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Title
Review of spatial planning policy as an intervention for improving public health:
protocol for a health-focused content review of local plans in England

Abstract

Introduction: Each local authority in England is required to create a statutory local plan that
sets out their land use priorities as the basis of decision-making on urban development. Only
recently has there been an explicit recognition the local plan is capable of being a legal
determinant of and important public policy intervention in influencing population physical and
mental health and wellbeing. But there is a lack of comprehensive understanding of whether
and how local plans have integrated wider determinants of health. The objective of this
research is to identify and understand the state of current local plans in relation to health by
undertaking a census.

Methods and analysis: The review for England will involve a census of all local plans, and
content and thematic analyses of a sample of local plans. This is subject to developing a
review framework as the basis for gathering findings using a combination of query functions
in PDF documents and data presentation in Excel, supported latterly by the computer-
assisted qualitative data analysis software, NVivo. The review framework will include a range
of search parameters for identifying explicit health references across specified policy topics
and wider determinants of health indicators as they relate to spatial planning based on an
established evidence publication. A sampling strategy identifies inclusion and exclusion
criteria to focus on local plans in England used in planning decision making. Results will be
collected in qualitative and quantitative data formats. The results will be synthesised and
discussed using a combination of qualitative data analytical strategies.

Ethics and dissemination: The review is desktop based using publicly available policy
documents on local authority websites, so ethics approval is not required. The results of the
review will be reported in journal articles and for policy makers to improve national and local
policy development.
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1. Introduction
In planning legislation, each local authority is required to have local plans that “set out the
authority’s policies relating to the development and use of land in their area” (Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). The local plan is developed through a process of evidence
gathering, consultation, independent testing by government inspectors then formally adopted
by the local planning authority (LPA), which puts it into effect. The local plan should be
reviewed every five years to keep it up to date but it is used and still in effect until a time it is
superseded by a more up to date adopted local plan.

These land use requirements for local plans are often set out by national governments
through expression in national policy frameworks. In England this is the National Planning
Policy Framework (the NPPF)[1]. The composition and content of the local plan is complex
and mandated through a combination of primary legislation, secondary regulations, national
policy and national guidance, then operationalised in an evidence-based way through the
local plan-making process. While in law the local plan as a policy instrument has not
changed fundamentally since the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, changes in
national political priorities and policy framing have evolved especially after the
transformational shift in political landscape in 2010 with the Coalition Government replacing
the Labour Government. Planning reform programme from 2020 as the result of the Planning
White Paper is expected to introduce further changes in national policy as well as the scope
and purpose of local plans.

The local plan is a critical component of the spatial planning process in relation to improving
health and wellbeing [2]. It is strategically timely as planning reform in England sets out
proposals to reform the local planning process and aims to simplify the content of local plans
[3]. Having an understanding of how current local plans are structured and what policies they
contain can provide insight on how they can be improved upon to address health, and also
how the proposed introduction of national planning policies can provide consistency across
all LPAs.

In relation to planning for health in England, the NPPF sets out the following strategic
directives for local plan policies to[1]:

. enable and support healthy lifestyles, especially where this would address
identified local health and well-being needs
. take into account and support the delivery of local strategies to improve health,

social and cultural well-being for all sections of the community.

One approach to analysis is to identify local plan policy compliance with the above directives.
But policy compliance alone will not be able to determine whether health outcomes are
considered across the whole local plan. This is because the NPPF, as a public policy
document, is subject to wider political and professional balance, such as political
acceptability on certain subject matters than purely informed by evidence. In addition, as a
public policy document, it is important to distinguish policy responsibilities across UK
government departments with planning responsibilities residing in the Department for
Levelling Up, Housing and Communities while health responsibilities residing in the
Department of Health and Social Care. This discourse about spatial planning for health
through the public policy lens provides an interesting juxtaposition between rational and
evidence-informed policy and practice [4], which is grounded in public health practice versus
what Thomas Dye refers to as “public policy is whatever governments choose to do or not to
do’[5].

In addition, the NPPF also sets out a health across other policy areas that broadly aligns with
the Spatial Planning and Health evidence review[6]. So the basis of a review assessment
framework emerges for this research on the local plan. Office for Health Improvement and


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.22.23291736
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.22.23291736; this version posted June 22, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Disparities' is beginning to articulate guidance to local practitioners on this framework to
ensure policy compliance but that can also achieve health outcomes from research[6-8] (see
Figure 1).

There are recent local plans review in England which will act as useful reference points in
future analysis. The most relevant ones include a health-focused content review of local
plans in England and Wales conducted by the Town and Country Planning Association in
2018 as part of its review into the state of the union between spatial planning and public
health[9] and a health-focused sample comparative review of local plans in England in 2022
as a specific study to inform a local authority’s preparation of their local plan review
process[10]. Otherwise undertaking policy reviews of local plans for health has been limited
apart those reviews with a specific purpose to find whether something exists or not, such as
whether there are policies on managing hot food takeaways[11] or on older people housing
provision[12]. As such, the majority of such local plan reviews have been undertaken outside
academia as grey literature often by private sector consultancies and third sector groups to
advocate for a certain policy agenda.

Figure 1: Public Health England framework mapping evidence review against national
planning policy requirements.

There are several potential reasons why comprehensive policy reviews, or census, of local
plans have not been subject to extensive undertaking, including the scale of the sample size
of more than 300 local plans that makes the task particularly resource-intensive, and limited
recognition and understanding within the research sector of respective public health and
planning systems that makes initiating such trans-disciplinary research challenging[13]. Local
plans are also synonymous as the statutory development plan for the local authority which
will comprise of more than one singular document that may not all be created then adopted
at the same time. There is no template or consistent format, content or style mandated by
government and there is no stipulation of the complete range of subject matters local plan
must include if already articulated in national policy and guidance. Therefore all local plans
vary in size, scope and detail which is one of the reasons why how health is or is not
articulated in local plans continues to be a chronic barrier in delivering health outcomes
through spatial planning and urban development decisions[14-16].

But these challenges do not diminish the need to build a novel census of what currently
exists in local plans on health. This baseline and reference point of the state of current policy
is necessary if we are to begin to systematically and effectively, informed by evidence, make
in-roads to improving health, wellbeing and equity through spatial planning.

2. Study objective and outcomes
The local plan policy review aims to address a hypothesis within the overall research that
health in spatial planning policies is a necessary prerequisite to achieving healthy places.
This hypothesis will be tested by this review to gain a foundational understanding and
identifying what wider determinants of health indicators are contained in planning policies
within each local authority’s local plan in England. It will then inform further systems research
activities with selected local authorities to better understand how health has been embedded
in their local plan processes and relationships. An early logic model was created as part of
establishing this protocol (see Figure 2). The following outcomes are expected:

e To determine number of local plans with health policies that are policy compliant and/
or address all or some of the wider determinants of health.
e To understand how these health policies are worded/ phrased.

! Note that OHID replaced Public Health England’s health improvement functions from October 2022.
4


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.22.23291736
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.22.23291736; this version posted June 22, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

e To have findings in presentable formats that are capable of comparative analysis to
discuss and update relevant previous local plan reviews.

Figure 2: Early logic model for the local plans review

This protocol sets out a novel approach for a local plans review to gain a comprehensive
understanding of the state of the current policy and practice, as the foundation for projecting
our understanding of legal determinants of the health of future generations. The findings of
the review are expected to have high policy relevance potential to national and local policy
makers in the context of planning reform and increasing interest shown to use planning
powers including through the loca plan to address public health priorities. The knowledge
gained will be immensely beneficial to contribute to improving our awareness of local plans
as a legal health determinant, to understand the scope of policy basis on which current
planning decisions are being made on health, and whether this policy basis can be
conducive to delivering on healthier environments in the future.

3. Methods and analysis
The review is based on a two-stage review:

- Stage 1 comprises of a local plans census. It is a desktop-based survey of each
current local plan in England to be conducted between February and July 2023. In
order to achieve the outcome of determining the scale of health policies present, the
census will provide a complete enumeration of the ‘population’ of local plans at a
point in time with respect to a set of defined health-oriented parameters.

- Stage 2 comprises of a local plans detailed review. It is a desktop-based content
review on a selected sample of local plans from Stage 1 to be conducted between
July and December 2023.1t aims to allow a deeper dive to a finer granularity of the
parameters based on qualitative content analysis of the policy texts.

A final stage, Stage 3, will form the next steps of the research in 2024-25 and involve a deep
dive employing mixed methods review based on systems thinking including practical
engagement with practitioners in local authority settings on their local plan preparation
process.

3.1 Overall sample size

The sample pool will be based on the list of all local planning authorities (LPA) in England
obtained from the official Department of Levelling Up, Housing and Communities planning
application statistics on the gov.uk website. The review will note local government
reorganisation in some areas which have combined many local authorities in two-tier areas
into a single unitary authority. There are 338 LPAs which make up the total maximum sample
pool.

3.2 A LPA is interpreted in primary legislation to include district councils, London borough
councils, metropolitan district councils, county councils in relation to any area in England for
which there is no district council, national park authorities and development corporations.
The Planning Inspectorate keeps a Local Plan Tracker on all local plan status in all LPAs on
its gov.uk website. The local plan document for each local authority will be the subject of the
review. The local plan is also known as the core strategy or the development plan. It is the
main document containing strategic policies but some local authorities will have another local
plan that contains more detailed policies known as development management policies.

3.3 Stage 1 census sampling framework with inclusion/ exclusion criteria
Stage 1 census inclusion/ exclusion criteria will include the following (see Figure 3 for full
details of the stage 1 sampling framework:
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e all LPAs with an ‘adopted’ local plan. An ‘adopted’ local plan is one that has been
formally decided by the LPA to be accepted in accordance with relevant regulations.
As of 2021, 90% of LPAs have an adopted local plan[17]. The author undertook a
screening exercise in November 2022 in preparation for for Stage 1. It aimed to
determine how many local plans would be eligible for inclusion in the review by using
the latest PINS Local Plan Tracker data. The results of the exercise found 96% of
LPAs have an adopted local plan so these plans will be included in the review.

o Many LPAs have commenced local plans reviews of their adopted local plans. Draft
local plans at the Publication stage (a stage defined as an advanced stage in the
plan-making process) will be included given recent case law about the material
weight afforded to emerging local plans, and will be reviewed instead of the adopted
plan they will ultimately replace.

e A small minority of LPAs that do not have an adopted local plan but have draft local
plans at the Submission stage (Regulation 19) will be included.

e A small minority of LPAs have an old-style local plan adopted in the early 2000s but
do not have a draft local plan in preparation will not be included.

o National Park Authorities are excluded because the expected scale of development
and change is minor given their responsibility for natural areas of conservation.

o Development Corporations are excluded because they relate to a very small
geographical area, and have responsibilities limited to development and regeneration
and rely on the local plans of constituent local planning authorities.

Figure 3. Stage 1 census sampling framework

3.4 Stage 2 detailed review sampling framework with further inclusion/ exclusion criteria
Stage 2 detailed review will include further inclusion/ exclusion criteria to narrow down the
sample size so that more comprehensive content analysis can be undertaken on a smaller
number of local plans (see Figure 4 Stage 2 sampling framework). The criteria is:

Building on the inclusion/ exclusion criteria from Stage 1 census
Local plans that are ‘up-to-date’. An up-to-date plan is one that is adopted within 5
years of the adoption date for that plan. Planning regulations require local plans to be
subject to review at least every five years. This additional criterion will cut the sample
size for stage 2 further. As of 2022, 42% of LPAs have an adopted and up-to-date
local plan[18].

o Representative sample will then be selected based on geography, local authority type
and local plan adoption/ Publication year

o Representative sample will also be selected on their technical strength, ie responses
within the local plan against each review parameter during the Stage 1 census review
are positive against health.

Figure 4. Stage 2 detailed review sampling framework

3.5 Review framework

Table 1 sets out a summary review framework for the Stage 1 census which will be based on
16 parameter categories with sub-parameters to allow more details of the policy contents to
be analysed for the Stage 2 detailed review. The full review framework with description and
justification for each parameter and query function strategy is set out in Annex 1. Responses
against each of the parameters will be obtained through 1) an interpretative word search of
the whole local plan to determine the presence or not of health references, and the nature of
this presence in actual policy wording or the supporting text to the policy, and 2) identification
of policies in the table of contents of policies.
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The aim is to determine the presence or absence of health references, and the nature of this
presence in actual policy wording or the supporting text to the policy. The word search is
interpretative because the absolute presence of health references may not always indicate
consideration of health. Therefore once the words are searched and identified, a process of
review of context policy wording will be undertaken to determine the response.

This review framework and its parameters is justified by seeking to address current policy
compliance requirements in the NPPF in relation to promoting healthy and safe communities,
and contemporary areas of interest expressed by policy makers and practitioners[9, 19] .

The rest of the parameters are justified by being underpinned by published evidence, hamely
the evidence themes presented in Spatial Planning for Health: An evidence resource for
planning and designing healthier places published by Public Health England with the
underlying research subjected to an umbrella review undertaken by the University of the
West of England [6, 7]. Figure 1 indicates what and how specific planning principles and
modifiable features can impact on health outcomes. It was not the aim of the research to
conduct a systematic review (of which there are several recent reviews (see for example
[20]) to seek further validation of what is already known or that similar themes have
consistently emerged from such reviews (see for example [21]). Therefore the adoption of
PHE'’s evidence resource allows the research to progress to determining how health
determinants are currently embedded into policy and practice while acknowledging the
potential for future evidence to indicate emerging determinants.

Table 1: Summary of the Local plans review framework for the Stage 1 census

Main review parameters Justification Response (scoring)
1. Local Plan reference the statutory Joint Strategic NPPF policy compliance oYes (1)
Needs Assessment (paragraph 92 c) o No (0)
2. Local Plan reference the statutory Joint Health and | NPPF policy compliance oYes (1)
Wellbeing Strategy (paragraph 93 b) o No (0)
3. Local Plan reference to other health-related NPPF policy compliance o Yes (1)
strategy (for example healthcare facilities, obesity h 93 b) No (0)
or healthy weight) (paragrap °
4. Local Plan subject to a standalone health impact Upstream health effects of oYes (1)
assessment plan assessed. o No (0)
5. Local Plan strategic objective for health Local authority spatial aim 2&?((%)
6. Local Plan strategic policy on health Local authority health policy 2&?(8)
7. Local Plan policy on Housing:
a) affordable housing
b) energy efficient homes
c) housing to meet older people and other special
needs
8. Local Plan policy on Neighbourhood Design:
a) design quality For each parameter:
b) compact neighbourhood/ access to services o Yes (reference to
9. Local Plan policy on transport: active travel . . . health in policy) (3)
10. Local Plan policy on Natural and Sustainable Evidence-informed policy [7] o Yes (reference in
Environment: supporting text)(2)
a) green spaces oYes (but no
b) flood risk management reference to
c) urban heat island and overheating health)(1)
d) air and noise pollution oNo (0)
11. Local Plan policy on Food Environment:
a) hot food takeaways
b) food growing
12. Local Plan policy on social value and use of g:,gﬁﬁggigiﬂg?iggg?y and
developer contributions on social infrastructure responsibility aim
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o Yes (with trigger)(3)
13. Local Plan policy on use of health impact Planning Guidance © Xes (no trlgg{_er)(Z)
assessment in planning applications compliance o Yes (supporting
text) (1)
o No (0)
o Yes (reference to
health) (3)
o Yes (reference in
14. Local Plan policy on use of key national healthy Industry-informed policy on supporting text)(2)
planning frameworks or accreditation schemes voluntary frameworks o Yes (but no
reference to
health)(1)
o No (0)
15. Local Plan monitoring indicators relevant to health Evidence-informed process to | o Yes (1)
under Parameters 7-13 measure progress o No (0)
16. Supplementary indicators to reflect current public Evidence-informed process to
health policy interests in planning, ie gender oYes (1)
. o ) ; . measure progress on areas
inequalities, mental wellbeing, crime prevention, of interest oNo (0)
and suicide prevention.

It is not the purpose of the Stage 1 census to assess the quality and effectiveness of the
policy but the presence and explicit reference to health. Scoring will be attributed to each
response for the purpose of listing review results and ability to conduct quantitative analysis
to the responses but not for ranking. The responses will be binary which means there will be
no more than one positive response per parameter. For example, if there are requirements
for health in a specific policy as well as in the supporting text, a positive response will only be
attributed to the former as that will be the maximum and preferred response.

A test and trial phase was undertaken to test and refine the review framework during
December 2022-January 2023 on two sample local plan before commencing the full review.
No analysis and synthesis took place yet at this stage of the research. The main
observations of the review framework from this test phase:

¢ indicated the need to set out clear and unambiguous key words to ensure the proper
identification of contents while providing the flexibility and opportunity during the
search to identify associated and synergistic contextual contents.

e suggested key word searches still require an element of interpretation and checking
depending on where these words were identified in the document.

e questioned employing NViVO during the study. The use of automated query functions
on NViVo was initially assumed to be most efficient for the Stage 1 census given the
large number of documents involved. But the author observed using NViVo requires
an additional step in the workflow, ie collation of local plan documents, which do not
add material value to the review, because interpretative review of identified policies is
required anyway. So the use of NViVo would be more appropriate with smaller
sample of local plans in Stage 2 and maximise its functionality over basic PDF.

e given the above, it found that centralising the collection of review data on one
platform such as on Excel can provide a sound basis for ensuring consistency and
oversight, and ultimately analysis and presentation of results.

As a result of the test and trial phase the review framework and data collection process will
be amended with main search terms added to the review framework as a guide to identifying
and collecting relevant text (annex 1), and supplementing term searches with searches of the
table of contents or list of policies section of the local plan to find relevant policies.

3.6 Data analysis plan

The data collection tools for each local plan review for stages 1 and 2 will be undertaken
using a combination of methods. Stage 1 will be primarily undertaken through key word
searches of PDF documents while data extraction of relevant policy wording will also be
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undertaken. Data presentation will be collated on Excel as the master document. Using the
data extracted, Stage 2 will introduce the use a data management and Excel to centralise the
collation of, refine, analyse and present results.

Adopting an appropriate method of analysis following the review has taken place is
dependent on what and how raw primary data will be collected. Stage 1 census will
predominantly adopt the Content method with deductive reasoning to state whether the local
plan contains X or Y with secondary variables that can be quantified. The data collection
method will be a simple response-collection system based on binary answers without
weighting as proposed in Table 1. Stage 2 will predominantly adopt a Discourse method to
identify the exact policy wording adopted and to review the language used in these policy
wording as a sign of strength or weakness of action against health outcomes.

The data will be able to be presented in quantitative and qualitative formats depending on the
audience and purpose of dissemination. Multiple presentation styles will be used such as
tables or graphs, as well as the ability to present responses according to spatial,
geographical and temporal associations, such as through geographical and systems maps,
and timelines based on local government area characteristics such as deprivation and urban/
rural classification [22].

There is a variety of methods and in practice the final method employed will be a
combination of methods given the comparative nature between some of the methods, ie
content, thematic and thematic analyses. This is because it is unlikely any analysis will be
conducted without elements of framework analysis using a preconceived framework of
parameters to adhere to, because without it, the analysis process would be aimless. In
general, the overall documentary analysis method for the Stage 1 census will have a
guantitative inductive content analysis[23].Stage 2 detailed review will comprise of the
phases of thematic analysis[24, 25] most commonly associated with the grounded theory[26,
27]. While data will be structured according to review parameters, it is not known at the
outset how they will be set out in local plans which provides the opportunity to apply the
grounded theory process to be guided by what the data will reveal. The author is the primary
investigator of data collection and analysis and follows a defined and systematic review
framework as set out in Table 1 in order to induct themes from the data. This particular
school of thought in constructivist grounded theory [28] is an appropriate method to employ
and aligns well with the discretionary nature of decision-making in the UK planning system.

3.7 Expert involvement through the Review Expert Panel

For the purpose of ensuring the robustness and relevance of the research activity a Review
Expert Panel has been established. A Review Expert Panel will act in a similar capacity of
Patient and Public Involvement but with engagement with experts. The expert members of
the panel are: associate director in a private sector planning consultancy, managing director
of a healthy building consultancy, head of a planning improvement service, planning for
health specialists in local government, a public health lecturer and a systems lecturer. There
are no patients or members of the public involved in the Panel. The Panel will help shape
and review the protocol and progress; and commenting on and contributing insight on
research, policy and practice implications from research findings. A first meeting of the Panel
was held in December 2022 in which the Terms of Reference was discussed and agreed,
and respective participation consent from individuals were received.

3.8 Strengths and limitations of the study
e The study is novel because local plan reviews are not commonly done given the
scale of the sampling pool so this study will be novel and seminal as a baseline study.
e Local plans are an ideal source of data as they are static public policy documents
with shared national policy requirements which make them ideal for content and
thematic analysis.
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e The review process is robust because it is sense checked through the systematic
involvement and contribution of a panel of subject matter experts.

e Sampling strategy is limited because it does not completely reflect the complexity of
different local plan-making timescales and formats with many local plans subject to
regular review. So this makes direct comparisons challenging.

o Data identification and coding framework of review parameters is limited and
dependent on professional interpretation of local plans so the data is depending on
the prior experience/ qualification of the researcher.

3.9 Patient and public involvement
None.

4. Ethics and dissemination
The local plans review is desktop based using publicly available policy document so ethics
approval will not be required. Any primary and synthesis data collected during the review will
be stored securely according to university regulations. For the Review Expert Panel, ethics
approval is not needed as determined by an initial checklist application to the University’'s
Research Ethics Committee.

Results of the study will be presented in public health and professional development
conferences and subject to submission to international planning and public health journals.
Briefings will also be produced for policy makers and professional audiences working in
national and local government.
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Figure 1: Public Health England framework mapping evidence review against national
planning policy requirements.

Figure 2: Early logic model for the local plans review
Figure 3. Stage 1 census sampling framework

Figure 4. Stage 2 detailed review sampling framework
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The aimis to addressthe Research Question: How the wider determinants of health are embeddedinto spatial planning policiesin
local plans in England?

ASSUMPTIONS

Local plans as a public
policy intervention that
allows planning to
influence population
level health impacts

Local plans as a legal
determinant of health
that directs land use
and environmental
decisions

Mational legislative and
policy frameworks that
require local plans to
consider health

Relationship between
spatial planning and
public health is
established in various
evidence reviews

Review Framework

INPUTS
(METHODS)

Content analysis of
adopted local plans
as a census

Content and
discourse analysis of
policy wording in a
sample of local plans

Contribution of
Review Expert Panel
to scoping, research
and analysis

The context is the National Planning Policy Framework for England, increasing political and operational
emphasis on primacy of local plans, diversity of local plan formats and adoption dates, and established

Review Expert Panel (REP)

OUTPUTS
(FINDINGS)

Total coverage of
local plans in
England reviewed
across the whole
review process

Identified the
existence and scope
of planning policies
relevant to health

Identified the exact
wording of planning
policies relevant to
health

Thematic Analysis

OUTCOMES
(RESEARCH)

| expect to build a
census on how
health is currently
embedded in local
plans in England

| expect to
understand how
health is articulated
in policy wording in
these local plans

spatial planning for health evidence reviews on the wider determinants of health.
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plan plan 2021 (current)
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