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1. Representations 

I have received copies of the representations and these will also need 
to be displayed on the Council’s web site in an electronic form.  The 
Council has to decide whether the representations are “duly-made”, 
and also has to decide whether to accept late representations.  Late 
representations which are not formally accepted by the Council are 
not forwarded to the Secretary of State and the Inspector does not 
consider them.  Please note that I have no discretion to accept late 
representations.   

 
Has the Council received any late representations and have 
any been or not been accepted?  
 
All representations are available to view on the Council’s 
website – www.worthing.gov.uk/goto/corestrategylatest .  In 
addition, the Programme Officer has been supplied with a full 
(hard copy) set of all representations submitted.  All the 
representations have been ‘duly made’ There were no late 
representations. 
 
 

2. Council responses to representations   
The Council does not have to formally respond to the 
representations, but if it does the responses should be publicised and 
included on the database.  As I said in my Preliminary Note to the 
Council I have seen no response to CS29, CS30 or CS34.  

 
Does the Council intend to produce a response to the points 
raised in the representations and does it intend to circulate all 
of its responses to representors, and if so, what is the likely 
timetable? 
 
At this stage the Council does not intend to respond in full to 
all representations made and therefore will not be circulating 
individual responses to each respondent.  The ‘Schedule of 
Objections and Suggested Amendments’ submitted alongside 
the Core Strategy was not intended to provide a 
comprehensive response to all comments submitted but was 
instead intended to provide an early indication as to how 
some comments could be addressed.  Where the Council 
agrees in part, or fully, with a suggested amendment these 
have now been included within a schedule of suggested minor 
Amendments (see response 3 below). 
 
It is considered that, where relevant, a number of comments 
and areas of concern (including those listed above) may be 
better addressed within Matters raised and dealt with during 
the Examination process.  
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3. Proposed changes to the submitted DPD  

Proposed changes to the DPD post-submission are not encouraged, 
since all changes (both major and minor) to the published Core 
Strategy should have been made before submitting it to the 
Secretary of State.  I am aware of the Schedule of Changes which 
have yet to be endorsed by the Members. Once this has happened it 
would be useful to have a track-changed version of the published 
Core Strategy if this is possible.   

 
Did the Council formally publicise and invite representations 
on the Schedule of Changes, and was any further work on 
Sustainability Appraisal needed as a result of these changes?  
Does the Council envisage wishing to make any further 
changes to the submitted Core Strategy, and if so, what is the 
timetable for producing such minor changes?  Does the 
Council envisage any major changes to the submitted Core 
Strategy, which might require further public consultation and 
further work on the Sustainability Appraisal? 
 
When the Council submitted the Core Strategy and associated 
documents, officers provided the Inspector with a schedule of 
suggested minor amendments.  These have been put to the 
Inspector for her consideration either to update elements of 
the document or to respond to comments submitted to the 
Council during the consultation period.  The document 
therefore provides an early understanding as to how the Core 
Strategy could be amended and improved and also how some 
of the concerns that had been raised could be addressed. The 
schedule has now been endorsed by Cllr Bryan Turner 
(Cabinet Member Regeneration) and circulated to all other 
Worthing Councillors.  It has also been added to the Council’s 
website. 
 
It should be reiterated that the schedule of changes are 
relatively minor and they do not alter the overarching 
principles and development strategy already agreed 
established within the Core Strategy.  As such, the Council did 
not formally publicise or invite representations on the 
Schedule of Changes and there is no need for further work on 
the Sustainability Appraisal. The Council believes that there 
are no major changes necessary in the submitted Core 
Strategy. This is however, without prejudice and is a view 
taken outside of the formal public examination process. 
           

 
4. Self-Assessment of Soundness  

I note that the Council has undertaken a Self-Assessment of 
Soundness of the Core Strategy.  

 
Is there any Legal Compliance Self Assessment?   
Is the Council content that the submitted Core Strategy is 
both legally compliant and sound? 
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The Council is content that the Core Strategy is both legally 
compliant and sound.   
 
A Legal Compliance Self Assessment has not been completed 
and officers were not aware that this was a formal 
requirement.  However, the Council did complete and submit a 
very thorough Self Assessment of Soundness which addresses 
many compliance issues.  Despite this, officers would be 
happy to complete a Legal Compliance Self Assessment if the 
Inspector feels it is required. 
 
 

5. Meetings with Representors  
 
Does the Council intend to have meetings with any 
representors with a view to resolving key areas of dispute and 
disagreement, and if so, what is the timetable for such 
meetings? 
 
The Council does not intend to hold any meetings relating 
specifically to the Examination with representors before the 
Preliminary Hearing. It is felt that there are no major areas of 
dispute that would be resolved by meetings outside of the 
agreed statutory procedures.   
 
However, it should be noted that meetings have been held and 
will continue to be held, with promoters/developers of sites 
that have been identified/allocated within the Core Strategy 
(e.g. West Durrington, Teville Gate, Union Place, Aquarena, 
the Warren etc).  These ‘site meetings’ have been held in 
order to help progress their development which in turn will 
help to provide greater delivery certainty. 
 

 
6. Appropriate Assessment under the Habitat Regulations  

I note that an Appropriate Assessment/ Habitats Regulations 
Assessment Screening Report has been produced.   

 
Can the Council confirm that there are no outstanding issues 
relating to these reports raised by relevant bodies, 
particularly Natural England? 
 
The approach for the screening of the Appropriate Assessment 
was based on advice obtained from the Natural England 
Sussex Area Team.  

 
The Core Strategy focuses the majority of new development in 
the existing urban area. There are no European sites within 
the plan area/borough boundary. There are two sites, the 
Duncton and Bignor Escarpment SAC and the Arun Valley SPA 
within a 15 km radius of Worthing Borough boundary. The 
SAC is 13.9km from Worthing and the SPA 8.75km. The 
conclusion of the Screening Report was that no further 
Appropriate Assessment of the plan options in Habitats terms 
were necessary as the effects were screened out. 
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In terms of Worthing’s spatial planning approach, it is 
considered that the development is in locations that will not 
affect the integrity of European sites. 
 
Natural England did not raise any outstanding issues during 
the consultation stages. 

 
  

7. Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
I note that a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment has been completed as 
part of the evidence base.    

 
Can the Council confirm that there are no outstanding issues 
relating to this work, and that the approach has been agreed 
with the Environment Agency? 
 
 
The Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) was 
commissioned in partnership with the neighbouring authority 
- Adur District Council.  It was also progressed in co-operation 
with the Environment Agency.  
 
The SFRA was developed with reference to Planning Policy 
Statement 25 (PPS25): Development and flood risk, and 
additional guidance provided by the Environment Agency. 
 
There are no outstanding issues from this work.  The 
Environment Agency was consulted fully in the SFRA’s 
development and reference was made to it in the Core 
Strategy. The Environment Agency were supportive of the 
aims, objectives and policies set out in the Core Strategy. 
 
 

8. Core Evidence base  
I have received the Submission Documents and Evidence-based 
Documents.   

 
Is any other substantial work/reports likely to be undertaken 
for the examination? 
 
Since the Submission of the documents the Council has 
published a Revised Local Development Scheme (July 2010) - 
this has been supplied to the Inspector.   
 
Work is currently being undertaken to make minor revisions 
to the Draft Infrastructure Delivery Plan.  The revised 
document will be considered by the LDF Members Working 
Group in early September and it is expected that it will then 
be published and placed on the Council’s website.  The 
Inspector will be supplied with a copy as soon as it is 
available. 
 
There is no other substantial work/reports to be undertaken 
for the examination.   
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9. Hearings 
The guidance notes that I have already produced prior to the PHM 
outlined the nature of the Hearing sessions.  Only those representors 
who seek some change to the plan can request an oral hearing.  The 
hearing sessions are similar to an EiP into a Structure Plan.  There is 
no formal presentation of evidence or cross-examination.  Rather the 
procedure is an inquisitorial process where I shall ask questions 
based on the Matters & Issues identified for Examination.  The 
Council will need to nominate lead officers to address each topic.  
There is no need for any legal representation, but lawyers are 
welcome as a member of the team.   

 
Has the Council decided whether they will be legally 
represented at the hearings? 
 
At this stage it is not expected that the Council will be legally 
represented at the hearings. 
   
 

10. Guidance  
The Council should be fully aware of the published guidance in PPS12 
(2008) and on the PAS web-site.  PINS has also produced two 
important guidance notes, which the Council should be aware of since 
these set out advice on the nature and process of examining DPDs 
under the new LDF regulations.   

 
Can the Council confirm that it is fully aware of this guidance? 
 
The Council is fully aware of the PINS Guidance and has been 
stringent in following the guidelines set out within it. 
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