| item B1
South East n Update

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 abolitioh oFRegional Spatial Strategies

Thanlk you foi your lelter of the 6 July 2016 o the:RT Hori Eric Pickles MP songerming the

abition of Regional Spatial Strategies. The Seretaty.of State has asked me to reply on
his behalf, |

ficy Framework s 1t place.. A copy of the guidance is
farerios 1 the natiralefviranment and both mingrals and

eni losed: ‘fit :

noiosed; it makes speciiic r
wasts planning.

We récogriise that thére:ate steategic issues thal cross administrative boundaries, such as
major infrastructure requirements and that many local authorities are dlready warking
together to address issugs of mutual inferest. We do not think that central government
should be eithier imposing answers to these issues on local communities or imposing ways
of working between local authorities. Cogperation and joirid working between authorities
will be ficilitated througtt a duty to cooperate which we propose to introduce.

| hope this reassurés you about transition arrangénients and our intention to put in place &
planning system that is clear, efficlent 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
revoeation of Regional Strdtegies

The Secretary of Staté for Communities and Local Government confirmed
today that Regional Strategies will be revaked (see the attached copy of the
Patliamentary Written Statement). In the longer term the legal | basis for
Regional Strategies will be abolished through the “Localism BIIF that we are
introdticing in the curre arliamentary session. New ways for local
authorities to address. strategic planning and infrastructure iséuss. based or
gooperation will be introduced, This guidance prmwdes some cla ;ﬁcation on
{he-impact of the ravocation; how loeal planning authorities ¢ gntinue, ta
bring forward their Local Elevelopment Frameworks (LDFS)_ dm
planning decisions in the: transmonral pemad

1 g s ::)‘.‘,.-'iAr._‘:’i't.E :
o

Regional Strategies have been reveked under $79(6
Carormic » Act200¢

reviewing j how | powe
, govemment to the 'aya
sl

new National Piannmg. Fre }nework arein p!a
regarded as a material consideration by Iaca,panmng, au
Plapning.ihspectorate in their decisions. :

4. How-will this affect planning applica ng?

In determining planning -applications local bl anmng authermes must gontinue
fo have regard to the development plan. This'will now nans:st only of:
s Adopted DPDs;




s Saved policies; and ,

o Ahy oldstyle pians that have not lapsed. |
Logal planning authorities sheuld afso have regard to other material
conside :

) ations, including national polidy. Evidetice that informed the!
preparation of ihe revoked Regional Strategies tay also be a material
consideration, depending on the facts of the case.

' ' #

Where local plannifg autherities have not yétissued decisions oivplanning
applications in the pipeline, they may wish to review those decisions irvlight of
the new freedoms fallowing the revocation 'of Regional Strategies. The

révdcatiof of e Regional Stateay may alse bé & material consideration.

5. Bhouid'we continue preparing LOF documents?

6f Regiorial Strategigs is not a sigrial forfocal authofities
for thisif drea. ’ ST e

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

Where local planning authorities are currently bringing forward devélopment
plan decuments they should gontiriue to do so. Authorifies fay decide to
revigw andfor revise their energing policies in the | f the revocation of
Regional Strategies. Where authorifies decide to do this they will need to
ensure they meet thie requiremerits for soundness underttie-cu nt o
leglstation. When undertaking corisultation and sust Inability appraisal on
thelr draft policies, authorities sh culd-take-an approach that'considers the
stage reached, the extent ¢f work already undertaken and the scape of the
policy changes they are making. S

bt



8. Will Examinations in Public continue for BPDs?

Yes — where local p!anmng autharities are bringing farward new development
plan documents or reviewing: adopted plans they shiould presént gvidende fo
support their plans, The:examination process wi Il continue to.assess the
soundness of plans, and Inspectors will test evidence put forward by lbcal
authoritiss arid others whoe make representations.

9. Will data and resgarch currenﬂy held by Regional Local Authority
Leaders® Boards still be available?

.guvemmea ful
research the ' currently hﬁ!d will stili be: avaiiab!e to Tocal aut
"swhlrstthey p"’ their.own:alter

ities: fmr the.

Nc:thth‘s't,'aU'n:iirxg1
as an unnegcessary | tier: of bureaucraay

Strategi
those

Yes - it is important for. the. plannmg p

able to understand why decisions. hay

continue 16 collect and use reliable inf

and defend them during the LDF. gxami
with current palicy in PPS3,

) justify thelr housing stpply policles
S5 They smmd do this in line

12, Can | replace Reglonal Strategy targets WIthoptton 1 numbers 7

Yes, if that is the right thing to do for your-area. Auihontnas fmay base revised
housmg targeta on the level of provision submitted to the:original Regional Bpatial

L3



Sirategy exaimination (Qption 1 targets), suppl lemented by more recent infarmation
as appmpnate These figures are bated on assessments undertaken by local
authorities, However, any {arget selected may bs tested during the ‘examination
pfotess: ES;DECIB ly if chal lenged and authorities will need to be ready 1o defénd
them.

13. Do-we still Have to provide a Syear tangd supply?

Yes, A{thnugh the overalt ambition for housing grow‘gh fray ‘change. authorities
: to identify enough viable {and in.their DPUs to meet thabgrowth,
Assessmems and ing Land Availability
gantinue to use

the r p]ans tb.xdentx
housing mbitions

ils.are best piaced fo dssess HE
’xra gles meanslihat [geal auths

them, Wewill review relevant regulations and guidance-on fRis-magsrin Che:
coUrse,

gmwi
minerats plammg Tec:hmcal adwc.e prewﬁ ‘the Agareds
Parties, including their current work in sub ~1oning the CLG guzdehnes
for 20052020 ta plarining suthority Tevel will assist with this.

Planning authorities in the South East shiould wark from the apporfionméntset

ot in the "Proposed Changes” to the revision-of Palicy 43, published on 19
March 2810,

Planning authorities can ghioose to use alternative figures:for their planning
prirpesas if they have new or different inforfration and a robust evidence
base. We will wark with the minerals industry and local gewmrﬂent o agree
how minerals planning arrangements should opgrate in the forigar term.



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 supportthe
sustainable management of waste (including the tove away frorm. disposal-of
waste by landfill). Data and information prepared by partners will continue to
assist In this process, Fortie transitional period: this will ccnt' ue to be: the
data and information which hias been collated by the loc rity.an
industry and othier public bodies wiio currently forn the Regi
Technical Advisory Badies. We'intend for this function o bi _,_\_'ransfarred 1o
logal authprities in dug course. B

17. Does the abolitio
. ——dnd-of:policiesicnton

Susfamab!e Ecanc:m:c Gmmh n prepanng i.
feell determining planning appflcatlons for retail I
main town' centre uses:

Ina assessmg any plannrng appli

partners to address cross bot ?z;i: ry iS5uas,
infrastructure and wildlife corridors,

boundanes to p!an deve!opment that addresses ﬁéad;ng énd coasta] change
For ﬂoodlng matters iocal authormes already‘%have ad ty'to ce-apera’te under

oennnue to work w;th tccat authantses u{dw_, | -a!iy‘ andfdf ;omtly ta pmwde
technical support on these matters. The Coalition agreement is clear that we
should prevent unnecessary building inareas:of high fiood rigk..

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

Threugh ihear local plans authontnes should fz@ntnbute to the move to a Iow

LA



ewable. and low t:arban energy to meet national targets, ard fo adapt to
GIS 8 om  cliffate change. In doing so, planning authoiities
may find it useful to dréw on data that was collécted by the Regianal | Local
Authomy Leaders' Boards {which will be made available) and more recent
4;mcludmg assessmenits of the potentiat for repewable and low cérbon

i

21, What ’éb,ﬁf‘é!f regional pelicies on Transport?

Local ‘gxtti@ﬁ:iiesﬂshuuld contiriue to.ensure theit land uss and | local transport
=l TItuE isistent and deliver the miost effsctive and sustainable
developrng ntfor i Local autherities should work with each’ ather and
With businesses ‘and.communities {o:consider straiegl frangport pmrmes ar’u:i

gross: boundary fssues.

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

mztted m the proteﬁ&mn of the Green Balt and the
‘ o Sl "’kov reduca

\mnstderthe desicabiity of new Gr
Belt boundary, working with other-logal B

planning



