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planning policy into one succinct

only diﬀerence is some of the

planning document. It has been
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The Dra7 NPPF was cri cised for not
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plans should be kept up to date
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development’. In addi on, many

Framework (NPPF) played a central
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Tuesday. Economic growth was top

suggested that the document would
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We are a plan-led system – the

enhance and improve places,
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Sustainable economic development will be supported,
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High quality design and a good
standard of amenity is fundamental,
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Planning will promote vitality in
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development in loca ons that were

approach to infrastructure
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development in the hope that this
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opinion, are not that drama c. Obviously fewer pages can
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intrinsic character of the
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Support a low carbon future by
taking account of ﬂood risk and
coastal change while encouraging
the reuse of exis ng resources,
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Three dimensions to ‘sustainable

Conserve and enhance the natural
environment,

development’,
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Encourage eﬃcient use of land,

A dilu ng of the economic
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Promote mixed use developments,

contain less detail; however, the
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signiﬁcance),

•
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‘garden grabbing’,
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full use of public transport; and,
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made. In our opinion, that is why

that there had been eight years to
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building high quality buildings in the

The proof will however be in the
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right place, but doing so will
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under delivery elsewhere there will
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deﬁned as more sustainable
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step to achieving the Government’s

determined through the appeal
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system. This poten al result is the
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exact opposite to the aims of the

local planning authori es and
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Localism Act, with decisions taken

planning commi ees. This document

development, perhaps that is why

out of local people’s hands and put

will cause further uncertainty while
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into that of the Planning Inspec-

case law determines how we
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torate. Although the NPPF does go

interpret this rather vague

deﬁni on of ‘mee ng the needs of
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policy. Certainty is the key to geMng

the present without compromising

broader approach should be taken in Britain building, and despite the

the ability of future genera ons to

assessing the merits of an applica-

of available sites.

meet their own needs’; in addi on to
the ﬁve guiding principles of the UK

on, it is diﬃcult to see how this
would be enacted.

Sustainable Development, which are:

Government’s best a empts, this
document has failed to provide
certainty to the development
industry. It does however make a

living within the planet’s environ-
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healthy and just society; achieving a
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document? Many of the local
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good governance and using sound
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scien ﬁc reasoning. In addi on, they their Local Plans un l the NPPF was
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seen in its ﬁnal incarna on, and as

Should you require any addi onal

to sustainable development’, i.e. the
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planning authori es are behind with

Policy Framework, please do not

role. It appears that they really

the implementa on of development
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wanted to make a point that
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sustainable development could be

introduced transi onal arrange-

deﬁned, however will it help? Surely ments, which provide LPAs with just

