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SAFEGROUNDS Learning Network

GUIDE TO THE COMPARISON OF LAND MANAGEMENT OPTIONS

CONSULTATION ON FIRST FULL DRAFT

1.
Introduction

The guide to the comparison of land management options is intended to provide practical advice on methods for comparing land management options. It recognises that different situations demand differing levels of rigour, detail and stakeholder involvement, and describes a range of approaches that represent good practice. It is linked to version 2 of the Land Management Guidance (LMGv2), but can be used as a stand alone document.

The consultation is on the first full draft of the document, which has been prepared in the light of comments received during earlier rounds of consultation on the scope of the document and its outline contents. If you would like to review earlier consultation documents and the comments received, please visit:  http://safegrounds.com/option_paper_log.htm 
Comments are invited on any aspect of the first full draft. However, we would be grateful if you could consider the questions listed in section 4 below.

Please note that the first full draft references other SAFEGROUNDS documents that are currently under review or development. The references are therefore to drafts of these documents (see http://www.safegrounds.com/current_consultations.htm). 
2.
How to respond

To assist CIRIA with the collation of comments, please use the response form at the end of this document when submitting comments. All comments should be returned to CIRIA via email (gemma.samlal@ciria.org) or by fax (020 7253 0523), by 12pm on Wednesday 24th October 2007.
3.
Next steps

A workshop will be held on the 6th November 2007, to provide stakeholders (inc. site owners, operators, regulators, contractors, NGOs etc) with an opportunity to discuss the key issues raised during the consultations on the first full drafts of this and the other key SAFEGROUNDS documents. It is envisaged that decisions on unresolved issues will be taken at the workshop and the way forward agreed for the second draft. If you are interested in attending this workshop, please indicate this on your response form in the space provided. The venue is yet to be confirmed, but is expected to be in either London or Birmingham.

The responses to this consultation and the views expressed at the stakeholder workshop in November 2007 will be used to prepare a second draft of the document, which will also include worked examples of the application of the agreed options comparison methods. This will be issued for a final round of consultation in early 2008. 

4.
Questions to consider

General:

· Does the document have a logical structure?

· Is the document presented in a logical fashion? What areas could be improved? What areas are good examples?

· Does the guidance cover the subject comprehensively?

· Does it provide fundamental principles of good practice? Are there specific examples that you can think of that demonstrate the application of these principles?
· Are there areas that you feel have been skimmed over too lightly? What additional information would you like to see added?
· Are the illustrations, tables etc. appropriate? Would more diagrams / schematices be helpful in explaining the process? What improvements could be made to the figures that are included?
· Is the target audience defined and is the content clearly targeted at the target audience? Is the writing style appropriate?
· Is the split between the information in the main body and the appendices appropriate?
Specific: 

· Is the concept of a “general approach to options comparison” useful, and are the guiding principles and guidelines sensibly described (noting that these were consulted upon in the previous round of consultation)?

· Is the range of options comparison methods sufficiently broad and flexible?

· Is the description of the options comparison methods sufficient (bearing in mind that, if these are agreed upon, worked examples of each will be developed)?

· Is a full description of the options comparison methods in the main text helpful, or would you prefer to see the main description of options comparison methods in an Appendix, with just a summary in the main text?

· An approach has been suggested to help the selection of an options comparison method. Is this method useful?

· Is anything missing from the list of technical options, and is the level of description as anticipated?

· Have you any specific requests or suggestions for the worked examples section?

Thank you for your input to the revision of the SAFEGROUNDS guidance.
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