
PLANNING PORTFOLIO HOLDER'S MEETING

TUESDAY, 8 SEPTEMBER 2015

DECISIONS

Set out below is a summary of the decisions taken at the Planning Portfolio Holder's Meeting 
held on Tuesday, 8 September 2015.  Decisions made by the Portfolio Holder will be subject 
to call-in.  Recommendations made to the Cabinet or to the Council are not subject to call-in.  
The wording used does not necessarily reflect the actual wording that will appear in the 
minutes.

If you have any queries about any matters referred to in this decision sheet please contact 
Ian Senior.

1. IMPLICATIONS OF THE WITHDRAWAL OF THE CODE FOR SUSTAINABLE 
HOMES ON THE FEN DRAYTON FORMER LAND SETTLEMENT ASSOCIATION 
ESTATE
The Planning Portfolio Holder approved the ‘Fen Drayton Former Land Settlement 
Association Estate – Implications of the Withdrawal of the Code for Sustainable Homes’ 
document (see Appendix A) as Council Policy to be used as a material consideration 
when considering planning applications.

Options Considered: The Planning Portfolio Holder has the following options:
(a) agrees the approval of the ‘Fen Drayton Former LSA Estate – 

Implications of the Withdrawal of the CfSH’ document (see Appendix A) 
as Council Policy to be used as a material consideration when 
considering planning applications; or

(b) decides not to agree the ‘Fen Drayton Former LSA Estate – Implications 
of the Withdrawal of the CfSH’ document as Council Policy – without this 
document applicants and case officers will not have clear guidance on 
how a proposal should meet the requirements of the policy following the 
withdrawal of the CfSH. 

Reason For Decision: The Fen Drayton former Land Settlement Association (LSA) 
estate is identified in the Council’s adopted Local Development Framework as a Special 
Policy Area, where buildings no longer needed for agricultural purposes (excluding glass 
houses) can be reused or redeveloped for on site experimental or other ground-breaking 
forms of sustainable living, provided that the development would not occupy a larger 
footprint than the existing buildings. The Council’s planning guidance, set out in Policy 
SP/11 of the adopted Site Specific Policies Development Plan Document (DPD) and in 
the adopted Fen Drayton Former LSA Estate Supplementary Planning Document 
(SPD), requires new homes proposed within this area to meet the Government’s Code 
for Sustainable Homes (CfSH) Level 6.

The Government is now withdrawing the CfSH and local planning authorities are 
advised to set out clearly how existing policies will be applied in decision making in light 
of this. The ‘Fen Drayton Former LSA Estate – Implications of the Withdrawal of the 
CfSH’ document details how the Council will now consider planning applications within 
this area, and how proposals can demonstrate they meet the requirements of the policy. 

2. CONSULTATION ON DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE DELEGATED POWERS AND 



FUNCTIONS FOR PLANNING DECISIONS
The Planning Portfolio Holder approved, as the basis for consultation with parish 
councils, local members, the Planning Committee and members of the public, Appendix 
A of the report from the Planning and New Communities Director, subject to 

1. The amendment of the first bullet point to extend the period within which local 
Members can request that applications be referred to Planning Committee from 
21 days to 28 days

2. The sixth bullet point being expanded so as to state, “The application is one that 
in the opinion of officers, in consultation with the Chairman and Vice-Chairman, 
should be determined by Committee because of special planning policy 
considerations, complexity, or of significant and / or strategic importance to an 
area beyond both the specific site and parish.

Options Considered: The preferred option is that parish councils, local members and 
planning officers continue to work together to ensure that local views are properly 
expressed to the Council, and balanced against national and local planning policies. The 
recommended proposal is demonstrated in the chart below:

Alternative options could be: 
(c) Extend the current referral arrangement of parish councils to one of full 

delegation for decision upon certain types of application. This option has 
been explored in the past by a few councils, notably Cornwall and 
Chelmsford, but has been rejected, in order for the district council to 
retain its integrity and responsibility as the Local Planning Authority. The 
desire to make planning decisions at the more local level has resulted in 
area planning committees in various authorities. These are, however, 
expensive to run and can be complex in operation or

(d) Enable parish councils and local members to both refer cases in an 
exactly similar way, but through discussion with designated officers and 
the Chairman of Planning Committee.

For information, Huntingdonshire District Council is currently reviewing corporately its 
scheme of officer delegations and Cambridge City Council has adopted full delegation to 
its Director of Environment, with a list of exceptions. 

Reason For Decision: This is to enable full consultation on proposed improvements to 
the scheme of delegation and management of the Planning Committee agenda. It is 
timely to review such delegation arrangements. 

3. DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS OF THE LACK OF A FIVE YEAR 

Planning Committee
Strategic and district overview and 
decision making body of development 
management and planning decisions

Local members
Participating in debate on local decisions 
referred by them to Planning Committee

Planning Officers
Explaining national and local planning 
policy and making recommendations 

Parish councils
Making representations of local communities to 
the local planning authority



SUPPLY OF HOUSING LAND IN SOUTH CAMBRIDGESHIRE
The Planning Portfolio Holder endorsed the approach set out in the report from the 
Planning and New Communities Director.

Options Considered: The advice received has either been verbally delivered, or fully 
incorporated into this report. As the advice relates wholly to matters of planning 
procedure and reporting, there are no particular options to consider.

Reason For Decision: None specified


