70 32 32 32 32 32 3516

Estimated losses on large sites 11 7 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30

Past net completions 193 151 93 437

Projected net completions 95 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 312 252 69 70 32 32 32 32 32 3049

Cumulative net completions 193 344 437 532 625 964 1245 1492 1882 2271 2623 2935 3187 3256 3326 3358 3390 3422 3454 3486 3486

Plan. Annualised net strategic allocation 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 3600

Monitor. Position above/below zero indicates how many 

dwellings above or below the cumulative allocation at 

any point in time

13 -16 -103 -188 -275 -116 -15 52 262 471 643 775 847 736 626 478 330 182 34 -114

Manage. Annual requirement taking into account 

past/projected completions
180 179 181 186 192 198 188 181 176 156 133 109 83 59 57 55 61 70 89 146
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Figure 34. Housing Trajectory against 180 / annum target (with 450 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 
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Table 15. Housing Trajectory against 180 / annum target (with 600 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Notes: Completions include sites with planning permission but which have not commenced and sites on which development has commenced. Large sites comprise 6 or more 

units, small sites comprise 5 or less units. Estimated losses include actual and projected losses that may occur due to demolition, conversion and change of use.  Deducting 
estimated housing losses from gross housing  completion figures gives net completions. Source: 2014 Residential Land Availability Survey, WSCC.  To view source data 
search WSCC planning data for Housing and Residential Land in West Sussex. 
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Gross Completions (large and small sites) 204 158 103 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 465

Commitments (large and small sites with planning 

permission)(net)
97 35 160 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 299

Allowance for small windfall sites 0 0 0 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 448

SHLAA sites  2014 (net) 0 58 104 107 60 38 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 404

Broad Location (Shoreham Harbour) 0 0 35 35 0 165 165 165 165 165 37 38 0 0 0 0 0 970

Strategic Allocation (New Monks Farm) 0 0 40 75 75 75 75 75 75 75 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 600

Strategic Allocation (West Sompting) 0 0 0 25 80 80 80 80 80 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 480

Total Past Completions 204 158 103

Total Projected Completions/Commitments 204 158 103 97 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 352 327 104 70 32 32 32 32 32 3666

Estimated losses 11 7 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30

Past net completions 193 151 93 437

Projected net completions 95 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 352 327 104 70 32 32 32 32 32 3199

Cumulative net completions 193 344 437 532 625 964 1245 1492 1882 2271 2623 2975 3302 3406 3476 3508 3540 3572 3604 3636 3636

Plan. Annualised net strategic allocation 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 180 3600

Monitor. Position above/below zero indicates how many 

dwellings above or below the cumulative allocation at 

any point in time

13 -16 -103 -188 -275 -116 -15 52 262 471 643 815 962 886 776 628 480 332 184 36

Manage. Annual requirement taking into account 

past/projected completions
180 179 181 186 192 198 188 181 176 156 133 109 78 43 32 25 23 20 14 -4
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Figure 35. Housing Trajectory against 180 / annum target (with 600 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 
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Table 16. Housing Trajectory against 240 / annum target (with 450 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 

 

Notes: Completions include sites with planning permission but which have not commenced and sites on which development has commenced. Large sites comprise 6 or more 

units, small sites comprise 5 or less units. Estimated losses include actual and projected losses that may occur due to demolition, conversion and change of use.  Deducting 
estimated housing losses from gross housing  completion figures gives net completions. Source: 2014 Residential Land Availability Survey, WSCC.  To view source data 
search WSCC planning data for Housing and Residential Land in West Sussex. 
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Gross Completions (large and small sites) 204 158 103 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 465

Commitments (large and small sites with planning 

permission)
97 35 160 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 299

Allowance for small windfall sites 0 0 0 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 448

SHLAA sites  2014 (net) 0 58 104 107 60 38 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 404

Broad Location (Shoreham Harbour) 0 0 35 35 0 165 165 165 165 165 37 38 0 0 0 0 0 970

Strategic Allocation (New Monks Farm) 0 0 40 75 75 75 75 75 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 450

Strategic Allocation (West Sompting) 0 0 0 25 80 80 80 80 80 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 480

Total Past Completions 204 158 103

Total Projected Completions/Commitments 204 158 103 97 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 312 252 69 70 32 32 32 32 32 3516

Estimated losses 11 7 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30

Past net completions 193 151 93 437

Projected net completions 95 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 312 252 69 70 32 32 32 32 32 3049

Cumulative net completions 193 344 437 532 625 964 1245 1492 1882 2271 2623 2935 3187 3256 3326 3358 3390 3422 3454 3486 3486

Plan. Annualised net strategic allocation 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 4800

Monitor. Position above/below zero indicates how many 

dwellings above or below the cumulative allocation at 

any point in time

-47 -136 -283 -428 -575 -476 -435 -428 -278 -129 -17 55 67 -104 -274 -482 -690 -898 -1106 -1314

Manage. Annual requirement taking into account 

past/projected completions
240 242 248 257 267 278 274 273 276 265 253 242 233 230 257 295 361 470 689 1346
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Figure 36. Housing Trajectory against 240 / annum target (with 450 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 
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Table 17. Housing Trajectory against 240 / annum target (with 600 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 

 

Notes: Completions include sites with planning permission but which have not commenced and sites on which development has commenced. Large sites comprise 6 or more 

units, small sites comprise 5 or less units. Estimated losses include actual and projected losses that may occur due to demolition, conversion and change of use.  Deducting 
estimated housing losses from gross housing  completion figures gives net completions. Source: 2014 Residential Land Availability Survey, WSCC.  To view source data 
search WSCC planning data for Housing and Residential Land in West Sussex. 
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Gross Completions (large and small sites) 204 158 103 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 465

Commitments (large and small sites with planning 

permission)(net)
97 35 160 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 299

Allowance for small windfall sites 0 0 0 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 448

SHLAA sites  2014 (net) 0 58 104 107 60 38 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 404

Broad Location (Shoreham Harbour) 0 0 35 35 0 165 165 165 165 165 37 38 0 0 0 0 0 970

Strategic Allocation (New Monks Farm) 0 0 40 75 75 75 75 75 75 75 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 600

Strategic Allocation (West Sompting) 0 0 0 25 80 80 80 80 80 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 480

Total Past Completions 204 158 103

Total Projected Completions/Commitments 204 158 103 97 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 352 327 104 70 32 32 32 32 32 3666

Estimated losses 11 7 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30

Past net completions 193 151 93 437

Projected net completions 95 93 339 281 247 390 389 352 352 327 104 70 32 32 32 32 32 3199

Cumulative net completions 193 344 437 532 625 964 1245 1492 1882 2271 2623 2975 3302 3406 3476 3508 3540 3572 3604 3636

Plan. Annualised net strategic allocation 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 240 4800

Monitor. Position above/below zero indicates how many 

dwellings above or below the cumulative allocation at 

any point in time

-47 -136 -283 -428 -575 -476 -435 -428 -278 -129 -17 95 182 46 -124 -332 -540 -748 -956 -1164

Manage. Annual requirement taking into account 

past/projected completions
240 242 248 257 267 278 274 273 276 265 253 242 228 214 232 265 323 420 614 1196
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Figure 37. Housing Trajectory against 240 / annum target (with 600 dwellings at New Monks Farm) 
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