In summary – the key requirements of soundness in a Local Plan:










Has the plan been positively prepared i.e. based on a strategy which seeks to meet objectively
assessed requirements?
Is the plan justified?
Is it based on robust and credible evidence?
Is it the most appropriate strategy when considered against the alternatives?
Is the document effective?
Is it deliverable?
Is it flexible?
Will it be able to be monitored?
Is it consistent with national policy?

The tests of soundness are set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (para 182): “ The Local Plan
will be examined by an independent inspector whose role is to assess whether the plan has been prepared in
accordance with the Duty to Cooperate, legal and procedural requirements, and whether it is sound. A local
planning authority should submit a plan for examination which it considers is ‘sound’ “, namely that it is:

1. Positively Prepared: based on a strategy which seeks to meet objectively assessed development
and infrastructure requirements
This means that the proposed plan submission should be based on a strategy which seeks to meet objectively
assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet requirements from neighbouring
authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with achieving sustainable development. The NPPF sets
out the principles through which the Government expects sustainable development can be achieved.

2. Justified: the most appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives,
based on proportionate evidence
Should be based on a robust and credible evidence base involving:



Research/fact finding: the choices made in the plan are backed up by facts.
Evidence of participation of the local community and others having a stake in the area; and

The proposed plan should also provide the most appropriate strategy when considered against reasonable
alternatives. These alternatives should be realistic and subject to sustainability appraisal. It should show
how the policies and proposals help to ensure that the social, environmental, economic and resource use
objectives of sustainability will be achieved.
3. Effective: deliverable over its period based on effective joint working on cross-boundary
strategic priorities
This proposed plan should be deliverable, requiring evidence of:
 Sound infrastructure delivery planning;
 Having no regulatory or national planning barriers to delivery;
 Delivery partners who are signed up to it; and
 Coherence with the strategies of neighbouring authorities, including neighbouring marine planning
authorities.
 Should be flexible and able to be monitored.
The proposed plan should indicate who is to be responsible for making sure that the policies and proposals
happen and when they will happen. The plan should be flexible to deal with changing circumstances,
which may involve minor changes to respond to the outcome of the monitoring process or more significant
changes to respond to problems such as lack of funding for major infrastructure proposals. Although it is
important that policies are flexible, the proposed plan should make clear that major changes may require a
formal review including public consultation. The Duty to Co-operate will also be assessed as part of the
examination process.
4. Consistent with national policy: enabling the delivery of sustainable development
The demonstration of this is a ‘lead’ policy on sustainable development which specifies how decisions are
to be made against the sustainability criterion (see the Planning Portal for a model policy
www.planningportal.gov.uk).

