
Response of London Forum of Amenity and Civic Societies to 
reforms to the Government consultation on the Statutory 
Consultees system

Ensuring the system of statutory consultation supports economic growth 

Question 1  Are there other key areas we should be considering in relation to improving 
the performance of statutory consultees? 

We accept that improvements are needed in statutory consultees’ performance, in planning as well 
as in their other work. We welcome the proposed planning fee surcharge to support their consultee 
work. But funding for most of the consultees, including the Environment Agency and Historic 
England, has reduced significantly in real terms since 2010. It is critically important that they all 
receive funding sufficient to meet their statutory obligations.
 
Question 2 In exploring reforms to the system, we have so far focussed more on key 
national statutory consultees. Is there more that government 
should do in relation to minor and local statutory consultees? 

It is important that other consultees such as the Police, Fire Services, the Health and Safety 
Executive, and in London other bodies such as TfL and the Port of London Authority, should be 
adequately resourced to provide authoritative advice in due time. 
It is also of critical importance that LPAs should consult civic and amenity societies about 
applications in their specific local areas of interest. 

Reviewing the scope of statutory consultation in the Town and Country Planning 
Act regime 

Question 3 In light of the proposed mitigations, do you support the removal of Sport 
England as a statutory consultee? 

We support that.

Question 4 In relation to notification requirements for Sport England, should substantial 
loss of an existing playing field be defined as: 20%; a figure below 20%; a figure above 
20%; an alternative approach. Please explain your answer/reasoning if possible. 

20% seems a reasonable figure. But the crucial thing is that there should be a figure.
 
Question 5 Are there impacts of the removal of Sport England as a statutory consultee, 
or the proposed mitigations, that you think the government 
should take into account in making a final decision? 

We would support 20% only if Sport England is added to the list of bodies required under LURA to 
assist in plan-making; if it is required to provide guidance to local authorities to support their 
consideration of planning applications and playing fields; and if the agent of change principle is 
applied rigorously to avoid harmful impacts on playing fields and their use, for example by 
overshadowing tennis courts and cricket grounds. 



Question 6 In light of the proposed mitigations, do you support the removal of The 
Gardens Trust as a statutory consultee? 

We support that.

Question 7 Are there impacts of the removal of The Gardens Trust as a statutory 
consultee, or the proposed mitigations, that you think the government should take into 
account in making a final decision? 

The Gardens Trust should not be deleted from the list until Section 102 of LURA is brought into 
effect with the statutory obligation on decision makers to give special regard to heritage assets and 
their settings when making planning decisions, in relation to scheduled monuments, and registered 
parks and gardens.

Question 8 In light of the proposed mitigations, do you support the removal of Theatres 
Trust as a statutory consultee? 

Support 

Question 9 Are there impacts of the removal of Theatres Trust as a statutory consultee, 
or the proposed mitigations, that you think the government 
should take into account in making a final decision? 

It is of critical importance that agent of change principles are properly addressed and enforced. 

Removal of other statutory consultees 

Question 10 Are there other statutory consultees for which we should consider 
removal? What evidence would support this approach? 

All the remaining statutory consultees should continue to perform that role. 

Reforms to key statutory consultees 

Question 11 Do you support the proposed changes to National Highways' referral 
criteria? 

Yes 
 
Question 12 Is there anything else we should consider in relation to the role of National 
Highways as a statutory consultee? 

In London, TfL’s role as a consultee is of critical importance. 

Question 13 Do you support the changes to Active Travel England's proposed referral 
criteria? 

Yes 

Question 14 Is there anything else we should consider in relation to the role of Active 
Travel England as a statutory consultee? 

In London, TfL’s role as a consultee is of critical importance.

Question 15 Are there other actions that the government and/or Natural England should 
be taking to support their role as a statutory consultee? 

None that we are aware of. 



Question 16 Are there other actions that the government and/or the Environment 
Agency should be taking in relation to the Agency's role as a 
statutory consultee? 

There can be no doubt that the Environment Agency needs to improve its efficiency and 
effectiveness in meeting its statutory obligations; and that it should be given the resources to 
enable it to do so. 

Question 17 Do you support the changes to Historic England's proposed notification 
criteria? 

Unsure. We have some concerns that removing the notification requirement for works on Grade 2 
listed buildings will imply loss of expert oversight; and that it 
will add to the pressures on under-funded LPAs. Conservation capacity in planning teams has 
fallen by nearly half since 2009, and many LPAs lack the resources, skills and understanding to 
handle such applications properly. If Historic England’s role is to be reduced, steps must be taken 
to ensure that LPAs are adequately resourced to fill the gap. 

Question 18 Do you support changes to align Historic England's listed building consent 
process in London with the process that applies elsewhere? 

Yes 

Question 19 Is there anything else we should consider in relation to the role of Historic 
England as a statutory consultee? 

We welcome the Government’s positive response to the proposal from the Heritage Alliance and 
other for the use of Listed Building Consent Orders 
(LBCOs)to reduce the burdens on LPAs and owners of listed buildings, by providing consent for 
minor and routine work. We hope that the Government will work speedily with others to frame and 
introduce such orders. 

Question 20 Do you support the changes to the Mining Remediation Authority's 
proposed referral criteria? 

Unsure 

Question 21 Do you support the proposed changes in relation to the Mining 
Remediation Authority commenting on the discharge of conditions? 

Unsure 

Question 22 Is there anything else we should consider in relation to the role of the 
Mining Remediation Authority as a statutory consultee? 

No response 

Other changes to statutory consultees 

Question 23 Are there other statutory consultee referral criteria we should consider 
amending? What evidence supports this? 

No response 

Question 24 Is there anything further that government should consider in relation to 
voluntary pre-application engagement and for any statutory 
consultees in particular? What evidence supports this? 



Consideration should be given to including statutory consultees in a time-limited pre-application 
stage.
 
Question 25 Is there anything further government should consider in relation to 
statutory consultee engagement in post-approval processes, such as 
agreeing that planning conditions have been fulfilled? What evidence supports this? 

No response 

Statutory consultee performance 

Question 26 Do you have suggestions for how government can effectively incorporate 
appropriate developer and local authority feedback into 
consideration of statutory consultee performance? 

It will be essential that performance metrics should include qualitative as well as quantitative 
measures; and that the metrics should be developed in partnership with the consultees and take 
account of their specific obligations and the contexts in which they operate. It is important that 
LPAs should also be consulted in the development in the metrics. 
We see no good reason why the annual meeting should include HM Treasury as well as an 
MHCLG minister. 
The review of feedback on policy issues should be kept quite separate from the review of 
performance. 

The role of local planning authorities 

Question 27 Do you agree with this approach? 

The cuts in funding for both the statutory consultees and LPAs since 2010 have had a hugely 
damaging impact on their efficiency and effectiveness. This must be remedied if the planning 
system is to operate effectively. LPAs and statutory consultees must work together in improving 
performance, reducing needless work and operational friction between them. 

Question 28 Is there anything else the government should be doing to support local 
planning authorities in their engagement with statutory 
consultees? 

The question is inappropriately framed. Effective engagement between LPAs and the statutory 
consultees must be a joint enterprise on both sides. 

Question 29 Are there best practice examples from local authorities that help support 
statutory consultees and developers, e.g. checklists/proformas for environmental 
issues? 

No comment

Question 30 How might best practice be expanded to support statutory consultees, 
including through reducing the volume of material which 
developers have to produce? 

No comment

Question 31 How best can government and statutory consultees support the increase in 
capacity and expertise of local and strategic authorities? 

No comment



Moratorium on new statutory consultees 

Question 32 Do you agree that these criteria clearly set a framework for decisions on 
future statutory consultees? 

No. We agree that there should be a high bar for introducing new statutory consultees. We support 
five of the six proposed criteria, though we believe they could be drafted more clearly: the bold 
headlines do not always reflect the following text. But we have strong reservations about the 
proposal that any new statutory consultee should have ‘a clear pro-development objective’. 

Question 33 Should the government maintain the moratorium, subject to periodic 
review, or adopt criteria for consideration of new statutory consultees? 

If the criteria are clearly drafted, we would not see a need for periodic review. 

Question 34 Is there anything else the government should consider in relation to the 
criteria? 

No comment

Impact 

Question 35 Are there any equality impacts in relation to the proposals in this 
consultation that the government should consider? 

None that we are aware of.

Question 36 The government considers that these measures would have a deregulatory 
impact. Do you have evidence from engagement with statutory consultees under the 
current system of the impact this may have? 

No comment.

Question 37 Based on the proposed changes to referral criteria, would statutory 
consultees expect to see performance improvements? Please explain your reasoning. 

Neutral.


