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PLANNING POLICY STATEMENT Consultation Questions

When complete, please email to economicdevelopment@communities.gsi.gov.uk or post to Richard Canovan, Planning for Business Team, Communities and Local Government, 
1/J3 Eland House, Bressenden Place, London SW1E 5DU

PART 4: Consultation Questions

Name:       
Organisation:       
Address:       
E-mail address:       
Questions on which we would particularly like your views:

Please state whether you agree to your response being made public. Yes/No

1. Do you support the consolidation and streamlining of national planning policy on economic development into a single policy statement? What do you think are the costs and benefits of the approach?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
2. Does the draft Statement include all that you understand to be policy from draft PPS4, PPG5, PPS6 and PPS7? If not, please be specific about what paragraphs in any of these documents you feel should be included in this document? Please can you explain why this should be the case?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
3. Other than where specifically highlighted, the process of streamlining policy text previously in draft PPS4, PPS6 and PPS7 to focus on policy rather than guidance is not intended to result in a change in policy. Are there any policies which you feel have changed in this process? Please tell us what you think has changed and provide alternative wording that addresses your concerns.

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
4. Does the structure of the draft Statement make it easier to understand what is required at different stages in the planning process? Are there any improvements you would like to see made? 

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
5. Do you think the restructuring of the impact test from the consultation draft of PPS6 achieves the right balance and is it robust enough to thoroughly test the positive and negative impacts of development outside town centres?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
6. Should more be done to give priority in forward planning and development management to strategically important sectors such as those that support a move to a low carbon economy, and if so, what should this be?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
7. Is the approach to the determination of planning applications set out in policy EC21 proportionate?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
8. Do you think the requirement for regional spatial strategies to set targets for employment land targets for each district in their area should be imposed? Please give reasons for your view.
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
9. Do you agree the policies do enough to protect small or rural shops and services, including public houses? If no, please explain what changes you would like to see.
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
10. In response to Matthew Taylor, we have altered the approach to issues such as farm diversification. What do you consider are the pros and cons of this approach?


Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   
Comment:       
11. Do you think that the proposals in this draft PPS will have a differential impact, either positive or negative, on people, because of their gender, race or disability? If so how in your view should we respond? We particularly welcome the views of organisations and individuals with specific expertise in these areas.


Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  FORMCHECKBOX 
   

Comment:       
