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1. Introduction 
 
This Addendum Report has been prepared for the Submission Core Strategy 
consultation (Publication stage) in April 2010. 
 
It shows the changes to the previous Core Strategy which was the Revised 
Core Strategy (June 2009). The report identifies whether the changes are 
significant when considered as part of the overall Sustainability Appraisal 
process. 
 
For the formal Submission Core Strategy scheduled for late June 2010 this 
Addendum report will be published together with the 2009 Revised Core 
Strategy Addendum report and the Core Strategy Submission Sustainability 
Appraisal October 2007. The vast majority of the conclusions reached in that 
document remain valid and relevant today (available to view at 
www.worthing.gov.uk/ldf). 
 
A full Equality Impact Assessment (April 2010) has now been undertaken and 
this has been published separately. 



Table 1 Identifying significant changes to the Submission Core Strategy (Publication Stage) 
 
Change to policy  
Policy 1  
West Durrington (policy name) 
 
n/a new policy 
(previous policy) Previously an 
Area of Change 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, guidance, 
inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       x        x The West Durrington site was included as an Area of Change in 
the Revised Core Strategy. The site has now been given its own 
policy as it is a site that has steadily been progressed through the 
planning system. There is considered to be enough certainty 
regarding the mix of use and delivery of this site to justify its 
allocation. The policy status reflects this. The number of units has 
been reduced from 875 to 700.  
 
There is less certainty attached to the identified Areas of Change 
and many of these will be delivered in the longer term when 
existing development constraints have been addressed. 
 
Whilst the policy is new the approach set out in the former Area of 
Change has not changed. 

Change to policy or area       x        x  

 



 
Change to Areas of Change  
 
Deleted 
(new) 
 
Area of Change 13 Caravan Club 
Site- Titnore Way 
(previous ‘policy’)  

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, guidance, 
inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       n/a n/a The Caravan Club site was identified as an Area of Change in the 
Revised Core Strategy (2009). The site was considered to have 
housing development potential and could form part of the 
contingency approach if the development strategy could not be 
delivered or was significantly delayed.  
 
Although the Caravan Club is still mentioned in the Core Strategy 
(Chapter 9 – Implementation) it is, given the current housing land 
supply situation, no longer identified as an Area of Change.  
 

Change to policy or area       n/a n/a  

 



 
Change to Area of Change  
Area of Change 10 
The Strand  
(policy name) 
 
n/a new policy/area of change 
(previous policy)  

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, guidance, 
inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       x        x The Strand is now identified as an Area of Change in the 
Proposed Submission Draft. Whilst this site was not included in the 
Revised Core Strategy (2009) it was previously included in the 
2007 Submission Draft Core Strategy, which was the subject of 
consultation.  
 
The Strand has been subject to a Sustainability Appraisal for the 
2007 Submission Draft.  It should be noted that the Strand area 
previously included was a wider area than the area included in the 
Proposed Submission Core Strategy. 

Change to policy or area       x        x  

 



2. Conclusions 
 
The table of significant changes illustrates that when considered as part of the 
Sustainability Process, no significant changes have been introduced in the 
Submission Document. The changes included one deletion of an Area of 
Change, one change form Area of Change to policy and one re-introduction of 
and area of change previously included in the 2007 Submission Core 
Strategy.  
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Revised Core Strategy 
Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report 

June 2009 
 
 
1. Introduction 
 
This addendum report has been prepared to explain how recent work on the 
Core Strategy has been assessed through the Sustainability Appraisal process. 
The addendum considers any significant changes incorporated in to the Revised 
Core Strategy June 2009 following the withdrawal of the Core Strategy 
Submission Development Plan Document October 2007. It should be read in 
conjunction with the Core Strategy Submission Sustainability Appraisal October 
2007 as the vast majority of the conclusions reached in that document remain 
valid and relevant today. 
 
There is international and national commitment to achieving sustainable 
development, commonly defined as ‘development which meets the needs of the 
present without compromising the ability of future generation to meet their own 
needs’ (Brundtland 1987).  This commitment has been reflected in the 
emergence of legislation and guidance. In 2004 the European Directive on 
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and the Planning and Compulsory 
Purchase Act, which sets out the requirement for Sustainability Appraisal (SA), 
were published. The SEA focuses on environmental considerations and the SA 
incorporates the social and economic side of sustainable development. The 
guidance produced by Government for SA combines both of these elements. 
 
All development plan documents, including the Core Strategy, must be subject to 
a published sustainability appraisal. This is to ensure that the options being 
considered have been assessed in terms of their impact on social, economic and 
environmental objectives. 
 
 
2.  Background 
 
In October 2007 Worthing Borough Council published the Core Strategy 
Submission DPD. At that time, it was expected that an examination of the 
document would take place in early 2008. However, following an exploratory 
meeting, the appointed Inspector raised a number of concerns. Some of these 
related to changes in planning guidance that Worthing Borough Council and a 
significant number of local authorities at a similar stage were unable to react to in 
a timely manner. For these reasons, in July 2008, the Borough Council decided 
to withdraw the Core Strategy so that a revised version could be prepared and 
found ‘sound’.  
 
The sustainability appraisal process for the Core Strategy started with the 
publication of the Scoping Report in June 2005 which gathered baseline data and 
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established the Sustainability Framework. This was updated in 2006. The 
following objectives for the Sustainability Framework were identified: 
 
Objectives 
 

• Ensure high and stable levels of employment so that everyone can benefit 
from economic growth 

 
• Sustain economic growth and competitiveness and retain existing 

companies 
 

• Enhance outdated trading estates 
 

• Encourage diversification of economy 
 
• Reduce car journeys and promote sustainable transport 
 
• Maintain and enhance biodiversity, flora and fauna 

 
• Reduce the risk of flooding and protect water resources 

 
• Protect existing historic pattern of development 

 
• Protect and enhance the rural setting of the town 

 
• Reduce waste generation and disposal and achieve the sustainable 

management of waste 
 

• Maintain and improve the water quality of the coast and achieve 
sustainable water resources management 

 
• Reduce impact of land contamination 

 
• Increase energy efficiency and the proportion of energy generated from 

renewable sources 
 

• Improve efficiency in land use through the re-use of previously developed 
land and existing buildings, including re-use of materials and promotion of 
sustainable design 

 
• Ensure that everyone has the opportunity to live in a decent and 

affordable home that meets their needs 
 

• Improve the health and well-being of the population and reduce health 
inequalities 
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• Reduce poverty and social exclusion 
 

• Raise educational achievement and develop the opportunities for 
everyone to acquire the skills needed to find and remain in work 

 
• Protect and improve community safety 

 
 
Work on the Sustainability Appraisal progressed through the ‘Issues and Options’ 
consultation stage and fed into the Preferred Options stage, with the two 
consultation documents: the Core Strategy Preferred Options and the Unlocking 
Development Potential Preferred Options being accompanied by a combined SA. 
Appraisal work continued until the publication of the Core Strategy Submission 
DPD in October 2007 for which a separate SA was produced. As explained 
above, the Core Strategy Submission DPD was formally withdrawn in July 2008. 
Since that time further assessment has been undertaken. This addendum report 
analyses in what ways the SA needs to be updated to take into account changes 
made to the Core Strategy since its withdrawal.  
 
Although the contents of the Revised Core Strategy June 2009 have been 
informed by all stages to date, the key focus of work since July 2008 has taken 
into account:  
 

• Concerns raised by the Inspector following submission of the Core 
Strategy Submission DPD  in October 2007 

 
• Changes in planning guidance set out in revised PPS12 

 
• Emerging ‘evidence’. 

 
In terms of the Sustainability Appraisal the key tests have been whether the 
evidence being gathered has highlighted any significant issues in terms of the 
baseline information that require consideration specifically under the SA process. 
Furthermore, the assessment considers whether any revisions to the Core 
Strategy have resulted in significant changes to the various strategies and 
policies therein that would require a new appraisal through the SA process. 
 
A comparison of the Core Strategy Submission DPD October 2007 and the 
Revised Core Strategy June 2009 reveals significant changes between the two 
documents. However, a closer examination reveals that in the main these relate 
to the presentation and format of the document rather than any fundamental 
changes in approach to the strategy and delivery mechanisms. The process that 
was undertaken was one whereby each element of the document was assessed 
to see whether there was any significant change that required further 
Sustainability Appraisal assessment. Table 1 ‘Identifying significant changes to 
the Revised Core Strategy’ explains what the changes have been and assesses 
whether any further SA work is required.  
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The conclusion of this process has been that other than the inclusion of two new 
sites which required a Sustainability Appraisal assessment (See Table 1), no 
significant changes have been made to the strategy or delivery mechanisms that 
require further detailed SA assessment at this stage. The two new sites are the 
Caravan Club site and the Warren, Hill Barn Lane site. The results of their 
assessment can be read in Table 2. 
 
 
3.  Equalities Impact Assessment 
 
There is a need for an Equalities Impact Assessment to be undertaken. This 
stems from the duty placed on public authorities to eliminate unlawful 
discrimination in carrying out their functions and promote equality of opportunity 
between men and women, different racial groups and other equality groups. 
 
In addition, the Borough Council has also adopted an Equalities Policy which 
seeks to ensure that it has a workforce that reflects the diversity of the local 
community in order that the services provided are appropriate to community 
needs. The Borough Council has a commitment to wider community involvement 
in the decision making processes and to use its influence to ensure that issues of 
equality are progressed. 
 
For the purpose of the Revised Core Strategy June 2009 consultation it is 
considered appropriate to give a brief summary of how the Borough Council has 
incorporated the issue of equality through all stages of the Local Development 
Framework process thus far and what further work will be undertaken to comply 
with the duty placed on the authority with respect to equalities. Details of this are 
attached in Appendix 1. 



 
 
Table 1 Identifying significant changes to the Revised Core Strategy 
 
Delivering the Vision – Enabling Regeneration 
 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 1  
Areas of Change 
(policy name) 
 
n/a new policy 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       x        × The new Areas of Change Policy identifies 13 Areas of 
Change and for each sets out: a summary of the site; the 
challenges that would need to be addressed; potential 
solutions to these challenges; and the objectives that would 
need to be delivered through any subsequent 
redevelopment. Site specific development principles are 
then provided for 12 of the sites. Development requirements 
are set out for the urban extension at West Durrington as 
there is more certainty regarding the mix of use and delivery 
of this site. 
 
Eleven of the 13 sites formed part of the Unlocking 
Development Potential Document that was the subject of a 
Sustainability Appraisal (2006).  For this reason, it is 
considered that a detailed reappraisal of these sites is not 
deemed to be required at this stage as the previous 
conclusions / assessments are still valid.  An appraisal of the 
two additional sites is required – and this is explained in 
more detail elsewhere in this report. 

Change to policy or area        x        ×  
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Change to policy  
 
Policy 2 
Providing for a diverse and 
sustainable economy 
(policy name) 
 
CP2 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       √        × The changes have been presentational in light of comments 
from previous consultation and Inspectors comments. The 
objective was to give a clearer basis for the policy and to 
refer to additional work that will be carried out to support its 
approach. The overall approach to provide for a diverse and 
sustainable economy remains unchanged. 
 

Change to policy or area        ×        ×  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 3  
Protecting Employment 
Opportunities  
(policy name) 
 
REGEN 2 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

       √       × The changes have been presentational in light of comments 
from previous consultation and Inspectors comments. The 
objective was to give a clearer basis for the policy and to 
refer to additional work that will be carried out to support its 
approach. The overall approach to the protection of 
employment uses remains unchanged. 
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Change to policy or area  
 
 

      ×     ×  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 4 
The Visitor Economy 
(policy name) 
 
REGEN1 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 

   √     × This policy has changed in its presentation and its policy 
content. Whilst the policy has changed it has not introduced 
any new proposal but rather incorporates the policy objective 
to improve the visitor offer together with the need to provide 
quality visitor accommodation.  
 

Change to policy or area  
 

     ×      ×  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 5 
Retail 
(policy name) 
 
REGEN3 & REGEN4 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x Policies REGEN3 and REGEN4 have been merged. The 
policy has been changed on the basis of evidence and 
Inspector’s comments to improve the legibility of the policy. 
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Change to policy or area  x x  

 
 
Delivering the Vision – Housing and Infrastructure 
 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 6 
Meeting Housing Need 
(policy name) 
 
CP1 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Updating housing information in light of SE Plan. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 7 
Getting the right mix of 
homes 
(policy name) 
 
COM2 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Policy updated to reflect the recommendations of the SHMA 
re family accommodation. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Policy 8 
Existing housing stock 
(policy name) 
 
REGEN 5 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Changes made to reflect the recommendations of the SHMA 
and the need to redress the housing imbalance and provide 
for more family accommodation. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 9 
Affordable Housing 
(policy name) 
 
COM1 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Amendments to reflect SE Plan and SHMA.  

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy 
 
Policy 10 
Protecting and Enhancing 
Recreation and Community 
Uses  
(policy name) 
 
COM3 & COM5 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 
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(previous policy) 

Presentational/editorial change √ x Guidance, evidence. Although a number of significant 
changes have been made to content and format of this 
section the policy approach has not changed significantly.  
The key changes reflect the greater importance that 
guidance now places on infrastructure; the likely emergence 
of the Community Infrastructure Levy; and the emerging 
WBC Infrastructure Position Paper. 
 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 11 
New Infrastructure 
(policy name) 
 
COM3 & COM4 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x Guidance, evidence. Although a number of significant 
changes have been made to content and format of this 
section the policy approach has not changed significantly.  
The key changes reflect the greater importance that 
guidance now places on infrastructure; the likely emergence 
of the Community Infrastructure Levy; and the emerging 
WBC Infrastructure Position Paper. 
 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Policy 12 
Natural environment and 
landscape character 
(policy name) 
 
ENV1 and ENV 2 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Although some changes have been made to content and 
format of this section the policy approach has not changed 
significantly.  The changes reflect recent supporting 
evidence that has added to the policy content.  
 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 13 
Green Infrastructure 
(policy name) 
 
n/a new policy 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The policy is an additional policy that provides more detail 
into specific environmentally valued areas of the town that 
need protection against insensitive development.    

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 14 
Flood risk and water 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 
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management 
(policy name) 
 
ENV 4 
(previous policy) 

Presentational/editorial change x x The policy has been updated to take account of new 
planning guidance, primarily the EU Water Frame Directive, 
which places more emphasis on protecting inland waterways 
and using water resources more sustainably. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 15 
Design 
(policy name) 
 
ENV3  
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The policy has been updated to include new evidence 
(emerging Public Art Strategy) and Inspector’s comments.  

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 16 
Sustainable Construction 
(policy name) 
 
ENV5   
(previous policy)  

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change × × The changes have been to provide a clearer context for the 
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need for such a policy and the importance of meeting the 
national objectives to deal with climate change. They have 
also sought to incorporate the comments raised during the 
previous consultation. 
 

Change to policy or area  
 
 

× ×  

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 17 
Sustainable Energy 
(policy name) 
 
ENV6 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

      ×          × The changes to this policy have been essentially in 
presentation in light of previous consultation response and to 
recognise the need for further research that needs to be 
undertaken to give the supporting evidence to set locally 
specific targets. The overall approach will remain the same 
i.e. to set targets for developments to incorporate a level of 
renewable / low carbon energy. 
 

Change to policy or area  
 
 

     ×        ×   

 
Change to policy  
 
Policy 18 
Sustainable Travel  

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 
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(policy name) 
 
COM 6 
(previous policy) 

Presentational/editorial change x x Although some changes have been made to content 
and format of this section the policy approach has not 
changed significantly. Changes have now taken 
account of the joint policy approach between the 
Borough Council and the County Council. 
 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Deleted policy 
 
Change to policy  
 
Previously Developed Land 
(policy name) 
 
REGEN 6 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x Separate policy deleted as not Worthing specific. Objective 
re PDL incorporated into the overall strategy. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
√  yes 
×  no 
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Table 1 Identifying significant changes to the Revised Core Strategy (continued) 
 
Change to policy  
 
West Durrington  
(policy name) 
 
West Durrington UDP12 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Aquarena  
(policy name) 
 
Aquarena & Building out to 
sea UDP8 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √   
 

x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 
 
 

Change to policy or area  x x The Building out to Sea part of this Area of Change 
has been deleted. This is due to the fact that this is a 
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longer term vision that requires substantial 
infrastructure investment and will be reviewed in 
future. The Sustainability Appraisal for the Aquarena 
is still valid. 

 

Change to policy  
 
The Warren, Hill Barn Lane  
(policy name) 
 
n/a (new site) 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

New site x x The development principles for this area of change have 
come about due to the marketing of the site and intention 
of the current occupier to vacate. As an important 
employment site, it is important that the development 
principles are established in the Core Strategy. 

Change to policy or area  √   √    

 
Change to policy  
 
Grafton Site 
(policy name) 
 
Grafton site, Lido and 
Montague Street UDP6 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, as 
included in the 2006 Unlocking Development Potential 
document, have been incorporated into the Core Strategy 
following new requirements for Core Strategies to include 
sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Teville Gate 
(policy name) 
 
Station Gateway incl Teville 
Gate 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, as 
included in the 2006 Unlocking Development Potential 
document, have been incorporated into the Core Strategy 
following new requirements for Core Strategies to include 
sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Union Place South 
(policy name) 
 
Union Place South & 
Guildbourne Centre UDP3 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, as 
included in the 2006 Unlocking Development Potential 
document, have been incorporated into the Core Strategy 
following new requirements for Core Strategies to include 
sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Northbrook College, 
Durrington Campus 
(policy name) 
 
Littlehampton Road (West) 
UDP17 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x The north-west corner of the site has been given 
planning permission (St Barnabus hospice) and is no 
longer included.  

 
Change to policy  
 
British Gas Site 
(policy name) 
 
British Gas Site UDP9 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Newland Street Superstore 
Site 
(policy name) 
 
Co-op Site UDP2 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Marine Parade: Stagecoach 
Site 
(policy name) 
 
Marine Parade Stagecoach 
Site UDP7 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Decoy Farm 
(policy name) 
 
Decoy Farm UDP21 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change x x The development principles for the areas of change, 
as included in the 2006 Unlocking Development 
Potential document, have been incorporated into the 
Core Strategy following new requirements for Core 
Strategies to include sites. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Land Adjacent to Martletts 
Way 
(policy name) 
 
Land Adjacent to Martletts 
Way UDP19 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change       x            x The site comprises two sites originally considered in 
the Unlocking Development Document However, the 
development principles for the areas of change, as 
included in the 2006 UDP document, have been 
incorporated into the Core Strategy following new 
requirements for Core Strategies to include sites. It is 
considered that incorporating the sites under one 
allocation will help with delivery. 

Change to policy or area       √           x  
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Change to policy  
 
Caravan Club Site – Titnore 
Way 
(policy name) 
 
New site 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
New site 

x x Site with development potential being included within 
consultation document for the first time.  Depending 
on consultation responses the site may be included 
as a contingency within any future Submission CS. 

Change to policy or area  √ √  

 
√  yes 
×  no 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Deleted sites 
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Change to policy  
 
Union Place North  
 (policy name) 
 
UDP4 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been deleted due to the redevelopment 
with retirement houses. 

Change to policy or area  x x  

 
Change to policy  
 
Cultural and Civic Hub  
(policy name) 
 
UDP5 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been deleted due to the main uses and 
deliverability issues.  

Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Land East of Juno Close   
(policy name) 
 
UDP10 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

√ x  
This site has been combined with another allocation  
and together they are known as ‘Land adjacent to 
Martletts Way’ . This has been done to deal with the 
issues of access in a more coherent way and to 
assist with the delivery of the whole site. 
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Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Seaplace Eirene Road  
(policy name) 
 
UDP11 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been given planning permission and is 
no longer included.   

Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Northbrook College 
Broadwater Campus  
(policy name) 
 
UDP13 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been given planning permission and is 
no longer included.   

Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Worthing Hospital  
(policy name) 
 
UDP14 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x The focus for this site is on enhancing existing 
hospital presence, not suitable for alternative uses.  

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
West Park 
(policy name) 
 
UDP15 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been deleted as the new pool will be 
located at the Aquarena. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Worthing College 
(policy name) 
 
UDP16 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been given planning permission and is 
no longer included.   

Change to policy or area  x x  
 
Change to policy  
 
Liverpool Road  
(policy name) 
 
UDP18 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x The outcome of further employment research is 
awaited to reconsider the future role of this site and 
its role in the overall provision of employment 
floorspace. 

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Change to policy  
 
Land north of Littlehampton 
Road (off Yeomans Way) 
(policy name) 
 
UDP20 
(previous policy) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, 
evidence, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change 
 
 

x x This site has been developed for business use and is 
occupied.  

Change to policy or area  x x  
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Table 1 Identifying significant changes to the Revised Core Strategy (continued) 
 
Change to Chapter (1) 
 
Introduction 
 
(previous chapters 1 and 2 part) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Change to policy or area  x x To add clarity, significant changes have been made to this 
chapter which now combines many elements of chapter 1 
and 2 of the 2007 version.  The changes respond to 
changes in guidance and best practice and reflect a change 
in format rather than a change in the ‘strategy’.   
 

 
Change to Chapter (2) 
 
Characteristics of the 
Borough 
 
 (previous chapters 1 - part) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Change to policy or area  x x Strategy document.  Reference now made to the proposed 
National Park but no significant changes have been made 
that would warrant a reassessment through the 
Sustainability Appraisal. 
 

 
 

Change to Chapter (3)  
 
Issues and Challenges 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 
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(previous chapter 1 - part) 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments, best practice 

Change to policy or area  x x Significant changes have been made to this section – 
these have been made to improve clarity and improve 
the relationship between the issues and challenges, the 
preceding chapters and the strategic objectives that 
follow.  However, these are formatting changes rather 
than significant changes to the approach / delivery 
strategy. 
 

 
Change to Chapter (4) 
 
Vision and Strategic 
objectives 
 
 (previous Chapter 4) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments, best practice 

Change to policy or area  x x Changes have been made to this section – these have been 
made to improve clarity.  Furthermore, greater emphasis is 
not place on this expanded section so that it provides the 
central link to all that precedes it (context) and all that 
follows (delivery and implementation).  However, these are 
formatting changes rather than significant changes to the 
approach / delivery strategy 

 
Change to Chapter (5) 
 
The Spatial Strategy 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

29  



 

 
(previous chapter 4) 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Change to policy or area  x x Significant changes have been made to this section – these 
have been made to improve clarity and improve the 
relationship between the spatial strategy and the strategic 
objectives.  Previous references to zones such as the ‘urban 
core’, urban area’ etc have been removed as these were 
considered to be somewhat confusing.  One strategic 
allocation and identified ‘areas of change’ are now included.  
The vast majority of these development opportunities have 
already been assessed through previous Sustainability 
Appraisals (CS / UDP). 
 

 
Change to Chapter 9  
 
Implementation 
(previous title – Appendix i) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Change to policy or area  x x ‘Implementation’ was previously included within the 
appendices of the 2007 Core Strategy.  Since that time, 
much greater emphasis has been placed on this element 
and it should now form a fundamental element of the Core 
Strategy.  As such, a detailed review of ‘implementation’, a 
contingency approach and an associated risk analysis will 
be included within the Submission document.  The Revised 
Core Strategy document (June 2009) summarises these 
elements and set out the framework that will be expanded 
within the subsequent revision.  Despite significant changes 
in content and format from the 2007 version the approach 
remains broadly similar.  Sites and the approach to housing 
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delivery that are likely to be included within the Contingency 
approach have already been (or will be) the subject of 
individual assessment through the Sustainability Appraisal. 
 

 
Change to Chapter 10 
 
Monitoring 
(previous title – Appendix i) 

Significant Require 
Sustainability 
Appraisal? 

Change made in light of SA, consultation, evidence, 
guidance, inspector’s comments 

Presentational/editorial change √ x consultation, guidance, inspector’s comments 

Change to policy or area  x x ‘Monitoring’ was previously included within the appendices 
of the 2007 Core Strategy.  Since that time, much greater 
emphasis has been placed on this element and it should 
now form a fundamental element of the Core Strategy.  As 
such, a detailed review of ‘monitoring’ processes and 
methods will be included within the Submission document.  
The Revised Core Strategy document (June 2009) 
summarises these elements and set out the framework that 
will be expanded within the subsequent revision.  Despite 
significant changes in content and format from the 2007 
version the approach remains broadly similar. 
 

 

 
 
 



 

 
Appendix 1 
 
Equalities Impact Assessment 
 
Why does an Equalities Impact Assessment have to be carried out? 
 

An Equalities Impact Assessment (EqIA) will be produced for the next stage of 
the Core Strategy process. The Borough Council will follow the process as 
recommended by the Improvement and Development Agency for Local 
Government. At the end of the process there will be a summary report 
published to let people know the outcome of the assessment. On the whole, 
EqIAs should make sure that equality is placed at the centre of policy 
development and review, as well as service delivery. 

The Borough Council must conduct impact assessments as soon as a 
relevant new policy, function or service is considered. It should be an integral 
part of policy development. The EqIA process is not just a legal requirement 
under a number of acts including the Race Relations [Amendment] Act 2000. 
It actually helps to improve policies, strategies, procedures, functions, 
projects, reviews and organisational change for the whole community and not 
just minority groups.  

The equalities impact assessment process focuses on: 

• Initial screening – a process which identifies whether a full EqIA is 
required   

• Scoping and defining – deciding who should be involved in the process 
• Information gathering – what are the different communities in Worthing 
• Making a judgement – policies are then assessed against the groups 

identified to see if they adversely impact upon a particular group and 
therefore a full assessment is required. 

• Action planning – what actions need to be taken if any 
• Publication and review- publish the report  

Equalities impact assessments can achieve the following:  

• increased participation with customers and therefore more 
transparency in relation to policy and service development   

• changes to the culture of public decision making  
• a more proactive approach to the promotion of equality, at the heart of 

public policy 

 

 

How has the issue of equalities been addressed until now? 
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The Borough Council has not previously carried out a formal Equalities Impact 
Assessment but this does not mean that the issue of equalities has not been a 
fundamental element of the planning policy making process. The following 
paragraphs will highlight how the issue of equalities has been considered in 
the plan making process to date. 

Evidence gathering is a key element in the policy making process: it helps to 
identify the key issues and challenges faced by an area and gives information 
about the character of the population that any polices and strategies are 
aimed at.  

Part of the Local Development Framework process involved the preparation of 
the Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) adopted in October 2006. The 
SCI sets out the Borough Council’s strategy for involving the community in the 
planning process. It also establishes who the community is in Worthing and 
how that community will be involved in the planning process. 

The SCI considers how to involve the whole community and recognises that 
this is a difficult task and also that there are certain groups that are even 
harder to reach. The following groups have been identified as harder to reach 
groups: 

• People from Black, Minority and Ethnic Group 
• Faith Groups 
• Gypsies and travellers 
• Disabled people (physical or mental) 
• Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual &Transgender (LGBT) Groups 
• Younger and some older people 
• Asylum seekers and refugees 
• Homeless people 
• Lone parents 
• Carers 
• People living in areas of deprivation or on low incomes 
• People with low literacy levels. 

This is not an exclusive list of harder to reach groups. Fundamentally harder 
to reach groups are made up of individuals who may not have anything in 
common with others identified under this heading and may require dedicated 
approaches to consultation. 

The Statement of Community Involvement then goes on to set out when and 
how consultation will take place. In terms of the Core Strategy Development 
Plan Document (DPD) there have been a number of consultation 
opportunities: 

• Issues and Options – November 2005 
• Preferred Options Core Strategy - September 2006 
• Preferred Options Unlocking Development Potential - September 2006 
• Core Strategy Submission DPD - October 2007 
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Community engagement has been facilitated by a variety of methods including 
the distribution of letters, consultation documents, radio, public exhibitions, 
newspaper articles, workshops, and meetings with key stakeholders and 
community groups including local resident groups. 

Various organisations have been consulted through the development of the 
Core Strategy representing a diverse range of groups within the Borough. 
Many of the organisations and groups consulted represent those from the 
‘harder to reach’ groups identified in the SCI. 

 
Worthing Core Strategy  
 
The next stage of the Core Strategy process will involve a formal Equalities 
Impact Assessment. However, it is considered appropriate at this stage to 
indicate what that process will be. To do this a few policies from the Revised 
Core Strategy June 2009have been considered in more detail in terms of their 
potential impact on the groups identified. 
 
The policies in the Core Strategy have been developed in partnership with a 
number of consultees and key stakeholders through consultation exercises 
and continued community involvement. They have considered equality from 
the outset. It is expected that the majority of the policies contained within the 
Core Strategy are likely to have an indirect - positive impact on certain groups. 
However, there are other policies that may have a direct – positive impact on 
certain groups with the potential to ‘exclude’ other groups from the likely 
benefit of these policies. 
 
Below is an example of a policy that has the potential to have an impact on a 
number of identified groups.  
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Policy 9 Affordable Housing  
 
The need for affordable housing has been addressed in Policy 9 ‘Affordable 
Housing’. This policy is likely to have a direct –positive impact on certain 
groups including those on low incomes, younger people and disabled people. 
It is considered that a specific policy is required to meet the housing needs of 
those on low incomes and others i.e. newly forming households, as their 
housing needs are not being met by the general housing market.  
 
The Borough Council’s approach to seeking an increase in affordable housing 
is supported by Government guidance which states that based on Housing 
Market Assessments, local planning authorities should set out the range of 
circumstances in which affordable housing will be required. This policy is 
considered to be one that has wider and longer term benefits such as 
reducing overcrowding in homes where newly forming households are unable 
to access the general housing market and supporting local people in making 
their first step onto the housing ladder. 
 
Other examples of policies that demonstrate how the issue of equalities has 
been considered are the ‘Getting the right mix of Homes’ Policy 7 and ‘Retail’ 
Policy 5 
 
The Mix of Homes policy acknowledges the need both for smaller dwellings 
(flats) and family houses thereby addressing the needs of different parts of the 
community.   
 
The Retail policy includes wording such as: “encouraging convenient and 
accessible district, neighbourhood and local shopping facilities to meet day to 
day needs of residents, and contribute to social inclusion”. Another part of the 
Retail policy states “ensuring shopping facilities are accessible by a range of 
means including car, walking, cycling and public transport”. These are two 
examples where social inclusion and access for all have specifically been 
included in the policy to address equality.  
 
The final Equalities Impact Assessment report will set out how the Core 
Strategy has been assessed and the outcome of such an assessment and 
whether any action needs to be taken to deal with any specific issues that 
may arise. 
 
 
 
 
 

35  


	 Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report April 2010
	Submission CS SA Apr 2010.pdf
	Submission Core Strategy 
	Publication Version (Reg 27) 
	Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report
	June 2009 & April 2010


