


 

The provider makes clear that even this inadequate infrastructure delivery would depend upon
unspecified, unfunded, and unprogrammed capital infrastructure upgrades. None of the projected
investments in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) are confirmed. It is all designated as ‘tbc’.

NPPF paragraph 20 requires strategic policies to make sufficient provision for infrastructure, while
paragraph 34 requires plans to set out infrastructure requirements and how these can be expected
to be funded. Paragraph 35 requires plans to be deliverable over the plan period.

A Local Plan dependent on infrastructure which the statutory provider clearly advises cannot be
delivered is not effective and is not justified by the evidence.

This represents one of the most serious soundness failures within the submitted Plan.

 

2.      Lack of wastewater treatment capacity to support Local Plan

A similar failure exists regarding wastewater treatment and sewerage capacity. Excessive spills from
Combined Sewage Overflows (CSOs) in the district are well documented. Despite recent investment
from Southern Water, the undertaker estimates that one CSO at Swalecliffe Sewage Treatment Works
(STW) still spills 60 times per year. Southern Water published data shows that in February 2026
Swalecliffe No 1 CSO spilled 14 times in one month – one spill lasted for more than 28 hours.

The regulator has set a statutory target for spills from Swalecliffe No 1 CSO of 6 spills per year by
2027. The current rate published by Southern Water (60) is ten times that statutory target.

Neither policy DS15 or DS 24 offers a clear funded pathway to accommodate the scale of additional
development proposed between 2026–2030 or addresses the acute problem of Southern Waters’s
current inability to manage sewage treatment load without harmful discharges into the districts
bathing waters, oyster fishery and the River Stour.

Policy DS24 and Policy DS15 completely fail to address the acute drainage, water quality and
infrastructure fragility that are adversely affecting the district and its residents.

There is no credible evidence that wastewater treatment infrastructure can support the scale or
timing of development proposed, nor any attempt to address the issue, or even acknowledge it.

This conflicts with NPPF paragraphs 20, 34 and 35, which require plans to be supported by
deliverable infrastructure and realistic funding assumptions.

It also conflicts with paragraph 180, which requires planning policies to ensure that development
does not contribute to unacceptable levels of water pollution or deterioration in water quality.  This
makes the Plan neither effective nor consistent with national policy.

This submission is also attached as a pdf.
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