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Draft Response to Planning White Paper 
Consultation 

 
The Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (@mhclg)  currently has three 
consultations currently open for comments:  

• Changes to the current planning system (closes 1 October),  
• Planning White Paper (closes 29 October)  
• Transparency and competition: a call for evidence on data on land control (closes 30 

October) (Appendix C 
 

This paper looks solely at the Planning White Paper, which aims to introduce:   
A new zonal Planning – 3 zones 

• Growth – housing hospitals schools shops and offices allowed automatically 
• Renewal – PiP on urban and brownfield 
• Protection – Greenbelt, AONB and “rich heritage” 

Changes to local plans 
• 30 months to complete 
• Clear rules, not policies 
• Nationally set development management policies 
• 2/3 smaller 
• Retention of Neighbourhood Plans 
• Loss of duty to cooperate and sustainability appraisal 

Faster Decision Making 
• Statutory time limits – cannot extend 
• Loss of fees on appeal losses 

Design codes 
• National Design Code (with local tweaking) 
• All streets tree-lined 
• Fast track for “beauty” 

Planning Gain 
• S106 and CIL replaced with “IL” 
• Nationally set and based on final value of development – land value capture 
• Paid on occupation – can be borrowed against 
• Delivery of affordable homes? – 49% currently through s106. Allow option to deliver 

on-site? 
• Schools transport and health delivered via “IL” 

Technology 
• More focus on new technology and moving away from “notices on lamp posts” 

  

https://twitter.com/mhclg
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/changes-to-the-current-planning-system
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/planning-for-the-future
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/transparency-and-competition-a-call-for-evidence-on-data-on-land-control
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/907647/MHCLG-Planning-Consultation.pdf
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Further items which provide more help and guidance in considering the 

white paper are:. 

• Birketts Insight paper – where do the planning white paper 
proposals leave planning committees and communities?  (published 
26th August 2020) 

• BBC news item (published 6th August 2020) 
• Royal Town Planning Institute – Planning for the Future  
• A presentation shared by NALC from Cornwall Council 
• ACRE’s Rural analysis of Consultation: Changes to the Existing 

Planning System. 
 

NALC’s questions on the Planning White Paper, and draft responses, are attached 
as Appendix A to this report.  

 
Action: 

Councillors are asked to consider the draft responses to the NALC’s questions on 

the Planning White Paper, agree any additions or amendments for the Clerk to 

submit to NALC. 

 

https://www.birketts.co.uk/insights/legal-updates/planning-white-paper-on-committees-and-communities
https://www.birketts.co.uk/insights/legal-updates/planning-white-paper-on-committees-and-communities
https://www.birketts.co.uk/insights/legal-updates/planning-white-paper-on-committees-and-communities
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-53669432
https://www.salc.org.uk/download/61952/
https://www.salc.org.uk/download/61956/
https://www.salc.org.uk/download/61960/
https://www.salc.org.uk/download/61960/


 





https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/907273/Planning_for_the_Future_web_accessible_version.pdf
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User
Sticky Note
Yes

User
Sticky Note
The current planning portal, failing that, an e-mail notification.

User
Sticky Note
The proposals seem to imply that the Local Plans would become a set of design codes with less discretion for planning officers, and, ultimately, less engagement with local communities, (other than the development of the local plan).  

User
Sticky Note
There is a risk that there would be less diversity and local character by relying on national general development management policies nationally.

User
Sticky Note
There is insufficient detail to comment on this.

User
Sticky Note
It is unlikely that it would be possible without a formal duty to co-operate



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

User
Sticky Note
Not Sure

User
Sticky Note
No?

User
Sticky Note
No.  It relies on local communities having the time and knowledge to input into the development of the local plans, and the outlined timescales (six weeks) look insufficient for there to be meaningful engagement with communities.

User
Sticky Note
No.  It relies on local communities having the time and knowledge to input into the development of the local plans, and the outlined timescales (six weeks) look insufficient for there to be meaningful engagement with communities.It is also not clear how local Neighbourhood Plans will fit into the new proposals.

User
Sticky Note
Not sure, New settlements will have a significant impact on local infrastructure and costs to local authorities which might not have sufficient funding to mitigate the impacts of the new settlements (e.g. hospitals, primary care, schooling, libraries and leisure.

User
Sticky Note
No, it almost entirely excludes parish council's views on proposed development, and therefore local representation.

User
Sticky Note
Yes, but they are already accessible and web based.  However, they also need to be available to individuals in alternative formats as it presumes that everyone has access to the internet, when in many rural areas broadband speeds are significantly lower (making it harder to access, view, and/or download large file sizes.  Many people still do not have access to computers, whether due to skills or affordability, and unless alternatives are available, this discriminates against their engagement.

User
Sticky Note
No, this is unrealistic, particularly as it only allows six weeks for consultation.  This be a huge limiting factor on community engagement, and should be extended to at least 3 months.

User
Sticky Note
Yes, particularly as NP is a community process with substantial engagement with residents of those communities and allows for real representation in the planning process.

User
Sticky Note
Local experience of it suggests that it already does so.



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

User
Sticky Note
Not sure.

User
Sticky Note
 

User
Sticky Note
 

User
Sticky Note
There is a substantial risk that unless the LPA has the time and resources to develop accepted design guides and codes, local character could be decimated through the use of national design codes.  Too much homogenaity.

User
Sticky Note
Not sure, it seems very top down.

User
Sticky Note
No, again this moves decision making away from local control.

User
Sticky Note
Beauty is objective and it is unlikely that there will ever be agreement on what is beautiful.  Quality can be objectified.

User
Sticky Note
 



 

 

 

 

 

User
Sticky Note
There's insufficent detail in the white paper as to how this would work.  The problem for rural parishes is that generally developments are too small to fall within CIL, but collectively place an increased burden on the infrastructure of the community.

User
Sticky Note
At principle authority level, as they are best placed with knowledge of the infrastructure required.

User
Sticky Note
The problem in rural communities is that rarely captures any value because self build and custom built small developments don't fall within it. 

User
Sticky Note
Not sure, but insufficient guarantees to be able to borrow against it.

User
Sticky Note
Yes

User
Sticky Note
Yes

User
Sticky Note
Not sure

User
Sticky Note
Not sure

User
Sticky Note
Not sure, but the quality should be the same as for market value housing.

User
Sticky Note
Not sure



 

 

 

User
Sticky Note
Not sure

User
Sticky Note
?




