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The UK planning regine is unusually restrictive by

i nternational standards and this is inconsistent with
the long-terminternational conpetitiveness of the UK
econony and, of particular relevance to E.ON UK, the
delivery of the UK's energy policy objectives as set
out in the 2003 Wite Paper on Energy Policy. Wat is
needed i s an approach which conbi nes both effective
public scrutiny with an efficient, pronpt and
predi ct abl e process for considering planning
applications and other applications for devel oprent
consent which fully reflects at the | ocal |eve

nati onal energy and environnental policy objectives.

The Barker Reviewis very tinely given that the current
energy review is also | ooking at how t he Government can
best incentivise efficient investnent in the energy
sector both in ternms of newinfrastructure to achieve
environnental and security of supply goals, and in
terns of better enabling electricity network operators
to deliver their Distribution Price Review 4 investnent
progr ames.

W believe the planning reginme will play a critica
role in whether the UK can significantly tackle climate
change and ensure continuing security of energy
supplies, and we believe that E. ON UK have expertise
and experience which is essential input to this review
W | ook forward to further dialogue with Governnent, _ _
and woul d particularly wel cone one or nore neetings Eﬁg'lztng“;‘r’]d' r\‘MI os
No 2366970

Regi stered Ofice:

West wood Wy

West wood Busi ness Park
1|3 Coventry CV4 8LG

E.ON WK plc



with the Barker Review teamto discuss i ssues and
potential sol utions.

Yours sincerely

Dan Meredith

Energy Policy & Strategy
E. ON UK
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E. ON UK Response to the Barker Revi ew of
Cand Use PIanni ng

EEON WK is the UKK's second | argest retailer of

el ectricity and gas, one of the country’s |argest

el ectricity generators and electricity distribution
network operators. In addition to the UK the E ON
G oup has electricity and gas interests in CGernany,
Central and Eastern Europe, ltaly, the Netherl ands,
Scandi navi a, the USA and Russi a.

In the UK

E. ON UK generates around 10% of the UK's
electricity needs fromcoal, oil, and gas-fired
plant and is a maj or devel oper of renewabl e energy
sour ces including wind and bi onass;

E.ON UK distributes electricity to around 5
mllion custoners across the Mdl ands through
133,000 km of cable and via al nost 100, 000
subst ati ons through our Central Networks business;
and

E.ON UK supplies electricity and gas to over

10, 000 i ndustrial consuners and, through our
Powergen brand, to 8.5 mllion donestic and snal
busi ness cust oners across the WK

Summary
E.ON UK wel cones this review and strongly endorses the

Covernnent’s obj ective of reviewi ng the UK s planning
systemto ensure it can effectively encourage econom c
grow h and UK conpetitiveness, whilst delivering
sust ai nabl e devel opmnent .

This is of particular relevance to the Energy Industry,
and it is inportant that the Barker Review is inforned
by the current Energy Review and vice versa, as the

ef fectiveness of the planning and consent systemin
facilitating the efficient delivery of UK energy
infrastructure investnent over the next fifteen years
will be a critical conmponent in determ ning whether the
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UK s energy and environmental policy objectives are net
or not.

The Energy Industry is about to enbark on a maj or phase

of

414

investnment in electricity and gas supply:

The UK power sector requires najor sustained
investnent in energy infrastructure to cut CO
em ssions and maintain security of electricity
supply. Over the next fifteen years to 2020, 9GW
of existing nuclear and 13GWof coal and oil-fired
generating plant will close, which equates to one
third of total UK power plant. The sector is also
seeking to invest in renewable energy to neet the
Covernnments’ obligation on suppliers to source
15.4% contribution of electricity supplies from
renewabl e sources by 2015.

In electricity transm ssion and distribution, new
el ectricity generating projects will nean a
significant increase in investnent in networks
both to accommodate the resultant power flows and
al so to connect individual plants at the

transm ssion and distribution | evel. The nove
towards smaller, nore distributed | ow carbon
generation sources will inmpose new requirenents on
electricity networks. There is also a requirenent
to replace much of the distribution network
infrastructure, much of it built in the 1950s and
1960s, to ensure reliable energy supplies to
custoners. This process tends to go through | ong-
termcycles of investnent, and we are entering a
phase of significantly increased investnment. The
pl anni ng process needs to be aligned with the
requi rement for network operators to deliver the

i nvest nent programes agreed with Ofgem as part
of the Price Review process within each Price
Revi ew peri od.

In gas infrastructure, the declining output of the
UKCS neans i ncreased demand for projects all ow ng



gas to be sourced fromoutside the UK either by
pipeline with associated treatnment plant or by LNG
shi pnent with associated port facilities. The WK
al so has an urgent need to enhance its gas storage
capacity to enable suppliers to nanage gas supply
t hr oughout the year as the flexibility provided by
UKCS supplies declines. E.ON UK are actively
seeki ng new opportunities for onshore gas storage.

The UK planning and consents regime has a significant
effect on energy conpani es’ ability to invest in
infrastructure in three nain areas:

1. Protracted and uncertain tinescal es;

2. I nconsi stency in decisions and interpretation
of policy; and

3. Accountability and the process for appealing
deci si ons.

We woul d al so suggest that issues specific to
electricity networks deserve attention, and address
this in a separate section bel ow al so:

4. El ectricity Networks.

1.0 Tinescales:

It is our experience that response tines in all areas
of the UK planning and consents regine are protracted
and uncertain. It is essential that business can plan
agai nst tinescales that are transparent, enforced, and
as short as possible, whilst maintaini ng adequate
consultation tinme. and appropriate checks and bal ances.

Currently, statutory response tines either do not exist
or are not enforced. The provisions in the Planning and
Conpul sory Purchase Act 2004 requiring statutory
consultees to respond within a specific tinescale are
wel comed. However, it is our experience that |oca

pl anni ng authorities do not determ ne applications for
energy proposals within the statutory period. In nany
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i nstances, authorities are asking applicants to

wi t hdraw applications, with the threat that they wll
otherwi se be refused. 1In the light of the I ong del ays
in the appeal process, applicants are left with very
little option other than to cooperate with authorities
in these instances.

Significant delays are al so often experi enced when

pl anni ng obligations are required, in association with
i nfrastructure devel opnent. Local planning authorities
are often reluctant to discuss detailed terns, unti

the principle of the devel opnent has been accepted by
the appropriate Committee.

The El ectricity Act consents framework for generating
stations in excess of 50MN (i ncluding wind farns) and
other electricity infrastructure does not include a
statutory response tine for decisions fromthe
Secretary of State. Furthernore, whilst l[ocal planning
authorities are neant to respond within a specific
timescale, as statutory consultees, those deadlines are
rarely net. This leads to delay in the determ nation
of applications for energy and infrastructure works,

whi ch can have significant econom c di sbenefits.

Where it is necessary for planning or other consent
applications to be considered at public inquiry, there
are further significant delays. Furthernore, whil st
the appropriate Inquiries Procedure Rul es include
provision for issues to be identified and, where
possi bl e, agreed prior to the inquiry there is no
enforcenent of the provisions or practical sanction
agai nst parties who default.

This process |eads to significant uncertainty as to the
ti mescal es involved in the planning, devel opnent and
construction of new infrastructure. This leads directly
to increased risks against maintaining security of
supply for the UK and increased costs to consuners as

t he busi ness cost of the increased risks are passed on
vi a hi gher energy prices.
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As well as being uncertain, response tines to
applications under both the Electricity Act and the
TCPA tend to be protracted and inefficient. This
appears to be due to either a |l ack of resources
avai l able in planning departnments or a |ack of
expertise and/ or experience in handling the highly
techni cal and demandi ng i ssues involved in nodern
energy infrastructure projects.

1.1 Recommendati ons
E. ON UK woul d recommend the followng with respect to
addressing timescal e i ssues:

- Ensure all instances where responses are required
within the planning regine have a statutory
deadline that is efficient and strictly enforced;
Greater |iaison between |ocal planning authorities
and the energy industry to ensure that future
demands on the planning regine are fully
under st ood,;

Ensure adequate and appropriate resources are
available at all levels of Governnent, and w thin
the Planning I nspectorate, for major planning
applications to be handled efficiently and
proficiently.

More active case nmanagenent of the inquiry process
by I nspectors on major planning and consent
appl i cations and appeal .

2.0 Inconsistency

Energy infrastructure invariably has a | ocal inpact,
but a national benefit. This inevitably leads to a

t ensi on where decisions are nmade at a | ocal |evel
There is significant inconsistency in approach and
policy interpretati on on energy projects between

Pl anning Authorities, and even between deci sions nade
by the sanme Planning Authority, across the UK This
uncertainty leads to increased risks to business, and
in ternms of the energy industry, this again inhibits
our ability to maintain security of supply, and | eads
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to increased energy prices as costs are passed on to
consuners.

Wi | st a | ack of appropriate gui dance on energy
infrastructure does not help the situation — only
pl anni ng gui dance on renewabl e energy projects
currently exists —the real problemis a |lack of
enforcenment in instances where | ocal government
interpretation or policy differs fromcentral
gover nment policy.

2.1 Recommendati ons
E. ON UK woul d recommend the following with respect to
addr essi ng i nconsi stency i ssues:

- A thorough review of how central governnent policy
on energy infrastructure has been interpreted at
| ocal governnent levels with nore active
intervention by the relevant Governnent O fice
wher e necessary;

O ear and strongly enforced gui dance on nationa
ener gy policy;

Pro-active training of planning officers and
deci sion-nakers (e.g. planning conmittees, etc.)
on energy policy and associ ated issues.

3.0 Accountability

One of the root problens in the UK planning regine
appears to be the lack of accountability throughout the
pl anni ng process. Oficers rarely have sufficient
resources to assess mmj or devel opment proposals in a
tinely manner. Councillors are often nore responsive
to the el ectorate and have no incentive to approve
contentious applications, where there is significant
opposition fromthe electorate. Applicants receiving
poor service in any area of the planning process have
very few options available to inprove the situation. In
essence, the only course of action is to appeal to the
Secretary of State.

The appeal process suffers fromall the probl ens
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descri bed above (i.e. uncertainty, protracted
ti mescal es, etc.) and, when considering energy
infrastructure projects, involves significant
additional costs.

3.1 Recommendati ons
E. ON UK woul d recommend the following with respect to
addressi ng accountability issues:
Pl anni ng Aut horities should be held accountable
for their decisions at all stages of the planning
pr ocess;
The appeal s process should be reviewed, with nore
cost and tine-efficient options available to the
appel l ant, whilst still rmaintaining appropriate
scrutiny;
A nore transparent and efficient conplaints
process shoul d be inplenented with stricter
penal ties for poorly perform ng planning
authorities.

4.0 Electricity Networks

It is inmportant to consider the effect of the current

pl anning regine on the ability to deliver
infrastructure to facilitate future electricity
generation and provi de power to consuners, and al so on
the day to day operation of the electricity

di stribution networks which are a vital feature for the
successful econom c devel opnent of the country.

Decisions relating to the operation, naintenance and
construction of new networks are nade in response to a
range of drivers, for exanple new network to
accommodat e both new devel opnent and intensification of
existing load, reinforcement works to provide

i nprovenents in the quality of supply to custoners and
al so asset replacenent in accordance with condition
obsol escence, changes in technology etc. In the
absence of this infrastructure econom c devel oprment in
the UK woul d at best be inhibited and at wor st
prevent ed.
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The distribution network conprises overhead |ines,
under ground cabl es, substations and associ at ed
apparatus at a range of voltages. The planning regi ne
i npacts on distribution network devel opnment in three
Mai n areas: -
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New Overhead Lines — Section 37 of the Electricity
Act 1989 prescribes the process which Distribution
Net work Operators (DNO s) nust follow to obtain
consent fromthe Secretary of State in relation to
new overhead |ine developnment. This is simlar to
t he consent process for generating stations in
excess of B0MN Simlar problens arise in
relation to new overhead |ines, as are descri bed
above in relation to new generation proposals.
Furthernore, the Secretary of State has the power
to review consents for overhead |lines on request
by rel evant | andowners at any time after 5 years
fromthe grant of the consent, which can seriously
undermne the integrity of the network.

Exi sting Overhead Lines — Overhead Lines
(Exenption) Regul ati ons 1990 provi des scope for
limted devel opnment of the network without the
specific need for a new S37 application. The
scope of the exenptions is not clear and needs
revision.

New sub stations — Town & Country Pl anni ng Act

| egislation provides Iimted permtted devel opment
rights in respect of certain substations.

However, new substations will often require

pl anni ng perm ssion. Such devel opnent proposal s
are subject to the delays, inconsistency and | ack
of accountability identified above.

Wayl eave Terminations — the Electricity

(Compul sory Wayl eaves) Hearings Procedure) Rul es
are a | oose set of Rules that govern the process
by which | andowners and DNOs address | andowners



termnating rights that underpin the exi stence of
the distribution infrastructure.

In relation to | and use planning i ssues which are
likely to arise fromthe Energy Review, it is
appropriate to have regard to the nature of the network
devel opnent projects which will be driven by new
generation projects. Exanples, and the way in which the
pl anni ng regi me mght inpact, are as follows:-

The construction of new circuits to accommodat e

| oad where there is no existing network (i.e. new
greenfield generation projects)

Uprating of existing network where there is

i nadequat e capacity to accommobdate new generation
| oad.

The construction of new or the anendnent of

exi sting sub stations for additional |oad, or to
reduce enbedded generation derived network faults.

4.1 Reconmendations
E. ON UK woul d recommend the following with respect to
addr essi ng specific network issues:

- Ensure all instances where responses are required
within the Electricity Act consents regi me have a
statutory deadline that is efficient and strictly
enf or ced;

More active managenent of the consents process by
the Consents teamw thin the DITI.

Abol i sh the principle of review of S37 Consents,
unl ess the electricity |ine has become redundant,
Align the Wayl eave Hearing Rules with the Town &
Country Pl anni ng Appeal Rul es

Response to questions posed:

1. Is the planning system sufficiently flexible and/or
responsive to the right signals to deliver the right
developnent in the right place, given the changing
econom ¢ ci rcunst ances due to gl obal i sati on,
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denographi ¢ change, natural resource pressures and
environnental change? If not, what policy neasures
m ght help deliver this flexibility?

The current developnent control process is failing
devel opers. A lack of consistency exists between Loca
Authorities and long delays in the determnation of
pl anning applications and appeals leads to increased
costs to devel opers. W reconmend a nunber of practica
nmeasures that the government should take to alleviate
t hese pl anni ng constraints:
a) Regular consultation with industry to understand
future UK pl anni ng resource needs
b) Adequate planning resources at |ocal and nationa
| evel
c) Adequate training to ensure proficiency and
experience with energy infrastructure projects,
particularly new and emergi ng technol ogi es
d) Creation of dedicated nmajor devel opnents teans
within |l ocal planning authorities
e) Incentivising planning authorities and statutory
consultees to neet targeted timescales for
progressi ng planni ng applications
f) Rethink the <current target arrangenents that
provide no incentive to progress applications that
overrun
g) Encourage processi ng arrangenent s bet ween
devel opers and pl anners
h) Conduct appeals in nore efficient ways (i.e. by
witten representations rat her t han public
hearing) whilst naintaining appropriate scrutiny.
i) Better guidance to planning authorities regarding
the considerations to be taken into account,
energy policy issues, and the nature of their role
in the s.37 application process.

Exi sting legislation also i nposes a heavy burden on the
industry to acquire land rights of third party land in
order to facilitate devel opnent once approved. It is
recomrended that this burden and third party rights to
under m ne exi sting devel opment are reduced.

2. Do you have any views on the scope of plans at the
different spatial levels in England which are now
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enmerging follow ng the introduction of the new system
in 2004? Are there further inprovenents to the plan-
maki ng process at the different spatial levels in
Engl and, particularly regarding the need to encourage
a positive/proactive approach to planning, which was
a key thenme of the new plan-naki ng systen? Does the
current system strike the right balance between
central direction and regional and | ocal discretion?

Central CGovernment has an essential role to play in
driving forward investnent in energy infrastructure and
in particular renewabl es. Industry welcones the
positive thrust of planning policy contained in
docunents such as PPS22.

Wi | st we recogni se the inportance of achieving bal ance
bet ween central direction and regi onal /| ocal
di scretion, such discretion should not be allowed to
alter Central Government guidance significantly or
effectively ignore it in its entirety. There is a
pressing need to educate Local Authorities on the key
energy issues facing the UK such as security of supply
and em ssions reduction, and take enforcenent action
where local policy interpretation differs from national

policy.

It is clear that changes are required to the planning
reginme to pronote a positive and proactive approach to
net wor k devel opnent proj ects.

An effective electricity distribution network is
fundanmental to regional econom c success. Qstoners not
only require supplies of adequate capacity and quality
but also, in relation to connections to facilitate new
devel opnent, their provision in a tinmely manner. This
applies to commercial and donestic connections and al so
enbedded generation customers. In this respect, it is
consi dered essential for the planning regine to ensure
due regard is given to electricity infrastructure as a
core conponent of Regional Spatial Strategy.
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There is also a |ack of understanding of the inportance
of exi sting el ectricity i nfrastructure in t he
consi deration of application proposals that may inpact
upon this infrastructure. Accordingly, DNOs are having
to adopt a reactive position in relation to planning
applications for developnment beneath or close to

exi sting overhead lines which, when granted lead to
wayl eave termnations that have to be defended and/or
requirenents for I|ine diversions and undergrounding

t hat can be costly.

O ear government planning guidance is essential to
establish a clear, proper and reasonable franework for

infrastructure-related planning decisions, in relation
both to existing overhead lines and the need for new
i nfrastructure provision.

3. Sustainable developrment is the core principle
under pi nni ng  pl anni ng. Does the current system
achi eve the right bal ance between econom c and ot her
goals, such as the regeneration of areas and the
pronotion of social cohesion, inproving the quality
of design of buildings and urban environnents, and
the protection and enhancenent of our natural and
hi storic environnent? Are sone environnental, natural
resource, or social considerations given too nmuch or
too little weight?

There is a general enphasis on inpacts rather than
benefits through the whole of the planning regine. It
is inmportant that all inpacts of a project - both
positive and negative are given appropriate weight in
any deci si on.

There is also a tendency to expect ever increasing
anounts of research and nonitoring to occur in any
Environnental |Inpact Assessnment (EIA), regardless of
costs, benefits or appropriateness to the project.

Wil st all applicants should be expected to produce an

EIA that gives a fair and true account of the inpacts,
both good and bad, of any project, the anount of
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research work involved in producing the EIA should be
appropriate to the size, scale and expected inpact of
the project. The cost and delays which result fromthis
aspect of a project are an inportant factor in relation
to its wviability.An inpartial system of scoping
appropriate research should be introduced.

In assessing proposed energy devel opnents, there is a
tendency for consultees and |ocal planning authorities
to expect the devel opnent to have no significant effect

on any environnental receptor. Local pl anni ng
authorities appear reluctant to give sufficient weight
to the benefits of devel opnent, where consultees
express concerns regarding inpacts on their areas of
i nterest. Consultees wll often reconmend that
pl anning permssion should be refused due to the
effects of developnent, instead of comenting on the
likely significant effects. It is the role of the

local planning authority, not the consultee to weigh
i ssues in nmaking a determ nation

There are specific, envi r onnent al i npact-rel at ed
anendnents which could be nade to clarify and update
the Overhead Line (Exenption) Regulations 1990 in
relation to developnent not requiring S37 consent. A
noder ni sation of t he Regul ati ons woul d enabl e
amendnments to be nmade to existing networks to
facilitate, for exanple, upgrading of overhead lines to
acconmodat e new enbedded generation |oad without the
cost and delays of a full S37 application.

4. What, if anything, could the English planning
systemlearn fromthe planning and consent systens
operated in other countries in order to respond to
t hi s new econom ¢ environnent ?

As EON Goup has electricity and gas interests in
Cer many, Central and Eastern Europe, Italy, t he
Net her| ands, Scandi navia, the USA and Russia, E. ON WK
can call upon vast experience and expertise in planning
issues from many parts of the world. W are in the
process of preparing sone learning points for the
Barker team and would be happy to submt this evidence
at a later date, or through a specific neeting.
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5. What is the inpact of planning on encouraging or
i npedi ng business investnment? In this context, how
woul d you assess the potential of recent reforns
to the English planning system which are now
being inplenented? Are they increasing the
transparency of the system and providing greater
certainty for businesses? Wiat further reforns, if
any, are desirable in order to inprove the
transparency and effectiveness of the systemstill
further?

W would question whether refornms to the planning
system have inproved its transparency. As previously
di scussed we believe that although proactive reforns
have been initiated by Central Governnent, | ocal
authorities need to enbrace the “spirit” as well as the
“letter” of the reforns. Sonme Local Authorities are
still either accidentally or deliberately less than
hel pful to devel opers.

Practices such as not revealing reconmendations until a
week before Committee neeting |eaving developers wth
very little time to respond to any points raised, not
passing on details of consultation responses/objections
in a tinmely fashion and inconsistent personal signals
are less than wuseful. Planners are reticent about
holding regular neetings wth developers to review
progress because of time constraints. Councillors on
Pl anning Conm ttees advise that they cannot neet wth
i ndustry for reasons of probity, yet discuss the nerits
of cases with those opposed to devel opnents.

W bel i eve stakeholders in the planning process fail to
realise the effects delays/rejections in permssion can
have on the w der economc success of a region. W
would urge the review to nmake |ocal authorities think
nore widely about the inplications of their actions and
nove away from short sighted constituent agendas.

It is not considered that the recent planning reforns
have had a significant positive inpact on network
devel opnent. As already nentioned the foundation for an
i mprovenent in relation to network devel opnment projects
is a clear, government driven policy framework which
encourages stakeholders in the planning process for
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electricity infrastructure to consider the inportance
of the infrastructure to the success of both individual
devel opnents and al so the general econom c success of
t he region.

6. Is the planning system sufficiently *joined-up”
with other related aspects of governnent policy?
In particular, are Regional Economc Strategies
delivering a clear economc framework to help
inform Regional Spatial Strategies? |Is there
sufficient interaction between RDAs and RSSs when
preparing their respective regional strategies and
if not how m ght greater interaction be
encour aged?

RDA's and RSS's have little regard to the provision of

electricity network devel opnment pr oj ects. Net wor k
operators are required to respond to new | oad requests
to support new devel opment which will dictate where

network upgrades are required. There should be a
cohesive interaction so that the need to reinforce the
electricity network is identified at a strategic |eve
in RSS..

7. Planning applications for nmjor projects wll
typically take a considerable tinme to work through
all the necessary stages. Do you consider the
system puts too much enphasis on speed or do you
feel that is too slow? If there is an undue
enphasis on speed, what are the negative
consequences of this and how could they best be
avoi ded? |f the process is too slow, what could be
done to overconme delays? In particular, what
i mprovenents mght be made to the planning appea
systemto inprove its speed and efficiency?

W thout doubt the Planning System suffers from sl owness
rather than undue haste. Sonetimes this is due to the
m sconception of the public, Councillors and sone
pl anners that if a |arge proposal has not been assessed
over a long period of time, if has not been assessed
correctly.

In the main, this is due to a lack of resources for
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Local Authorities and the various statutory consultees.
However, there is also a |lack of understanding of Local
Authorities  of their role and the appropriate
considerations to be taken into account in relation to
S36 and S37 Applications. This wll need to be
addressed. Points above have nmade sone suggestions
about how to inprove efficiency, e.g. dedicated major
devel oprment t eans.

For the Planning Appeal systemto inprove, the issue of
resources will also need to be resolved satisfactorily.
A nove away from Public Inquiries towards witten
representations in nore cases nmay be appropriate.
Tougher costs awards/penalties for authorities who
consistently refuse applications where they neet the
terms of CGovernnment guidance should al so be consi dered.
Governnent should al so assess whether there should be
some form of sanction where Councillors publicly state
they are opposed to all proposals of a certain nature
(e.g. wind farnms), and thus do not treat each case on
its nerits. Government should also award significantly
| arger costs where Councillors have ignored the advice
of officers, add grounds for refusal where these are
clearly inappropriate and consider costs even on
appeal s made through witten representations.

8. Is there evidence to suggest that the direct costs
of making a planning application are deterring
investment? Are there any unnecessary burdens/ how
m ght information requirenents be streamined to
reduce the regulatory burden from the process of
maki ng an application?

In some instances fees have deterred investment, such
as small scale hydro schenmes in Scotland (until the
recent fees reforn). However in the future, we expect
greater use of mcrogeneration and snall enbedded
projects which will have limted capacity to finance
ext ensi ve pl anni ng processes.

For larger devel opers such as E.ON WK the issue cones
less in the cost of the fees thenselves, but in
shoul dering the risk of having to nmake rmany
unsuccessful applications. Larger proposals can absorb
the increased “risk” involved in submtting a planning
fee nore easily, but devel opers should be given nore
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certainty in the quality and consistency of service
they receive. Making the planning process nore
transparent and tinmely would nake application costs
nore bearable for developers. Clearer signals in the
first stage of the planning application wuld lead to
less rejected applications and increased productivity
for both public authorities and the devel oper

9. To what extent are high occupation costs in
England likely to be due to planning constraints,
or due to other factors such as inperfect
conpetition or lack of transparency in the |and
mar ket ? What is the econom c inpact of these costs
internms of the main drivers of productivity?

No conment

10. How does the planning system inpact on
conpetition, through influencing barriers to entry
and exit and econonmies or scale? If there are
areas where there is a negative inpact, how can
t hese be addressed, while protecting other goals
of the planning systenf

No conment

11. To what extent does the planning system
ef fectively support innovation through fostering
the formation of business clusters and wider
aggl onerati on of economc activity?

Sone CCGIs and bionmass plant were planned as part of
busi ness parks, presumably as part of a denonstrable
busi ness case. However, many CHP schemes have | ost
their custonmers and the related econom c benefits have
evapor at ed.

12. Do planning authorities have the skills and
resources required to help pronote sustainable
econom ¢ devel opnment? |If not, what is the best way
to ensure that resources match the challenges the
system faces? Are there ways to increase further
efficiency of process?

Planning authorities endemcally lack resources and
often lack the skills to deal with irregular projects.
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W woul d recommend:
a) Creation of dedicated nmajor devel opnents teans
b) Measures be put in place to deal wth snal
applications for enbedded generation

If the definition of ‘sustainable econom c devel opnent’

i ncl udes enbedded generation projects, it is inmportant

for any skill developnent or extra resource within the
pl anning system to be focussed on supporting
infrastructure as well as the core generation project.

The two conponents should be considered as equally
i nportant.

13. Are the new arrangenents for stakehol der
engagenent in the plan-nmaking process succeeding
i n engagi ng those representing economc interests,
including SMEs? If not, what are the barriers to
t hat engagenent and how m ght they be addressed?

No conment

14. Are there ways that the incentive structure
for decision-makers and |ocal communities can be
inproved so that a balance is achieved between
local interests and the interests of the wider
conmuni ty regar di ng pr oposal s for econom ¢
devel opnent ?

As previously voiced we believe that |ocal authorities
need to think nore broadly concerning the consequence
of their actions. For exanple in ternms of network
devel opnent there should be a nechani sm which equates
failed applications for network devel opnment agai nst the
effect on econom c devel opnent in the region, so Loca
Authorities can explicitly see the economc effect of
their actions.

A planning regime which is synpathetic to the DNO s
statutory obligation to maintain an efficient, economc
and co-ordinated network would be a firm foundation for
bal anced deci si ons. The incentive would be the
subsequent econom ¢ and generation project success in a
Local Authority’s planning region.
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15. Economi ¢  devel opnent can help achieve the
regeneration and renai ssance of wurban and rural
areas. Are there ways which planning could
strengthen econom c performance in regions, sub-
regions (including city regions) and at the | ocal
| evel ?

No comrent
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