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Environment Audit Committee Call for Evidence1 

Climate Adaptation 

Community Planning Alliance Response 

 

Question 1 UK preparedness for climate change 

• a) What are the most significant climate risks facing the UK over the next 10, 20 and 
50 years? 

• b) Does the Government adequately assess current and future climate risks, 
including risks to vulnerable environments and potential ecosystem collapse? 

• c) What lessons should be drawn from recent extreme weather, including heatwaves, 
drought, flooding and wildfires? 

• d) How might poorly planned adaptation create new vulnerabilities? 

 

Others are more qualified to respond to question 1a. 

We highlight the following in relation to question 1b: 

• The UK Planning System prioritises economic growth, all other policies are 
subordinated, including those that relate to climate mitigation, and especially those 
that could help minimise further adverse impacts on climate.  If the planning 
system were to prioritise future damage limitation, policies would include restricting 
new development to areas with existing mass public transit systems and 
preventing car dependent sprawl in the countryside.    

• The Guardian recently reported2 that Ed Miliband has “warned countries around 
the world that the climate and nature crises and the coming El Niño threaten their 
national security and defence”, yet this warning does not appear to be given 
credibility by our own government, so we do not believe the government 
adequately assesses current and future climate risks 

• Miliband continued in that article, stating that the coming El Niño “will intensify 
climate shocks that compound and cascade across borders, threatening food and 
water security, displacing communities, putting pressure on markets and scarring 
economies”.  That the government continues to suppress a report that makes their 
‘growth at any cost’ approach incomprehensible is not a surprise but the lack of 
openness and transparency will lead to increased risks locally, regionally and 
nationally. 

Others are more qualified to respond to question 1c. 

In relation to question 1d: 

 

1 https://committees.parliament.uk/submission/3969/#/evidence/3969/call-for-evidence  

2 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2026/sep/23/uk-climate-crisis-national-security-report-
suppressed-starmer-ed-miliband  

https://committees.parliament.uk/submission/3969/#/evidence/3969/call-for-evidence
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2026/sep/23/uk-climate-crisis-national-security-report-suppressed-starmer-ed-miliband
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2026/sep/23/uk-climate-crisis-national-security-report-suppressed-starmer-ed-miliband
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• Sacrificing potential nature-based solutions for development is now routine within 
the planning ecosystem, this is leading to unsustainable development (which is not 
being monitored) and a huge number of new challenges for both the public purse 
and for citizens (particularly vulnerable people), we set out some examples in our 
report ‘Who Pays for Unsustainable Development3. 

 

Question 2 The Government’s approach to climate adaptation 

• a) Is the statutory framework established under the Climate Change Act 2008 
delivering effective adaptation? If not, what must be improved? 

• b) Is the National Adaptation Programme an effective mechanism for delivering 
climate resilience? 

• c) What needs to be reflected in the next National Adaptation Programme to 
sufficiently deliver climate resilience? 

• d) Should the scheduled publication date of NAP4 be brought forward? 

Others will be more qualified to respond to question 2a-c. 

In relation to question 2d: Yes, NAP4 should be brought forward from 2028.  Climate 
change is happening quicker than government bureaucracy, which must move at a swifter 
pace. 

 

Question 3 Measuring progress 

• a) What indicators should Government use to measure progress on adaptation? 

• b) What lessons can be learnt from international best practice? 

In relation to question 3a: 

• one of the key indicators of progress on adaptation is whether the planning system 
is actually delivering sustainable development (and if it is not, why not) – approving 
development that escalates flood risk, impacts irreplaceable habitats (such as peat 
mosses), or increases the impact of pollutions and carbon emissions on both 
humans and/or wildlife accelerates vulnerabilities and exposure, and makes it even 
more challenging to manage the risks of extreme weather, sea-level rise, and/or 
drought conditions 

• indicators should measure both proactive and reactive activities  

• indicators should also measure any barriers to effective adaptation and 
government should require the provision of both quantitative and qualitative 
evidence to determine whether the proposed programme of measures is effective.   

Others will be more qualified to respond to question 3b. 

 

Question 4 Leadership and governance 

• a) Does DEFRA, supported by the Environment Agency, have sufficient authority and 
resources to coordinate climate adaptation across Government? 

 

3 https://communityplanningalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/260319_CPA-Report-WHO-
PAYS-FOR-UNSUSTAINABLE-DEVELOPMENT_Mar26.pdf  

https://communityplanningalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/260319_CPA-Report-WHO-PAYS-FOR-UNSUSTAINABLE-DEVELOPMENT_Mar26.pdf
https://communityplanningalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/260319_CPA-Report-WHO-PAYS-FOR-UNSUSTAINABLE-DEVELOPMENT_Mar26.pdf


WWW.COMMUNITYPLANNINGALLIANCE.ORG 

CPA Response: Environment Audit Committee Climate Adaptation Call for Evidence  Page 3 of 6 

• b) Are responsibilities for adaptation sufficiently clear across Government 
departments, local authorities, regulators and public bodies? 

• c) Does the current governance of the National Adaptation Programme enable 
effective delivery and accountability? 

Others will be more qualified to respond to this question, but we note that both DEFRA 
and the Environment Agency have been subject to budget cuts across all their areas of 
responsibility. 

 

Question 5 Local government and devolved administrations 

• a) Are local authorities sufficiently resourced and funded to manage climate risks in 
their existing areas of responsibility? If not, what additional support is required? 

• b) What obstacles do councils face in preparing for and responding to risks from 
flooding, extreme heat, drought and wildfire? 

• c) How effectively are the UK Government and devolved administrations working 
together on climate adaptation? 

• d) What lessons can be learnt from approaches to climate adaptation taken by 
Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland? 

 

In relation to question 5a: No, local authorities in England are currently struggling under 
the weight of dealing with significant planning reforms, local government 
reorganisation/cancelled local government reorganisation, cost cutting and staff 
shortages.  They do not have the resources or expertise to manage climate risks, either 
prevention or adaptation. 

Others will be more qualified to respond to questions 5b-d. 

 

Question 6 Infrastructure and the built environment 

• a) Are the UK's energy, water, transport, communications and health systems 
adequately prepared for more frequent extreme weather? 

• b) What are the greatest vulnerabilities within critical national infrastructure, supply 
chains and essential services? 

• c) What needs to be done to ensure current and future buildings, private and public, 
are adequately adapted to the changing climate? 

 

In relation to question 6a: 

• No, the key infrastructure services are not adequately prepared for more frequent 
extreme weather 

• Essential services should be fully under public control to maximise the potential for 
preparing and managing the challenges related to climate change 

• There are real concerns about the future availability of drinking water and irrigation 
for farmland, with this in mind, no development, including for data centres, should 
be pushed through or rubber stamped, detailed assessments of their impact on 
essential infrastructure should be mandated, and no such development should be 
approved unless the risks can be comprehensively managed and mitigated. 
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In relation to question 6b: 

• Water supply services should be brought back under public control as a matter of 
urgency to enable critical management of potential vulnerabilities, which became 
very obvious during this summer’s drought 

• Battery Energy Storage is likely to become a similar pariah, with the energy 
companies buying electricity when it is cheap and selling it back at an inflated 
price, this will not help vulnerable customers  

• There are large numbers of Battery Energy Storage developments being proposed 
but NESO has confirmed4 that the grid does not have a capacity to connect them, 
this means that land that should be used for nature’s recovery and/or climate 
mitigation is being sacrificed for something that cannot be progressed for at least a 
decade, if not longer 

• Data centres will cause considerable vulnerability within national infrastructure due 
to unconstrained development (and a lack of forward planning/vision, should 
technology change/mature, leaving these buildings no longer required) - see the 
Community Planning Alliance Data Centre Policy5. 

The government knows the answers to question 6c, for example: 

• As a minimum, all public buildings should have solar panels on their roofs, as 
should all car parks, train stations, and, where practical motorways, rail tracks, etc 

• Best and most versatile farmland should not be utilised for solar farms, those land 
areas should be prioritised to support future food security 

• All buildings should also be adequately insulated. 

 

Question 7 Agriculture, water and the natural environment 

• a) Is the UK's water supply sufficiently resilient to increasing drought risk? 

• b) How should climate adaptation be integrated with agricultural policy and food 
security? 

• c) What support do farmers need to adapt to changing temperatures, rainfall and 
growing conditions? 

• d) How can nature-based solutions contribute to adaptation, including flood 
management, water security and urban cooling? 

In relation to question 7a, as set out above, no the UK's water supply is not sufficiently 
resilient to increasing drought risk and should be brought back into public ownership as 
swiftly as possible. 

In relation to question 7b, again, covered in our response above, best and most versatile 
agricultural land should be prioritised (and protected in the planning system) to support 
future food security. 

 

4 https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/press-release/ofgem-moves-free-grid-capacity-tackling-excess-battery-
projects  

5 https://communityplanningalliance.org/cpa-reports/  

https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/press-release/ofgem-moves-free-grid-capacity-tackling-excess-battery-projects
https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/press-release/ofgem-moves-free-grid-capacity-tackling-excess-battery-projects
https://communityplanningalliance.org/cpa-reports/
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In relation to question 7c, farmers should have better access to funding for nature-based 
solutions to mitigate the impacts of climate change at source.  Measures should be funded 
such as water course routing for upstream flood prevention, vegetation planting to 
increase water storage in the soil, peat moss regeneration for carbon storage.  The recent 
debacle with the Sustainable Farming Initiative funding running out after less than 6 hours 
should be a lesson learnt and not repeated.  

In relation to question 7d – there should be a complete moratorium on development of 
land that can support nature-based solutions, such as our peat mosses, wet woodland 
and other similar natural capital resources.  Without such a moratorium, there will be 
insufficient land to apply nature-based solutions so these areas can contribute to 
adaptation. 

 

Question 8 Communities 

• a) Which communities and groups are particularly vulnerable to the impacts of 
climate change? 

• b) How should adaptation policy better protect vulnerable communities? 

In relation to question 8a, given the structural imbalance within the planning system, all 
communities are vulnerable to the impacts of climate change because the planning 
system is focused on approving development whatever the level of harm to be caused.   

Communities are significantly affected by loss of green spaces, increased air, noise, light, 
vibration, dust and water pollution, and/or increased flood risk, for example, as a direct 
consequence of proposed developments.  Those challenges are greatest for communities 
in deprived areas, many of which do not have access to funding for planning expertise or 
for legal advice.  This is, therefore, also an issue of inequality, with the huge potential to 
increase risk and reduce opportunities for those in areas with the greatest need. 

We refer you again to the Community Planning Alliance report, ‘Who Pays for 
Unsustainable Development’, mentioned in our response to question 1d above. 

In relation to question 8b, vulnerable communities would be better protected if there was 
more balance within the planning system, if the government actually measured 
unsustainable developments that are being approved and if there were greater levels of 
protection for land that can deliver nature-based solutions. 

 

Question 9 Funding and investment 

• a) Is current public investment in climate adaptation sufficient? 

• b) Are funding arrangements for local government adequate to deliver adaptation 
measures? 

• c) Does the Treasury's approach to public investment adequately account for avoided 
climate-related losses? 

• d) What lessons can be learnt from international best practise? 

Others will be more qualified to respond to this question. 

 

Kind regards 

Marj Powner, Joint Chair, Community Planning Alliance 
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About the Community Planning Alliance 

The Community Planning Alliance6 is a national umbrella group for over 700 communities7, 
all are campaigning against inappropriate development in their areas, and all disagree that 
decisions are being made in the ‘public interest’.  We have extensive knowledge and 
experience of the planning system, and our aims include seeking increased community 
participation, better environmental protections and the right homes and infrastructure in the 
right places. 

 

6 https://communityplanningalliance.org/  
7 https://www.google.com/maps/d/viewer?ll=52.97433203327261%2C-

1.0471043976708527&z=7&mid=1nFg3i1Ft5-K4LadaEMCb0wr17-I33Kk  

https://communityplanningalliance.org/
https://www.google.com/maps/d/viewer?ll=52.97433203327261%2C-1.0471043976708527&z=7&mid=1nFg3i1Ft5-K4LadaEMCb0wr17-I33Kk
https://www.google.com/maps/d/viewer?ll=52.97433203327261%2C-1.0471043976708527&z=7&mid=1nFg3i1Ft5-K4LadaEMCb0wr17-I33Kk
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