Scarborough Local Development Framework

Core Strategy ‘Preferred Options’

Questionnaire/Comments Form

We are planning the future of the Borough up to 2021. 

We have already received views from people on the issues and options faced by the Borough through consultation undertaken last year. On the basis of these views we have identified ‘preferred’ options for the Core Strategy. This document seeks your views on these preferred options to inform the preparation of the next stage of the strategy. 

You are strongly advised to read the Core Strategy Preferred Options in full before completing the questionnaire. A summary of the main points within the strategy has been prepared to aid your understanding, but it should be noted that some references within this questionnaire relate to the full version of the Core Strategy. 

Please return your completed questionnaire and any comments you may have by 5pm on 10 November 2006 to any of the following places: 

Forward Planning Section 


Planning Section 

Scarborough Borough Council

Whitby Council Offices 

Town Hall 




Skinner Street 

St Nicholas Street 



Whitby 

Scarborough 



North Yorkshire 

YO11 2HG 

Filey Evron Centre 

St Johns Street 

Filey 

North Yorkshire 

For further information please contact the Forward Planning team on 01723 xxxxxx, or e-mail forwardplanning@scarborough.gov.uk. 

· Please note: 
· Use black ink to aid copying 

· Use additional sheets if necessary 

· Additional forms are available from the Council on request 

· Additional copies of this form can be obtained from the Council’s website at www.scarborough.gov.uk. Alternatively, you can fill in and submit the forms electronically. 

· Large print copies of this form and the Core Strategy ‘Preferred Options’ and associated documentation are available on request. Please contact the Forward Planning team for further details. 

	For official use only: Respondent ID Number:


Scarborough Borough Local Development Framework – Core Strategy (Preferred Options)

In developing the Core Strategy we have sought to identify a broad approach towards development within the Borough, where it should be focussed and how it can help address local issues of concern. 

This questionnaire seeks your opinion on the strategy as whole, and is based upon the topic areas identified within the document. 

Please feel free to give us your opinion on any part of the document. In assessing the individual policies, please note that the supporting text to each contains information relevant to their interpretation and implementation, so please include reference to these parts in your response where necessary. 

Your Details 

Name

Gina Bourne




 

Address 
Home Builders Federation, Brooklands Court, Tunstall Road, Leeds

Postcode 
LS11 5HL

Telephone 
0113 272 7573

Email

gina.boure@hbf.co.uk

Vision and Spatial Objectives 

Within the Core Strategy Preferred Options we have suggested a vision for the Local Development Framework. 

Q1 Do you think the Vision is a suitable basis for the Local Development Framework? 

Yes (

No 

Q1a If no, what do you think the vision should be, or should additionally include? 

	N/a.




Q2 Do you agree with all of the Spatial Objectives for the Local Development Framework, as set out in the Core Strategy Preferred Options? 

Yes (

No 

Q2a If no, please identify which you disagree with, and suggest how you would change them. 

1. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




2. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




3. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




4. Agree
Disagree 
	Reason 




5. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




6. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




7. Agree 
Disagree 
	Reason 




8. Agree
Disagree 
	Reason 




Spatial Strategy / Core Policy 1 
We have suggested a settlement hierarchy, and identified the role that development could play in different locations across the Borough. 

Q3 Do you agree with the overall approach towards the distribution of development, as set out within the Spatial Strategy and Core Policy 1.? 

Yes ( The HBF supported this option at the Issues and Options Stage.
No 

Q3a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Q4 Do you agree with the overall objectives of the Spatial Strategy? 

Yes 

No 

Q4a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q5 Do you agree with the principles for development in the Scarborough area? 

Yes 

No 

Q5a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q6 Do you agree with the definition of Scarborough Town and Environs, as set out in Core Policy 1? 

Yes 

No 

If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q7 Do you agree with the principles for development in Whitby? 

Yes 

No 

Q7a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q8 Do you agree with the principles for development in Filey and Hunmanby? 

Yes

No 

Q8a If not, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q9 Do you agree with the method for identifying service village? 

Yes 

No 

Q9a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q10 Do you agree with the service villages that have been identified? 

Yes 

No 

Q10a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Q11 Do you agree with the principles for development in the service villages? 

Yes

No 

Q11a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	


Core Policy 2 – Delivering Sustainable Development 
Q12 Do you agree with Core Policy 2? 

Yes

No (
Q12a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	Core Policy 2 criteria a)

The concept of seeking to reintroduce the “brownfield first” or “sequential approach” of PPG3 is objected to as they have demonstrably failed to ensure enough land coming forward for housing over the last five years. The use of brownfield plans and a pro-active approach to bringing land forward through joint working on housing land availability assessments should ensure that realistic appraisals of land availability are made. If brownfield land is truly available for development then it can be phased appropriately. Similarly, if greenfield land release is necessary to meet housing requirements the timing of its release and commitment to a development timetable for the release of the whole site can be incorporated into a development plan in a more integrated way than the previous “brownfield first” mantra that led to the problems of uncertainty of release of strategic sites and, ultimately, to the shortage of supply that we currently face

The essential element of this in new policy statement is that policies should be based on realistic assumptions of deliverability rather than a blind adherence to a brownfield first sequential approach to the release of land for development. The sequential approach to land allocation set out in PPG3 (2000) is not carried forward into draft PPS3 (2005) in order to emphasise this new focus and this needs to be reflected in the emerging Core Strategy.

Core Policy 2 final paragraph

Paragraph 1.8 of PPS12 makes it clear that planning policies should not seek to duplicate or cut across matters more appropriately within the scope of other legislative regimes. Energy efficiency in building use and construction is the responsibility of the building regulations Part L. The result of a recent review of these regulations is that all new homes built after April 2006 will be 40% more energy efficient than new homes built in 2002. That is a massive and extremely rapid improvement in performance and new homes are now many tens of times more energy efficient than the existing stock. There must come a point at which, if we are to make real efficiency gains, more attention is given to existing stock, rather than constantly going for the easy option of further restrictions on new building. These requirements are making new homes ever more expensive at a time when affordability is a serious concern and also at a time when these features are still not wanted by consumers.
The requirement in this policy to provide 10% of the energy requirements from on-site renewable energy generation for proposals of 10 or more residential units should not be included in the LDF as it is unworkable. An appropriate approach would be to consider such a requirement on a site-by-site basis, which would not affect a site’s viability.



Core Policy 3 – Development in the Countryside 

Q13 Do you agree with Core Policy 3? 

Yes 

No 

Q13a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 4 – The Built Environment 

Q14 Do you agree with Core Policy 4? 

Yes

No 

If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 5 – Biodiversity and the Natural Environment 
Q15 Do you agree with Core Policy 5? 

Yes 

No 

If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 6 – Meeting Housing Need 
Q16 Do you agree with Core Policy 6? 

Yes

No (
 Q16a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	It is noted that this policy includes dwelling figures for Scarborough up to 2021 based on draft RSS figures. HBF are concerned about the lack of recognition of the possible changing circumstances in relation to RSS. Test 9 of the tests of soundness for development plan documents, as set out in PPS12 paragraph 4.24, states that a plan should be reasonably flexible to enable it to deal with changing circumstances. Therefore further drafts of the plan need to be published when RSS guidance has been progressed further or the Core Strategy should indicate what is likely to happen following the RSS adoption, in terms of the integrity of the plan and in what circumstances and how it itself would be reviewed.

At the Issues and Options stage the HBF indicated support for a higher build rate to accommodate the aspirational growth of Scarborough. In response to the draft RSS for the Yorkshire and Humber region and during the Examination in Public, the HBF has objected to the overall housing provision in the RSS as to low.



Core Policy 7 – Sustaining the Economy 

Q17 Do you agree with Core Policy 7? 

Yes 

No (
Q17a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest?

	The HBF considers that some existing employment sites should be considered for redevelopment for alternative uses, if it can be shown the land is no longer needed for employment uses. Alternative uses, such as residential development may be more appropriate in certain circumstances.  Therefore HBF is supportive of the approach to allowing planning permission on employment land for alternative uses ‘where it can be demonstrated that there is no reasonable prospect of retention/re use to provide some form of economic use’. This approach is in accordance with the guidance in PPG3 paragraph 42 and draft PPS3 paragraph 15.



Core Policy 8 – Increasing Accessibility 
Q18 Do you agree with Core Policy 8? 

Yes 

No 

Q18a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 9 – Meeting Community Needs 

Q19 Do you agree with Core Policy 9? 

Yes

No 

Q19a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 10 – Managing Risk 

Q20 Do you agree with Core Policy 10? 

Yes

No 

Q20a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Core Policy 11 – Delivering Sustainable Development 
Q21 Do you agree with Core Policy 11? 

Yes

No (
Q21a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	The HBF does not object to the principle of developer contributions, nor to their application to secure appropriate and necessary additional infrastructure in association with new residential development. However, this must be in accordance with government guidance on planning obligations in Circular 05/2005. The HBF is supportive of this approach that will allow developer contributions to be undertaken on an individual site by site basis.



The Strategy as a whole 

Q22 Do you consider that the Core Strategy provides a coherent, understandable and justified approach towards future development in the Borough? 

Yes (

No

Q22a If no, what alternative approach would you suggest? 

	N/a.




Other Policies 

Q23 Do you think that there are any other policy issues that should be included in the Core Strategy? 

Yes

No (
Q23a If yes, please set out what you would like to see included. 

	N/a.




Monitoring 
After each policy, we have provided an indication of the means of monitoring their success. 

Q24 Do you consider the approach towards monitoring is appropriate? 

Yes (

No 

Q24a If no, please set out what other means you would suggest. 

	N/a.




Other comments 

Q25 If you have any further comments please use the space below, or use separate sheet if necessary. 

	A Housing Trajectory, that has been prepared in accordance with PPS12 paragraph B26, should be included in the Core Strategy.




THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND CONTRIBUTION.

All comments received will be taken into account in preparing the next stage of the Core Strategy. 

The Council has recently formally submitted the ‘Statement of Community Involvement’ (SCI) to Government for scrutiny and approval. The SCI sets out the means by which the Council will seek to involve people in all aspects of the planning process. 

In line with the contents of the SCI, if you make representations, your details will be kept on our database and you will be kept informed of progress as follows: 

· All respondents will receive a letter of acknowledgement within 5 working days. 

· All relevant comments submitted will be recorded and considered by an Officer. 

· Members of the Council will receive the Officers’ response to the consultation exercise and will have the opportunity to examine all comments and formulate new policy and proposals based on the information received. 

· Feedback will be available for inspection as soon as possible following completion of consultation periods and consideration of the issues raised. 

· The reports prepared for the appropriate Committee Meeting will be available on the Council’s Website or to view at Council Offices prior to the meeting. 

