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1. Introduction

1.1 Thisstatementoutlines and describes the approach taken by Sunderland City Council (the
Council) regarding environmental and sustainability considerations and the views of consultees,
when preparing the Core Strategy and Development Plan (the Plan). This statementis the final
output of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and itsincorporated Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA) process.

1.2 Regulation 16 (4) of the SEA Regulations, identifies that a statement must be produced
summarising;

e How environmental considerations have beenintegrated in to the plan or programme;
e How the environmental report has been taken into account;
e How opinionsexpressedinresponse to:
o Theinvitationreferredtoinregulation 13(2)(d);
o Actiontaken bythe responsible authority in accordance with regulation 13(4)
e How theresults of any consultations entered into underregulation 14(4) have been
takenintoaccount;
e Thereasonsfor choosingthe plan or programme as adopted, in length of the other
reasonable alternatives dealt with; and
e The measuresthatare to be takento monitorthe significant environmental effects of
the implementation of the plan or programme.

1.3 Thisstatementaddresses and satisfies all points identified in Regulation 16 (4) of the SEA
Regulations and demonstrates compliance with SEA legislation.

2. Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment

2.1. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) is clearthat the planning system’s purpose it to
achieve sustainable development through the delivery of three cornerstones of planning;
economic, social and environmental opportunities. The SA process ensures thatthese three
cornerstones are continuallyassessed through the plan making process to ensure that
sustainable developmentis central to the development of plans.

2.2. The Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 sets out the legal
requirementforLocal Plansto be subjected to SA. Guidance stipulates that the SA must comply
with the requirements of the SEA Regulations which transpose the SEA Directive into UK law.

2.3. The SEA Directive is clear! that the aim of SEAis to provide a “high level of protection of the
environment and to contribute to the integration of environmental considerationsinto the
preparation and adoption of plans and programmes with a view to promoting sustainable
development”. Therefore, the SEA process ensures that environmental consequences have

L Articlel
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2.4.

2.5.

been properly, and fully assessed and environmental issues are integrated and assessed at the
earliestopportunity inthe plan making process.?

The SEA and SA processes can be undertaken togetherasa combined process, one whichis

advocatedin National Planning Practice Guidance?, which recommends SA and SEA be

undertaken asa combined process to assess social, economicand environmental effects, in

accordance with the following legislative requirements:

e Planningand Compulsory Purchase Act 2004;

e Townand Country Planning(Local Planning) (England) Regulation 2012;

e EU Directive 201/42/EC (SEA Directive);

e The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 (SEA
Regulations); and

e National Planning Policy Framework 2012* (Paragraph 165).

For the purpose of this statement, the integrated appraisal approach will be hereafterreferred
to as the Sustainability Appraisal (SA).

3. Core Strategy and Development Plan (2015-2033)

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

The Core Strategy and Development Plan (CSDP), hereafterreferred to asthe Plan, sets out the
overarchingstrategy, strategic policies and strategicallocations and designations for the future
change and growth of Sunderland. The Plan alsoincludes local policies for development
management purposes. The Plan covers the development period from 2015 to 2033 and applies
to all land within Sunderland’s administrative boundary.

The preparation of the Plan has largely taken place overthe last fouryears, with some work
preceding this period. Throughout the process the Council has cooperated with neighbouring
authorities and statutory stakeholders regarding cross boundary issues and strategic matters, in
accordance with the legal obligations of the Duty to Cooperate.

The development of the Plan was an iterative process with various stages of consultation. All
commentstothe Plan were considered at each stage of consultation. The stages of
development of the Plan are identified below.

Stages 1-3: The first formal stage of preparing the Plan began with the identification of initial
Issuesand Options forthe City. Publicconsultation on these took place in late 2005 and this was
used to inform and prepare the subsequent Core Strategy Preferred Options draft.

Stages 4 and 5: Due to changesinlegislation on plan-making and emerging local circumstances
(the adoption of the RSS, new evidence on housingand employment needs), and to ensure that

2

3 National Planning Practice Guidance: Strategic Environmental Assessment and Sustainability Appraisal
4 The Core Strategy was submitted duringthe transitional arrangements set out within Paragraph 214 of the
NPPF 2019, therefore itwas prepared and assessed againstthe2012 Framework.



Sunderland Core Strategy and Development Plan 2015-2033 Sustainability Appraisal: Post Adoption
Statement

3.6.

3.7.

3.8.

3.9.

3.10.

3.11.

the Core Strategy wasfounded on strongand sustainable development principles, it was
deemed necessary to give further consideration to how the city might develop spatially. In
particular, consideration needed to be given to the different ways that housing and
employment mightfeature in Sunderland and the implications of these forfuture development
patterns.

The Alternative Approaches document (September 2009) set out four different strategic options
for the growth of the City overthe next 20+ years. The approaches were based upon previous
Core Strategy consultation feedback, the policies of the adopted UDP Alteration for Central
Sunderland, the city’s Economic Masterplan and the principles of the (now revoked) Regional
Spatial Strategy (RSS).

Following consultation on the Alternative Approaches document, in August 2013 the Council
published its Draft Core Strategy and Development Management Policies plan for consultation.
Thisset outthe levels of growth being planned for within the city, which were based on the
Alternative Approaches consultation and alsoincluded anumber of detailed Development
Management policies.

Stages 6 to 8: Although work on the Plan commenced as early as 2005, the Council decided to
rebase the Plan with a start date of 2015, to take account of the passage of time, updated
evidence and changesto Government guidance. A Local Plan SA & SEA Scoping Report was
collatedin 2015 to inform this process.

As required by the relevantregulatory requirements, Local Plan SA & SEA Scoping Report set
out the methodology which underpins the SA of the Core Strategy and Development Plan. The
main output was the production of a SA Framework, which comprised of asuite of 15
Sustainability Appraisal Objectives (SA Objectives) relevant to the Sunderland area which may
affect (orbe affected by) the Plan. These SA Objectives were accompanied by aset of guide
guestionstoinform the assessment of the Plan components and any identified reasonable
alternatives. This SA Framework was subsequently tweaked in response to feedback from
consultees, butit was not deemed necessary to make any substantive changes that would
affect the SA methodology or conclusions.

Following the Scoping Report, aSA and SEA was undertaken onthe Growth Options
consultation document which outlined conceptual growth options (Baseline, Medium Growth
and High Growth) and associated spatial strategy variants which could underpin the emerging
Sunderland CSDP. The associated SA Report examined the relative sustainability implications of
these growth options and spatial strategies. Following a consultation, the High Growth option
was selected by the Council to underpinthe emerging Plan, although significant changesin the
evidence base meantthatalowerquantum of development would be required withinthe area
to implementthis option.

In May 2016, the Council published its Growth Options for consultation, which set outthree
alternative growth scenarios for the city overthe revised plan period based on new evidence.
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3.12. Followingconsultation on the Growth Options, the Council published its Draft Core Strategy
and Development Plan for consultationin August 2017. This set out the proposed spatial
strategy for the city, includinganumber of strategicsite allocations. The draft plan also
included detailed Development Management policies. The Draft Plan was supported by a draft
SA (including SEA) reportin 2017 which tookinto consideration the outcomes of the Growth
Options consultation and the SA.

3.13. The Draft SA Report(2017) identified, assessed and evaluated the likely significant effects of
all substantive components of the Draft Plan. No significant adverse effects were predicted to
arise, butthe SA Reportstill identified anumber of weaknesses within the emerging planand
therefore proposed a suite of mitigation and enhancement recommendations to address
identified uncertainties and improve its sustainability performance. These recommendations
were considered by the Council through the subsequent preparation of the Publication Draft
Sunderland CSDP and improvements incorporated where possible.

3.14. The Council publishedits Publication Draft Core Strategy and Development, along with a
revised SAreportinJune 2018 for a last round of consultation priorto submission.

3.15. Following Council approval in November 2018, the Publication Draft Core and Development
Plan (including minor modifications) was submitted to the Secretary of State for Examination on
21 December2018. Followingthe examination hearings which were held in May 2019 and June
2019, the Inspectorrecommended a number of Main Modification tothe P ublication Draft Plan
that he considered necessary to make it sound.

3.16. Inlightof the Main Modifications, a SA Addendum that considered the Main Modifications
was produced. The Council undertook consultation on the Main Modifications and
accompanying SA Addendum between 13 September 2019 — 25 October 2019.

3.17. Followingconsideration of the consultation comments to the Main Modifications
consultation, the Inspectorissued his report dated 7January 2020 that found the CSDP to meet
therequirements and criteriaforsoundness set outinthe NPPF. The CSDP was then
subsequently adopted by the Council on 30 January 2020.

4. How environmental considerations have been integrated into
the plan or programme?

4.1. Thissectionaddresses how the environmental and sustainability considerations have been
integrated intothe Plan and SA process.

Environmental and Sustainability Consideration in the Plan

4.2. The Planis based uponthe key principle of sustainable developmentand its three dimensions
of social, economicand environmental sustainability, as set outinthe NPPF 2012.
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An economicrole - contributing to building a strong, responsiveand competitive economy, by
ensuring that sufficientland of the right type is available in the right places and at the right time
to support growth and innovation; and by identifying and coordinating develo pment
requirements, including the provision of infrastructure;

A social role - supporting strong, vibrantand healthy communities, by providing the supply of
housingrequiredto meetthe needs of present and future generations; and by creatinga high
quality builtenvironment, with accessible local services that reflect the community’s needs and
supportits health, social and cultural well-being; and

An environmental role - contributing to protecting and enhancing our natural, builtand historic
environment; and, as part of this, helpingtoimprove biodiversity, use natural resources
prudently, minimise waste and pollution, and mitigate and adapt to climate change including
movingtoa low carbon economy.

4.3. Thethree key dimensions of sustainable development have been integral to the key decisions
and direction of the Plan and its evolution. The dimensions of sustainable development are
interdependentand have been pursued in mutually supportive ways so that opportunities to
secure net gains are possible, forall policies and objectives within the Plan. This has been
achievedthrough the preparation of acomprehensive and robust evidence base with
supporting technical assessments.

4.4, In regardto environmental considerations withinthe Plan, the Council prepared or
commissioned asuite of exacting evidence documents and technical assessments, including;
StrategicFlood Risk Assessments - Levels 1& 2, Transport Assessments—Initial Assessmentand
Addendums1& 2, GreenBeltReview and Assessments, Green Infrastructure Reportand
ecological appraisals. A Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA)> was also undertaken and
integrated into the SA process alongside continued and sustained engagement with statutory
stakeholders, consultees and the publicat each stage of the Plan’s evolution, alongside the
Plan’s full evidence base (including the SA) . All engagement and consultation was undertaken
inline withthe Council’s Statement of Community Involvement and met the Council’s Duty to
Cooperate requirement.

Environmental and Sustainability Considerations in the Sustainability Appraisal

4.5. The SA process considers the environmentaland sustainability issues arising from the Plan. This
isundertakenthrough an appraisal framework which underpins the assessment methodology
and comprises aseries of SA Objectives and guide questions (covering social, economicand

5> The process by which the effects of a plan or programme on European sites areassessed is known as ‘Habitat
Regulations Assessment’. Regulation 102 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as
amended) (the ‘HabitatRegulations’) requires that competent authorities assess the potential impacts of land
use plans onthe Natura 2000 network of European protected sites to determine whether there will beany
‘likely significant effects’ on any European site as a resultof implementing the plan either aloneor ‘in
combination’ with other plans or projects;andifso, whether these effects will resultinanyadverse effects on
that site’s integrity with reference to the site’s conservation objectives.
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4.6.

4.7.

4.8.

environmental issues)that help to measure the performance of the various components of the
CSDP.

The SA objectives and guide questions were developed using the review of previous versions of
the Plan, programmes and environmental objectives, the baselinedata, the keyissuesand
opportunities, and the outcomes of consultation on the SA Scoping Report. The SA Objectives
and guide questions are set outin chapter 5 withinthe SA Report 2018, to measure the
performance of the following:
e Visionand StrategicPriorities;
e Proposedstrategicsite allocations;

o Urban StrategicScale Sites

o Housing Growth Areas

o Keyand Primary Employment Areas

o TravellingShowpeople, Gypsies and Travellers (TSGT) Sites
e Proposed policies of the plan (including proposed strategicand subject policies).

As part of the appraisal process, the SA recommended mitigation measuresin orderto mitigate
potential adverse (negative) effects and to furtherincrease any potential positive beneficial
effects. The recommended mitigation measures were considered by the Council in developing
and refiningthe Plan and incorporated as appropriate into the Publication Draft Plan (see Table
4.2 of the SAreport 2018). The assessment of strategicsite allocations and theirreasonable
alternatives werealsoimportant considerations in determining the Council’s final site
allocations. Associated changes made to specific policies or allocations within the Planin
response to SA findings are identified in the Council’s Compliance Statement, in full.

The SA Addendum provided a proportionate SA screening to the Main Modifications and found
that all modifications would be acceptablein environmental and sustainability terms, including
inrelationto consequential effects onthe housing, employment and Green Belt strategies
which underpin the Plan. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures for further SA
consultation were deemed necessary.

5. How has the environmental report been taken into account?

5.1.

5.2.

The development of the Plan has been aniterative process. Consultants were commissioned to
undertake and prepare a SA at each stage of the Plan’s development. The Council’s Planning
Strategy team took onboard all findings and recommendations of the SA process and
incorporated theminto each stage of the Plan. Asupporting SAreport was published ateach
preparation stage of the Plan and was made available for consultation as set outin section 3 of
thisreport.

The SA Report (2018) submitted to the Secretary of State and the SA Addendum (2019) that
considered the Main Modifications, were reviewed by the Inspector as part of the CSDP
Examination process. The Inspector’s Final Report amended some of the Main Modifications,
with alterations to detailed wording or making consequential modifications to address
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consistency or provide clarity. The Inspector considered that these amendments did not
undermine the participatory processes and SA that had been undertaken.

6. How have opinions expressed in response to the consultation on

the SA reports been taken into account?

6.1. The Plan has been developed following consideration of consultation comments re ceived as
part of formal statutory consultation on the Plan and SA Report, in accordance with the SEA
Regulations. The following SA Reports were prepared and published for consultation at each of
the Plan’s key development stages:

e SA ScopingReport(2015)

e SAReportincluding SEA (2017)

e Draft Publication CSDP SA Reportincluding SEA (2018) — Submitted with Draft
Publication CSDP

e SA Addendum (2019) — Post Submission SA undertaken on Main Modifications

Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report 2015

6.2. To identify the scope of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA)forthe Plan, a draft SA Scoping Report
was prepared whichincluded areview of other plans and programmes, established the existing
baseline position, and set out the proposed SA Framework against which the Core Strategy
Vision, Objectives and Policies would be assessed. Following consultation on aninitial draft SA
Scoping Report forthe LDF Core Strategy during May-July 2009, a revised SA Scoping Report for
the Plan was published for consultation fora 5-week period between 23 Octoberand 27
November2015.

6.3. In addition to publishing a statutory notice inthe local press and making the draft SA Scoping
Reportavailable onthe Council’s website, the three statutory SA consultation bodies (Natural
England, HistoricEngland and the Environment Agency) weredirectly consulted by letter,
togetherwith anumber of other key stakeholders:

e adjacentlocal authorities

e Townand Parish Councils within and bounding the Sunderland City Councilarea
e Coal Authority

e HighwaysEngland

e Homesand Communities Agency (HCA)

e Marine Management Organisation (MMO)

e NetworkRail

e NHS Clinical Commissioning Groups (CCG)

e NorthumbriaPolice

e NorthEast Local Enterprise Partnership (NELEP)
e Telecommunications operators

e Utilitiescompanies

6.4. Consultationresponsestothe revised SA Scoping Report were received from Natural England,
the Environment Agency and Highways England. Theseled toamendmentsto the Report’s
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Appendix 2 (Plans, Policies and Programmes) and Appendix 3 (Baseline), with the SA Scoping
Reportsubsequently finalised in March 2016.

Sustainability Appraisal including Strategic Environmental Assessment Report (2017)
6.5. The firstiteration of the SA and SEA informing the Draft Plan, was preparedin 2017. The report
included areview of other plans and programmes, analysed the existing baseline position,
provided a predicted evolution of the baseline in the absence of the Plan and examined the

sustainability implications against the Plan’s Vision, Objectives and Policies.

6.6. The outcomes of the reportidentified nosignificantadverse effects were predicted to arise, but
the SA Reportidentified anumberof weaknesses withinthe emerging planand proposed a
suite of mitigation and enhancement recommendations to address identified uncertainties and
improve the Plan’s sustainability performance. Theserecommendations were considered by the
Council through the subsequent preparation of the Publication Draft Sunderland CSDP and
necessaryamendmentstothe Plan were made (see Table 4.2the SA report 2018).

6.7. The SA and SEA report was consulted upon alongside the Draft Core Strategy foran 8 week
period between 7 Augustand 2 October 2017. Of the representations received by the Council to
the SA and SEA report, there were no substantive matters of concern or queries thatrequired
specificattention. The only minor change made between the SA and SEA reports for the Draft
and Publication Draft CSDPs wasin response to the representations toimprove clarity.
Consequently, the final Guide Questionin relationto SA Objective 1 — Biodiversity &
Geodiversity withinthe SA was amended to referto “access to nature” instead of “access to
wildlife”.

Sustainability Appraisal including Strategic Environmental Assessment Report (2018)

6.8. The second iteration of the SA and SEA report was preparedin 2018 and informed the
Publication Draft Plan. The 2018 report proposed further modifications to the Plan which would
enhance its effectiveness and provide clarity. Theseamendments were made to the Publication
Draft Plan priorto it being published for consultation and are detailed in chapter 5 and 6 of the
SA and SEA report 2018.

6.9. The SA and SEA report was consulted upon alongsidethe Publication Draft Planfor a 6 week
period between 15June 2018 and 27 July 2018. Afterthe consultation period concluded, the
Publication Draft Plan, its associated SA and SEA Report and all consultation responses were
submitted to the Secretary of State for PublicExamination by an Independent Planning
Inspector, on the 18 December2018.

Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report (2019)

6.10. Furtherto the Public Examination of the CSDP in May and June 2019, the Inspector
recommended aseries of Main Modificationsto the Plan, to make it sound. Consequently, a SA
Addendumreport was undertaken. The SA Addendumreport provided a proportionate SA
screening of the suite of recommended Main Modifications to the Publication Draft Planin
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orderto confirmthat these would notresultinany new or different likely significant effectsin
the context of the SEA Regulations or core SA requirements outlined inthe 2004 Act. In the
absence of any new or different likely significant effects beingidentified, the report concluded

that:

The incorporation of all Main Modificationsintothe Plan would be acceptable in
environmental and wider sustainability terms, includingin relation to consequential
effectsonthe housing, employment and Green Belt strategies which underpin the Plan;
The conclusions of the Publication Draft Plan’s SA Report (2018) remain valid; and
therefore,

No development of additional mitigation measures or further SA consultationis
necessary priorto the Plan’s adoption.

6.11. The SAAddendumreportunderwenta6 week consultation between 13September 2019
and 25 October2019. Responses received as part of the consultation were considered by the
Inspectorin preparing his Final Report.

6.12. The commentsreceivedthroughoutthe consultations outlined above, have informed the
scope of the SA, helpingto shape the development of the CSDP from inception to adoption.

7. The reasons for choosing the plan or programme, as adopted, in

light of the other reasonable alternatives dealt with?

7.1. The SEA Regulation 12 (2) require the likely significant effects of implementing both aplan or
programme (i.e.the emerging CSDP) and reasonablealternativestoitto be examined, aswell
as the rationale foridentifying reasonable alternatives to be described. The SEA Regulations
furtherstate that to be considered as reasonable alternatives, options (e.g. alternative policy

criteriaor site allocations) mustrelateto the plan or programmes’ corresponding objectives and
geographical scope. To be eligible for consideration in this SA process, reasonable alternatives
must therefore be:

Realistic, in that they are plausiblealternatives which could be implemented instead of
proposals within the emerging Plan and are consistent with relevant national and other
policy frameworks;

Related to the objectives of the emerging Plan; and,

Within the geographical scope of the emerging Plan, i.e. any reasonable alternatives
would needtorelate to the distribution or characteristics of future development within
the Sunderland area.

7.2. For the SA of the Publication Draft Plan, the following reasonable alternatives wereidentified
where possibleand subjected to SAin the same way as proposed plan components:

Alternative policy criteria/tests considered by the Council during the preparation of the
Publication Draft Plan, e.g. application of ahigherorloweraffordable housing provision
requirement. Where reasonable alternatives to draft policies wereidentified, was
reflected within relevant SA matrices within the reports;

10
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e Alternative Urban Strategic Scale Sites —the justifications forallocating the South
Sunderland Growth Area (SSGA) and Vaux Site were examined to determine whether
any reasonable alternatives exist;

e Alternative Housing Growth Areas —all candidate Housing Growth Areas which reached
Stage 2 of the Council’s Green Belt Review were assessed;

e AlternativeKeyand Primary Employment Areas —all sites examined within the
Sunderland Employment Land Review 2016 as forming part of the existing employment
land supply were assessed; and,

e Alternative Gypsy, Travellerand Travelling ShowpeopleSites (TSGT) —all sites which
were identified by the Council as being potentially suitableand not discounted due to
viability constraints were assessed.

7.3. Giventhatreasonable alternatives mustrelatetothe objectives of the planunder
consideration, noreasonable alternatives to the vision or strategic objectives contained within
the Publication Draft Plan could be identified, as any alternatives would change the strategic
direction of the Plan. Having regard to the status, objectives and justification forthe South
Sunderland Strategic Growth Area (SSGA) and The Vaux proposed allocations, no reasonable
alternativesto these strategicscale urban allocations could also be identified.

7.4. The Planand SA process has been developed through aniterative process, with the Council
evaluatingandintegrating the findings of the various stages of the SA into strategy, policy and
allocations development. Comments made through the consultation have also beentakeninto
consideration at each stage of its preparation.

7.5. The findings of the SAwere notthe only considerations takeninto account when determining
the contentof the Planand a key aspectin developing the Plan was achieving a balance
between the aims of meeting housing needs and facilitating economic growth against the need
to protect and enhance Sunderland’s natural, historicand built environment. As aresult of this,
the SA framework identifies both potential positive and negative effects forthe various
proposalsandtheirreasonable alternatives, such thatit is not possible to rank the options
solelyontheirscore alone inorderto selectthe final option. Therefore, a balance mustto be
sought.

7.6. The SA has recommended mitigation measures to overcome negative effects and to enhance
positive effects. The Councilhas considered the recommended mitigation measuresin
developingthe Plan. The Plan alsoincludes arange of Development Management policies that
aimto protect and promote sustainable development (social, economicand environmental) in
the city and contribute towards mitigating potential negative effects.

11
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8.

8.1.

8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

8.6.

8.7.

The measures that are to be taken to monitor the significant
environmental effects of the implementation of the plan or
programme?

The SEA Regulations require the council to monitor the significant environmental effects of the

implementation of the Plan with the purpose of identifying unforeseen adverse effectsatan
early stage to allow appropriate remedial action to be undertaken.

The monitoring framework has been developed to measure the performance of the Plan against
changesindefinedindicators thatare linked toitsimplementation. Theseindicators have been
developed based on the following:

e Theobjectives, targetsandindicators that were developed forthe SA Framework;

e Featuresofthe baseline thatwill indicate the effects of the plan;

o Thelikelysignificant effects that were identified during the assessment; and

e The mitigation measures thatwere proposed to offset orreduce significant adverse
effects.

The monitoring framework has been designed to focus mainly on significant sustainability
effectsincludingthose:

e Thatindicate alikely breach of international, national orlocal legislation, recognised
guidelines orstandard;

e That may giverisetoirreversible damage, with aview toidentifying trends beforesuch
damage is caused;

e Wherethere was uncertainty inthe SA, and where monitoringwould enable
preventative or mitigation measures to be taken.

As well as measuring specificindicators linked to the implementation of the Plan, contextual
monitoring of social, environmentaland economicchange has beenincludedi.e.aregular
review of baseline conditions in the city. This enables the measurement of the overall effects of
the Plan

There are numerous SA indicators available and itis notalways possible toidentifyhow a
specificplan hasimpacted areceptor, forexample housing provision s likely to be influenced by
a numberof actions and different plans. A thorough analysis of the data collated and the
emerging trends will, therefore be important.

A fundamental aspect of developing the SA monitoring strategy isto link with existing
monitoring programmes and to prevent duplication of other monitoring work thatis already
beingundertaken. Consideration has, therefore been given to the Implementation and
Monitoring Framework that will be used to monitor delivery of the plan policies.

Recommendations for monitoring the social, environmental and economiceffects of

implementing the Plan are presented in full the SA and SEA Report (2018). The impacts
predictedinthe SAwill not be realised untildevelopment occurs. The monitoring framework

12
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presentedinthe full SA Report canthen be updated to include targets as and when they are
developed.

8.8. Local Planning Authorities are also required to produce an annual Authority Monitoring Report
(AMR) which isthe main mechanism forassessing the performance and effects of a Local Plan.
The recommended SA monitoring framework will be incorporated into and monitored alongside
the Implementation and Monitoring Framework and reported in the annual AMR. The AMR will
be available toview onthe Council’s website.

8.9. In accordance with Section 13 of the 2004 Act, on adoption of the Plan the Council must keep
the planunderreview. Related to this, the SEA Regulations require the Council to monitor the
significant environmental effects of the implementation of the Plan with the purpose of
identifying unforeseen adverse effects at an early stage to allow appropriate remedial actionto
be undertaken.

8.10. Tocomplywiththe above statutory requirements, the Council has developed afull
Implementation and Monitoring Framework for the Plan. This will be used as the maintool to
monitorand review the implementation of the plan and the associated environmental effects. It
will also identify and monitor the actions required by multiple stakeholders to deliver key
elements of the plan, including but not limited to the delivery of development on strategicsite
allocations.

8.11. Forasuccessful monitoring framework, the Councilhave ensured that the indicators they
choose formonitoring are specific, manageable and targeted towards measuring the
implementation of the Plan. The Implementation and Monitoring Framework is based around
the 15 SA Objectives and the associated indicators and targets detailed withinthe Plan’s SA
Framework.

8.12. Thelmplementation and Monitoring Framework includes mechanisms to monitor the likely
significant effects on the environment of the Plan as predicted within the SA Report. This
includes mechanismsto monitor whetherthe likely significant adverse effects identified from
the proposed allocation of strategicsites are subsequentlyproperlyaddressed through:

e The application of relevant subject policiesinthe Council’'s decision making;

e The provision of relevant technical assessmentsin support of development proposals on
allocatedsites; and,

e Where necessary, the implementation of appropriate physical mitigation by applicants
seekingtodevelop these sites.

8.13. In addition, the Implementation and Monitoring Framework includes mechanisms to assess
whetherall development management policies are beingimplemented asintended and with no
unforeseen adverse consequences.

8.14. Toinformfuture reviews of the statutory Development Plan forthe area, the Council will
monitor whetherthe policies remainin conformity with any updates to national planning policy.

13
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