
Question Asked Neighbourhood Planning Committee Response draft

Please explain the purpose and process of Reg 14 

 The Regulation 14 consultation is the first formal consultation of the Neighbourhood Plan 
process and therefore guided by regulations. The Plan needs to undergo a formal six-week 
consultation period, as set out in Regulation 14 of The Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 (as amended). The qualifying body, the Parish Council, is required to:
• Notify people who, live work and carry on business in the neighbourhood area of the 
neighbourhood plan and its content, and how and by when they need to respond;
• Consult consultation bodies (this is a list of consultation bodies held by BC)
• Send a copy to the Local Planning Authority (BC). The Pre-Submission Plan cannot contain 
options. The goal is to get the Plan right the first time so that modifications for submission are 
straightforward.

Please explain what cannot, now, be changed from this stage onward prior to the NP  being “made” 

Once submitted for examination, there is no further opportunity for the PC to modify the NP, 
other than through its withdrawal and resubmission. The examiner may recommend some 
modifications. The Pre-Submission Plan should be as near the final version as possible to avoid 
having to undertake the Regulation 14 consultation again. Removal of content is usually ok, but 
introduction of completely new material will need to be assessed. OH will advise on such 
modifications prior to submission for examination. 

What else can be done, now, to make this Draft NP more “robust” ? 

The NP has had to address a number of difficult challenges. Unlike parishes outside the Green 
Belt, the NP can’t take responsibility for deciding which land is and isn’t developed. Although 
there is no difficulty in the technical process of preparing a neighbourhood plan, in that every 
neighbourhood plan is the same in this sense, it depends on the scope of the neighbourhood 
plan. Obviously, the wider the scope, the more evidence is required, the more support may be 
required.  The final list of policies in this NP focuses on key objecives to put markers down for 
future development. The Reg 14 consultation will highlight if there are any further gaps in the 
evidence base to proceed to submission and examination. 

 S5: Can the Vision Statement be improved ? It’s not much of a vision at all i.e linking this with Climate 
and Ecological Emergency for example 

"The growth of Iver Parish provided an opportunity to retain and enhance the unique character 
of each settlement within development constraints identified for each village. The quality of life 
for both present and future generations has been improved by protecting local heritage assets 
and improving our facilities and environment, including a green infrastructure strategy to 
respond to the climate and ecological emergency through improvement of the Colne Valley 
Regional Park. 

Could better use be made of an expectation for development proposals to be brought forward under 
the auspices of Framework Plans and/or Development Briefs?  This could encourage earlier and 
meaningful engagement of all stakeholders 

Adopted Core Policy 17 of the South Bucks Core Strategy 2011 already requests Development 
Briefs on significant sites which may come forward.

Special Character Design Codes ; are they any real benefit are they too vague in any case “aesthetic 
control” which might build resentment rather than support for the NP amongst residents 

The heightened emphasis on design nationally emphasises the importance of high-quality 
design and the need for new development to reflect the special qualities and local 
distinctiveness of the Parish. Given the national interest, and Buckinghamshire being one of the 
14 LPAs in England each given £50lkto pilot the formulation and use of design codes in the local 
planning system over the next 6 months, this type of policy approach is likely to be heading 
your way anyway. 

Why is there no specific policy for Pinewood Studios ? 

Policy IV17 supplements existing polciies on Pinewood. The new project is what is defined as a 
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project which is what is known as 'excluded development' 
for the formulation of NP policies. 

Why is there no policy for The Evreham Centre ? 
Policy IV10 seeks to safeguard the community uses at the Evreham Centre from unnecessary 
loss.



Why is there no policy encouraging wildlife and biodiversity recovery or carbon sequestration i.e 
carbon sinks ? Suitable zones could be identified as Agro Ecological Zones (AEZs)  NB: Policy IV16 is 
about ‘mitigation’ not positive action. 

Policy IV13 requires new proposals to conserve and enhance biodiversity and to contribute to 
carbon sequestration. 

Why does Policy IV10 not include either Evreham Centre or Iver Heath Fields; should there not be a 
policy for each of these ?   

The two items are included in strategically labelled policies.  This does not diminish their 
inclusion in the Plan (same as line 40 in other list of questions)

Why is the Iver Village Hall not noted anywhere?  Or if it is - please advise were This is an ommission by us.  IV10 should read Kings Church and Iver Village Hall


