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From : Nicole Stacey <n.stacey@ pclplanning.co.uk>

Sent: 14 M ay 2021 09:08

To: M ichael Higgins

Subject: 21/0223/OUT - Land at Home Farm, Pinhoe, Exeter

Attachm ents: 14-05 Letter re. Home Farm .pdf

Hi M ike

Please find attached letter which relates to s106 requests to the above application.

Kind regards

Nicole

Nicole Stacey BSc (Hons) M Sc M RTPI

Associate Director

PCL PLANNING LTD

13a-15a Old Park Avenue

Exeter

Devon, EX1 3W D

United Kingdom

t: +44 (0)1392 363812

m: 07986 370617

www.pclplanning.co.uk

IM PORTANT: This message, and any files transmitted with it may be confidential and is intended for the above

named only. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender immediately or

info@ pclplanning.co.uk. You must not disclose or copy the contents to a third party.

Please note that Internet e-mail is not a fully secure communication medium. Any attachments to this e-mail

are believed to be virus free, however it is the responsibility of the recipient to make the necessary virus

checks. The views expressed in this communication are not necessarily those held by PCL Planning Limited.
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Dear Michael,

 

 

 

I am writing in relation to the above application, specifically regarding the

consultation responses that have been provided by Devon County Council

(DCC) Children�s Services and the NHS Devon Clinical Commissioning Group

(CCG). Both of these responses seek s106 contributions from the development.

 

The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Regulation 122 sets out the tests for

planning obligations, which must only be sought where they are: 

 

a) necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; 

b) directly related to the development; and 

c) fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development. 

 

Having regards to the above tests, we have concerns that the contributions

that have been sought may not comply with the above tests for the reasons

set out in this letter. 

DCC Children�s Services    

DCC has stated that they forecast that secondary schools within Exeter are at

capacity and therefore they have requested a contribution towards secondary

education for the pupils expected to be generated from the development (6

pupils). 

 

No capacity/ forecast data information has been provided by DCC as part of

their response. Without this information, we are therefore unable to consider

whether this request would meet the CIL 122 tests set out above. 
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 We therefore request the following information: 

� Total existing and forecast capacity data of secondary schools in the

Exeter area. 

� Number of existing pupils on roll at secondary schools in the Exeter

area. 

 

NHS Devon CCG 

 

The NHS Devon CCG comments has set out a s106 contribution request

towards local healthcare. 

 

We enclose an extract from the NHS document �Technical Guide to Allocation

Formulae and Pace of Change� (May 2019). This document sets out that the

CCG annual budget is based upon a national funding formula which is driven by

a forecast of the population using GP registered patient list sizes and ONS

population projections (see paragraph 3.1.2). 

 

Therefore, population growth (which must be accommodated by new

development through the planning process) will have been factored into the

NHS funding process at the outset, i.e. the funding mechanism is proactive

rather than reactive. 

 

On the basis of the above, there is insufficient evidence to conclude compliance

with CIL Reg 122. However, the applicant is willing to consider further

information if the Council are able to disclose this. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Nicole Stacey, BSc (Hons) MSc MRTPI

For PCL Planning Ltd

e: n.stacey@pclplanning.co.uk

 

Enc.








