
SCI response Table – DRAFT

Number of responses received – 15 

Organisations 

Name / Org  Comment summary Response 
Langoft Parish 
Council. 

Concerned there is no consultation about works to protected trees – The Parish would like to be 
consulted on matters with TPOs.

There is no statutory requirement 
to consult Parish Councils on apps 
for works to TPOs – decisions are 
made on basis of expert comments 
from our arboriculturalist

The Woodland 
Trust 

Would like to be listed in Appendix 1 of your Statement of Community Involvement (page 21) as 
one of the Specific Consultation Bodies

Not agreed – the Woodland Trust is 
covered within the category of the 
general consultation bodies.  
Specific Consultation bodies are 
defined in the Town and Country 
Planning (Local Planning) (England) 
Regulations 2012 

Upper Witham 
Internal Drainage 
Board

It is however noted that Internal Drainage Boards are not included on the consultee list in 
Appendix 1

IDBs are not statutory consultees – 
when we consult Lincolnshire 
County Council (as the local lead 
flood authority) on a planning 
application, they send out their 
own consultation letters to other 
drainage bodies including IDBs and 
incorporate any comments from 
them in their response to us.



Historic England Paragraph 2.2.7 - will need to be updated to reflect the current situation of the NPPF.

Appendix 1 - The list currently refers to 'English Heritage'.  All references to 'English Heritage' should 
be revised to read 'Historic England'. 

Appendix 1 - Heritage related National Amenity Societies and The Garden Trust are not referred to 
and it is recommended they be included as they are required to be consulted in respect of certain 
development proposals.

Paragraph 3.2.3- Appendix 1 seems to be referred to only in the Duty to Co-operate section at 
Paragraph 1.2.3.  Paragraphs 3.2.1-3.2.5 inclusive do not refer to statutory consultees in respect of 
planning application consultations and it is recommended that, for clarity and avoidance of doubt, 
that Paragraph 3.2.3 is added to and reference made to a revised Appendix 1 as set out above.

Appendix 4 - It is recommended that Appendix 4 includes reference to statutory consultees whether 
within the table, or as separate text after the table for clarity and avoidance of doubt.

Agreed

Agreed 

Agreed, with respect to certain 
development proposals

Agreed 

Not agreed,  not relevant to have 
the statutory consultees listed 
there as they are already listed in 
Appendix 1, and Appendix 4 is 
solely related to publicity (i.e. 
press, site notice).

Natural England Supportive of the principle of meaningful and early engagement of the general community, 
community organisations and statutory bodies in local planning matters, both in terms of shaping 
policy and participating in the process of determining planning applications

Agreed – no response required

Highways 
England

Welcome the clear arrangements set out by the Council which will be used to engage with the public 
to help ensure that the entire cross-section of the local population has the opportunity to be 
involved in the planning process.

Agreed – no response required

Environment 
Agency 

No Comments to make No response required

Greater  
Lincolnshire 

The GLNP is keen to also be involved in informal and ongoing consultations during the development 
of the Local Plan

Agreed  - no direct response to SCI 
required



Nature 
Partnership 
(GLNP) 
South & South 
West Lincolnshire 
CCG

Might want to consider stating an offer an “easy read” or adapted version where there are larger 
scale developments that you are wanting to engage the community on to enable some of your 
“hard to reach” groups to access documents.

The NHS have to use the following guidance:
https://www.england.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/accessilbe-info-specification-v1-1.pdf

The SCI is a statutory document 
and so follows a standard format 
but we will liaise with our 
colleagues in Marketing and 
Communications to see if an “easy 
read” summary can be produced

General Comments 

Dennis King With the publication of DPDs the use of summary leaflets and social media to communicate the plan 
should further explain how these will be targeted to reach the right audience

The SCI should explain how Neighbourhood Plan consultation will be carried out

There is no reference to the status or existence of such a plan on the Council website

As stated above, we will liaise with 
our colleagues in Marketing and 
Communications to see if an “easy 
read” summary can be produced.

Agreed – additional text 
recommended for inclusion

It can be found on the Council’s 
website by Google search but 
would agree that it needs to be 
more prominent

Steve Prince It would appear that Grantham residents are disadvantaged in consultation processes by the lack 
of a Town Council.

All residents across the Council are 
treated the same within 
consultation processes and the SCI 
reflects the current make-up of 
Town and Parish Councils within 
the District

https://www.england.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/accessilbe-info-specification-v1-1.pdf


Keith Grumbley The process by which planning applications are determined is not generally understood by the 
public. The relevant paragraphs in the document need to reflect more openness on this aspect of 
the planning process.

As stated above, we will liaise with 
our colleagues in Marketing and 
Communications to see if an “easy 
read” summary can be produced

Cllr Ray Wooten 3.4.6 Member involvement – The paragraph fails to include the right that members can attend 
any Development Management Committee meeting and, with the Chairman’s permission, speak 
on objector’s behalf, highlighting valid planning objections.

Agreed

Lynn Stephenson This Consultation is an irrelevant exercise akin to all other Consultations which have masqueraded 
as SKDC personnel caring about public opinion. Public opinion is sought to ease their consciences 
and then quickly dismissed and the plans are approved.

No response required

Pamela Steel The following Comments from 1.4.1 of the 2014 SCI have been omitted – These should again be 
included to ensure community involvement is genuine and indicate how communities can help 
shape their Local Areas. 

This section referred to the 
Council’s Consultation Strategy 
which is no longer in place.  The 
Council is still committed to the 
principles contained in this and so 
the text will be included in the 
revised SCI. 


