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NPA001 Derbyshire Council  Thank you for your consultation. We have no comments to 
make. 
 

Comment noted.  

NPA002 Health and Safety Executive  When consulted on land-use planning matters, HSE where 
possible will make representations to ensure that compatible 
development within the consultation zones of major hazard 
establishments and major accident hazard pipelines (MAHPs) is 
achieved. We have concluded that we have no representations 
to make on this occasion. This is because our records show that 
the Norwood boundary and the land within does not encroach 
on the consultation zones of major hazard establishments or 
MAHPs. As no encroachment has been detected, HSE does not 
need to be informed of the next stages in the adoption of the 
Norwood Neighbourhood Area.  
 

Comment noted.  

NPA003 Warwickshire County Council The County Council does not have any observations to make on 
this consultation.  
 

Comment noted.  

NPA004 Historic England- Archaeology 
Advisor (South London) 
 

Thank you for the above consultation dated 3 April 2017 in 
respect of the proposal to designate the Norwood Planning 
Assembly Neighbourhood Forum and attendant Neighbourhood 
Area. If appointed, I look forward to considering their 
neighbourhood area assessment that is anticipated to include 
due consideration of the built and buried heritage assets. 
 

Comment noted.  

NPA005 Iceni Projects Stunning news 
 

Support noted.  

NPA006 Sports England Government planning policy, within the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF), identifies how the planning system can play 
an important role in facilitating social interaction and creating 
healthy, inclusive communities. Encouraging communities to 
become more physically active through walking, cycling, 
informal recreation and formal sport plays an important part in 
this process.  Providing enough sports facilities of the right 
quality and type in the right places is vital to achieving this 
aim. This means that positive planning for sport, protection from 

Comment noted. This information and 
advice will be shared with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly.   
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the unnecessary loss of sports facilities, along with an integrated 
approach to providing new housing and employment land with 
community facilities is important. It is essential therefore that the 
neighbourhood plan reflects and complies with national planning 
policy for sport as set out in the NPPF with particular reference 
to Pars 73 and 74. It is also important to be aware of Sport 
England’s statutory consultee role in protecting playing fields 
and the presumption against the loss of playing field land.  Sport 
England’s playing fields policy is set out in our Planning Policy 
Statement: ‘A Sporting Future for the Playing Fields of England’.  
http://www.sportengland.org/playingfieldspolicy 
 
Sport England provides guidance on developing planning 
policy for sport and further information can be found via the link 
below.  Vital to the development and implementation of planning 
policy is the evidence base on which it is founded.  
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-
sport/forward-planning/ 
 
Sport England works with local authorities to ensure their Local 
Plan is underpinned by robust and up to date evidence.  In line 
with Par 74 of the NPPF, this takes the form of assessments of 
need and strategies for indoor and outdoor sports facilities. 
A neighbourhood planning body should look to see if the 
relevant local authority has prepared a playing pitch strategy or 
other indoor/outdoor sports facility strategy.  If it has then this 
could provide useful evidence for the neighbourhood plan and 
save the neighbourhood planning body time and resources 
gathering their own evidence. It is important that a 
neighbourhood plan reflects the recommendations and actions 
set out in any such strategies, including those which may 
specifically relate to the neighbourhood area, and that any local 
investment opportunities, such as the Community Infrastructure 
Levy, are utilised to support their delivery.  Where such 
evidence does not already exist then relevant planning policies 
in a neighbourhood plan should be based on a proportionate 

http://www.sportengland.org/playingfieldspolicy
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/forward-planning/
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/forward-planning/
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assessment of the need for sporting provision in its 
area.  Developed in consultation with the local sporting and 
wider community any assessment should be used to provide 
key recommendations and deliverable actions.  These should 
set out what provision is required to ensure the current and 
future needs of the community for sport can be met and, in turn, 
be able to support the development and implementation of 
planning policies.  Sport England’s guidance on assessing 
needs may help with such work. 
http://www.sportengland.org/planningtoolsandguidance 
 
If new or improved sports facilities are proposed Sport 
England recommend you ensure they are fit for purpose and 
designed in accordance with our design guidance notes. 
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/tools-
guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/ 
 
Any new housing developments will generate additional 
demand for sport.  If existing sports facilities do not have the 
capacity to absorb the additional demand, then planning policies 
should look to ensure that new sports facilities, or improvements 
to existing sports facilities, are secured and delivered.  Proposed 
actions to meet the demand should accord with any approved 
local plan or neighbourhood plan policy for social infrastructure, 
along with priorities resulting from any assessment of need, or 
set out in any playing pitch or other indoor and/or outdoor sports 
facility strategy that the local authority has in place. 
 
In line with the Government’s NPPF (including Section 8) and its 
Planning Practice Guidance (Health and wellbeing section), links 
below, consideration should also be given to how any new 
development, especially for new housing, will provide 
opportunities for people to lead healthy lifestyles and create 
healthy communities.  Sport England’s Active Design guidance 
can be used to help with this when developing planning policies 
and developing or assessing individual proposals.  Active Design, 

http://www.sportengland.org/planningtoolsandguidance
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/tools-guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/tools-guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/
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which includes a model planning policy, provides ten principles to 
help ensure the design and layout of development encourages 
and promotes participation in sport and physical activity.  The 
guidance, and its accompanying checklist, could also be used at 
the evidence gathering stage of developing a neighbourhood plan 
to help undertake an assessment of how the design and layout of 
the area currently enables people to lead active lifestyles and 
what could be improved.  
 

NPA007 Individual  
 

I support the recognition of the Norwood Planning Assembly.  
 

Support noted.  

NPA008 Individual The map should end at the South Circular Rd.  It makes no 
logical sense to include Knight’s Hill and the Rosendale 
allotments, which have a closer affinity to Dulwich or Herne Hill. 
 

It is noted that the area referred to as 
Knight’s Hill is not the same as the ward 
of that name but the area known as 
Knight’s Hill on which the Rosendale 
allotments are located. It is considered 
that this location is within walking 
distance of West Norwood town centre, 
which is the focal point of the proposed 
neighbourhood area, and that its 
inclusion is consistent with the 
characteristics of the rest of the 
proposed neighbourhood area.  It is also 
noted that no objection was received 
from the emerging Herne Hill 
neighbourhood forum to the inclusion of 
this area within the proposed Norwood 
neighbourhood area. No amendment is 
proposed to the neighbourhood area in 
this respect. 
 

NPA009 Individual I fully support the application of the Norwood Planning Assembly 
for designation under the Localism Act 2011. 
The area that it has defined needs short, medium and long term 
plans for betterment that is locally informed, strong and 
consistent.  For decades our neighbourhood has not had this 

Support noted.  
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type of commitment from Lambeth Council as its finite resources 
have been committed elsewhere.  The periodic reviews (such as 
the 2008 Masterplan and earlier iterations) have had little 
outcome. As the Council has proved unable to provide the 
focus, and NPA can, I heartily endorse the application.  I am 
sure that the powers that will be delegated will work to the 
benefit of all, including Lambeth Council, so trust that it will give 
its whole hearted and genuine backing (which will prove 
extremely cost effective).  This is a potential ‘win-win’ situation 
that must be grasped. 
 

NPA010 Individual As a resident who lives within this area I whole heartily support 
the creation of this forum. 
 

Support noted. 

NPA011 Individual I strongly support the designation for the Norwood Planning 
Assembly.  
 

Support noted. 

NPA012 Individual I fully support the application of the Norwood Planning Assembly 
for designation under the Localism Act 2011. The area needs 
plans for improvement that are locally informed, strong and 
consistent.  For decades our neighbourhood has seemingly been 
neglected by Lambeth Council as its available resources have 
been committed elsewhere. As the Council is unable to provide 
the focus, and NPA can, I wholeheartedly endorse the 
application. I am sure that the powers that will be delegated will 
work to the benefit of everyone, including Lambeth Council as it 
should prove cost effective. Please give Lambeth’s backing for 
this great opportunity that must be grasped. 
 

Support noted. 

NPA013 Individual I support setting up the NPA 
 

Support noted. 

NPA014 Thurlow Towers Residents 
Association Ltd 

I Support the designation of Norwood Planning Assembly - 
Neighbourhood  Forum - Neighbourhood Area 
 

Support noted. 

NPA015 Individual I fully support the Norwood Neighbourhood Forum Area in its 
current form. 

Support noted. 
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NPA016 Individual As a resident living in Knollys Road (and in the Knights Hill ward), 
and in the area proposed by NPA, I wholeheartedly support this 
application without any further comment or amendment. Thank 
you for inviting me to be part of the consultation. 
 

Support noted. 

NPA017 Individual) We use West Norwood and its shops and facilities regularly. 
In our opinion, the NPA's designation would provide the best 
hope for facilitating the long-awaited regeneration and protection 
of this area. 
 

Support noted. 

NPA018 Individual As a local resident I would like to support the application for the 
Norwood Planning Assembly for designation 
 

Support noted. 

NPA019 Metropolitan Police  I feel that the creation of this assembly will be a positive driver 
for the creation of new homes and safer spaces. The South East 
Designing Out Crime Team and I hope that we might be useful 
to you and this assembly in the pursuit of crime prevention 
through environmental design. 

Support noted. 

NPA020 Individual This is to confirm that I wholeheartedly support 
the Norwood Planning Assembly application for designation 
to become a neighbourhood planning forum. 
 

Support noted. 

NPA021 Individual This is to confirm that I wholeheartedly support 
the Norwood Planning Assembly application for designation 
to become a neighbourhood planning forum. 
 

Support noted. 
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NPA022 Highways England Highways England has been appointed by the Secretary of 
State for Transport as strategic highway company under the 
provisions of the Infrastructure Act 2015 and is the highway 
authority, traffic authority and street authority for the strategic 
road network (SRN). The SRN is a critical national asset and as 
such Highways England works to ensure that it operates and is 
managed in the public interest, both in respect of current 
activities and needs as well as in providing effective stewardship 
of its long-term operation and integrity. 
Highways England will be concerned with proposals that have the 
potential to impact on the safe and efficient operation of the 
Strategic Road Network (SRN). Having examined the above 
documents, we do not offer any comments at this time.  
 

Comment noted.  

NPA023 Natural England We would like to take this opportunity to provide you with 
information sources you may wish to use in developing your 
plan, and to highlight some of the potential environmental risks 
and opportunities that neighbourhood plans may present. We 
have set this out in the annex to this letter. Natural England’s 
role Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our 
statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is 
conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present 
and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable 
development. Your local planning authority should be able to 
advise you when we should be consulted further on your 
neighbourhood plan. Planning policy for the natural environment 
Neighbourhood plans and orders present significant 
opportunities, but also potential risks, for the natural 
environment. Your proposals should be in line with the National 
Planning Policy Framework. The key principles are set out in 
paragraph 109: 
The planning system should contribute to and enhance the 
natural and local environment by:  

 protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological 
conservation interests and soils;  

 recognising the wider benefits of ecosystem services;  

Comment noted. This information and 
the advice in Annex 1 of the Natural 
England representation will be shared 
with the Norwood Planning Assembly.  
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 minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains 
in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the 
Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in 
biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological 
networks that are more resilient to current and future 
pressures. You should also consider the natural 
environment policies in your area’s Local Plan. Your 
neighbourhood plan or order should be consistent with 
these, and you may decide that your plan should provide 
more detail as to how some of these policies apply or are 
interpreted locally. The attached annex sets out sources of 
environmental information and some natural environment 
issues you may wish to consider as you develop your 
neighbourhood plan or order. 
 

NPA024 Historic England:  
Historic Places Advisor 
 

The Government, through the Localism Act (2011) and 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations (2012), has 
enabled local communities to take a more pro-active role in 
influencing how their neighbourhood is managed. The 
Regulations require Historic England, as a statutory agency, be 
consulted on Neighbourhood Plans where the Neighbourhood 
Forum or Parish Council consider our interest is affected by the 
Plan. As Historic England’s remit is to advise on proposals 
affecting the historic environment our comments relate to the 
implications of the proposed boundary for designated and 
undesignated heritage assets.  
The area covered by the proposed Neighbourhood Plan, as 
illustrated on the map included in this consultation, includes the 
Grade I listed Church of All Saints. There are also 9 list entries 
for buildings/structures at Grade II* and 87 list entries at Grade 
II within the neighbourhood area, many of which are monuments 
in the Grade II* registered landscape of West Norwood 
Cemetery. Of these 22 are considered to be At Risk (please see 
our London Heritage At Risk Register). The area also appears 
to cover parts of 7 conservation areas, of which West Norwood 
Cemetery Conservation Area is considered to be At Risk; and 

Whilst it is acknowledged that Historic 
England recommends that 
neighbourhood areas respect 
conservation area boundaries, this is 
only one consideration in the 
assessment of a proposed 
neighbourhood area boundary.  Others 
are set out in paragraph 33 of the NPPG 
(Reference ID: 41-033-20140306) and it 
is considered that these have been 
broadly addressed by the NPA’s 
application. In this case, a key 
consideration is that the proposed 
boundary follows the Knight’s Hill ward 
boundary. Leigham Court Road (South) 
spans the ward boundary, so if it were 
either included in full or omitted in full, 
this would result in a significant change 
in approach to that proposed. It is not 
therefore proposed to designate a 
different neighbourhood area to the one 
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an archaeological priority area (APA) in West Norwood, 
covering a medieval manor house. Depending on the scale and 
location of development within the Neighbourhood Area, it could 
affect the setting of other heritage assets within Lambeth as well 
as in neighbouring Croydon and Southwark.  
While the Neighbourhood Area boundaries generally cover 
complete areas of defined special character, Historic England 
notes that the Leigham Court Road (South) Conservation Area is 
only partially located within the proposed Neighbourhood Forum 
area. Historic England normally advocates that Neighbourhood 
Plans should respect pre-defined boundaries such as those for 
conservation areas. This is because the boundaries of 
conservation areas cover clearly defined character areas. As 
such respecting these boundaries in the plan making process is 
important in ensuring a consistent application of planning policies 
for the historic environment. This in turn will better protect local 
character and identity from piecemeal change. For these reasons 
we would encourage you to consider the possibility of amending 
your proposed boundaries to take in, or omit, all of the Leigham 
Court Road (South) Conservation Area. 
As part of the neighbourhood planning process, Historic England 
is keen to encourage a review of the local evidence base and the 
inclusion of policies that promote the positive management of 
heritage assets. In developing a robust evidence base, upon 
which to develop policies that sustain and enhance positive 
elements of local character and their settings, we would 
encourage the Neighbourhood Forum to identify areas and topics 
that require updating or further analysis.  
We would suggest consulting the Greater London Archaeological 
Advisory Service (GLAAS), Heritage Environment Record (HER) 
as a primary resource for the identification of heritage assets 
(GLHER@historicengland.org.uk). The HER should be able to 
provide details of any nationally designated heritage assets and 
also of locally-important buildings, archaeological remains and 
landscapes. We note that the APAs for Lambeth are due to be 
reviewed in 2019, and recommended that both GLAAS and the 

applied for because of this 
consideration. It is considered that the 
ward boundary and main road provide a 
more appropriate neighbourhood area 
boundary than the conservation area 
boundary.  
 
The additional information and advice 
contained in Historic England’s 
response is welcome and will be shared 
with the Norwood Planning Assembly.  
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HER should be consulted particularly if and when the forum look 
to identify preferred development areas. We would also 
encourage the Neighbourhood forum to involve local voluntary 
groups such as local Civic Societies or local history groups in the 
production of the Neighbourhood Plan. Further guidance on 
techniques for identifying and managing character and heritage 
assets is available on Historic England’s website. This includes 
links to the following publications: Local Heritage Listing: Historic 
England Advice Note 7 and Understanding Place Historic Area 
Assessments: Principles and Practice. These and other relevant 
documents can be viewed at:  
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-
making/improve-your-neighbourhood/.  
In the event of agreement to the designate the proposed 
boundary and Neighbourhood Forum, we would be happy to 
comment further on the developing plan. Finally I must note that 
this opinion is based on the information provided by you and for 
the avoidance of doubt does not take precedence over our 
obligation to advise you on, and potentially object to development 
proposals which may subsequently arise from an eventual 
Neighbourhood Plan and which may have adverse effects on the 
environment. 
 

NPA025 LB Croydon The area to which the Norwood Planning Assembly 
Neighbourhood Forum and Neighbourhood Area relates is within 
closest proximity to Norbury and Crystal Palace and Upper 
Norwood wards within the Croydon borough. Any development 
related to the Norwood Planning Assembly Neighbourhood Forum 
and Neighbourhood Area should not cause tension with policies 
DM41 Norbury and DM43 Crystal Palace and Upper Norwood  in 
the Croydon Local Plan: Detailed Policies and Proposals 
(Proposed Submission) and Policy SP1: The Places of Croydon 
in the Croydon Local Plan: Strategic Policies. Croydon Council 
would support any sustainable development within the Norwood 
Planning Assembly Neighbourhood Forum and Neighbourhood 

Comment noted. This information and 
advice will be shared with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly.   

https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-making/improve-your-neighbourhood/
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan-making/improve-your-neighbourhood/
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Area that does not compromise the economic, social and 
environmental conditions in the Croydon borough. 
 

NPA026 Individual  I would like to register my support for the Norwood Planning 
Assembly Neighbourhood Forum and Neighbourhood area.  

Support noted.  

NPA027 Individual I am a supporter of the Neighbourhood Forum for “Crystal Palace 
and Upper Norwood”.  We’ve been helped by Locality and Aecom 
in how to identify a Neighbourhood Area for this unique cross 
border area where 5 boroughs all meet.  This work has included a 
meeting of the ‘5 Boroughs’ in a preliminary application.  Our 
emerging forum has worked collaboratively with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly and Aecom to understand our respective 
areas and a potential boundary. On balance, I support the 
proposed Gipsy Road and Salter’s Hill boundary for an interface 
between the “Norwood Planning Assembly” Forum and “Crystal 
Palace & Upper Norwood” planning forum.  Noting the following 
neighbourhood planning considerations: 
 

 Following local street walkabouts, public meetings, meetings 
with Aecom and independent planning consultant advice, the 
boundary line (Salter's Hill/Gipsy Road) between the forums 
is supported.  As part of this consideration is the observation 
that the Norwood Planning Forum is not planning to be a 
“cross border” area at Crown Point/Crown Parade nor at 
Gipsy Hill with another Local Authority.  This splits the Crown 
Point community and its shopping area into two.    

 Gipsy Hill and Crown Point businesses and community have 
some similarities.  Both have cross border communities, both 
contain a shopping parade/businesses, both located between 
larger district/town centres.  

 Immediately around Gipsy Hill Parade, and immediately 
around Crown Point Parade these local areas could also be 
considered as distinct smaller neighbourhoods.   But, defining 
smaller neighbourhoods would be difficult, being as each are 
also cross border.  With the respective forums working 

Support noted.  
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collaboratively, and with an agreement/ MoU, both these two 
cross border parade communities can benefit from 
neighbourhood planning forums working collaboratively for 
their local area/parade. 

 Where there’s a local community area (ie a local shopping 
parade) that’s split in some way by a neighbourhood forum 
boundary, recognition of this is expected in the respective 
Forum’s applications in a collaborative approach.  The terms 
of such collaboration agreement/MoU can be further agreed 
as the forums are established, so long as the principle is 
generally agreed in the application. E.g the agreement/ MoU 
can ensure the respective forum’s consultation approach is 
agreed for the cross border boundary area(s); and/or; 
consideration is given for extending the forum’s respective 
referendum areas, as may be considered appropriate by the 
Local Authority(s). 

 
Overall, finding the appropriate balance is recommended in 
deciding the neighboured boundary in cross border areas.  The 
proposed boundary and accompanying cross-border 
agreement/MoU to work collaboratively for the two specified 
boundary communities above, is considered appropriate. This 
recognises the unique nature and needs of both the cross border 
communities at Crown Point (Lambeth/Croydon) and Gipsy Hill 
(Lambeth/Southwark). 

 
NPA028 Port of London Authority  Thank you for consulting with the Port of London Authority on the 

application for the designation of the Norwood Planning Assembly 
Neighbourhood Forum and Neighbourhood Area. The proposed 
neighbourhood area is focused in land, and not in any real 
proximity to the River Thames, which is located to the North. For 
information, the Port of London Authority is the statutory harbour 
authority for the tidal Thames between Teddington and the 
Thames Estuary. Its statutory functions include responsibility for 
conservancy, dredging, maintaining the public navigation and 
controlling vessel movements and its consent is required for the 

Comment noted.  
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carrying out of all works and dredging in the river and the 
provision of moorings. The PLAs functions also include for 
promotion of the use of the river as an important transport corridor 
to London. In this instance therefore, the PLA has no 
observations to make in terms of the submission. 
 

NPA029 Transport for London  TfL has no objection to the establishment of the Neighbourhood 
Area promoted by the Norwood Planning Assembly. TfL has a 
number of assets and operations within the area. including 
operating bus services, bus stops and stands. In addition the 
A205, Thurlow Park Road / Christchurch Road (South Circular) 
which forms part of the Transport for London Road Network 
(TLRN). There are a number of other transport assets in the 
neighbourhood area, including the Norwood Bus garage 
operated by Arriva London and West Norwood and Tulse Hill 
stations owned by network Rail and managed by Southern. 
Cycle Quietway 7 (Elephant and Castle to Crystal Palace) is 
planned to run along Rosendale Road at the western extents of 
the area.  
The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 state 
that consultation will occur through all stages of the 
neighbourhood planning process with ‘people who live, work or 
carry on business in the area’. Given its very nature, as a 
transport operator, employer and owner of land, assets and 
infrastructure across London, TfL would request consultation 
throughout the neighbourhood planning process. TfL has an 
interest in facilitating the neighbourhood planning process and to 
ensure that any local transport aspirations are achievable and 
compliant with the London Plan and the Mayor’s Transport 
Strategy. In addition this provides an opportunity for TfL to 
ensure investment is targeted appropriately in relation to 
neighbourhood plans and that infrastructure which is 
fundamental to transport operations can be protected to ensure 
service reliability.  
With that in mind, TfL offers guidance for those involved 
neighbourhood planning process and liaison with London 

Comment noted. This information and 
advice will be shared with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly.   
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Boroughs and neighbourhood forums. This includes the supply 
of data, reviewing policies and discussing the forum’s proposed 
approach to the plan. TfL therefore encourages the organisation 
to contact us should their plans or proposals impact on TfL’s 
assets or operations through the development of their plan in 
order to assist in the development of policies. Information on 
TfL’s assets operations and proposals can be shared through 
this process. If the assembly would like to contact me for any 
advice, please feel free to share my contact details, included 
below. I trust this provides you with an understanding of TfL’s 
current position on this area application. I would welcome 
acknowledgement from you that these comments have been 
received and are being considered. It would be appreciated if the 
comments could be forwarded to the individual applicants. This 
will eventually enable TfL to undertake, if necessary, separate 
dialogue with these groups at the later neighbourhood forum and 
plan stages. 
 

NPA030 Individual In accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 I am sending my comments to the consultation 
on the combined application to designate the Norwood Planning 
Assembly (NPA) as Neighbourhood Forum and 
Neighbourhood Area for the three wards of Norwood comprising 
Knights Hill, Thurlow Park and Gipsy Hill indicated also with the 
denomination “West Norwood & Tulse Hill district centre”.  
As stated on the consultation web page “If designated, the 
Norwood Planning Assembly will lead on the preparation of a 
neighbourhood plan for the neighbourhood area”. I am therefore 
expressing my opinions in relation to this overarching purpose.  
In particular, following the invitation to respond to the 
consultation I received on the 3rd April, I have considered how 
likely is that the NPA, as a volunteers organisation constituted 
on the 29 June 2015, is an organisation ready for such a task. I 
have considered with possible positive bias and expectations 
how relevant could be to have a neighbourhood organisation 
able to provide residents with local community plans and policies 

To be designated as a neighbourhood 
forum, the Norwood Planning Assembly 
must meet the conditions set out in the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
and the requirements of and the 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012. The council must 
then decide whether to designate the 
forum. Each of the points raised in the 
representation is responded to below.  
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and with proactive and reactive support, help and advice in 
cases of failure of planning and building control processes (like 
my own personal and yet very well known case “The lost 
conversion house” in Harpenden Rd). However, in order to 
participate to this consultation I have taken into account 
• publicly available information, 
• the ways in which I have interacted (or not able to do it) with 
this organisation since I publicly expressed my views on 
planning policies in occasion of the SCI consultation in 2015 and 
joined the Thurlow Park SNT and  
• the way in which the NPA has mobilised resources and 
engaged with local residents through the Facebook West 
Norwood Group (moderated by Helen Leek).  
 
My conclusive opinion is that, even if the whole of the 
designated neighbourhood experiences in London is still at an 
early stage, the NPA seems very immature for such a 
challenging role for now but it may develop a more constructive 
role and capability in the future. 
The NPA was constituted in 2015 and it is self-declaring as a 
relevant body under Town & country Planning Act but it shows at 
the moment very little evidence of understanding basic 
requirements for representative and effective local planning 
policies. 
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 1) Lack of collaboration with the already designated area of 
Tulse Hill and confusion about the territorial boundaries 
overlapping the historical Tulse Hill district (that comprises 
the whole of the Lambeth Vale / Palace Road and railways 
areas and surrounding roads and the Thurlow Park ward).  
Such confusion is facilitated by the chosen wording in relation to 
a “district centre” and by the same title of the application (with 
the word “combined” that turns out to be understood 
ambiguously as it seems it is referring to both West Norwood 
and Tulse Hill, ignoring the fact there is another neighbourhood 
designated area for Tulse Hill). The NPA application seems 
intentionally ambiguous whereas it should be crystal clear on the 
possibility of a crossboundary 
designation and explicit on the overlapping areas and issues that 
should be managed by the already designed neighbourhood of 
Tulse Hill. It does not explain in what relationship it stands with 
such historically important other neighbourhood. The missing 
contextual awareness and specificity is in my opinion a signal of 
immaturity and inadequacy and lack of the competence required 
to develop a realistically viable local plan - and in general have a 
say on planning policies according to the spirit of the Localism 
Act 2011. 

The relationship between the 
boundaries of the Tulse Hill Forum 
neighbourhood area and the (then) 
emerging  
Norwood Planning Assembly 
neighbourhood area were considered in 
connection with the Cabinet decision to 
designate the Tulse Hill neighbourhood 
forum and area in January 2016. The 
proposed Norwood neighbourhood area 
is consistent with and does not overlap 
with the designated Tulse Hill 
neighbourhood area. The NPA also sets 
out the principles of joint working with 
the Tulse Hill forum in its application and 
these  
have been agreed between the two 
groups.  There is no therefore no 
ambiguity about the territorial 
boundaries or the joint working 
arrangements.  No objection has been 
received from the Tulse Hill Forum.  It is 
not therefore proposed to designate a 
different neighbourhood area to the one 
applied for.  
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 2) Lack of accuracy, information and transparency about 
the designated members, kept behind the curtains of an 
alleged and yet totally unnecessary if not conflictual priority 
of privacy that reminds a freemasonry organisation more 
than a local action group.  
The application seems to me otherwise a very generic one, 
made on a sort of template or copying a pre-existing one without 
any particular accuracy and / or with deliberate obfuscating and 
confusing statements as far as the identity and the contact 
details of the designed members are concerned: for instance 

 the telephone number of the only person to be contacted as 
member of the proposed neighbourhood forum required at 
point B is a “Mobile: 8761 4218” that turned out to be a non-
existent number (instead, this is the telephone number 
without local area prefix 020 of the designated person 
Graham Pycock who 

 repeatedly confirmed it in an exchange of emails omitting 
the local area prefix. 

 Once told he should have avoided to publish in the 
application the number as a mobile and with the omission of 
the local area code he replied to me that this is responsibility 
of the person who look after the IT Andre Burgess. 

 no postcodes, addresses and further personal information is 
given about the other 20 designated members 

 the over 1400 members of the NPA are said to be identified 
as basically email addresses that means that there is no 
realistic reliability in terms on representation of local people 
and local interests. Everybody can be a member of the NPA 
just joining via email, if they are lucky enough to get 
approved on the grounds of what they self declare (or not).  

It is considered that the application 
meets the requirements of the 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012. The regulations do 
not specify the type of contact details 
that need to be provided as part of the 
application. Whilst the phone number 
has not been provided in full, the 
application meets these requirements as 
both a postal address and email address 
have been provided. It is also not a 
requirement to provide the contact 
details of the (minimum) other 20 
members. 
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 3) Poor communications possibly due to the lack of 
organisation 
I did not have the opportunity to meet in presence anybody of 
the NPA so far nor to have a conversation over the phone with 
any of the designed members. I have sent a request to join the 
NPA via the website at least three or four times between 2016 
and April 2017 and I haven't got any feedback until I have 
publicly mentioned the consultation on Facebook and explicitly 
asked why the only telephone number of the designed person 
does not work. Furthermore, I responded to a Facebook 
campaign in order to be considered for the appointment of a 
volunteer and I had no replies at all until I complained about 
such absence of feedback. Recruiting a volunteer explicitly to 
engage with people more actively and through a wide range of 
initiatives seemed to me a very important step and as such one 
of the first points is to get also some funding and adopting, as a 
group, a clear and transparent policy on communications. My 
requests to get in touch have remained unanswered even when 
solicited.  
 

The information contained in the 
application form is considered to show 
that the NPA has satisfied the criteria of 
having ‘a membership drawn from 
different places in the neighbourhood 
area concerned and from different 
sections of the community in that area’. 
It is also considered that sufficient 
methods have been used by the NPA to 
build its membership base.  
No other concerns have been raised 
about the ability to become involved in 
the Norwood Planning Assembly. 
Nevertheless, officers will pass the 
concerns to the NPA and suggest they 
make contact to discuss further.  
 

4) Lack of independency from the Council Planning 
processes and people 
The local Cllrs are “ex officio” members according to the NPA 
constitution. This does not specify anything in respect of the 
policies and rules of participation for councillors and council 
employees. This means that the NPA is likely to become a pool 
for consensus - seeking activities by the Council instead of being 
an independent body shaping independent plans. This is 
particularly important in a Borough that has not seen a political 
change in governance for decades and where the effective 
capability of representation of residents’ interests has been 
allegedly challenged by the existence of clamorous cases of 
conflicts of interests (I refer to news spread by word of mouth of 
Lambeth employees fined in Court because of breach of 
planning policies and yet keeping their jobs and their defective 
properties and, in my own personal experience, to the common 

It is considered that the NPA has met 
the applicable legislative requirements. 
The legislation does not specify the role 
of elected members in the preparation of 
a neighbourhood plan, nor does it 
specify the nature of their participation in 
neighbourhood forums. A 
neighbourhood forum once designated 
is a separate body from the Council and 
is governed by its own constitution and 
any applicable legislative and planning 
policy provisions. The ward councillors 
from the three wards in the 
neighbourhood area are in support of 
the application in their representation 
(reference NPA032). It is not considered 
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belief shared by political activists and campaigners that it is not 
mandatory / compulsory to be aware or interested in planning 
permissions matters before renting or buying properties whereas 
the evidence is that private tenants can be devastated up to 
forced homelessness by failure of governance in planning and 
building controls without the Council considered in any way 
accountable). 
 

that this representation has identified 
any matters that would properly lead to 
a recommendation to refuse the 
designation of the neighbourhood forum. 

 5) Lack of clear governance and accounting mechanisms 
At the time of this application it seems the NPA is accountable 
only to their two funding groups that are defined as electronic 
mailing lists. It is clear that they can be activated through social 
media and called to campaign or participate to a variety of 
events that have little impact on planning policies. This is not to 
deny that informal governance can have a big role to play in 
engagement and creating awareness but it is also a mechanism 
for stigmatisation campaigns, cyber stalking and cyber bullying 
and group thinking in which nobody is accountable and 
identifiable for anything. On top of that it is understood there is 
nobody responsible yet for administration / accounting / auditing 
activities whereas the organisation has already publicised via 
Facebook the possibility to make not better defined applications 
to receive grants for £400.  
 

It is considered that the application 
meets the requirement for a 
neighbourhood forum to have written 
constitution. The written constitution 
submitted in Appendix 1 of the 
application contains the NPA’s 
governance procedure. It is not 
considered necessary in the 
consideration of a neighbourhood forum 
application to have to look behind that 
document in the manner that is being 
suggested in this response. 

6) Overall lack of substantial capability in respect of legal 
requirements 
The application - and so also the NPA constitution - does not 
state anything at all in respect of the criteria that it would follow 
or apply in developing a local plan, nor how the NPA wants to 
identify, recognise and promote or foster community rights in 
neighbourhoods plans in respect of the right to bid, to challenge 
and to build established by the Localism Act. Nothing is said on 
how the NPA would develop policies useful for determining what 
type of changes in planning applications procedures or 
neighbourhood development orders or community right to build 
orders. Nothing is said on how to use the Community 

At this stage in the neighbourhood 
planning process it is not a requirement 
for the NPA to set out how it intends to 
develop proposed neighbourhood plan 
policies, and the guidance contained in 
the national PPG as noted in the report 
expressly emphasises that what may 
come forward in the neighbourhood 
planning process is distinct from the 
consideration of neighbourhood area 
designation. The process of preparing, 
and testing, a neighbourhood plan is 
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Infrastructure Levy the NPA as designated neighbourhood would 
receive from the Council. All in all it seems that neither the 
Constitution of the NPA nor this application have matured any 
capacity to elaborate independent plans and actions. In 
conclusion, there is no mandatory need and no urgency for the 
Council to designate specific groups when they are not, 
evidently, mature or in place already or ready for the ambitious 
task of providing independent and complementary contributions 
to planning policies and plans and when they exhibit an evident 
lack of representation of the real interests of residents and 
businesses. My recommendation is therefore to refuse the 
designation and suggest the NPA to reapply in a year or so. In 
the meantime they should liaise with other neighbourhoods 
forums, take their time and plan their own actions in order to 
develop more capability and recruit members willing to take 
responsibility - because volunteering is not only spreading 
anonymous messages on Facebook but studying real cases and 
liaising with real persons through a plurality of communications 
media and channels including local meetings focussed on 
presenting and sharing considerations about planning matters. 
 

governed by other procedures.  It is not 
considered that future decisions 
regarding allocation of community 
infrastructure levy monies are relevant 
to the decisions whether to designate 
the neighbourhood area/forum.. If 
designated, it will then be for the NPA to 
begin to prepare a neighbourhood plan, 
following the applicable legislation and 
guidance.  It is not considered that the 
point being made is one that ought to 
lead to refusal of the applications. 

NPA031 Dulwich Society In response to the current consultation on the combined 
application in respect of the above, the Dulwich Society is 
pleased to confirm that it has no objection to the designation 
proposals, but requests that the London Borough of Lambeth 
and the Neighbourhood Forum agree to maintain close liaison 
with the Society, and to consult it on future developments, as 
appropriate. In particular, the Society would wish to be kept 
informed of progress on the preparation of the proposed 
Neighbourhood Plan, and on any of the initiatives specified in 
Appendix 1 of the combined application. 

 

Support noted.  

NPA032 Ward councillors for Gipsy Hill, 
Knights Hill and Thurlow Park   

This is a combined submission from all Norwood Councillors in 
the three wards making up the Norwood area – Gipsy Hill, 
Knights Hill and Thurlow Park wards – to the application for the 
Combined Neighbourhood Area and Forum Application 

Support noted.  
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submitted by the Norwood Planning Assembly (NPA) on 8 March 
2017 for designation for a local plan under the 2011 Locality Act. 
The NPA is formed of two longstanding local groups the 
Norwood Forum and the Norwood Action Group (NAG). These 
groups have a strong local presence and have since the summer 
of 2015 engaged in constructive work to make the plans for the 
local community known to the wider area. This has included a 
range of activities including public meetings and engagement 
through different networks and they have work closely with the 
Masterplan refresh process from 2015-2016 and used the data 
gathered in this process to inform their application, which as a 
consequence has a strong evidence base.  

 
They have a presence across all three wards and Councillors 
have worked with members from this group. The requirement 
that membership be drawn from different places in the 
neighbourhood area concerned and from different sections of 
the community in that area has been fulfilled by the NPA in the 
preparation and submission of this application.  All other 
requirements for designation under the Town & Country 
Planning Act 1990 section 61F(7)(a) are met by the text of this 
application.  
Part of the process described in paragraph 3 above was the 
negotiation and confirmation of precise boundaries of the area 
beginning in 2016. This took the administrative unit of the 
Norwood Ward boundaries as a starting point and then worked 
to assess whether these related to planning considerations and 
the public identification of the area.  The boundaries represent 
an accurate picture of the Norwood Area.  
After consultation the and public engagement the following 
boundaries were agreed with other neighbourhood forums:  

 In the South of the area – the boundary traverses a 
significant part of the South of Gipsy Hill Ward, which falls 
into the Upper Norwood and Crystal Palace forum. This 
boundary reflects both surveys of the area and the work that 
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other forums. It also would pose no real impediment in 
planning terms.   

 In the North of the area - this area covers the streets in the 
Brockwell Park and Rosendale Road area of the Ward.  
Door knocking, residents association consultations and 
survey data placed this area in Herne Hill and as a 
consequence will come within the Herne Hill local plan.   

 
The NPA has agreed MOU’s with the Tulse Hill forum who are 
working on a neighbourhood plan to the west of the proposed 
designated area and with Brockwell Park Community Partners 
(which given the final boundaries is no longer relevant).  The 
boundaries represent an area that would be known and 
recognised as West Norwood and the final boundary has been 
arrived at through a process characterised with high levels of 
public engagement.   Norwood Councillors support the 
designation of the NPA and the boundaries of their local plan set 
out in their designation documents.  
 

NPA033 Environment Agency  Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency on the above. 
It is not within our remit to comment on the proposed composition 
of the forum. However, the proposed area boundary follows the 
valley of the culverted Effra River and therefore as the competent 
authority in respect of flood risk matters, we will provide 
information and data to guide development in the neighbourhood. 
The NPPF is clear that local planning authorities and local plans 
should develop policies to manage flood risk from all sources and 
apply a sequential, risk-based approach to the location of 
development. The Planning Practice Guidance Neighbourhood 
Planning Paragraph: 061 Reference ID: 7-061-20140306 points 
out that the overall approach to flood risk management in 
paragraph 100 of the National Planning Policy Framework applies 
to neighbourhood planning. In summary, the qualifying bodies 
involved in neighbourhood planning should: 

Comment noted. This information and 
advice will be shared with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly.  The council will 
also contact the Environment Agency to 
discuss the other matters related in the 
representation and will advise the NPA 
and other neighbourhood planning 
forums as appropriate.  
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 seek to ensure neighbourhood plans and neighbourhood 
development/community right to build orders are informed 
by an appropriate assessment of flood risk;  

 ensure policies steer development to areas of lower flood 
risk as far as possible;  

 ensure that any development in an area at risk of flooding 
would be safe, for its lifetime taking account of climate 
change impacts;  

 be able to demonstrate how flood risk to and from the plan 
area/ development site(s) will be managed, so that flood risk 
will not be increased overall, and that opportunities to 
reduce flood risk, for example, through the use of 
sustainable drainage systems, are included in the plan/order  

We have attached below more information for your consideration. 
We are keen to work closely with you to identify infrastructure 
projects and environmental improvement schemes which will 
benefit sustainable development of the neighbourhood. 
Flood risk management  
The River Effra is one of London’s culverted Rivers and is 
incorporated as a combined Storm Relief Sewer in the Thames 
Water network along its entire course through the London 
Borough of Lambeth, approximately 12 metres below ground. It 
runs south to north through the Borough and crosses through 
Herne Hill, Brockwell Park, Brixton and onto Kennington before 
flowing out into the River Thames by Vauxhall Bridge. Pluvial 
modelling undertaken as part of the Lambeth Surface Water 
Management Plan (SWMP) has identified that flooding within 
Lambeth is heavily influenced by the river valley of the culverted 
River Effra, with several areas of deeper flooding dispersed 
across the borough. Historical records indicate that flooding is 
largely a result of the local drainage network and Thames Water 
sewer capacity; the majority of the borough is served by 
combined sewers which, in many cases, were designed and built 
in the late 1800s, and subsequent urbanisation and cross-
connection means that it is likely that the sewers across the 
borough will have varying standards of capacities, particularly in 
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the north of the borough. Many of the groundwater flooding 
incidents are located near to / along culverted rivers such as the 
River Effra. These will be topographic lows and perched 
groundwater tables are likely to be close to ground surface in 
these areas, so that there is an increased susceptibility to 
groundwater flooding.  
Critical Drainage Areas (CDAs)  
Across the neighbourhood area, the areas particularly 
susceptible to overland flow are formed by narrow corridors 
associated with topographical valleys which represent the routes 
of the culverted rivers of London including the River Effra, 
Falcon Brook and Clapham River. This results in large areas of 
deep surface water ponding in the Norwood, West Dulwich, 
Herne Hill, Brixton and Kennington areas. Within the London 
Borough of Lambeth, the main surface water flooding occurs 
along the route of the culverted River Effra, which runs north to 
south through the length of the Borough (including the CDAs of 
Group7_030, Group7_032 and Group7_033). This CDA covers 
the upper catchment of the culverted River Effra. Therefore by 
attenuating surface water in this part of the catchment, 
downstream flood alleviation benefits can be realised, both 
within the CDA and the downstream (Group7_032 (Herne Hill)) 
CDA. The CDA has a number of recorded groundwater and 
sewer flooding records, and some areas (including Norwood 
Convent and West Norwood) are predicted to flood to up to 
depths of 1.5m during the 1% AEP rainfall event. The preferred 
option in this CDA is to provide flood storage in Norwood Park 
alongside providing storage in the Covent and St. Joseph’s 
Primary School Grounds. The schemes in combination offer the 
opportunity to provide greater benefits (in terms of surface water 
flooding alleviation, education, amenity and the environment) 
than in isolation. It could also lessen the flood storage area size, 
as it could be split between two sites. 
• Flood Storage in Norwood Park - Norwood Park could be used 
as a flood storage area to alleviate downstream surface water 
flooding, which follows the course of the ‘lost’ River Effra and 
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effects areas to the east of Norwood High Street and west of the 
railway embankment. Surface water flows would need to be 
diverted to the park from Elder Road, and any actions will need 
to be agreed with the London Borough of Croydon, as the park 
sits just to the north of the Lambeth / Croydon administrative 
boundary.  
• Flood Storage in the Convent and St. Joseph’s Primary School - 
The Convent and St. Joseph’s Primary School land could be used 
as a flood storage area and consider implementation of other, 
smaller, flood alleviation measures, such as swales and rainwater 
harvesting. The location of this scheme offers educational 
opportunities for the school. As the Convent and school are in the 
London Borough of Croydon, these will need agreement with 
Croydon Council regarding proposed mitigation measures. 
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA)  
The borough SFRA points out that it is essential that any new 
development takes account of known sewer flooding problems to 
ensure that the development is not put at risk and that the 
development does not worsen an existing problem. Future 
development if not adequately planned can increase the flood 
risk from sewer flooding and in some cases cause new flood 
problems to occur. Potential increases in surface water or 
sewage discharge from new development must be adequately 
managed and mitigation measures introduced where required. 
As pointed out in the National Planning Policy Practice Guidance 
paragraph: 064 Reference ID: 7-064-20140306, where the 
neighbourhood planning area is in Flood Zone 2 or 3, or is in an 
area with critical drainage problems, advice on the scope of the 
flood risk assessment required should be sought from the 
Environment Agency. Where the area may be subject to other 
sources of flooding, it may be helpful to consult other bodies 
involved in flood risk management, as appropriate.  
In all cases where new development is proposed, the sequential 
approach to locating development in areas of lower flood risk 
should still be applied within a neighbourhood planning area. 
The National Planning Policy Practice Guidance stipulates that 
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Neighbourhood Development/Community Right to Build Orders 
that propose new development that would be;  
•contrary to the flood risk vulnerability and flood zone 
compatibility table (Table 3), or;  
•within areas at risk of flooding where sequential testing shows 
there to be places at lower flood risk which are suitable and 
reasonably available for the development proposed, should not 
be considered appropriate, having regard to the national policies 
on development and flood risk.  
In accordance with PPG Paragraph: 064 Reference ID: 7-064-
20140306 the general approach and requirements for site-specific 
flood risk assessments should be applied to developments in 
areas at risk of flooding to be permitted by Neighbourhood 
Development/ Community Right to Build Orders. A site-specific 
flood risk assessment should support the draft Order. The flood 
risk assessment checklist may be helpful in this respect. 
Deculverting River Effra  
Due to the culverted nature of the watercourse, the River Effra 
produces flood risk with characteristics of sewer flooding. During 
the preparation of the SWMP, the council agreed that 
opportunities to consider deculverting the River Effra through the 
Norwood Park area should be investigated. This will be 
dependent on the depth of the River Effra below current ground 
levels (currently unknown) and this will require confirmation prior 
to any proposed study. It is therefore recommended that 
Lambeth Borough Council consider commissioning a drainage 
study to investigate the drainage and location of River Effra 
through the Norwood Park area of the CDA. The study will need 
to confirm the existing drainage arrangements in this area, the 
location of the River Effra and depth from the surface, and the 
feasibility of deculverting this watercourse. In particular, 
discussions will be required with the Environment Agency, 
Thames Water and the London Borough of Croydon to agree the 
feasibility of the proposals and, if considered suitable, roles for 
each stakeholder in taking the scheme forward.  
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It is recommended that further investigation into the potential 
flooding mechanisms and drainage capacity throughout these 
two CDAs is undertaken, particularly with regard to the capacity 
and function of the Storm Relief sewers that convey the River 
Effra. Detailed surface water modelling (and interactions with the 
sewer system) should be undertaken to gain a better 
understanding of risk and viability/effectiveness of potential 
options within the CDAs. 
Climate change allowances  
Recent updates to climate change allowances may have an 
impact upon development sites in terms of flood risk. The 
National Planning Practice Guidance refers planners, developers 
and advisors to the Environment Agency guidance on 
considering climate change in Flood Risk Assessments (FRAs). 
This guidance was updated in February 2016 and is available on 
Gov.uk. The guidance can be used for planning applications, 
local plans, neighbourhood plans and other projects. It provides 
climate change allowances for peak river flow, peak rainfall, sea 
level rise, wind speed and wave height. The guidance provides a 
range of allowances to assess fluvial flooding, rather than a 
single national allowance. It advises on what allowances to use 
for assessment based on vulnerability classification, flood zone 
and development lifetime.  
Updated guidance on gov.uk website  
Working with Natural England and the Marine Management 
Organisation we have published information on our planning role 
on gov.uk. The information is on three pages for:  

 Local Planning Authorities  

 Developers  

 Neighbourhood Planning Groups  
The pages explain when we should be consulted, what sort of 
information we need when we are consulted, what the customer 
will get back from us and supporting sources of information. This 
covers local plans, strategies and planning applications and 
should help make customer interactions more efficient.  
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New model Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) checklist in the 
Planning Practice Guidance  
As part of the Smarter Environmental Regulation Review 
(SERR), UK Government is aiming to reduce the burden of 
regulation on businesses, including developers. Defra set an 
action for the Environment Agency to produce a Flood Risk 
Assessment (FRA) template which would make this element of 
the planning process more streamlined for developers. Working 
jointly with the Defra and the DCLG we have produced an FRA 
template which has replaced the existing FRA Checklist within 
the Planning Practice Guidance.  
This template builds on the information within the checklist, but 
includes several more prompts for developers to ensure that all 
necessary elements of the FRA are considered when submitting a 
planning application. It also reflects changes to our statutory 
consultee role in relation to the management of surface water. We 

hope that by producing this template which is simple and easy to 

use, yet meets the minimum requirements for an FRA, will reduce 
the number of inadequate FRA’s and therefore reduce the 
number of objections. Please help us to communicate this FRA 
template to your team, customers, developers and add the link to 
your planning website. Other guidance: The links below provide 
other information on neighbourhood planning. It is not exhaustive, 
but aims to provide a helpful starting point when supporting 
neighbourhood planning.  
DCLG – Notes on neighbourhood planning (November 2012) 
including legislation, emerging practice and support. 
http://planning.communityknowledgehub.org.uk/resource/notes-
neighbourhood-planning-2  
HM Government Community Rights – Information on the four 
community rights including case studies and sources of support; 
Community Right to Build, neighbourhood planning, Community 
Right to Challenge, Community Right to Bid. 
http://communityrights.communities.gov.uk/what-are-community-
rights/neighbourhood-planning/  
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PAS- Neighbourhood planning FAQs 
http://www.pas.gov.uk/pas/core/page.do?pageId=1802659  
Locality- A comprehensive guide aimed at all those involved in, 
or thinking about, producing a Neighbourhood Development 
Plan. It takes you through the process step by step, from first 
deciding to join with people from your local community to create 
a Neighbourhood Development Plan, to submitting the finished 
article. http://locality.org.uk/resources/neighbourhood-planning-
roadmap-guide/  
Planning for the environment at the neighbourhood level  
The Environment Agency, English Heritage, Forestry 
Commission and Natural England have prepared a guidance- 
Planning for the environment at the neighbourhood level. I have 
attached a copy for more detail.  All our maps and data sets are 
regularly reviewed and updated so it’s important you are using 
the latest data to decide on when to consult and as part of the 
evidence base for local plans and strategies. The latest data and 
maps are available to download 
fromhttp://environment.data.gov.uk/ds/partners/index.jsp#/partne
rs/login.  
 

NPA035 National Grid  National Grid has appointed Amec Foster Wheeler to review and 
respond to development plan consultations on its behalf. We are 
instructed by our client to submit the following representation 
with regards to the Neighbourhood Plan consultation. National 
Grid owns and operates the high voltage electricity transmission 
system in England and Wales and operate the Scottish high 
voltage transmission system. National Grid also owns and 
operates the gas transmission system. In the UK, gas leaves the 
transmission system and enters the distribution networks at high 
pressure. It is then transported through a number of reducing 
pressure tiers until it is finally delivered to our customers. 
National Grid own four of the UK’s gas distribution networks and 
transport gas to 11 million homes, schools and businesses 
through 81,000 miles of gas pipelines within North West, East of 
England, West Midlands and North London. To help ensure the 

Comment noted. This information and 
advice will be shared with the Norwood 
Planning Assembly.   
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continued safe operation of existing sites and equipment and to 
facilitate future infrastructure investment, National Grid wishes to 
be involved in the preparation, alteration and review of plans and 
strategies which may affect our assets. An assessment has 
been carried out with respect to National Grid’s electricity and 
gas transmission apparatus which includes high voltage 
electricity assets and high pressure gas pipelines, and also 
National Grid Gas Distribution’s Intermediate and High Pressure 
apparatus. National Grid has identified that it has no record of 
such apparatus within the Neighbourhood Plan area. Whilst 
there is no implications for National Grid Gas Distribution’s 
Intermediate / High Pressure apparatus, there may however be 
Low Pressure (LP) / Medium Pressure (MP) Gas Distribution 
pipes present within proposed development sites. If further 
information is required in relation to the Gas Distribution network 
please contact plantprotection@nationalgrid.com. National Grid 
has provided information in relation to electricity and 
transmission assets via the following internet link:  
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-
development/planning-authority/shape-files/. The electricity 
distribution operator in Lambeth LBC is UK Power Networks. 
Information regarding the transmission and distribution network 
can be found at: www.energynetworks.org.uk. Please remember 
to consult National Grid on any Neighbourhood Plan Documents 
or site-specific proposals that could affect our infrastructure. We 
would be grateful if you could add our details to your 
consultation database.  
 

 

mailto:plantprotection@nationalgrid.com
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-development/planning-authority/shape-files/
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/services/land-and-development/planning-authority/shape-files/
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