








NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS
¢ Fewer than 10
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How many LDOs have
expired?

Out of the 40 adopted LDOs, 25
have expired; these are shown by the
red sites.
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Conclusions

The findings demonstrate that the
policy requirement to put simplified
planning measures in place was not
achieved in practice. Only half of
EZs had access to LDOs, and on a
designated site basis, broadly only a
quarter had adopted LDOs. This may
have been due to:

» alack of resources or skills/
knowledge within LPAs;

e alack of best practice in how to
assemble LDOs for employment
sites at the time the requirement
was announced;

* alack of awareness/willingness
of LDOs from the landowner;
and/or,

« other routes to permission were
preferred or necessary.

LDOs are seen as a way of
simplifying planning, but they only
simplify planning when they are
drafted with the right framework and
parameters, are front-loaded (so the
developer has minimal conditions
and documents to submit), and have
incentives such as a low fee and
short determination periods.

Nonetheless, of the LDOs that have
been adopted some have facilitated
new development; for example, there
have been over 140 applications.

So the LDO format clearly works
for some sites. But it is important
not to draw the conclusion that the
most applications means the most
successful LDO, as the EZ LDOs

are all set up to achieve different
objectives; sites also vary in size,
land availability, and the types of
development that they permit.

However, only half of adopted LDOs
have been used, and there are likely
many reasons why this happened.
Some may have been drafted and
adopted hastily to satisfy the EZ
acceptance requirement; and some
may have been set up to entice
development due to the simplified
measures, but the market was not
favourable or another route to
permission was seen as a better
option. It also may be that some have
long lead-in times due to necessary
groundworks and that these need to
be completed before development
can take place.



Therefore, a blanket policy
requirement to adopt LDOs to
simplify planning will only work

if the circumstances are right.

In many cases, other routes to
permission may be better to facilitate
development.

In conclusion, this research provides
a broad overview of how many LDOs
were adopted, how many were used,
and what they were used for. Further
research is therefore needed to look
in detail at the adopted LDOs on

a site-by-site basis to understand
the reasons why LDOs have been
effective in facilitating development
and meeting EZ objectives, as well
as the reasons why some LDOs have
not been used.
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