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TOPIC PAPER 3 – Flood Risk & Sustainable Water Management 
 

Total number of respondents 6 
 

Typical Comments: 
 
• Policy only reflects national policy and does not reflect local challenges 
• Specific reference needed for compliance with the Water Frame Directive and the Draft 

River Basin Management Plan 
• Clarity needed on the difference between water quality and flood risk in terms of policy 

content 
 
Additional detailed points / questions 
 
• Has it been proved that flood risk is caused by climate change? 
• Reference needed to the sustainability of flood protection measures such as SUDS 
• Specific comments raised on the site allocations in terms of water quality and flood risk. 
• More detail required in the strategic objectives. 
 
Officer comments: 
 
General Comments 
 
A meeting has been arranged with the Environment Agency to discuss in more detail the most 
salient points arising from the consultation. They are the key stakeholder in the areas of flood 
risk and water management and detailed discussions with them will clarify any issues raised in 
the Core Strategy consultation 
 
The Core Strategy should not repeat national policy and consequently the supporting text need 
not repeat the conditions and requirements of national policy. The level of detail set out by the 
Environment Agency is important in terms of setting out the importance of mitigation against 
flood risk and maintaining and improving local water quality. It is worthwhile to make clear 
references to the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment, the Water Frame Directive and the River 
Basin Management Plan in the Core Strategy. However, the amount of detail in the supporting 
documentation should not be too detailed. Policy should be based on the accepted recognition 
and adherence to national and regional policy. Hence, the finer details contained in such 
documentation have been taken into account during the Core Strategy formulation. 
 
The relationship between flooding and climate change is not a matter that can be addressed 
through the Core Strategy. 
 
The Core Strategy does adhere to the principle of flood protection and mitigation measures but 
does not provide detail in the policy as this is already contained in national and regional 
guidance. 
 
Core Policy 
 
The policy will be examined in order to assess whether it is feasible to integrate references to 
flood risk and water quality or to divide the policy context into flood risk and water quality and 
hence incorporate two policies. 
 
Area of Change Sites 
 
All of the Area of Change sites in the Core Strategy,(apart from West Durrington, which is an 
allocated site) are identified strategic sites which are likely to provide the most appropriate  
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areas to enable the regeneration principles and strategic objectives of the Core Strategy to be 
delivered. 
 
The delivery timescales will cover the period to 2026 and are, therefore, longer-term in nature 
with respect to the overall delivery of the sites. There is also a certain amount of uncertainty in 
the short to medium term as regards delivery, but key development principles have been set  
out for all the Areas of Change. However, when development of the sites approaches reality 
then the issues of assessing flood risk via sequential testing, the issues associated with  
surface water run off, buffering, aquifers and watercourses will be addressed in more detail. 
 
Strategic Objectives 
 
The strategic objectives are by nature strategic and contain limited detail. They provide high 
level aims that will contribute towards the delivery of the spatial vision for Worthing. The  
policies and supporting detail set out in the Core Strategy are closely linked to the strategic 
objectives and it is there where further detail and information will be found. Providing too much 
finer detail in the strategic objectives would diminish their strategic nature.  
 

 


