HAVANT BOROUGH COUNCIL

CORE STRATEGY

OPINION

1.
I am instructed to advise Havant Borough Council (“the Council”) on the implications for its Core Strategy of the recent government pronouncements and, in particular, the Secretary of State’s letter dated 6th July, 2010. In that letter he announced that the South East Plan (and all Regional Spatial Strategies) was being revoked “with immediate effect”. The Council has submitted its Core Strategy for examination and the preliminary meeting is due to be held this afternoon. This Opinion confirms advice given by exchange of email last week.

2.
The Council’s Core Strategy is based upon housing provision of 6,300, the figure in the now revoked South East Plan. The letter of 6th July makes it clear that local authorities are entitled to review the level of housing in their Core Strategies and may replace the current “Target” with a different, lower figure. It advises, however, that “any target selected may be tested during the examination process especially if challenged and authorities will need to be ready to defend them” (see paragraph 12 of the Guidance issued with the letter).
3.
My instructions are that the Council’s planning officers do not have any robust alternative figures which could be put forward. Indeed, the Council did not object to the figure of 6,300 when it was proposed in the South East Plan following public consultation. In these circumstances it would not be possible to amend the Core Strategy to show a lower housing target even were members minded to do so. I understand in fact that there may be little if any desire to do so in any event, given the stage which has now been reached.

4.
The Guidance also makes it clear that authorities may reconsider their proposed policies in relation to sites for gypsies and travellers (see paragraph 14). In the Council’s Core Strategy, however, the relevant policy (CS9) merely seeks to “ensure suitable provision and protection” of such sites and contemplates a further DPD allocating such sites. Whilst it is clear that the Council will at that later stage have to take into account the conclusion of the most up to date GTAA, policy CS9 does not commit to any particular level of provision. Furthermore, paragraph 14 promises further “guidance … in due course”, together with a review of the regulations. It would clearly be prudent to defer any work on that new DPD until that further guidance has been issued in final form. There is no need, therefore, to amend policy CS9 on this matter.

5.
It follows that in my opinion the Council has no legitimate basis on which to seek to change the policies in the Core Strategy either in relation to overall housing provision or in relation to provision for gypsies and travellers. The Core Strategy should not be withdrawn and the examination should therefore proceed.
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