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Reforms to the statutory consultee system specimen responses
London Playing Fields Foundation has produced the following response for its customers, partners and supporters to use when responding to the consultation on proposals to remove Sport England as a statutory planning consultee.

You can respond to the consultation through the Online Submission Form.

The following responses will help you answer the three key questions on Page 3 regarding Sport England’s role. There is no need to complete the rest of the online form before submitting your response. It should only take 5 minutes to complete.

	3. In light of the proposed mitigations, do you support the removal of Sport England as a statutory consultee

	Checkbox response

Oppose
	Text response:

· We strongly oppose the proposal to remove Sport England as a statutory consultee. Sport England’s role within the planning system is crucial for protecting and enhancing playing fields without which millions of people would not be able to play the sport they love and be physically active. If Sport England’s statutory role is removed, there is no guaranteed protection for playing fields for current or future generations. Once a playing field is lost, it is lost forever. 
· Playing fields are a vital part of the sporting infrastructure of this country and since 1996 Sport England, as a statutory consultee, has played a pivotal role in their protection. Between 1979-1996, the period before Sport England was granted statutory consultee status, the nation lost 10,000 playing fields. In stark contrast, between 2023 and 2024 Sport England’s interventions helped save 1,038 playing fields from inappropriate development with 94% of all concluded planning applications resulting in improved or safeguarded facilities. 
· Of the 145 applications where Sport England maintained its objection, 79 (55%) were either withdrawn by the applicants or refused planning permission.
· In London, which has 16% of the country’s population but only 8% of its playing fields, over the past 5 years there have been 398 concluded planning applications affecting playing fields with 90% resulting in improved or safeguarded provision. 

We strongly dispute that Sport England’s statutory consultee role is a barrier to increasing economic growth and a blocker of new homes for the following reasons:
· Sport England does not object to planning applications without good reason. In 70% of statutory applications Sport England does not object. In 60% of the cases where Sport England originally objected to an application, further negotiations led to development being approved with improved or safeguarded sports provision.
· Sport England does not slow down the planning system and responds to over 98% of applications within 21 days
· There is a huge stock of brownfield sites (enough to build 1.4 million homes), many with existing planning permission, that should be considered first before selling off precious playing fields. However, with housing targets rising, playing fields are seen as easy land grabs, often in desirable locations like suburbs with higher land values 
· Without Sport England overseeing the situation, many councils will follow the path of least resistance and hive off precious playing fields to meet their housing targets and raise money. Selling off their own playing fields can offer a triple benefit to councils. Firstly, they receive a large capital receipt at a time when many of them are strapped for cash and recent rule changes make it easier to use the money to plug revenue deficits. Secondly, they have access to easy space to help meet their challenging house targets without any complicated construction/access issues. Finally, they remove in one fell swoop all of the management and maintenance liabilities involved in operating playing fields. 



	










	



	4. In relation to notification requirements for Sport England, should substantial loss of an existing playing field be defined as: 20%; a figure below 20%; a figure above 20%; an alternative approach. Please explain your answer/reasoning if possible.

	Checkbox response

An alternative approach
	Textbox response:

· We strongly oppose the proposal to remove Sport England as a statutory consultee. Sport England’s role within the planning system is crucial for protecting and enhancing playing fields and LPFF’s mantra is “no net loss of pitches” which is crucial in a city with 33 local authorities and an uneven distribution of playing fields stock.
· We do not agree with the proposed duty to notify as without formal statutory consultee status, Sport England’s views on proposed developments would not be given any additional weight. If councils are not required to notify Sport England, many planning applications will slip through unnoticed
· It is also unlikely that Sport England with a diminished role would have the capacity to support an extensive planning function to respond to the volume of applications which might arise. Furthermore, without statutory status, Sport England’s advice will carry less weigh and developers and councils can ignore it.
· We do not believe it is possible to establish a meaningful threshold for the ‘substantial loss’ of playing field land as this will be dependent on the context of each individual site and fields come in all shapes and sizes. In some case on larger sites (of say 40 acres) 20% could represent three 11v11 pitches or ten mini-soccer pitches. London Marathon Playing Field Greenwich (owned by LPFF) is 9 acres and provides eight 7v7 and two 9v9 pitches catering for up to 1,000 children over the course of the weekend. That kind of drop in participation is hardly consistent with the Government’s public health objectives of tackling inactivity which is "at the heart of the preventative health agenda".
· The proposal that schools could redevelop 20% of their playing fields without reference to Sport England is a particular concern. Schools provide 43% of the nations’ playing fields and at a time when one in four Year 6 children in London are obese can schools really afford to give up the very space where pupils can lead more active lives? How can we prevent this insidious erosion of school playing fields if Sport England has diminished powers?

	






	5. Are there impacts of the removal of Sport England as a statutory consultee, or the proposed mitigations, that you think the government should take into account in making a final decision?

	Checkbox response


	Textbox response:

· Playing fields deliver at least £2billion in improved wellbeing every year and help more than a million people to be active, including one million children. It seems highly illogical at a time when inactivity will kill one in six of us, obesity rates are predicted to reach horrific levels, knife crime is rife and more of us than ever are suffering poor mental health, that we are in danger of losing those very places where people can be more active, young people can join sports teams rather than gangs and communities can come together to enjoy open space.
· Sport England’s role as a statutory consultee means its advice is given significant weight within the planning system and ensures the potential loss of playing fields, as well as any potential mitigations or improvements, are given appropriate consideration.
· Removing Sport England’s statutory role will fundamentally weaken this position and reduce its ability to protect playing fields, making it more likely they will be lost to development forever. This would run counter to Government’s objectives to grow participation in sport and to tackle inequalities. Without a pitch to play on there can be no team sports.
· Sport England’s statutory role ensures it can provide advice, guidance and interpretation to planning authorities and applicants which ensures the obligations set out in the National Planning Policy Framework are met. In particular, Sport England’s role is crucial in helping planning authorities to assess whether there is a shortfall in existing provision and, if so, how to ensure proposals make equivalent or improved provision available for local communities.
· We do not believe that relying on Sport England input at the plan making stage, or on the National Planning Policy Framework alone, will offer sufficient protection to playing fields. The proposed mitigations fall well short of the current position and are insufficient to provide confidence playing fields will be protected from development. There is clear evidence that National Planning Policy alone failed to stop inappropriate developments in the past, with roughly 10,000 fields lost between 1979 and 1996.
· Without statutory status, Sport England will lack the capacity to retain a well-resourced planning function which would impact on its ability to fulfil its proposed role.
· Sport and physical activity can be a magic pill and research shows Londoners avoid £950million per year in health costs due to accessible public green space.
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