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Participants 
Plymouth City Council 
Plymouth Civic Society 
Sutton Harbour Holdings Ltd (Montagu Evans LLP) 

Agenda 
1. 14.00   Welcome and Introductions 
 
2. Factual updates and clarifications (as necessary) 

 
3. Focus for Discussion (afternoon): 
 
Matter 2 

Are the intentions of the AAP in terms of ‘place shaping’ informed by an 
adequate and robust evidence base? What evidence indicates that it be 
effective in implementation? 

 
1. How has Strategic Objective 1 been derived? What baseline evidence has informed 

the criteria of SO1?  Is the approach robust with due regard to the consideration of 
reasonable alternatives?  

2. How has the Plan sought to assess and acknowledge local distinctiveness?  
3. Is it clear how the requirements of Policy DS01 will be applied?  Is the approach 

justified? How have the requirements of Policy DS01 been assessed in terms of 
their effect upon development viability and deliverability? 

4. Should the AAP (DS01) note the need for suitable surface water controls in Critical 
Drainage Areas?  
a. Should the AAP (DS20 and S06) note the importance of corridors around water 

courses? 
b. Should the AAP include references to the Water Framework Directive (WFD) 

and River Basin Management Plans – has the AAP been assessed against the 
WFD objectives? 

c. How has the effect of the AAP on the local sewerage system been assessed? 
5. What evidence supports the deliverability of the AAP intentions in terms of transport 

infrastructure (capacity and scope to improve)?  
6. In terms of Policy DS02, is the AAP clear in what it seeks to achieve by the use of 

terms ‘permeability’, ‘connectivity’ and ‘maximising accessibility’?  How will this be 
assessed so as to be effective in operation? 

7. Is the approach of Policy DS03 towards identified heritage assets consistent with 
the NPPF? 

8. Is the approach of Policy DS04 to Green Infrastructure justified by the evidence 
base? Will it be flexible in operation so as to be effective? 
a. Is the removal of the ‘green arc’ justified?  
b. Does DS04 provide a sufficiently robust approach towards protected species 

that is consistent with national policy? 
c. Does DS04 recognise the value of trees within the local environment 

adequately?  
9. Is the AAP sufficiently clear as to the educational requirements of the area over the 

plan period and does the plan provide adequate clarity on what will be required 
where and when? Should this be incorporated into a specific Policy provision?  

10. Is Proposal DS05 justified by the evidence base and deliverable? What robust 
assessment has been undertaken as to its potential effect upon development 
viability? 

 
4. Other Matters 
 
5. Close 


