Direct Dial/Ext: 01622 694342
Fax:
e-mail:  andrew.tait@kent.gov.uk
Ask for:  Andrew Tait
Your Ref:
Our Ref:
Date:

Dear Member
PLANNING APPLICATIONS COMMITTEE - TUESDAY, 27 JULY 2010

| am now able to enclose, for consideration at next Tuesday, 27 July 2010 meeting of the Planning
Applications Committee, the following reports that were unavailable when the agenda was printed.

Agenda No Item
1. Status of the South East Plan - Update (Pages 1 - 8)

Yours sincerely

Peter Sass
Head of Democratic Services & Local Leadership
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Agenda ltem B1

| item B1
South Est n Udate

awaited and | hope to be able to update members further at the meeting.

REVISED RECOMMENDATION:

12. Members are asked to note the report and take its contents into account in the delivery
of the County Council’s development control function.

13. the Head of Planning Applications be authorised to review any application for which a
resolution of the Planning Applications Committee has been made but the decision has
yet to be issued in light of the Secretary of State's revocation of the South East Plan
and the Department for Communities and Local Government Guidance for Local
Planning Authorities following the Revocation of Regional Strategies dated 6th July
2010 and where she is satisfied that there is no reason to alter the decision to
determine the application in accordance with the Committee resolution.

Case Officer: ~ Sharon Thompson 01622 696052
Background Documents: Letter and question and answer advice from Steve Quartermain,
Chief Planner, Communities and Local Government dated 6 July 2010
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Proposed dbolitioh oF Regional Spatial Strategies

Thanik you for your Igiter of the 6"
abslition of Reglonal Spatial Stra
his behalf,

July 2010.t0 the: RT Hon Eric Pickles MP gongeming the
sgies. The Secretary-of State has asked me-to reply on

s Bill

nring Palicy Framework is it place. A copy of the guidance'ls
Kes spetific referénecg to the natura efivirnment and both mingrals and

Wastepgannm@*

We recogrise that there are stiategic issues that cross administrative boundaries; such as
major infrastructure: requirgments and that many Tooal authorities are already warking

together fo address issués of mutual inferest. We do not think that central govern ment
should be eitfiet imposing answers to these issues on local communities. or imposing ways
of working between local authorities. Gogperation and joint working between authorities
will be ficilitated througta duty to cooperate which we propose to infroduce.

| hope this reassures you about transition afrangements and our intention to put in place a
planning systeny that is'clear, efficlerit and will put power back into the hands of local
councils and their communities.

BOB NEILLMP
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Guidanee for Local Planning Authorities following the
revocation of Regional Strategies

The Secretary of Staté for Communities and Local Goveriiment cohfirmed

todlay that Regional Strategies will be revoked (see the altached copy of the
Parfiamentary Written Statement), In the longer term the legal basis for
Regional Strategies will be abolished through the “Localism Bl that we are

introdticing in the cufrent Parliamentary session. New ways foriocal
authotifies to address strategic planning and infrastructure issues. based on
cooperation will be introduced, This guidance provides some clarification on
the impact of the ravocation; how losal planning authorities ca ‘eontinue to

biring forward their Local Development Frameworks (LDFs); and make
planning decisions in the transitional peried - i

the development plan
Cornpulsory Purc
revocationof Regional Strategi

2. Do Planning Pofley Statements:(PPSs))

government o
neighbsourhio .
front the! Greatér Lond:

iny revoeaiion o ] 2gies;:
new National Rlanning Framework arevin pla i b
regarded as a malerial consideration by-logal planning aulhornitissand the.

t EL

Plahning.inspectorate in their decisions.

4. Howwill this affect planning applica ns?

In determining planning applications local planning authorities must continue
to have regard to the development plan. This will now consistonly of.
¢ Adopted DPDs; LA

Page 3



s Saved policies; and
o ADY old:style plans that have not lapsed.
Locai p!anning authorities should also have regard to other malerigl
nsiderations, including national polivy. Evidenice that informed the
preparatson of tHe revoked Regional Sirategies may alst Be a material
conslderafion, depending on the facts-of the case.
i

Whigre local piannmg dltRorities have not yetissued dedisions ofr plarmmg
applicationt in the p:peim, they may wish to review those decisions in light of
the new freedoms following the revocationof Reglanal Strategies. The
révoeatiof of the Regional Strategy miay alse. bé & material c:onsidarafmn

5. Should'we continue preparing LDF documents?

_li »Strategses zs fot & mgnal

seal authorilies

7. What If my LDF décument is still being prépared?

Where local planning authorities are currently bnngmg forward devélopment
plan documents they should gonfiriue fo do so. Auth ntles ‘ay damda to

review andfer revise their emerging polic ies in the §i
Regtonal Strateg:es, \e\hare auihanﬁes de:c;de to d

thear draﬁ pahcxes aut’r’mrit és shoufd take an spp -acﬁ thatycog}s):ders the
stage reached, the extent of work already undertaken and the scope 6f the
policy changes they are miaking.

bt
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8. Will Examinations in Public continue for DPDs?

Yes — where lacal plahning authorities are bringing farward new development
plan documents or reviewing adopted plans they should presént evidence fo

support th

irplans, The examination process will continue to assess the
soundness of plans, and inspectors will test evidence put forward by local

authoriligs and othérs who make representations.

9. Will data and reseatch cuirently held by Regional Local Authority
Leaders’ Boards still be available?

Yes. The regional planning functior

research they currently hotd will still be-available to local authorities for the.

ion-of their-local plans whilst they put theirown-alternative. ... ..
arrangements in pl collection an ly
Notwithistanding, the new Government reégards the Reégional Leaders' Boards
as an unnecgssary fierof bureaucracy.

Clatification on policy issues

retain their existi
Strategies. Othe
those auth
thiat comm

14, Will we stiil need to justify the housing huribers if our plans?

Yes - itis important for tié planning proce:

able to understand why decisions have
centinue t¢ collect and use reliable info
and defend uring fhe LDF examin
policy in PPS3.

thielr housing stpply policies
process. They should do this in line

with current
12: Gan | replace Regional Strategy targets With'“option 1 Aumbsrs™?

Yes, if that is the. right thing to do for your-area. Authorities may base revised
housing targets on the level of provision subriitted to the original Regional Spatial

L3
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Sirategy exaimination (Qption 1 targets), supple lemented by more recent infarmation
as appmpnate These figures are bated on assegsments undertaken by focal
authorities, However, any target selected may bs tested during the ‘axamination
pfocess: espedially | it challenged and authorities will need to be ready to deéfend
them.

13. Do-we still hiave to provide a Syear tand supply?

Yes, Although the overall, ambition for housing growth fray ‘change, authorities

shuuid contx'nufe o identify-enough viable fand in fheir DPDs to meet that growth,

ﬁis'sessments and Strateqi ing Land Availabiiity
i »13] c«cmtmue ta use

therp]ar;s to xdentx 1 Stiffi : d areas migit |
g ambit] sf&ratleasﬂs‘years_fr@mt 2 date the-plar :,adopted Authcrmas

councilsare hest piac&d to 'a5eBsE fhe
fonat ’xraifegles means ihatla;:ai auths

MY O >
g Thay shou d. athtswmm the { cmg anc ng arrangements ¢
m’fnerais planning, Technical advice provided b = eA' gare: ‘ate Werxmg
Parties, including thelr current work il sub-
for 20052020 {6 plarining suthority level will asmsi thh th:s

Planning authorities in the South East shiould wark from the, apportionment set
olit in the "Proposed Changes” to thie revisfon of Policy M3, published on 19
March 2010,

Planning authorities can glicose to use alternative figures: for their planning
ptirpeses if they have new or different iriformration and a robust evidence
base. We will work with the minerals industry and local. gev:amrﬂent 1o agree
how minerals planning arrangements should opgrate in the forigar term.
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16. How dowe establish the need for waste management without
Reglonal Strategy targets?

Planning Authorities should continue to press ahead with their waste plans,
and provide enaugh land for waste management facilities to support: the
sustainable managemernit of waste (including the move away from. disposalof
waste by landfill). Data and information prepared by pariners. will continue to
assist in this process, Forthe transitional period: this will continue to be the
data and information which has been collated by the cal, authomy and
industry and other public bodies wiio currently form the zegiondl Waste
Technical Advisory Bodies. We intend for this function fo transferred to
logal authorities I dug course. S

17. Does the abolitiol
- ——#nd-of:policiesiontoy

No. Local authorities must cortinue to have regard to PPS 4 Planning for. .
Sustainable Economic Growth In preparing LDFs an vant
daterm?nxng planning appﬁlcatlons or retail, I fgl

;Jartners to address cros: 'bnun'_ﬁ':‘ ry issues
ihfrastructare and wildlife corriders,

18. What about ré‘gié:ﬁé‘i" ;safl‘a‘cie.s».on;-i'-Ll‘ooa"i'ng,.anﬂ;c;oasftai}éh.ange?‘r A

boundanes to p!an deve!opment l:hat addre s_es ﬁoad;ng’ énd coasta] change
For ﬁoodlng matters iocal authormes aiready avea duty-to ce-apera’te under

canbnue to work thh Eocat authantses mdw__ I} ;u;i andlor ;omﬂy tc prowde
technical Support on these matters. The Coalition agreement is.clear that we
should prevent unnecessary building in-areagiof high flood rigk..

20, What about regional policies on ReneWable and Low Carbun
Energy?

Through ’Lhear local plans. authennes shoutd mntnbute to the move to a Iow

Lh
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swiable -and low carbon energy to meet national targets, ard fo' adapt to
acls a”"mg irom. cliiate change. I doing s0; planning authorities
may find it useful to draw on data that was collgéted by the Regional | Local
Auihority Leaders! Boards {whigh will be made available) and more recent
,;mcludmg Sssessmenits of the potentiat for renewable and low carbon

i
21. What éﬁ,ﬂ"é!f ragimta%,pg;ﬁ;i es on Transport?

Lcma\ authonhes s‘m:xu!d canﬁnua.m endure theit lang use and local transport

; tually: i, and deliver the most effsctive and sustainable
: ht for it ! uthorifies should work with each other and
With businesses andzcommumhes o consider straieg ¢ fransport pmrmes ar’xd
aross boundary issues.

29; Does the eiid of Régioral Strategies mean changes to Green Belt?

No, ThefGovemmeni i cgmm:tte:i to the protectioft of the'Green Belt and the
.. sswll prevent fop-down pressure:o reduce

shoulc% canstderthe desiraly yaf new Gr o
1 Belt boundary, woerking with other-logal planning
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