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SCI Consultation Responses (8th Sept – 20th October 2017)
Name Company Local 

Plan No
Response Officer Response

1 Dot Barsby Private 
Individual

0701 Thank you for your email. Please pass on my opinion to 
the Planning Policy Manager as follows .......... I have 
witnessed the steady decline of my home town for over 
two decades now. I have witnessed endless plans for 
improvements and consultations, including the 
pathetically high hopes placed in Tesco. This council has 
no idea how to develop the town, and pretending to 
‘consult’ the people (as if they have any idea ... please) is 
just procrastination at its worst. Just like other doomed 
projects eg White Horse, and Paramount Park, all the 
additional cost of the marketing firms ‘presenting’ 
consultation plans for the public are simply costing large 
amounts of council tax payer’s money with nothing to 
show for it. 
Why have all the clever council leaders not proposed any 
significant plans? What is their purpose if not to 
regenerate the dump that is now sadly Dartford?
Let’s face it – until a new river crossing is constructed to 
alleviate the congestion in the area, nothing can sensibly 
be planned. Has the Council any influence in getting that 
going?
I look forward to hearing from you.

Email response from Mark Aplin (summarised):

The big recession a few years back had a big impact 
across the board, halting many existing plans. And 
now, town centres across the country have been 
struggling with changing shopping habits. However 
Dartford Council has set out a real commitment to try 
and tackle these issues. There are a number things 
being prepared currently that will, over time, 
transform the town centre. Lowfield Street is an 
important part, but there are many more 
improvements being worked up.

There is a document in draft form which sets out a 
series of details/ illustrations a ‘Supplementary 
Planning Document’ (SPD). This document is due to 
be released to the public for comment later this year.

The Lower Thames Crossing is vital. We are very glad 
the government listened to Dartford Council and 
confirmed earlier this year it should be built and 
located the other side of Gravesend. We are keen to 
hear details of how and when they will start work on 
it, and it will of course take a number of years; but 
we’re also looking at other things that can be done 
now on traffic.

London Resort at Swanscombe Peninsula are due to 
put forward proposals next spring 2018. As part of 
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this, they as private company, will be holding more 
consultation on their ideas. 

On wider local planning issues generally, we will be 
starting to review our overall ‘Local Plan’ next year. 

2 Linda Collins Bean 
Residents 
Association

0004 Questionnaire Response:
1. a) b) and e)
2. 4
3. 4
4. 3
5. 4
6. Propose a list of stakeholders, on some topics hold 
workshops, propose list of SPD’s eg building on sloping 
ground.
7. 4
8. 5
9. Section 3: Need to identify voluntary organisations.  
Must not be biased to developer and owner 
consultations.
Section 4: Neighbourhood planning must not be used as 
a way of getting development in rural areas.
Section 5: We are concerned about re-visiting sensitive 
topics, eg greenbelt, travellers, Shla.  Must have local 
input.
SCI as a whole:  Increased public involvement unlikely 
without incentives.
10. 3 

Noted.

Section 2 of the document sets out a range of 
stakeholders involved in planning; however, there is 
no definitive list of stakeholders and these can 
change over time.

The Council will consider a range of consultation 
techniques which may include stakeholder 
workshops. The Council will consider the production 
of Supplementary Planning Documents where 
appropriate.

The Council will engage with a range of organisations, 
including voluntary ones, in developing its new Local 
Plan. Input from all organisations will be considered 
appropriately on all policy areas.

3 Bean 
Resident 1

1. A, D and E
2. 4
3. 4
4. 4
5. 5

Noted.
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6. –
7. 4
8. 4
9. Traffic management should always be at the 

forefront in Planning.
10. 5

4 Bean 
Resident 2

1. A, C and D
2. 3
3. 3
4. 3
5. 3
6. Highways infrastructure
7. 3
8. 3
9. –
10. 2

Noted.

5 Jennifer 
Wilson

Environment 
Agency

0034 No comments to make. Noted.

6 Nicola 
Jerram

Meopham 
Parish 
Council

0541 Meopham Parish Council would like it noted that they 
are in support of these aims.

Support welcomed.

7 Thomas 
Kennedy

Kent County 
Council 

0444 1. A, D 
2. 3
3. 4
4. 4
5. 4
6. –
7. 4
8. 4
9. –
10. 3

Noted.

8 Kevin Bown Highways 
England

0046 We have no objections, but you may wish to consider 
including text about the role and responsibilities of 

Noted. Draft SCI to be revised and include content on 
statutory consultees as an appendix.
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Statutory Consultees in the Local Plan and Development 
Management processes and perhaps include a list of the 
bodies such as Highways England.

9 Charlotte 
Mayall

Southern 
Water

0494 1. A, D and E
2. –
3. –
4. –
5. –
6. –
7. –
8. –
9. With regard to Section 4, under the requirements 

of Regulation 14(b) and 16(b) of the Town and 
Country Planning (Neighbourhood Planning) 
(England) Regulations 2012, where Southern 
Water would qualify as a ‘consultation body’ we 
would expect to be notified of submissions in 
writing, either by post or email. With regard to 
Section 5, whilst Southern Water is not a 
statutory consultee on planning applications, it is 
however important that we are consulted on 
major applications that may impact on the 
provision of water and wastewater services to 
existing customers, for example, if the proposed 
development affects access to Southern Water’s 
operational assets, including underground mains 
and sewers.

10. -

Noted.

10 Richard 
Carr

Transport for 
London

0503 Although there is a brief mention of the Duty to 
Cooperate (DTC) on page 15 of the consultation 
document, it may be useful to include a short section in 
the final SCI detailing how the requirement to identify 
and address strategic cross boundary issues will be met, 
alongside a list of DTC authorities. This list could be 
provided in an appendix.

The Duty to Cooperate is a separate legal obligation. 
Detailing how the duty will be met through 
addressing strategic cross boundary issues is not 
considered relevant to the Statement of Community 
Involvement, which deals with public participation in 
the planning process. The Council will produce a 
separate Duty to Cooperate Statement at appropriate 
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points in the development of the Local Plan.

11 Graham 
Blew

Swanscombe 
& 
Greenhithe 
Town Council

0116 1. A, B and D
2. 5
3. 5
4. 5
5. 5
6. –
7. 5
8. 5
9. –
10. 3

Noted.

12 Phil Copsey David Lock 
for 
Swanscombe 
LLP

01212 1. A, D and E
2. 4
3. 4
4. 4
5. 4

6. 1. Swanscombe Developments LLP although 
welcoming an active online communication portal, 
consider that emphasis should also be placed on more 
traditional forms of communication (such as leaflets & 
posters) to ensure that as wide an audience as possible 
have the opportunity to respond. 
2. Although referenced on Page 15, Swanscombe 
Developments LLP consider that it is important that 
responses made during any consultation process are 
logged and a summary of Dartford BC’s response made 
available for public viewing. This is essential to ensuring 
that appropriate recognition, weight and consideration 
has been given to duly made responses.
7. 4
8. 4
9. We write on behalf of Swanscombe Development LLP 
in relation to the current consultation on the Draft Dartford 
Borough Council Statement of Community Involvement 
(October 2017). Swanscombe Development LLP is a 

Noted.

As stated in the table in section 3 of the draft 
document, the Council will endeavour to utilise a 
range of consultation techniques to ensure as wide a 
range of people have the opportunity to respond.

All comments under both Local Plan and non-Local 
Plan policy consultations will be published, as 
referenced on page 15 of the draft document.

The Council recognises the importance of engaging 
with the development industry throughout the plan-
making process, particularly at the site identification 
stage. We will continue to liaise with developers 
through both plan-making and development 
management processes.

The Council continues to engage with the Ebbsfleet 
Development Corporation across a range of projects 
and will continue to ensure they are appropriately 
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major landowner with land interests at Swanscombe 
Peninsula. We enclose our completed questionnaire 
response, and would wish to make the following 
additional comments on the Consultation: 
• Notwithstanding Question 1 of the Questionnaire, we 
consider that all of the core principles set out within the 
Draft Statement are relevant to securing effective 
cooperation and involvement with the local area. 
• We would like to reiterate the value in engaging with 
landowners and developers at the earliest stages of the 
plan preparation process. Opportunities for specific one-
to-one sessions or roundtable discussions with 
appropriate parties as part of the plan-making process 
can be of significant benefit in the production of plans. 
• Notwithstanding that Ebbsfleet Development 
Corporation (EDC) are the statutory authority for 
determining planning applications, Dartford Borough 
Council retain their role as the plan making authority for 
the area. On this basis, there should be continued close 
coordination between Dartford Borough Council & 
Ebbsfleet Development Corporation in engaging with the 
community. 
I trust that this representation is clear, but do not hesitate 
to contact me should you have any additional queries. I 
would be grateful if you could continue to keep us 
informed of updates regarding this document and other 
plans.
10. 4

involved in the development of the Borough’s Local 
Plan.

13 Mr LP Ryan Private 
Individual

0649 Section 1. The three important processes are A D & E
Section 5. The most important stage for members of the 
public and the developer, is the pre-application or 
consultation stage – this appears to be recommended by 
the Council, but is not obligatory – which it should be on 
large or important projects which affect the public, the 
Council should set out their requirements for this stage in 
detail.
In some recent applications, the consultations were 
organised by firms specialising in this field, not by the 
Architects or designers – which had been the practice in 

As set out in the document, the Council strongly 
encourages developers to carry out community 
consultation using a range of techniques; however, 
ultimately it is the responsibility of the developer to 
decide how to conduct public consultation on an 
individual proposal. The Council can advise 
developers of the most appropriate consultation 
methods via its pre-application advice service; 
however, these methods will vary depending on the 
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the past. The use of computer generated images (cgi) 
showing the development in the most favourable light 
from a worms eye view or a great distance, with mature 
trees in front of tall buildings and of market squares – 
where there are none - should not be allowed by the 
Council.
The views of and questions from the public, should be 
published together with the builder/developers answers – 
the present method is for these to be “noted” by the 
Council and the developer and not acted upon.
At the planning application stage, the Development 
Control Board (DCB) do not consider matters which relate 
to Building Regulations – often left to self-certification by 
the builder or developer – who is not obliged to answer 
questions from the public. Some recent questions by me 
remain unanswered by the Council and the developer. 
The DCB should insist on such questions being 
answered, before granting planning permission, for the 
safety of the public and those who live in or use the 
buildings proposed.

size, location and nature of the proposal.

Computer-generated images (CGI) can be a useful 
tool in illustrating development schemes where these 
are accurate. The Council has no powers to control 
the use of CGI in presenting proposals to the public. 
Although these tools can be useful, planning 
applications are decided through consideration of 
plans and drawings.

Comments and views from the public are addressed 
in Council Officers’ technical reports on individual 
planning proposals. Not all of these can be acted 
upon if they do not relate to planning issues.

The planning system does not and should not 
formally consider compliance with other regulatory 
regimes, as laid down by the courts. Other 
compliance issues are considered under separate 
procedures.

14 Mark Pullin Ebbsfleet 
Development 
Corporation 
(EDC)

01315 1. A, C, D
2. 3
3. 2
4. 2
5. 2
6. Roadshows to reach people on a Borough-wide 

Level in variety of locations eg. School car parks, 
town and shopping centres. This has advantage 
of being less formal than public meetings. 
Practice has already been established within 
Dartford town centre for services such as police/ 
fire services. Can be more effective than public 

Noted.

The Council will be using a range of consultation 
techniques in the development of its Local Plan and 
will endeavour to involve stakeholders through 
various means. The Council would welcome 
collaborative working with the EDC in order to ensure 
hard to reach groups are fully engaged in the plan-
making process.

The revised draft of the SCI will more clearly set out 
the development management role of the EDC in its 
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exhibitions which do not always attract interest. 
Setting up stakeholder focus groups comprising 
representatives from various sectors/ age 
groups, ie. 3rd and voluntary sectors, the faith 
sector, sports and leisure, local businesses, older 
people's groups and young people. A lot of these 
groups may already be up and running in the 
area. This model may allow for more frequent 
and effective engagement, particularly with 
older people whom are a hard to reach group. 
Leaflet drop can provide widespread publicity to 
all households in the Borough and for hand 
delivery of small leaflets/ postcards eg. A5/A6 
size not that expensive. These leaflets could 
include key themes of the Local Plan eg. Housing, 
Employment, Education, Health, Transport, and 
also include maps showing key information eg. 
identified sites for new housing development 
forming the Council’s 5 year land supply. This 
would bring to attention awareness of the 
upcoming Local Plan to possible future 
development in a household’s nearby area. They 
could also include link to Council website for 
more information/ documents, details of 
upcoming roadshows/ public exhibitions, and 
how to sign up to the Council’s email mailing list 
for future updates. Leaflet drop can provide 
widespread publicity to all households in the 
Borough and for hand delivery of small leaflets/ 
postcards eg. A5/A6 size not that expensive. 
These leaflets could include key themes of the 
Local Plan eg. Housing, Employment, Education, 
Health, Transport, and also include maps 

area and the types of application it decides.

Section 3 will be revised to improve clarity and 
readability, with some points simplified/ summarised.

Section 5 will be revised and simplified, in order to 
highlight pre-application engagement and developer 
requirements.

Other comments noted.
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showing key information eg. identified sites for 
new housing development forming the Council’s 
5 year land supply. This would bring to attention 
awareness of the upcoming Local Plan to 
possible future development in a household’s 
nearby area. They could also include link to 
Council website for more information/ 
documents, details of upcoming roadshows/ 
public exhibitions, and how to sign up to the 
Council’s email mailing list for future updates. 

7. 5
8. 2
9. Section 2 could more clearly set out the position 

of EDC as having DM function for proposals 
within the EDC area, but that we will refer to 
policies within the Dartford local plan when 
determining applications within Dartford 
Borough with the Ebbsfleet Implementation 
Framework as a material consideration. The 
table on left hand side of page 7 could better 
explain the EDC functions eg. Decide on district 
level Planning Applications, and County level 
Minerals and Waste, and Education applications, 
as well as key exclusions eg. Lawful development 
Certificates.
Section 3 the details in tables 3 eg. How we will 
communicate, how publicity will occur and how 
we will use feedback, is too lengthy for members 
of the public consider. This should be presented 
in a more simplified way with concise points. The 
landscape orientation of the draft SCI document 
does not help where these tables extend across 
several pages. 
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Section 5 does not clearly and simply set out the three 
main stages of Consultation – Pre-Application, 
Application, and Following determination. EDC cannot 
produce an SCI and therefore proposals in the EDC area 
need to adhere to the Dartford SCI requirements if 
within Dartford Borough, and likewise for development 
proposals within Gravesham Borough. In practice EDC 
will seek to take the highest requirement between the 
Dartford or Gravesham SCI’s for a particular 
stage/application type, and apply to all proposals in the 
EDC area. The EDC Community Engagement Information 
document simply sets out that position, and it would be 
advantageous if DBC and EDC could agree a form of 
wording for the SCI that explains this. EDC can then 
update our document if needed.
General Comments:
Consultation literature could include input from senior 
politicians to highlight the housing need for the Borough 
and the projected housing supply.
There is a need for easily accessible translated 
documents, for example having a telephone/ email/ 
postal address where a resident can contact the 
translation company direct for a copy in their language 
(with approval request then sent from the company to 
Council) as opposed to the resident contacting the 
Council, the Council seeking 3 quotes, having to raise 
each request with a company individually etc.
Technology proficient hard to reach groups (eg. parents 
due to being less likely to attend public events) could be 
encouraging sign up to electronic mailing lists/ use of 
websites / social media for more effective consultation.
Following determination of an application, key areas of 
S106/CIL agreements could be made more easily 
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accessible to the public. Communities’ opposition to 
development generally comes from a fear that public 
services will be put under unacceptable strain. This could 
be reduced following decisions through producing a 
summary of main areas agreed in S106 Head of Terms/ 
CIL contributions likely to be made towards e.g 
education, health, affordable housing, transport.

10. 3
15 Alan Byrne Historic 

England
01052 1. C, E and F

2. 4
3. 2
4. 2
5. 4
6. –
7. 2
8. 4
9. –
10. 4

Noted.


