
Haringey Borough Council Core Strategy Examination 
Hearing Session 6      6th July 2011 

 
Agenda 
 
1. Welcome and Introductions 
 
2. Focus for Discussion: 
 
Matter 9   Does the CS provide an adequate approach to issues 

surrounding health and well being for the Borough?  Is the approach in 
alignment with the London Plan, its draft replacement, the Community 
Strategy and the NHS Strategic Plan for the area? 

  
i. Are the CS and SP14 in conformity with the LP and its draft replacement? 
ii. Is the evidence base robust? See Community Infrastructure Study p 18? 

(Rep 100)  Is there agreement/common ground with the PCT? 
iii. Is the CS consistent with the NHS Haringey Strategic Plan? Evidence? 
iv. Are the terms of SP14 consistent, particularly bullet point 2 with bullet points 

1 and 4? 
v. Will the CS enable the resolution of the under provision of GPs in parts of 

the Borough? 
vi. Is the CS stance on polyclinics justified by the current evidence? 
vii. Are Health Impact Assessments clearly recognised within the CS? (is the 

proposed change clear?) 
viii. Are monitoring indicators adequate? Rep 630  Cross reference para 7.1.4? 

 
 

3. Focus of discussion 
 

Matter 10 Does the CS provide the most appropriate and sufficiently 
comprehensive strategy towards culture and leisure in the context of the 
Borough? Will the approach be effective, particularly with regard to 
flexibility? 

 
i. What specific evidence supports the approach of CS SP15? What 

constitutes a cultural area? 
ii. Does the Policy and CS address adequately the range of leisure/cultural 

interests which exist within the Borough? 
iii. Should Wood Green, Alexandra Palace and Haringey Heartlands constitute 

one cultural area? Should Alexandra Palace be considered as an individual 
site? 

iv. Is para 7.2.8 consistent with proposed definition of culture re rep 110?  Is it 
clear? 

v. Is the 3rd sentence of para 7.2.24 as clear as it could be? 
vi. Is the evidence in support of Figure 7.4 robust/up to date? 
vii. Do SP 15 and the CS address adequately matters relating to faith and 

meeting places? 
viii. Does the evidence base incorporate the needs of the community sector, 

particularly where resident led (rather than voluntary sector)?  Is the 
infrastructure (buildings) in place/available to deliver the strategy? 

 
4. Other Matters 
 
5. Close 
 

Further changes to the agenda are feasible prior to the hearing 
 


