Appendix 2

Regulation 25 Consultation

List of all Consultees

Specific Consultation Bodies

· Government Office for East of England

· East of England Regional Assembly

· East of England Development Agency

· The Highways Agency

· Hertfordshire County Council (Planning, Education and Corporate Services)

· Chiltern District Council

· Dacorum Borough Council

· Hertsmere Borough Council

· London Borough of Harrow

· London Borough of Hillingdon

· South Bucks District Council

· St Albans District Council

· Watford Borough Council

· Buckinghamshire County Council

· Greater London Authority

· Abbots Langley Parish Council

· Chorleywood Parish Council

· Croxley Green Parish Council

· Sarratt Parish Council

· Watford Rural Parish Council

· Denham Parish Council

· Gerrards Cross Parish Council

· Chalfont St Giles Parish Council

· Chalfont St Peter Parish Council

· Chenies Parish Council

· Chipperfield Parish Council

· Kings Langley Parish Council

· Redbourn Parish Council

· St Stephen Parish Council

General and Other Consultation Bodies

· Action on Disability

· Watford Racial Equality Council

· Watford & West Herts Chamber of Commerce

· Centre for Voluntary Services

· Watford & Three Rivers Primary Care Trust

· Hertfordshire Constabulary (Rickmansworth)

· Hertfordshire Constabulary (South Oxhey)

· Hertfordshire Police Authority

· Hertfordshire Highways

Responding Consultees
Comments
Response

· East of England Regional Assembly (EERA)


· Would like to see greater mention of the role of the East of England Plan in the development plan process. Suggested additional wording: “The Council will consult early and regularly with the East of England Regional Assembly to ensure that the LDDs it produces are in general conformity with the East of England Plan, as required under legislation”

· Encourages engagement in widest practical participation including ‘hard to reach groups’

· Need to consult EEDA as early as possible in relation to LDDs


· Agreed. Suggested wording added to paragraph 2.1.

· Agreed. New paragraph added on ‘hard to reach groups’ (paragraph 3.9).

· Agreed. Covered in additional wording to paragraph 2.1as above.

· Watford & Three Rivers Primary Care Trust
· No substantive comments 

· Replace NHS Health Authority” on page 38, with “Bedfordshire and Hertfordshire Strategic Health Authority”.
· Agreed. Requested change made on page 38.



· East of England Development Agency

      (EEDA)
Standard response received. Important that community involvement:

· Engages whole community including the business community, ethnic minority residents, disabled people, people of all ages including children.

· Pursues an integrated approach with community plans and strategies

· Is a proactive and live process using ‘visual’ methods such as exhibitions, illustrations and models

· Involves ‘hard to reach’ groups through both traditional methods and innovative methods such as using electronic formats and outreach workshops

· Reflects EEDA’s ‘Inspire East’ initiative which promotes ideas and actions for sustainable communities including better joint working and collaboration between the community and those involved in the planning process.


· Agreed. New paragraph added on ‘hard to reach groups’ (paragraph 3.9). Extensive list of potential focus groups including businesses already contained in Appendix 4.

· Agreed. Already made clear in the draft SCI. 

· Agreed. Already made clear in the draft SCI. 

· Agreed. Agreed. New paragraph added on ‘hard to reach groups’ (paragraph 3.9).

· Agreed. Objectives already broadly covered in the draft SCI. 

· Hertsmere Borough Council


· Minor typographical errors in relation to page 12 and paragraph 8.10

· General layout works well although introduction could be re-configured to indicate specific areas of interest within the statement

· Need to be clearer about which point the public can get involved and how they will be given the opportunity (Table 2)

· Need more about how to involve ‘hard to reach groups’ including use of different languages, engaging school children, making venues accessible to disabled people

· SCI is generally clear in its objectives and how the Council will resource and monitor process.


· Noted and corrected.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. The most important consultation stages for members of the general public have now been highlighted in Table 2.  Precise methods and timings to be refined following further consideration and consultation.

· Agreed. New paragraph added on ‘hard to reach groups’ (paragraph 3.9).

· Support noted.

· Government Office for East of England (GOEAST)


GOEAST make a number of detailed comments: 

· Further clarity required on which techniques will be applied to ensure effective consultation of particular groups and why they are being used. Suggested change to paragraph 5.1 relating to type of groups.

· Format of Table 2 supported but further clarity required on who will be consulted and explicitly which bodies, at which stage (including the submission stage) and by what method

· Specific consultation dates should not be specified in case slippage occurs, necessitating the need to formally review the SCI; rather it should be cross-referenced to the LDS.

· Reference to Community Strategy (CS) supported but need to further consider opportunities for joint consultation between DPDs and other Council initiatives. Suggested addition to section 4 regarding timing of review of CS and commitment to joint consultation wherever possible.

· List of local bodies and groups in Appendix 2 is too specific; need to refer to the types of bodies/groups rather than names-these should be included in a separate database

· Need to consider further how ‘hard to reach’ groups will be engaged effectively

· Support of pre- application community involvement, but need further text explaining how the scale and type of planning application will be determined in relation to consultation activity

· Need more certainty about which methods will be required for each type of application based on a criteria approach

· Need a statement setting out minimum standards for acknowledgement of comments and Statement of Compliance for DPDs

· In terms of resources, SCI needs to consider combining consultation and be sufficiently flexible to allow additional community involvement work to be undertaken as necessary

· Need to mention ‘Compact for Three Rivers’ which provides a framework for working with the voluntary and community sector

· SCI should be more concise by reducing length of Appendix 4 and using more diagrams/tables

· Need to make reference to Strategic Environmental Appraisal (SEA) and re-order reference to ‘Key Issues’ paper.


· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation. Agree with suggested change to paragraph 5.1.

· Support noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation. The most important consultation stages for members of the general public have now been highlighted in Table 2. 

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation. However some indication of broad dates within the SCI is seen as helpful to users of the document.

· Support noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation. SCI already committed to this in principle; detail will be further explored. Agree with suggested addition to section 4; new paragraph added (4.4).

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation. New paragraph added on ‘hard to reach groups’ (paragraph 3.9).

· Support noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Noted. Comment will be subject to further consideration and consultation.

· Agreed. Reference to SEA made in paragraph 2.6 and paragraph on Key Issues moved from paragraph 2.7 to 3.5.

