Appendix A

Regulation 26  - responses to draft Statement of Community Involvement

Respondent
Section of Document
Method of Response
Representation
Council Response

The Theatres Trust
Appendix 5
Letter
The Theatres Trust is not listed in Appendix 5.

Explain about ‘free-standing’ register and how intend to keep it up to date.
Add The Theatres Trust to Appendix 5. 

Paragraph 6.1 (formerly 5.1) explains that SCI will be kept under review. 

GOSE
Whole document
Letter
Good to see that informal consultation was undertaken.
No change needed.

GOSE
Principles of Community Involvement (2.1 (iv))
Letter
List of hard to reach groups does not mention ethnic minority groups or gypsies and travellers.
Add specific ethnic minority groups and gypsies and travellers to list of hard-to-reach groups.

GOSE
Preparing the draft SCI (1.20)
Letter
Good to see mention of Compact – however should set up a system to alert the voluntary sector earlier on to consultations coming up.
Noted – will consider establishing protocol

GOSE
Whole document
Letter
Provide a telephone number for those with language difficulties or needing large print versions of any documents.
All Council documents can be provided in large print or on audio tape on request. Language line is available through customer services to verbally translate queries. Add this to SCI.

Planning Inspectorate
Whole document
Letter
Before submitting SCI consult the PINS Test for Soundness documents.
No change needed.

SEERA
Whole document
Letter
LDDs should be in general conformity with the current RSS and take account of the emerging draft South East Plan.
No change needed.

English Nature
Appendix 5
Letter
Add other groups: The Hampshire and IoW Wildlife Trust, RSPB, Forestry Commission, National Trust, English Heritage and other local conservation groups.
Add suggested groups to Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).

English Nature
Whole document
Letter
Happy with the timetable, method and level of consultation.
No change needed.

Maureen Frost (Chamber of Commerce and Industry)
Appendix 5 and paragraph 2.2
Email
Businesses are mentioned under para 2.2 but not listed in Appendix 5.  Recommends businesses which should be included
Add suggested businesses to Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).

Mr Lloyd (Langstone Harbour Board)
Page 13 – Significant Applications paragraph 2.16
Letter
The threshold for significant applications is too high at 100 dwellings.  A relatively small number of dwellings could have a significant effect on the harbour.  Suggest a change to 10 dwellings as adopted by Portsmouth City Council.
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications.  However, accept that some applications which do not fall within the ‘significant’ threshold may have a significant impact and this is outlined in paragraph 4.11 (formerly 2.17) of the SCI. It is agreed that the threshold for significant applications is high and recommend that this is halved.

Mr Lloyd (Langstone Harbour Board)
Appendix 5
Letter
Add Langstone Harbour Board to list of consultees.
Add Langstone Harbour Board to list of consultees.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Appendix 5
Letter
Add CPRE to list of consultees.
Add CPRE to list of consultees.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Whole document
Letter
Critical of consultation period being from July to September.
Consultation period was extended to 8 weeks because it was over the summer months.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Planning Applications (paragraphs 2.11 to 2.20)
Letter
The sections dealing with community involvement in planning applications should be set out in a separate document or at least in a self contained part of the present document. Paragraph 1.19 also belongs in this section.

Produce a separate document devoted to the process of community involvement in planning applications.
Involvement in planning applications is set out in Chapter 4 formerly sections 2.11 – 2.15) of the SCI.  Make amendments to the headings/layout to make this section of the Statement clearer.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Paragraph 2.18
Letter
Reference to table one in paragraph 2.18 is meaningless because most of the table is not applicable to that context.
Most of the methods outlined in Table 1 are relevant to significant planning applications.  Where necessary make amendments to final column of table to make it clear how the methods are relevant to planning applications.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Significant applications (paragraphs 2.16 to 2.18)
Letter
Stance on significant applications is insufficiently proactive.  Recommend that the Council produce development briefs for allocated sites that are likely to produce significant applications and itself consult widely on them.
Development Briefs will be prepared for sites emerging through the LDF and for large sites which become available in the Borough.

John Briggs (CPRE)
Significant applications (paragraphs 2.19 to 2.20)
Letter
Community Boards should be consulted on, and their views be material considerations for ‘major’ applications (as defined in footnote 2 on page 14) as currently happens with Leigh Park Residents Panel.
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications.  However, accept that some applications which do not fall within the ‘significant’ threshold may have a significant impact and this is outlined in paragraph 4.11 (formerly 2.17) of the SCI.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Over-arching concerns
Letter
Large number of small developments do not go through planning process and are then given retrospective permission or schemes are approved and then altered considerably during the work.  If plans are not approved then it should revert to original status not just ignored or approved.

If a scheme is approved at appeal by the SoS then the community should have right to make representations to the SoS for consideration at the time of appeal – an essential extension of community involvement.
Noted – not a matter for the SCI.

Publicity is given to all forthcoming appeals. Anybody has the right to comment at the time of the appeal. The issue of third party right of appeal is under discussion as part of the new planning system.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Whole document
Letter
Confusion in the document over the development of policy documents and the detailed review of planning applications.  The document should be revised to distinguish the two activities.
Make amendments to the headings/layout to make this distinction clearer.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Whole document
Letter
Concerned about short consultation periods.  Six weeks is insufficient time whether driven by the government or not.  Would like to see consultation periods outlined in the LDS extended to 3 months.
Documents will take considerable time to prepare, therefore it is not practicable to extend the consultation periods.  The LDS sets out in advance the timetable for all documents, including the periods of consultation.

No change needed.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Section 2.1 (iii) paragraph 2.
Letter
The document indicates that PPUD are available by visiting the Civic Offices.  This service has been significantly down-graded since the removal of the planning reception – reverse this retrograde step as a priority.
No change needed.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Paragraph 2.2
Letter
Support the involvement of Residents’ Associations in the list of those who should be involved.
No change needed.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Table 1
Letter
· Will be fortunate to achieve even 75% of target audience using methods shown.

· Not everyone receives a copy of Serving You.

· For all developments, a letter should be sent to each relevant household (agree a table of who should be advised related to type and size of development).

· HBC officers should brief residents’ associations every 2 to 3 months as the projects evolve.

· Do not stop the current distribution of the weekly planning list to RAs – make it clear that this service will continue.
No change needed.

Inform Communications Office.

Include appendix setting out policy on neighbour notification to expand information in paragraph 4.1 (formerly 2.11).

Add residents’ associations to last row of table 1; ‘presentations’.  Investigate possibility of regular briefings for community groups.

The weekly planning list will continue to be available electronically (para 4.1 (I)). 



Emsworth Residents’ Association
Whole document
Letter
Include routinely in SY and on website a reference to progress against the numbers of dwellings completed in the Borough in a given period and how this compares with the SE Plan / Government targets.
The information is published in the Annual Monitoring Report (every January)– which is available on the Council’s website. 

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Sustainability Appraisal (2.8 and 2.9)
Letter
As SA could include transport, health facilities, water and sewage facilities – the community should be able to comment on proposals for projects some of which may be outside the Borough.  Include reference to means of linking with the structure in other LAs in Hants and SE Plan area.


The joining up of other bodies plans and programmes is being sought through the evolution of the LDF into a spatial planning system.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Planning Applications (2.11 to 2.20)
Letter
Make reference to Village/Town Design Statements.  It should be part of the planning process for applicants to be asked to read these documents where relevant to area and advised that community groups will be reviewing any plans they present to check conformity.
Include Village/Town Design Statements in the table of methods.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Planning applications (2.11 (iii) – site notices)
Letter
Change to state that planning approval notices should be displayed on all sites in public view both before and during the period of development – so that it is clear that planning approval has been given.
Interesting idea that will be given further consideration. However, it must be noted that development with planning permission can take place anytime within 3 years of the decision notice.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Significant applications (2.16)
Letter
Disagree with the thresholds for significant applications.  For Emsworth major applications as defined by ODPM would be considered significant
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications.  However, accept that some applications which do not fall within the ‘significant’ threshold may have a significant impact and this is outlined in paragraph 4.11 (formerly 2.17) of the SCI. 

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Pre-application involvement (2.16)
Letter
Concerned that involvement in any detail at the pre-application stage would prejudice their right to object to the total scheme.  Suggest that the community is not involved in discussions with developers until outline planning permission has been granted.  Community should only comment on proposals prior to outline permission and not get involved in discussions with the developer at this stage.
The use of outline applications is declining, one reason being the plan led system determines the principle of development, and the issues are now largely detailed.  Nevertheless, it is essential that the community takes every opportunity to get involved at every stage.

Emsworth Residents’ Association
Community Boards (2.19 and 2.20)
Letter
Community Boards were not set up to comment on planning details.  ERA and residents associations (RAs) have more background and experience and therefore should continue to be involved at all stages of consultation process (NB see also ERA comment above on paragraph 2.16) 
The Community Boards provide consistency across the Borough - not all areas of the Borough are covered by RAs.  This is not intended to result in a reduced role for RAs. The role of the residents' associations (RAs) is fully recognised.  RAs were identified in responses received at Reg25 stage and were specifically identified in the draft and contacted at subsequent stages.
Training is to be provided through Planning Aid for Community Board members and similar training will be arranged for Residents Associations. 

Highways Agency
Whole Document
Letter
Expect to be consulted on any LDD which may impact on the motorway and all-purpose trunk road network – in particular all DPDs.  Welcome opportunity to be involved at an early stage in discussions – preference for one to one meetings.
Noted.  No change needed.

Southern Water
Paragraph 2.11
Letter
Support approach taken in SCI.  A commitment in the SCI to consultation with service providers on planning applications would be helpful – suggests additional wording for paragraph 2.11 and provide further guidance on their information requirements for consultation responses.


Agree to add suggested wording seeking consultation with essential service providers on applications. 

Southern Water 
Involvement Techniques (table 1)
Questionnaire 
Meetings between Planning Officers and Southern Water may be useful to discuss technical aspects of service provision, and regulation of water industry. 
Add wording to table 1 to include meetings with essential service providers and statutory consultees, where appropriate. 

Planning Aid (Phil Turner)
Whole Document
Email and electronic questionnaire
Alert all stakeholders and participants to the services of Planning Aid –suggest that this is referred to in section 3: resources.

Suggest that we also ask Planning Aid to assist with community involvement at the earliest stages of plans and significant planning applications.
Add reference to Planning Aid to section 3.

Countryside Agency
Whole Document
Letter 
SCI should set out ways of involving all sectors of the community, including those in smaller settlements and rural areas.
Although Havant is largely urban, there are rural pockets and these communities must be given the opportunity to be involved. Most of the communities will be represented by groups listed in Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5) but add National Farmers Union (NFU) to Appendix 6.

Countryside Agency
Whole Document
Letter 
SCI should set out the particular approaches or techniques that will be used to ensure that rural communities have the opportunity to engage fully with the LDF process.
There is no reason why the small rural community of Havant does not have the same opportunities as every other community within the proposed SCI.

Countryside Agency
Whole Document
Letter 
SCI should set out how local community initiatives such as Town and Village Design Statements as well as other local evidence or survey work provided by local communities will be used to inform the LDF and the weight that such community initiatives will be given by the Council.
Include Village/Town Design Statements in the table of methods and explain what weight these will be given in planning terms.

Countryside Agency
Section 4 Monitoring and Review
Letter 
SCI should set out how the influence of local community involvement on policy development will be monitored.
Expand paragraph 6.1 (formerly 4.1) to provide more details on how the success of community involvement methods will be monitored through the AMR.

Rapleys
Whole document
Fax
It allows for the involvement of groups, stakeholders and developers such as their client, in a variety of ways.
No change needed.

Mrs F Jannaway
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Slightly disagree that document clearly sets out new planning system and link between LDF and Community Strategy 
The SCI is subject to regulatory jargon. Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

Mrs F Jannaway
Significant applications  (2.16)
Questionnaire 
Thresholds for significant applications inappropriate. 


It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications. It is agreed that the threshold for significant applications is high and recommend that this is halved.

Mrs F Jannaway
Community Boards (2.19 – 2.20)
Questionnaire
Emsworth Community Board and the HCP should have been consulted on the SCI.
The possibility of providing a presentation for ECB were discussed with the chair and link officer for the ECB, who decided this was not possible and that copies of the SCI documents should be distributed to ECB members instead.  The same conclusion was reached with the HCP.

Mrs F Jannaway
Community Boards (2.19 – 2.20)
Questionnaire
The Emsworth Community Board is not equipped to deal with the increased involvement in planning issues.
Training to be provided through Planning Aid.

Mrs F Jannaway
Community Boards (2.19 – 2.20)
Questionnaire
Critical of consultation period being from July to September.
Consultation period was extended to 8 weeks to take account of the summer and the Community Board dates.

Mrs F Jannaway
Whole document
Questionnaire
Provide better contact with Community Boards and Residents’ Associations.
Community Boards included in table 1 and Residents Associations included in Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5). It is the intention that Community Boards and resident associations role in the planning system will evolve positively in relation to the Local Development Framework.

Mrs F Jannaway
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1)
Questionnaire
Invite hard-to-reach groups to attend information evenings through dedicated mailing.
The consultation working group must identify the contacts for the groups. They can then be mailed and information provided in accordance with the methods set out in Table 1.

I Stewart
Whole Document
Questionnaire
Slightly unclear to understand the document.
The SCI is subject to regulatory jargon. Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

I Stewart
What will happen to comments (2.10 – 2.15)
Questionnaire
Needs to be clearer where/how residents can put their “threepenneth” – emphasis given to involving groups but residents must not be forgotten who are not used to putting their views. 
Table 1 sets out the involvement methods which will target individuals.

I Stewart
Paragraph 2.2 and Appendix 5
Questionnaire
Transport authorities – bus, taxi, cycle and new ventures (tram)
The Highways Agency and the Strategic Rail Authority are listed under Appendix 5.  Local bus companies will also be included and other local groups (e.g. local cycling groups) will be looked into and added to Appendix if appropriate. 

I Stewart
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Individual residents are often the most difficult to reach rather than specific (often clique) groups, who are not necessarily representative but have too much say. 
Table 1 sets out the involvement methods which will target individuals.

I Stewart
Whole Document.
Questionnaire
Particularly wish to address better transport facilities and affordability – who do I contact?
Not a matter for the SCI however, residents will have the opportunity to comment on Development Plan Documents during the preparation of the LDF. 

Claire Burnett (Hampshire County Council – Estates Development Group)
New planning system (1.7-1.12) 
Questionnaire 
SCI does not clearly set out the new planning system. 
Consider that text is currently as clear as possible. 

Claire Burnett (Hampshire County Council – Estates Development Group)
Involvement methods
Questionnaire
Need to explain why the range of techniques have been selected for each stage, given local context, experience, the area, subject matter or the nature of the application. 
The range of methods in Table 1 are those which are considered appropriate to Havant from recent experience and the context of the Borough.

Claire Burnett (Hampshire County Council – Estates Development Group)
Paragraph 2.2 and Appendix 5
Questionnaire 
Should be acknowledged that Estates play a unique and crucial role within Hampshire County Council. 
Noted. No change needed.

Claire Burnett (Hampshire County Council – Estates Development Group)
Hard to reach groups (2.1)
Questionnaire 
Work closely with these communities through existing and new formal and informal mechanisms. Asking them how they would like to be involved. 
Noted. Need to consider developing strategy for engaging these groups. 

Claire Burnett (Hampshire County Council – Estates Development Group)
Whole document 
Questionnaire
Welcome reference to the fact that a failure to consult could be material to determination of a planning application. Welcome reference to post application consultation and interested to know how this will be carried out.  
Noted. Expand paragraph 6.1 (formerly 4.1) to provide more details on how the success of community involvement methods will be monitored through the AMR. 

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Whole document  
Questionnaire 
SCI does not clearly set out the new planning system. 
The SCI is subject to regulatory jargon. Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Whole document  
Questionnaire 
SCI does not clearly identify the link between the LDF and the Community Strategy 
Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Unclear what will happen to comments and how feedback will be provided. 
Additional paragraph 3.6 to make it clearer what happens to comments and how feedback will be provided. 

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
SCI is not clear and easy to understand
The SCI is subject to regulatory jargon. Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Involvement techniques 
Questionnaire 
Additional techniques should include local press and radio. 
Newspapers/Radio/TV are included in table 1. 

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Hard to reach groups (2.1)
Questionnaire 
Press and radio would be successful to engage ‘hard-to-reach’ groups
Newspapers/Radio/TV are included in table 1.

Paul Fisher (Hayling Island Residents Association)
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Appeals to the same old minority group of people who give up their time for community involvement. Difficult to get younger population involved.  
Noted. Youth Groups included under ‘Other Local Interest Groups’ in Appendix 6 (Formerly Appendix 5). A youth member also sits on the Havant Local Strategic Partnership. 

Dennis Ansell 
Involvement techniques 
Questionnaire 
Additional techniques should include Leigh Park newsletter, Leigh Park neighbourhood forum and local radio. 
Local radio already included in table 1.  Issue press releases to local magazine and newsletter editors added to table 1. 

Dennis Ansell
Groups involved (2.2 and Appendix 5) 
Questionnaire
Should include Central Leigh Park Neighbourhood Forum.
Included in Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).



Dennis Ansell 
Hard to reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire 
Leigh Park Newsletter for engaging ‘hard to reach groups’
Issue press releases to local magazine and newsletter editors added to table 1.

Environment Agency
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Suggests face-to-face/exhibitions/workshops
Referred to in Table 1.

Environment Agency
Whole document
Questionnaire
Happy to be involved in pre-discussions to consultation provided they were for major/complex developments affecting their remit.
Noted – no change.

R Ewing 
Significant Applications 

(2.16)
Questionnaire 
Strongly disagree that thresholds for significant applications are appropriate. 
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications. It is agreed that the threshold for significant applications is high and recommend that this is halved.



R Ewing
Paragraph 2.2 and Appendix 5
Questionnaire
Brook Meadow Group, Friends of Nore Barn Wood, Maisemore Gardens residents Group.
Added to Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).

Mrs B Marshall (Bosmere Hundred Society)
Table one – involvement methods
Questionnaire
Publicity should be frequent and available to all.
The Council website will be updated regularly, whilst Serving You is available to all local residents.

Mrs B Marshall (Bosmere Hundred Society)
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Use direct approach as often as possible, but it is difficult to engage them unless they appreciate the importance of participation.
Consultation Working Group needs to consider developing strategy for engaging groups.

Mrs B Marshall (Bosmere Hundred Society)
Whole document
Questionnaire
Make every effort to ensure this is not just another ‘talking shop’.
Noted – No change

Horndean Parish Council
Appendix 5
Questionnaire
Include adjoining parish councils as statutory consultees.
Add adjoining parish councils to the list of consultees in Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).

Sharron Vince
Table one – involvement methods
Questionnaire
Suggests church magazines/newsletter, DSS offices and post offices.
Add reference to press releases being sent to local magazines and DSS/Post offices as venues in Table 1.

Sharron Vince
Whole document
Questionnaire
Tendency to ‘jargonise’.  Para 21 (v) mentions word ‘consultation’ six times – which does not make for easy reading.
Paragraph amended to remove 1 ‘consultation’. The SCI is about consultation therefore the word does occur many times. The Planning system is too jargonised and an attempt has been made to simplify it.

Diane Bowyer (DPDS Consulting Group) 
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Agrees with the format of the SCI and no further comment
Noted – no change.

Alan Crowfond (Woodsedge Waders) 
Hard to reach groups (2.1) 
Questionnaire 
Does ‘faith groups’ include various religious denominations which should be included.  
Faith groups include religious groups/denominations. No change needed. 

Alan Crowfond (Woodsedge Waders) 
Significant applications (2.16)  
Questionnaire 
Suggest more than 10 dwellings across the whole of the borough.  
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications. It is agreed that the threshold for significant applications is high and recommend that this is halved.  

Alan Crowfond (Woodsedge Waders)


Whole Document 
Questionnaire
Good idea to have list of abbreviations. 
Comment noted 

Alan Crowfond (Woodsedge Waders)
Paragraph 2.11 (v) 
Questionnaire
Where is the service point in Waterlooville?
Add footnote to paragraph 4.1 (vi) (formerly para2.11 (v)) to identify location of Waterlooville service point. 

Ken Gilchrist
Significant Thresholds

(2.16)
Questionnaire 
Disagree that thresholds for significant applications are appropriate. 
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications. It is agreed that the threshold for significant applications is high and recommend that this is halved.

Ken Gilchrist 
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Slightly unclear to understand SCI
The SCI is subject to regulatory jargon. Every attempt has been made to minimise jargon and make the explanation clear.

Ken Gilchrist
Community Boards (2.19-2.20)
Questionnaire
Significant work is required to enable community boards to make an effective contribution.
Training to be provided through Planning Aid.

Ken Gilchrist
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Suggests direct/personal contact with unofficial leaders, spokes people and protestors.
The communications working group will need to identify these people who can be added to the consultees’ lists.

Ken Gilchrist
Whole document
Questionnaire
Good attempt but inevitably not an easy read.
Noted.

Liz Weaver (Levvel Ltd)
Involvement techniques  
Questionnaire 
Whilst methods of consultation are satisfactory, would be useful to undertake an early stage that increases awareness. Risk that the development industry will not respond to early consultation. 
The new planning system is designed to be front loaded for early community involvement. Before a local planning authority can comply with Regulation 26 (Pre-submission public participation) they must carry out pre-submission consultation under Regulation 25 (Pre-submission consultation).  There are three main opportunities to comment on Development Plan Documents.  

Liz Weaver (Levvel Ltd)
Groups involved (2.2 and Appendix 5)
Questionnaire 
Appendix 5 does not identify which private sector organisations, specifically within the development industry, will be contacted. 
The Homebuilders Federation represent private sector house builders and have been included in Appendix 5. 

Liz Weaver (Levvel Ltd) 
Whole document 
Questionnaire 
Views of development industry important consideration for local authorities. Importance of engaging developers recognised in national guidance. 
Noted. 

Rowlands Castle Parish Council
Appendix 5
Questionnaire
Include adjoining parish councils in Appendix 5.
Add adjoining parish councils to the list of consultees in Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5). 

Rowlands Castle Parish Council
Whole document
Questionnaire
Wish to be informed at an early stage of any developments likely to affect them.
Have been added to the list of consultees and will therefore be informed as early as possible.

Rowlands Castle Parish Council
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Suggests using local organisations such as Help the Aged, Women’s Groups and local schools and colleges.
Agree that these are important groups. Add them to Appendix 6 and ensure that consultation working group develop contacts with these groups. 

Malcolm Judd & Partners
Table one – involvement methods
Questionnaire
Suggest ‘Planning for Real’ as an additional method.
Planning for Real is a copyrighted technique which may be appropriate on the significant applications. The Council have used Enquiry by Design in similar instances and this is listed in Table 1. If a developer of a significant proposal wished to use Planning for Real, there would be no objection.  Add reference in Table 1.



Cllr Ann Buckley
Significant applications (2.16)
Questionnaire
The figure for residential applications should be less than 100.  Suggests 50-75.
It is not practicable to carry out the extensive involvement on all applications.  However, accept that some applications which do not fall within the ‘significant’ threshold may have a significant impact and this is outlined in paragraph 4.11 (formerly 2.17) of the SCI.

Cllr Ann Buckley
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Suggests home visits, meeting people in shopping centres/markets and presentations at luncheon clubs.
Due to resource limitations home visits are only undertaken in exceptional cases. Shopping centre exhibitions and presentations are already covered in Table 1.

Cllr Ann Buckley
Whole document
Questionnaire
Need to restore public confidence in community involvement.  Many people feel that their views are not being listened too.  Particularly on Potash Terrace – include article in SY to clarify why site is going for retail rather than housing.
The SCI is a first step in letting the public know what to expect from involvement in the planning system.  There is an issue that the community need to be aware of the Policy context which guides planning decisions.

Detail site issues are beyond the remit of the SCI.

W Prince (Havant & Bedhampton CB, Langstone Village Association)
Whole document but particularly table one.
Questionnaire
Set out clear aims in simple, jargon free English.  Explain things clearly and simply.
Noted - No change

W Prince (Havant & Bedhampton CB, Langstone Village Association)
SPDs (1.8 (ii))
Questionnaire
Do the SPDs include community generated documents such as Village Design Statements?
Include Village/Town Design Statements in the table of methods and explain their role and what weight these will be given in planning terms.

W Prince (Havant & Bedhampton CB, Langstone Village Association)
Significant applications (2.16)
Questionnaire
Significance is shown as numerical.  It should include such significance’s as environment, heritage etc. which cannot be quantified.
Accept that some applications which do not fall within the ‘significant’ threshold may have a significant impact and this is outlined in paragraph 4.11 (formerly 2.17) of the SCI.

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)
Involvement techniques
Questionnaire
Are there any others apart from door-to-door calling.
Due to resource limitations, door-to-door calling would not be practicable. However, a list of involvement techniques is shown in table 1. 

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)
Hard to reach groups (2.1)
Questionnaire 
People are generally apathetic until personally affected by a development or change when it is not too late. 
Comment noted. No change needed. 

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)
Significant Applications (2.16 – 2.17)
Questionnaire
Involvement in such large applications is vital as they would be very significant in some areas such as north east Hayling.
No change needed.

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)
Whole document
Questionnaire
How do Village Design Statements fit in?
Include Village/Town Design Statements in the table of methods and explain their role and what weight these will be given in planning terms.

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)


Community Boards
Questionnaire
It is important that the Community Boards are not hijacked by small pressure groups.
The membership and conduct of the Community Boards is beyond the remit of the SCI.

Dr CG Richards (North East Hayling RA)
Whole document
Questionnaire
It is vital that the views expressed by the community are seen to be met.
The community must appreciate that the planning system can only make decisions based on national and local planning policy and other material planning considerations. There are instances where the community view is not material to planning or is at variance with national and local policy. So there will inevitably be cases where planning decisions do not accord with the communities view. More effort will be made to advise the community of the constraints of the planning system.

Kevin Andrews (Denmead Parish Council)
Whole 
Questionnaire
Agreed with all the statements on the SCI  
Noted – No change

Kevin Andrews (Denmead Parish Council)
Hard-to-reach groups (2.1 (iv))
Questionnaire
Suggested direct mailing.
Where specific contacts exist these will be identified by the Councils consultation working group and their names can be added to Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5) and therefore subject to direct mailing.

Aleks Polanski (West Sussex County Council)
Appendix 5
Email
Appendix 5 should confirm that W Sussex CC is a statutory consultee as an adjoining authority.
Add W Sussex CC & Sussex Parish Councils to Appendix 6.

Nigel Chilcott (Hayling Island Community Boards – Faith Groups)
Whole Document
Letter
A brave effort well done
Noted – No change

Nigel Chilcott (Hayling Island Community Boards – Faith Groups)
Appendix 5
Letter
Faith Groups should appear under Appendix 5 list of other local interests. Similarly Chichester Harbour Conservancy and Langstone Harbour Boards should be listed.
Faith groups are already listed under the Havant Community Partnership section of Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5). Add Harbour groups to Appendix 6 (formerly Appendix 5).

Nigel Chilcott (Hayling Island Community Boards – Faith Groups)
Paragraph 2.16
Letter
Thresholds should be at least halved. All developers in a sensitive location such as AONB & Conservation Areas should be required to conduct effective consultation with the community and the HBC decision based upon their evidence of support.
Planning decisions are not based on levels of local support. They are based on the objective consideration of the planning merits of a proposal within the context of national and local policy.

Nigel Chilcott (Hayling Island Community Boards – Faith Groups)
Hard to reach groups
Letter
Use parish magazines and websites; use of after school hours (MUGA & skate parks) – youth is the group to reach rather than the few ethnic/black people who are already well integrated; reduce general public’s cynicism by being fair
The need to use local magazines and contact schools has been dealt with above. The evolution on the SCI is wholly intended to present a fair and transparent view of what the Council will do.

Nigel Chilcott (Hayling Island Community Boards – Faith Groups)
General
Letter
You must insist on anyone applying for planning permission to produce evidence of consultations. They must consult the community as effectively as the Council consult the community to receive planning permission. HBC must not be seen to collude with developers.
The community must appreciate that the planning system can only make decisions based on national and local planning policy and other material planning considerations. There are instances where the community view is not material to planning or is at variance with national and local policy. So there will inevitably be cases where planning decisions do not accord with the communities view. This may appear to be collusion with developers but the community must understand that the Policy context is based on a premise that the developer is entitled to planning permission unless the proposal is contrary to policy or other material considerations. It is not collusion with developers it is the nature of the system.

