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Q 17 Impact assessment

The Framework is also accompanied by an impact assessment.... If you do not wish to answer the detailed questions, you may provide general comments on the assessment in response to the following question: Is the impact assessment a fair and reasonable representation of the costs, benefits and impacts of introducing the Framework? 

· It is important to realise that the Impact assessment is not a sustainability appraisal so that it cannot be considered in any way a full representation of the costs, benefits and impacts of introducing the NPPF. In particular economic considerations are not balanced by any consideration of the ‘ecosystem services’ that might be adversely affected by the revised policy wording. 
· The NPPF therefore appears to be out of line with the approach set out in the Government’s Environment White Paper which advocates an integrated approach which values the multiple public benefits that undeveloped land provides.
· We are also commenting on the draft NPPF without sight of the Sustainability Appraisal on the loss of regional strategies, which we understand has been undertaken by the Government. 
· With the combination of: 
· the introduction of the ‘presumption’ giving an inappropriate approach to sustainability; 
· shortened and omitted text in relation to several specific policy areas from the current PPSs; and 
· the loss of a number of potentially helpful policy approaches for sustainability in regional strategies;
there would appear to be a substantial deficit in the draft NPPF in
terms of ensuring a sustainable outcome from local planning.

· We make comments for improvement under individual questions above - including mentioning a few specific approaches from the South West which may be of England-wide applicability and could usefully be incorporated in the final NPPF - without adding unduly its length or providing an unnecessarily prescriptive approach. 
· Finally, the Impact assessment does not appear to be particularly rigorous, in that its conclusions (ie that the planning system has not been working effectively) do not appear to follow from the evidence that it refers to (numbers and rates of planning refusals etc), with the main change documented apparently being a drop in applications in recent years - which can simply be attributed to the recession.
*****
� NB This document is part of our overall CPRE South West submission which consists of 10 separate documents: a covering note; this and 7 others covering specific questions (each with a summary at the start); and an appendix. It complements the national CPRE response by providing additional perspective and suggestions based on our experience from the South West. Our South West branches and district groups may also make more detailed individual submissions based on the experience of their localities.
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