
Use of planning consultant 
There has been a fair amount of discussion about the possibility of the Council employing a planning 

consultant to assist us in responding to documents received from the developers of the Barracks site. 

This paper is an attempt to lay out the arguments. 

Background 
Waterbeach Parish Council is confronted with the possibility of a large development in the northern part 

of the parish. There are two major organisations who will be submitting planning applications, U&C and 

RLW, and this will be accompanied by a large volume of documents produced by them to which the 

Parish Council will need to respond; indeed, one has already been submitted (the Environmental Impact 

Assessment Scoping Report). 

It is essential that the Council makes proper response to these documents, but to do so will require a 

significant expertise in analysing the arguments put forward. If the Council is to represent its 

community, then it will have to be able to analyse these arguments and respond properly to them. 

The need for external expertise 
Looking at the EIA Scoping Report, it is evident that already a number of issues are raised which require 

expertise to evaluate. For example, here is paragraph 4.2: 

4.2 While the methodology used throughout the EIA will be adhered to for consistency, it will 
be refined in the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) to ensure the 
assessment accords with the principles of best practice set out in the following relevant 
published guidance: 
• Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition (2013) (GLVIA3), 
Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment; 
• GLVIA3 Statement of Clarification 1/13 (2013), Landscape Institute; 
• Approach to Landscape Character Assessment (2014), Natural England; and 
• Landscape Institute Advice Note 01/11, Photography and photomontage in landscape and 
visual impact assessment (2011), Landscape Institute 

In order to make sense of this sort of thing it is vital that someone who is familiar with and has access to 

the publications listed should be able to help us as lay representatives of our parishioners to understand 

and comment on this sort of material. 

The EIA scoping report is just the first of what will be a number of documents that will need this sort of 

expertise. 

That, of course, is not to say that we would expect a consultant to tell us what we should think but 

rather that he or she should draw our attention to matters that we should be looking at in more detail 

and draw up initial proposals for a response. 

How to choose a consultant 
There are obviously lists of consultants available and we could start from scratch with one of these. 

However, we already have one, Tim Slater, who comes highly recommended by Michael Monk from the 

Stukeleys where he is doing a very similar job. My view is that if we know of someone who is already 

doing a good job for another Council then we should regard this person as a preferred candidate. It is 

important to note that this person was not chosen by U&C but by the parish councils involved. 



It has been proposed that we should consider using one of the larger firms such as Carter Jonas. 

However, my personal view of this, having some experience, is that we are more likely to get a personal 

service from an independent consultant and that it will be very difficult to find a larger firm who does 

not have a potential conflict of interest by acting for U&C, RLW or some other company involved in local 

developments. 

Tim’s CV is attached. He is based in Peterborough had has a wide experience from various local 

authorities. 

Conflict of interest 
It has been suggested that approval and payment of the consultant by U&C might mean that he or she 

has some conflict of interest.  

Firstly, it is important to note that Tim Slater was not chosen by U&C but by the Stukeleys. His 

appointment was approved by U&C because they are paying for him, but that is as far as it has gone. 

The same would apply if we were to use him. 

Secondly, the idea of someone acting for one party but being paid by the other is not uncommon. I 

understand that developers frequently contribute to the costs of additional planning officer resource for 

councils and, of course, we recently had a discussion at the Council about the Party Wall legislation 

where a surveyor acting for one party is paid for by the other. I don’t see this as an issue. 

Involvement of RLW 
If our consultant’s role is to comment on documents produced by U&C then it is reasonable that U&C 

should pay and it would not be reasonable for them to pay for advice on papers produced by RLW. 

However, it would be advantageous if the same consultant could act for WPC for all issues brought up 

by both developers and so RLW should be approached to see if they would join with U&C in contributing 

an appropriate amount to the consultant’s fees. 

My recommendation 
I would recommend that the Council agrees to appoint Tim Slater as their planning consultant to provide 

the following services: 

1. Receive documents from U&C (and RLW), read and analyse the content 

2. Report to WPC highlighting the issues raised and draft an initial response to be discussed by the 

Council 

3. Finalise a response in planning language based upon the results of 2 above and submit to SCDC 

4. Liaise with SCDC to ensure that the response is considered with all the others 

 

Michael Williamson – 1/9/16 

 


