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Appendix A 
Comments on “Streamlining Local development Frameworks” 
with corresponding consultation questions. 
 

B: Draft Local Development Amendment Regulations  

B1: Improved Consultation Arrangements  

Yes    Y Do you support the proposal to remove the requirement to have a 
stage of consultation in the middle of the process (i.e. regulation 26 
Preferred Options)? No  

Explanation/comment: 

As long as the purpose of the document suits, the Authority welcomes the 
opportunity for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to decide what level of 
engagement is appropriate. 

 

B2: Bringing forward the time for making formal representations on the plan 
before the point of submission to the Secretary of State. 

Yes   Y Do you agree that the period for formal representations on the plan 
should be brought forward before submission? No  

Explanation/comment: 

We welcome bringing forward the consultation to before the submission as this will 
make the total examination time period shorter and limit the chance of new issues 
being raised post-submission.  This also allows responses to be made and 
considered in advance of the examination. 

 

Yes Y Do you think that the process for handling Site Allocations 
Representations is unnecessarily burdensome?  No  

Explanation/comment: 

The current process is burdensome, as it results in all the bodies being re-consulted 
with all the paperwork, which is wasteful expensive and time consuming. It also gives 
weight to proposals which should have been put forward at an earlier stage. However 
it is important that local planning authorities do not lose the publics trust and that the 
process is still seen as fair. 

 

 

B3. Opportunity for change after formal representations in exceptional 
circumstances 

Yes  Do you think we should require (by regulation) Local Planning 
Authorities (LPA) to be under a separate and specific duty to 
consider the representations at this stage, or should this be left to 
their discretion? 

No N 

Explanation/ Comment: 

There should not be compulsion but the discretion should be available to the LPA to 
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reach a decision in specific circumstances. As plans may be “sound” but that does 
not necessarily mean that local stakeholders will be satisfied with the detailed 
wording of a policy when they see it. It will also mean that delays are not caused by 
issues which had been discussed at earlier stages or by issues which are clearly 
contrary to the policy objectives. 

B4. Allowing Supplementary Planning Documents to be issued in accordance 
with policy in documents other than Development Plan Documents 

Yes Y Do you agree that Local Planning Authorities should be able to 
produce Supplementary Planning Documents based directly on 
national or regional policy rather than on local policy, provided it 
does not contravene their Development Planning Documents? 

No  

Explanation/comment: 

This will make the system more flexible and responsive, especially as Core 
Strategies are not supposed to repeat higher level policies. 

 

Yes Y Do you agree that we should draw attention to the possibility that 
certain key bodies could produce non statutory guidance? No  

Explanation/comment: 

Yes, but they should only do so with the agreement of the local authorities involved 
and that it will have no weight unless endorsed by the respective local planning 
authorities to which it is intended to apply. 

 

B5. Changes to Regulations to reduce administrative burdens 

Yes Y Do you agree that only specific consultation bodies must be sent 
copies of the Development Plan Document?  No  

Explanation/comment: 

This is to be welcomed and would reduce waste, as some third parties receive 
expensive documents for which they do not necessarily have an interest. Particularly 
as material is available on the internet and can be sent electronically.  

 

 

C Changes to PPS12 

C3. Greater flexibility for local authorities to determine which Development Plan 
Documents they will produce 

Yes  Do you agree that the criteria listed in Planning Policy Statement 12 
are useful and cover all aspects needed? What else should be 
included or changed? No N 

Explanation/comment: 

It does not seem necessary to have criteria in PPS12, Local Planning Authorities 
should use their discretion, which would provide greater flexibility to deal with key 
local issues. 
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C6 Re-presenting the tests of soundness in a way which avoids duplication 
with legal processes and makes it clear why testing for soundness matters 

Yes Y Do you agree that the proposal to focus on justification and 
effectiveness will make the tests clearer, and the process of 
examining plans more transparent? No  

Explanation/ comment:  

In principle the proposals seem logical. In terms of effectiveness however it will not 
always be possible to anticipate how circumstances will change. In terms of 
justifiability care needs to be taken when examining the second criterion, as some 
local planning authority will not have realistic, deliverable alternatives. 

C8 Extending the lifespan of the Core Strategy to 15 years 

Yes  Do you agree with the proposal to extend the lifespan of the Core 
Strategy to 15 years?  No N 

Explanation/ comment:  

There are positives to the suggested change however it is considered that the over-
arching strategy the RSS provides sufficient stability. A better approach would be, if 
progress towards targets was not on track for an authority, for those local authorities 
to be offered the opportunity to extend the timeframe.  

 

 


