Consultation response proforma

If you are responding by email or in writing, please reply using this questionnaire
pro-forma, which should be read alongside the consultation document. You are able
to expand the comments box should you need more space

Your Details (Required fields are indicated with an asterix(*))

Family Name (Surname)* Gomm

First Name* Alan

Title Planning Policy Manager
Address Kings Court, Chapel Street
City/Town* King’s Lynn

Postal Code* PE30 1EX

Telephone Number 01553 616237

Email Address* alan.gomm@west-norfolk.gov.uk

Are the views expressed on this consultation your own personal views or an official
response from an organisation you represent?* (please tick as appropriate)

[]

Personal View

Organisational Response

Name of Organisation (if applicable)

Borough Council of King's Lynn and West Norfolk

If you are responding on behalf of an organisation, please tick the box which best
describes your organisation

[

Local Authority (including National Parks, Broads Authority, the Greater London
Authority and London Boroughs)

Neighbourhood Planning Body/Parish or Town Council
Private Sector organisation (including housebuilders, housing associations,
businesses, consultants)

Trade Association / Interest Group/Voluntary or Charitable organisation

Other (Please specify)
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Proposed approach to calculating the local housing need

Question 1 (a)

do you agree with the proposed standard approach to assessing local housing need? If
not, what alternative approach or other factors should be considered?

] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

A standardised approach is reasonable. Whether the precise mechanism envisaged is sufficiently fine
tuned to localities is for consideration, but the principle of areas of least affordability having an increased
supply to attempt to intervene / affect the market is appropriate. However this will not actually get more
houses built. Clear sanctions need to be applied to landowners and developers who do not bring forward
permitted sites.

Question 1(b)
how can information on local housing need be made more transparent?

Please enter your comments here

A clear statement in an Authority Monitoring Report is an obvious opportunity, but a clear public statement
from Government on numbers will be helpful. Otherwise all local plans will state the figure clearly. The
guestion of adjustments to take account of local circumstances, and a flexibility allowance will need to be
shown.
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Question 2

do you agree with the proposal that an assessment of local housing need should be able
to be relied upon for a period of two years from the date a plan is submitted?

11| Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

However, in practice if an Examination takes a year to complete then the figure only has a one year
currency. Any Review / new plan will not be ready in that period, which will leave LPAs vulnerable to
challenge. However current ONS projections are published 2 yearly so we would have been re-assessing
FOAN anyway. If an LPA can demonstrate a 5 year supply then the local plan should be considered up to
date?

Question 3

do you agree that we should amend national planning policy so that a sound plan should
identify local housing needs using a clear and justified method?

H Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

As specified by Government.

45



Question 4

do you agree with our approach in circumstances when plan makers deviate from the
proposed method, including the level of scrutiny we expect from the Planning Inspectors?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Question 5(a)

do you agree that the Secretary of State should have discretion to defer the period for
using the baseline for some local planning authorities? If so, how best could this be
achieved, what minimum requirements should be in place before the Secretary of State
may exercise this discretion, and for how long should such deferral be permitted?

[] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here
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Question 5(b)

do you consider that authorities that have an adopted joint local plan, or which are covered
by an adopted spatial development strategy, should be able to assess their five year land
supply and/or be measured for the purposes of the Housing Delivery Test, across the area
as a whole?

]| Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Question 5 (c)

do you consider that authorities that are not able to use the new method for calculating
local housing need should be able to use an existing or an emerging local plan figure for
housing need for the purposes of calculating five year land supply and to be measured for
the purposes of the Housing Delivery Test?

N Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

But, it will cause confusion and argument if there is variation from the 'specified’ figure.
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Question 6

do you agree with the proposed transitional arrangements for introducing the standard
approach for calculating local housing need?

1| Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Statement of Common Ground

Question 7(a)

do you agree with the proposed administrative arrangements for preparing the statement
of common ground?

] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here
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Question 7(b)

how do you consider a statement of common ground should be implemented in areas
where there is a Mayor with strategic plan-making powers?

Please enter your comments here

Question 7(c)

do you consider there to be a role for directly elected Mayors without strategic plan-making
powers, in the production of a statement of common ground?

Yes

No

]| Notsure / don't know

Please enter your comments here
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Question 8

do you agree that the proposed content and timescales for publication of the statement of
common ground are appropriate and will support more effective co-operation on strategic
cross-boundary planning matters?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Question 9(a)
do you agree with the proposal to amend the tests of soundness to include that:

i) plans should be prepared based on a strategy informed by agreements over the wider
area; and

i) plans should be based on effective joint working on cross-boundary strategic priorities,
which are evidenced in the statement of common ground?

] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know
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Please enter your comments here

Question 9(b)

do you agree to the proposed transitional arrangements for amending the tests of
soundness to ensure effective co-operation?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here
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Planning for a mix of housing needs

Question 10(a)

do you have any suggestions on how to streamline the process for identifying the housing
need for individual groups and what evidence could be used to help plan to meet the

needs of particular groups?

Please enter your comments here

The groups indicated in the document are not exclusive, they overlap. Families, renting, self build etc. The
practicalities of defining a 'need' may be imprecise. Current policy approaches in our plans will be covering
a variety of needs. for example allowing infill plots in or adjacent to villages could be used by self builders
who may be families, or travellers who have ceased traveling etc.

Question 10(b)

do you agree that the current definition of older people within the National Planning Policy
Framework is still fit-for-purpose?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

More effort needs to be put in by upper tier authorities to identify demographics and types of need in an
area. Intelligence from Adult Social Services Departments under 'duty to co-operate' would be valuable.
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Neighbourhood Planning

Question 11(a)

should a local plan set out the housing need for designated neighbourhood planning areas
and parished areas within the area?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

However the potential growth scenario may be unattractive to local NP groups. In higher growth areas
there will be large numbers to accommodate and a robust transparent process needs to be undertaken.
These could be of 'strategic’ significance, but delivered in a local context.

Question 11(b)

do you agree with the proposal for a formula-based approach to apportion housing need to
neighbourhood plan bodies in circumstances where the local plan cannot be relied on as a

basis for calculating housing need?

Yes

No

] Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Strategic policies may have different mechanisms for distributing housing numbers. There could be
contradictions for example in the 'standard' approach, to one where strategically a growth corridor is
indicated in a local plan, i.e. a higher figure would be given for the latter.
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Proposed approach to Viability Assessment

Question 12

do you agree that local plans should identify the infrastructure and affordable housing
needed, how these will be funded and the contributions developers will be expected to
make?

1| Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Is this different to the requirement for local plan viability studies?

Question 13

in reviewing guidance on testing plans and policies for viability, what amendments could
be made to improve current practice?

Please enter your comments here

Requiring accurate and comprehensive information from landowners / developers.
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Question 14

do you agree that where policy requirements have been tested for their viability, the issue
should not usually need to be tested again at the planning application stage?

] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Question 15

how can Government ensure that infrastructure providers, including housing associations,
are engaged throughout the process, including in circumstances where a viability
assessment may be required?

Please enter your comments here
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Question 16

what factors should we take into account in updating guidance to encourage viability
assessments to be simpler, quicker and more transparent, for example through a
standardised report or summary format?

Please enter your comments here

A standardised format would help. But 'simpler / quicker' may not reveal all relevant issues?

Question 17(a)

do you agree that local planning authorities should set out in plans how they will monitor
and report on planning agreements to help ensure that communities can easily understand
what infrastructure and affordable housing has been secured and delivered through
developer contributions?

N Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here
Could be part of the AMR?
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Question 17(b)

what factors should we take into account in preparing guidance on a standard approach to
monitoring and reporting planning obligations?

Please enter your comments here

Affordable housing
Highway improvements
Schools

Libraries

Question 17(c)

how can local planning authorities and applicants work together to better publicise
infrastructure and affordable housing secured through new development once
development has commenced, or at other stages of the process?

Please enter your comments here

Is this necessary? Once completed it will be occupied? Q17(b) above is the better place to announce the
infrastructure secured.
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Planning fees

Question 18(a)

do you agree that a further 20 per cent fee increase should be applied to those local
planning authorities who are delivering the homes their communities need? What should
be the criteria to measure this?

] Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

?SA

Question 18(b)

do you think there are more appropriate circumstances when a local planning authority
should be able to charge the further 20 per cent? If so, do you have views on how these
circumstances could work in practice?

M Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

?SA
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Question 18(c)

should any additional fee increase be applied nationally once all local planning authorities
meet the required criteria, or only to individual authorities who meet them?

Apply nationally

]| Apply to Individual authorities only

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

?SA

Question 18(d)

are there any other issues we should consider in developing a framework for this additional
fee increase?

Please enter your comments here
?SA
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Other issues

Question 19

having regard to the measures we have already identified in the housing White Paper, are
there any other actions that could increase build out rates?

N Yes

No

Not sure / don't know

Please enter your comments here

Sanctions for non delivery on permitted sites.

Your opinion is valuable to us. Thank you for taking the time to read the consultation and
respond.
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