Draft Statement of Community Involvement 

Response by Paul Thompson, Hon. Chairman Lower Sunbury Residents’ Association (LOSRA)
The draft Statement of Community Involvement is a welcome document and one which clearly embraces the principles suggested by its title. Whilst supportive of its general thrust and intent, our Association nevertheless feels obliged to make the following comments:
· Page 6, Para. 3.8.   Whilst mindful of ‘consideration of cost and resource’ (para. 1.6), this passage amounts to not much more than a vague aspiration; and actually commits very little by way of stakeholder involvement. In the final document we would expect to see evidence of firmer intent, to wit; ‘The Council will create a Local Plan Stakeholder Forum....’. Furthermore, and for similar reasons, Forum events taking place ‘as and when required’ is unsatisfactory. It invites the inevitable question; by whom such events would be required, SBC or the stakeholders? It is the Association’s view that the LPSF should be held at prescribed  intervals (eg. Quarterly) and more frequently should the Local Plan’s rate of progress so dictate.
· The notion of the LPSF taking ‘the form of either a discussion group or consultation exercise’  brings to mind a ‘talking shop’ which lacks teeth. If the LPSF is to be accorded the status which we believe it deserves, it should provide a platform for debate and the formulation of minuted recommendations to the Local Plan Steering Group. In short, as Para. 3.8 is currently presented, it leaves the impression of a cosmetic device designed to satisfy the minimum requirements of s.18 PCPA 2004.
· Pages 10 & 14, tables 3-2 & 3-3, under columns headed ‘How will you be involved?’ the word ‘may’ should be replaced by ‘will’ so as to read: ‘The Borough Council will hold....’
· Page 7, Para. 3.10 & Page 16,Table 3-4.  The proposed Methods of Involvement seem to imply that, because the methodology for evidence studies is very prescriptive, there is unlikely to be any early stakeholder involvement; and that the Council will consider involvement only at the ‘draft study stage’. It is presumed that this will mean the final draft of the study. If so, there will be little opportunity for meaningful stakeholder involvement. It is accepted that models for economic growth, employment generation, demographic projections and housing demand are well established and prescriptive; but the input parameters and assumptions accompanying them are not
. In short, we see it as imperative that there should be earlier stakeholder involvement in the evidence studies which precede the draft study stage.
In conclusion, and subject to the comments described above, the Association is grateful for this opportunity to influence the final SCI document. In this connection we are aware of the submission by Keep Kempton Green (KKG) and the legal opinion which underpins it. LOSRA has no reason other than to endorse that submission. 
�  Runnymede and Spelthorne Borough Councils have commissioned GL Hearne to undertake a Strategic Housing Market Study for both authorities with publication due in February 2015. Additionally, it is understood that Arups have recently completed a review of Green Belt land within Runnymede Borough with the object of helping to meet housing targets. Given that Runnymede is the identified adjoining local authority, it may be reasonable to suppose that a similar review will be conducted within SBC?





