


  

2 

proviso that reasons have been given for the rejection of the alternatives, that those 
reasons are still valid. 

d. Para 40 of the Forest Heath Judgement is also useful; 

In my (Mr Justice Collins) judgment, Mr Elvin is correct to submit that the final (SA) report 
accompanying the proposed Core Strategy to be put to the inspector was flawed. It was 
not possible for the consultees to know from it what were the reasons for rejecting any 
alternatives to the urban development where it was proposed or to know why the increase 
in residential development made no difference. The previous reports did not properly give 
the necessary explanations and reasons and in any event were not sufficiently 
summarised nor were the relevant passages identified in the final report. There was thus 
a failure to comply with the requirements of the Directive and so relief must be given to 
the claimants. 

e. We disagree with the �F�R�X�Q�F�L�O�¶�V statement that the reasons for rejecting Area A and B from 
the plan and the SA process are contained within the Green Belt Options Assessment 


