
LAMBOURNE PARISH COUNCIL
www.lambourneparishcouncil.org

Serving the Communities of Abridge & Lambourne End

12th April 2018

Simon Hill
Monitoring Officer, 
AD Governance
Epping Forest District Council
Civic Offices
323 High Street
Epping, Essex, CM16 4BZ

Dear Mr Hill

I am writing to you with reference to your email on 29th March regards the changes to the 
Planning Protocol. A Meeting was held to discuss this matter last night, 11th April.

Councillors read through the document that had been sent to them, along with referring to 
the attached comments made by Buckhurst Hill Parish Council. 

1. Councillors AGREED on all points raised by Buckhurst Hill Parish Council. They would 
like to ask that these comments be considered as also Comments from Lambourne Parish 
Council.

2. Councils feel very strongly that if a local Council objects to a planning application this 
should be sent through to full committee irrespective of any other objections. If this is taken 
away from local Councils it will damage local democracy and the role of the local Council.

A hard copy of this letter has been sent to you as of 12th April 2018.

Yours sincerely

Tony Carter, Clerk
Lambourne Parish Council                                                                              

http://www.lambourneparishcouncil.org/








      NORTH WEALD BASSETT  
          PARISH COUNCIL
           Jim Davis Room, Parish Office, North Weald Library, 138 High Road, North Weald, CM16 6BZ

 Tel: 01992 523825            Fax: 01992 524756 Email: clerk@northweald-pc.gov.uk
www. northweald-pc.gov.uk

12th April 2018 Clerk to the Council 
Susan De Luca

Simon Hill
Monitoring Officer - AD Governance
Epping Forest District Council
Civic Offices
High Street
Epping
Essex
BY EMAIL

Dear Simon

Thank you for giving the Parish Council the opportunity to comment on this consultation.

These are the views of the North Weald Bassett Parish Council Planning Committee
 That Area Planning Committees should be retained
 PARAGRAPH 5.  Members of this Council believe that the Objective is to have a Robust 

Local Democracy.   The statement seems to show a ‘Power Grab’ 
 PARAGRAPH 10 A further definitive breakdown  of the figures that have been given as 

examples in the statistics are necessary, especially as this shows that 14 out of 109 approved 
equates to 13%.  We would like to see this broken down further, such as what percentage a 
those recommended for approval to Area Plans are overturned by Councillors then overturned 
on Appeal by an Inspector.

 Members of the Planning Committee feel that Application Forms should be used, together 
with photos, and the drones that District Council purchased a little while ago as the first step 
in ensuring that the submitted applications are correct at the first stage in the application 
process.

 Concern at how District Council are going to determine who they contact and how they 
determine who the relevant neighbours are in the Neighbour Notification System.  Sometimes 
the present system of just two or three close Neighbours is insufficient.  Who will determine 
this?

 Local Information and Local Knowledge is the ‘Key’ in Planning.  We should not by – pass 
residents or local elected Parish councillors who have this vital information.

 Is District Council concerned that the Parish Council may give contradictory information and 
voice their concerns to those people who pay for pre planning advice from the District 
Council and  which could cause embarrassment.  Especially if Parish Councils have 
knowledgeable staff well voiced in Planning Matters.

 Area Plans Meetings at District Councils, have always been part of the Constitution, it has 
been where the voice of the Community can be heard and as part of the Planning Process they 
should remain.

 North Weald Bassett Parish Council have embraced electronic Plans as real progress and 
discuss Plans at considerable length.  We fully understand and appreciate District Council 



Officers concerns regarding the length of time it takes to write up Reports for the Area Plans 
Committee, however please do not underestimate the time it takes with  the Electronic 
Planning System for Parish Councils, where each Householder plan can take, between 30 
minutes and 2 hours for its presentation to be drawn up for Members and its presentation to a 
Planning Committee, dependent on it size,  content and  complexity.

 We have always advised that we wish to be notified of all planning applications in our parish 
and will continue to do so.  Which statute in law states what comments from the parish 
Council,  District Council will consider.

We ask that you present these comments to your committee, and that you also consider the 
observations put forward by the other Town and Parish Councils, in the short time that was made 
available to them for comments,

Yours sincerely

Susan De Luca PSLCC
Clerk to North Weald Bassett Parish Council 







P O Box 10752
Bishops Stortford
Herts, CM23 9GN

Mr S Hill 15th April 2018
Monitoring Officer, AD Governance
Epping Forest District Council 
Civic Offices 
High Street
Epping
Essex 
CM16 4BZ

Dear Mr Hill

Proposed Planning Protocol Changes

Thank you for your letter of 29th March.

The Parish Council acknowledges that EFDC’s planning department will have an increased workload 
as a result of the new Local Plan proposals and is looking at how the current system can be improved 
but it is important that the planning process remains a democratic and transparent one.

Replacement Planning Delegations

A1 - The suggestion that only developments of 10 or more dwellings on unallocated sites (or 25 on 
allocated sites) should be referred to a planning committee is concerning particularly in rural areas. 
In village/hamlet areas these would be considered as major developments and Roydon PC would like 
to see this threshold set at a much lower level. At the very least a Parish Council objection, on its 
own, should be sufficient to take such an application to committee. 

A3 b. This proposal seems be aimed at reducing the number of objections made by Parish Councils 
which seems a retrograde and undemocratic step and the Parish Council strongly objects to this. 
Parish Councils should have genuine reasons for objecting to a planning application and if this is not 
happening then there should be more dialogue between District and Parish to ensure that this is the 
case. Roydon PC is also keenly aware of planning applications (as should district) which members of 
the public may not have been willing to object to so, in these incidences, the Parish Council has 
effectively 
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acted as a community voice. There are also occasions where residents have not seen, for various 
reasons, planning notices so in these cases residents’ objections are less likely. Additionally whilst a 
parish council should be prepared to attend planning committee meetings for any ‘sole’ objections it 
makes, this should not be mandatory, as this would increase its own workload. 

Commenting on any possible amendments to the EFDC Committee system, Roydon PC would want 
to ensure that the local ward councillors continue to be members of their area’s committee and that 
the committees themselves are local and relevant to the areas they cover. 

The Report to Constitution Working Group report dated 25/01/18 also gives examples of issues 
relating to Local Plan implementation (although this is not mentioned in the protocol changes now 
under discussion). Over 2,000 homes are likely to be built in Roydon Parish adjacent to Harlow as 
part of the Local Plan. Roydon PC would like to be consulted on planning for these areas far earlier 
in the process than would usually be the case. Local Plan policy states ‘community and stakeholder 
engagement that will be embedded in the design and delivery’ (of these areas). Roydon PC would 
like to be kept updated as plans move forward and for engagement to take place as soon as is 
practically possible.

We look forward to your further comments.

Yours sincerely

Janet Ballard
Clerk to Roydon Parish Council

Tel - 01279 730475
Email – roydon.council@btinternet.com















District Councillors

Councilloe A Gurigg

Simon

Thank you for emailing me with the information in order that I can comment.  I recollect that it is 
some time since we have had a review and therefore accept that this should be undertaken but I 
have found the timescale extremely tight as other members have also advised you.

Committees should be able to hear applications for 1 - 9 houses for unallocated sites and 1 -24 on 
allocated sites

3a My view is that At least Receipt of 3 expressions of objections etc. not 5

b An Objection from a Local Council (this should be sufficient - residents often go to Parish Council 
Meetings regarding their objections as they do not want to publicly write and object and be 
subjected to possible intimidation.

c This may well increase the length of meetings if every Parish Council who objected attended the 
meetings and spoke for 3 minutes. Parish Councils often consider there views are adequately 
conveyed in their letter of objection.

4. b I consider this timescale is too tight.   Neighbours are not always aware of the proposals within 
4 weeks of the notification in the weekly list.

My view is that this matter requires further consideration and should not be taken to full Council on 
24th April.

regards

Cllr Anne Grigg


