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6th March 2006
Dear Mr Wilkinson,

Melton 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.

General:

The Council will have seen the 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).

As well as being sent a copy of the Statement to my home address, a further copy was also sent to the HBF Head Office (1st Floor, Byron House, 7-9 St James’s Street, London SW1A 1DW). As I work from home these days, I would appreciate it if you delete the London contact address from your database.

Specific matters:

In relation to the specific content of the Submission document itself; the HBF would like to make the following brief points:

7.8

The text rightly states that pre-application consultation is not a statutory requirement, and that the Council is not empowered to decline an application where it has not been carried out.

The text then goes on to say that where consultations are carried out the Council will require the submission of a ‘certificate’ with the formal application that describes the measures the applicant has taken, the impact that the measures have had in terms of their content of the original proposal, and if no amendments have been made to the proposal, why that conclusion was reached.

The HBF has often come across Authorities asking for the submission of ‘Statements’ setting out the aforementioned matters relating to public consultation. However, it has not come across demands for ‘certificates’. It is unclear as to what such a ‘certificate’ is, what it entails, and how it would be issued.

The Federation considers that the reference to a requirement for a ‘certificate’ is contrary to national planning legislation, and the statement does not clearly describe the local planning authority’s policy for consultation on planning applications.

Appendix 3

In relation to the Council’s methods of informing and involving the community, the HBF would find it most useful if the Council communicates by letters and/or e-mails with regard to the production of either draft or adopted DPD and SPD documents. Such an approach would seemingly benefit all those that have commercial or site interests in the district, but are not physically based within it. Whilst clear and detailed information on the Council’s website will be welcomed, it will be of little benefit unless it is specifically drawn to the attention of all interested parties (e.g. by letters and/or e-mails).

Hopefully landowners, planning agents and developers (including locally active house builders) will be directly consulted in relation to new documents and where appropriate, invited to be involved perhaps in Developers Workshops or Focus Groups. The Federation believes that the development industry has an important role to play in the planning process, particularly with regard to all matters related to the actual implementation of policies and proposals. The Federation hopes that the Council will seek to consult directly with local house builders and other interested parties, rather than rely on other organisations passing the information down to their memberships.  

The HBF considers that the current text fails to adequately mention written consultation with important stakeholders who might not necessarily be   physically based within the District itself. Therefore, it is considered to fail the test of soundness as the methods of consultation are not suitable for the intended audience and for the different stages in the preparation of local development documents.  

Appendix 4

We note once again that the Appendix fails to make any specific reference to the ‘HBF (Home Builders Federation)’ as a key consultee (as listed in Annex E of PPS12). I would appreciate if this is rectified, given that other organisations like Friends of the Earth are currently listed.

The Federation considers that the Statement does not identify how the community and other bodies can be involved in a timely and accessible manner. 

Consultation

I hope that you will find these comments helpful, and I await the opportunity to be further involved in the SCI in the future, and all aspects of the LDF generally as it evolves. 

I would appreciate before informed in writing by the Council whenever any Development Plan Document (DPD) is either being submitted to the Secretary of State, or 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)
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