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23rd January 2006
Dear Ms Finlayson,

East Cambridgeshire Submission Statement of Community Involvement 

Thank you for giving the Home Builders Federation an opportunity to comment on the Council’s Submission Statement of Community Involvement.

The Council will now have seen the recently published draft document from the Planning Inspectorate entitled ‘A framework for assessing soundness and focussing representations on Statements of Community Involvement’. It will no doubt now need to satisfy itself that it is in full compliance with the content of this document, and also ‘Creating Local Development Frameworks – A Companion Guide to PPS12’. The Statement of Community Involvement also needs to be in accordance with ‘Community Involvement in Planning: The Government’s Objectives’ (ODPM, 2004).
I hope that you will find these comments helpful, and I await the opportunity to be further involved in the LDF generally as it evolves. We therefore look forward to being consulted in relation to all relevant planning policy documents at appropriate times during their evolution.
The Federation would appreciate being informed of when any relevant DPD is either being submitted to the Secretary of State is being adopted.

I look forward to the acknowledgment of these comments in due course. 

Yours sincerely

Paul Cronk

HBF Regional Planner 

(East Midlands & Eastern Regions)

1.11

It is stated that some groups have particular expertise in certain areas, either through delivery or service use, and they will be invited to participate to share their knowledge and ideas in considering LDF documents. Local housing associations are then identified as an example.

In commenting upon many other Draft Statements of Community involvement on behalf of the HBF, I have not come across any similar instances where a specific group has been highlighted in such a way. In order for the Council’s Statement of Community Involvement to be found to be sound it will need to have promoted wide and open involvement by all relevant stakeholders. Whilst it is no doubt true that some particular stakeholders will be able to offer more expertise and knowledge than others, it would be wrong for there to be any perception that from the outset the views of a particular company or body will be favoured above those of all other stakeholders. For that reason, the specific reference to local housing associations should be deleted.

2.4 & 2.14

The Council refers to the production of a very large number of Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD’s). The HBF questions whether the Council has adequate resources that would allow all of these proposed SPD’s to be produced and adopted.

The HBF understands that in terms of such matters as affordable housing, planning obligations and developer contributions, such an approach will not be permissible under the new planning act if the proposed SPD’s are introducing matters of new policy (rather than implementation detail), or if they will be setting out revised guidelines and standards from those contained within an Adopted statutory document. 

Any matters of importance to development costs will instead need to be clearly set out in a Development Plan Document (DPD), rather than being delegated down to a SPD. Given that they could potentially have a significant impact on development viability, they must instead be dealt with in DPD’s and subjected to the appropriate public scrutiny bestowed upon these.  

The HBF hopes that the Council will include summaries of all the representations received, and the Council’s responses to them, in the final adopted versions of any SPD documents.

9.1

In relation to staff resources, the HBF is concerned that the Council’s intention to produce a much larger number of SPD documents than other local authorities will have a drain upon its ability to deliver Development Plan Documents on time. It is unclear as to whether the size of the Forward Planning Team (and necessary funding) has been increased in order to allow for all the additional work necessary for advancing the extremely lengthy range of SPD documents being proposed. 
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