RESPONSE BY JAMES DEROUNIAN, VOLUNTEER FOR CPRE GLOUCESTERSHIRE
 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK CONSULTATION, MARCH 2026
Page 9 "The government is committed to tackling this country’s housing crisis." This being the case - and given that - according to the UK Government's own 2020 research, why has it discontinued support funding to communities and their parish and town councils to prepare Neighbourhood Plans? Given that MCLG 2020 research Impacts of Neighbourhood Planning in England shows that “Neighbourhood Plans allocating housing sites provided an average of 39 additional units above what was allocated in the Local Plan? Across “135 plans, this amounted to 18,000 extra homes beyond local authority targets. So, Neighbourhood Plans already contribute significantly to the UK Government’s stated aim to deliver additional housing, including affordable homes. [Likewise p.15 "We want to better support the needs of different groups through the planning system. This includes stronger support for rural social and affordable housing"....the very housing developments supported by and for communities via their Neighbourhood Plans].
Page 14 "we are also proposing a revised presumption in favour of sustainable development, underpinning the way the new policies direct different forms of development to the most appropriate locations". Sounds reasonable, except for the way in which this is already being enacted: Take development on the edge of Gretton village, Gloucestershire.....around six 3 or 4 bedroom executive houses, in a village that only has a primary school and village hall. No shop or post office, no doctors....necessitating car travel to the nearest service centre (Winchcombe). How is this "sustainable development" - when it clearly is not. And the nearest railway station would be Cheltenham Spa - some 12 miles away! Such unsustainable development policies direct act against a key Government policy to linked to transport other than private cars p16/ 83; and p32 S3.
p21 "PM5: Neighbourhood Plans NPs This policy...sets out the role of neighbourhood plans in allowing communities to plan positively for their areas, and indicates the matters which they may cover. It makes clear that neighbourhood plans should not propose less development than what is already set out in the wider development plan." Use of the word "allowing" smacks of top down....a warmer and genuinely more positive expression would be "This policy.....in enabling communities to plan positively...."
p23 "PM10: Maintaining cooperation between plan-making authorities and PM11 Demonstrating cooperation between plan-making authorities" - agreed, on the basis that this includes the relationship between parish and town councils, and NP Forums, and their local planning authorities LPAs.
p24 "Do you agree that policy PM12 increases certainty at plan-making stage regarding the contributions expected from development proposals? Strongly agree. With one caveat - that is that every LPA should be required to have in place a Community Infrastructure Levy CIL, to make real the commitment to an increased percentage developer contributions for development in line with a community-driven, 'made up' NP. Also links to p29 s106 discussion - is it necessary to have 2 developer contribution mechanisms, as opposed to a combined CIL (CIL + s106)?
p26 "PM17: Examining Neighbourhood Plans "the examination of neighbourhood plans will include an assessment of whether they accord with the policy that they should not duplicate, substantively restate or modify the content of national decision-making policies." As currently expressed the meaning is ambiguous; suggest "the examination of neighbourhood plans will include an assessment of whether they accord with the policy that they should not duplicate, or substantively restate or modify the content of national decision-making policies." And yet NPs are supposed to accord with the strategic policies of the LPA - how can these 2 objectives be reconciled?
p35 "S6: Neighbourhood Plans and the Presumption "presumption in favour of sustainable development". Where a "neighbourhood plan contains proposals to meet its identified housing requirement." The operative words here being "identified housing needs" e.g. via a housing needs survey conducted by a housing enabler, Local (parish/ town) Council, county ACRE charity etc.
p43 Proposed "changes to support the provision of much needed social and affordable housing in rural areas. This includes amending the definition of Designated Rural Areas in the current Framework glossary to allow affordable housing contributions to be sought on minor development in parishes with a population of 3,000 or less".  The threshold figure of 3,000 population seems arbitrary; why not take in historic definition of rural communities (e.g. previously operated by the then-Rural Development Commission) settlements up to 10,000 population? Do you agree our proposed changes to the definition of designated rural areas will better support rural social and affordable housing? partly disagree.
p44 "Do you agree with our proposals to ask authorities to set out requirements for a broader mix of tenures to be provided on sites of 150 homes or more?" Partly agree although - as directly above - would rather see a much lower figure at which "a much broader mix of tenures" must be provided.
p45 Do you agree with "proposals to add military affordable housing to the definition of affordable housing"; partly agree - suggest add in church-owned (esp diocesan Glebe) land, demonstrated in the English and Welsh 'Faith in Affordable Housing' projects that have delivered affordable homes in rural communities.
p49 "Do you agree the with the criteria set out regarding the locations of specialist housing for older people? partly agree.....suggest in addition to this, in rural communities, there is deliberate provision and planning for those of retirement age to downsize, thereby meeting their needs and, at the same time releasing larger properties to attract younger people and families, to deliver the Government's stated aim of sustainable development/ balanced communities.
p50 HO11: Isolated homes in the countryside This policy is changed to "reflect policy on the removal of the term “optimum viable use” and new policy in relation to the reuse of vacant listed buildings" - in plain English, what does this actually mean? Unclear to a lay reader!
p83 "Vision-Led Approach to Planning" (for Transport) - I still don't know what this really means!?
p88 Strongly agree "that Local Green Space should be ‘close’ to the community it serves"
p88 "proposed policies at HC3 and HC4 will support the provision of community facilities and public service infrastructure serving new development? partly agree
p100 "N4: Protected Landscapes" - suggest brief elaboration to make explicit exactly what designated areas are included in the definition of "protected landscapes" e.g. National Parks; National Landscapes, SSSIs etc
Community-led developments: “A development instigated and taken forward by a not for-profit organisation set up and that is primarily for the purpose of meeting the housing needs of its members and the wider local community, rather than being a primarily commercial enterprise.” Why not extend this to include Local (parish and town) Councils as well, that exist to serve the needs of their communities?

