
From: Charles Judson 
Sent: 29 May 2020 07:47 
To:  
Subject: Re: Fact checking  
  
Dear  
 
Thank you for your email below.  I will respond using the numbering you have provided: 
 
Q1 Does BDC Planning Dept fact-check the documents provided by agents employed by the 
developer (who clearly have a vested interest)? 
 
Yes the accuracy of documents is considered once an application is up and running and also forms 
part of the consultation process.  Where necessary, amended plans or documents can be sought to 
rectify an errors that are material. 
 
 Q2 If your answer to Q1 is NO, what advice can you give me to ensure that no determination is 
made on the basis of false facts? Who should I contact? Is there any guarantee that any fact-
checking posted on 'related documents' will get read? 
 
No applicable given answer to Q1. 
 
Q3 Is it assumed that the conclusions in these are gospel (to use an old-fashioned expression) and 
based on complete information?  
 
The conclusions of reports and documents are not taken as gospel and their methodology, content 
and conclusions will be reviewed as part of the application process.  As an example, please review 
the response from the LLFA and the response from the highway authority (on line shortly) to the 
submitted documents who question the methodology and content of teh submitted 
drainage strategy and transport assessment. 
 
Q4 How will those charged with making a decision on this planning application get to see this 
'related document'? 
 
Assuming that this is a Committee decision, members of committee are able to access the website to 
review the submitted documents and comments received and are of course able to discuss facts 
about the case with officers. 
 
I hope that the above answers your questions.  Please contact me if you need to discuss further. 
 
Regards 
 
Charles 
 
*** Please note that I am home working but can be contacted using my Broadland email 
address*** 
 
Charles Judson 
Principal Planning Officer 
t 01603 430592 e charles.judson@broadland.gov.uk 
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This email and any attachments are intended for the addressee only and may be confidential. If they 
come to you in error you must take no action based on them, nor must you copy or show them to 
anyone. Please advise the sender by replying to this email immediately and then delete the original 
from your computer. Unless this email relates to Broadland District Council or South Norfolk Council 
business it will be regarded by the council as personal and will not be authorised by or sent on behalf 
of the councils. The sender will have sole responsibility for any legal actions or disputes that may 
arise. We have taken steps to ensure that this email and any attachments are free from known 
viruses but in keeping with good computing practice, you should ensure they are virus free. Emails 
sent from and received by members and employees of Broadland District Council and South Norfolk 
Council may be monitored.  
  
 

 
From:  
Sent: 25 May 2020 14:06:46 
To: Charles Judson 
Subject: Fact checking  
  
Dear Mr Judson  
Ref: 20200847 
I would be grateful if you could answer four questions for me. I was on the point of making 
comments about the above application, before the deadline, which I believe is Wednesday 27th 
May, when these very practical questions occurred. I didn't want to use a lot of time and energy 
writing something that no-one will read. 
 
Fact-checking 
Q1 Does BDC Planning Dept fact-check the documents provided by agents employed by the 
developer (who clearly have a vested interest)? 
I mention this because the documents provided by Bidwells and Rossi Long are littered with 
inaccuracies, for example: stating that there is a bus stop at a particular location, when there isn't, 
nor has there ever been. Fact-checking this might involve a site trip.  
Other inaccuracies, such as claiming a bus service is 'frequent', when there is only one bus per week 
to Fakenham of Dereham, could easily be checked by recourse to public-access documents, such as 
bus timetables. 
Helpfully, I have been able to communicate with Dave Wilson of NCC, concerning the agents' clumsy 
and inappropriate use of  badly-selected TRICS data to estimate trip generation. 
 
Making Planning Committee aware 
Q2 If your answer to Q1 is NO, what advice can you give me to ensure that no determination is 
made on the basis of false facts? Who should I contact? Is there any guarantee that any fact-
checking posted on 'related documents' will get read? 
 
Other required related documents, such as any Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, can prove 
highly subjective and are produced by people employed by the developer. 



Q3 Is it assumed that the conclusions in these are gospel (to use an old-fashioned expression) and 
based on complete information?  
For example, the 'related document' on Landscape and Visual Impact, provided in connection with 
this application, refers to various policies and objectives: 
e.g. 'protecting and enhancing valued landscapes'  (NPPF Sect15) and  
'to protect, manage and enhance the natural, built and historic environment, including key 
landscapes, natural resources and areas of natural, or nature conservation'. (JCS Spatial Planning 
Objective 9 )  
but fails to mention that the northern, larger part of the site is currently participating in 'a wider 
farmland conservation scheme to provide habitat and food source for Farmland Birds, Invertebrates 
and protect the farmland landscape.' (See attachment, which is posted in two locations on the field 
and therefore is no secret). This DEFRA scheme is designed to 'help farmers and land managers 
protect and improve the countryside, its wildlife and history.' (quoted from the sheet attached). 
The absence from 'related documents' of this Natural England document- readily visible at the site- 
does not seem an accident, but is clearly relevant and should be e required submission by the 
applicant. 
Q4 How will those charged with making a decision on this planning application get to see this 
'related document'? 
 
I appreciate you are probably working from home, but I would be grateful for answers to these 
questions, in time for me to consider how and where best to share these concerns. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
 
  
 
 


