Date: 23/07/15
Ask for: Karen Britton
Direct dial: 01227 862196

E-mail: karen.britton@canterbury.gov.uk

N
CANTERBURY
Mr M Moore CITY COUNCIL
The Planning Inspectorate
Room 3/13

Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Temple Quay

Bristol

BS1 6PN

Dear Mr Moore,

Canterbury District Local Plan - Local Development Scheme

Please find below details relating to the Local Development Scheme from its inception in 2004
to the current version dated September 2014. For reference, these documents have also been
supplied to Reverend Wilson, at his request.

Executive 09/12/04  The Executive recommended the approval and submission of the
draft LDS;

Full Council 20/12/04 Council adopted the recommendations of the Executive;

23/03/05 The Council received a letter from Government Office for the South East
acknowledging submission of the LDS;

Executive 29/03/07  The Executive agreed revisions to the LDS; following this the
LDS was submitted to Government Office for the South East;

26/11/07 The Council received a letter from Government Office for the South Fast
acknowledging submission of the LDS;

Executive 08/01/09. The Executive agreed revisions to the LDS; following this the LDS
was submitted to Government Office for the South East. Authority for future reviews of
Local Development Scheme was delegated to the Development Framework Steering
Group;

Full Council 15/01/09 approved Executive minutes of 08/01/09;

Full Council 20/04/09 the Council received a letter from Government Office for the

South East acknowledging submission of the LDS; e,
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e Local Plan Steering Group 27/01/12 The LPSG agreed revisions following

changes brought in by the Localism Act 2011;
e Local Plan Steering Group 24/05/13 The LPSG approved a revised LDS;
o September 2014 (CDLP1.3) the LDS was revised,;

o 15/10/14 the updated LDS was approved by the Local Plan Steering Group;

We trust that this information is helpful.

Yours faithfully

Karen Britton
Planning Policy Manager
Planning and Regeneration



Before taking any action on any of these minutes, officers must satisfy themselves that they |

are not subject to the call-in procedure. B
Agenda ,
CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL
Minutes of a meeting of the EXECUTIVE
held on 9 December 2004
at The Guildhall, Westgate, Canterbury
| Present: i ‘Eouncillor Perkins (Leader of the Council) N

Councillors Ashmore-F ish, Eden-Green, Halfpenny, Matthews,

Pepper and Seath.

|C0uncillors Austin, Mrs Attwood, Cragg, Mrs Doyle, Gilbey, Nee
and Mrs Reuby also attended the meeting as Non-Executive
Members.

E133  apology for absence

An apology for absence was received from Councillor MacCaul.

E134  MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS

Councillor Austin asked the Leader of the Council for an explanation about the
£93.,000 overspend for Active Life for 2004/05.

The Leader of the Council advised that the matter was complicated because it
concerned the way in which the organisation was structured. The Chief Executive
then advised on the background to the way in which the council had allocated the
budget provision for Active Life and reported that there had been a good case for a |
higher grant at the time when the organisation was first set up. He added that the
officers were currently negotiating with Active Life a new agreement for the
management of the council’s leisure centres from 31 March 2005 and that in future |

there would not be an overspend on the budget provision. |

Councillor Gilbey referred to the Woodland Trust’s project relating to the purchase
of land at Lamberhurst Farm, Dargate for a woodland project. The trust was
seeking contributions from public agencies, voluntary organisations and community
groups. Additional funds were required to complete the purchase which could
support the council’s corporate priorities for Blean Wood.

Councillor Gilbey hbped that during the budget-preparations for 2005/06,
consideration would be given to the allocation of funds for the project.

The Chief Executive advised that the project would have significance in the context
of the establishment of a regional park.




The Leader of the Council advised that he had requested a report to the Executive
on the funding available for the project. He added that informally the Executive
Members were very supportive of the project, but a further report was required
before the council could consider a commitment towards the funding arrangements.

E135

DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

In accordance with the Members’ Code of Conduct, the following Members
declared personal interests in the voluntary organisations specified whose
applications for grant were dealt with at Minute No E140 (2004/05):

:Couh;:ﬁlbr Pepper | | )| | Northgate Ward Over 60s Community Service ]

) | [East Kent Cyrenians
) | Canterbury and District Pensioners’ Forum '

Councillor Seath | % Whitstable Umbrella Community Support Centre
|

Relate

lCouncillor Eden- ‘ || | Thanington Neighbourhood Resource Centre
Green

Councillor Matthews declared a prejudicial interest in the item regarding the
Licensing Policy because he held an entertainment licence.

E136

_ The interests are recorded in the relevant minute. 7

MINUTES

|

The Leader of the Council signed as a true record the minutes of the meeting of the
Executive held on 11 November 2004,

E137

minute E126 (2004/05) — herne bay regeneration

At the meeting held on the 17 November 2004, the Overview and Scrutiny
Committee had called in the decision of the Executive at Minute No E126
regarding the establishment of a new Herne Bay Regeneration Members” Working
Group.

The decision had been called in for the reason that inadequate consultation had
been carried out on the make up of the Working Group. The committee had
requested the Executive to reconsider this decision particularly the number of
representatives for Herne Bay.

Having reconsidered the decision, the Executive agreed to adhere to its previous
decision regarding the membership of the working group and accordingly -




RESOLVED —

(a) hat a new Herne Bay Regeneration Members” Working Group be

officers on progressing studies for the sports centre and the pier.

established to oversee the development of a coherent strategy and to guide

(b) :fhétiﬁlérmefmbeirship of the working groub comprise the portfolio holders |

County Council.

for the Environment and Street Scene (Councillors Matthews and Seath),
the portfolio holders for Regeneration (Councillors Perkins and Pepper),

two Members (one Conservative and one Liberal Democrat) of the Herne
Bay Area Member Panel and a County Councillor to be nominated by the

E138  issue arising from the meeting of the whitstable area member panel on 22
NOVEMBER 2004

Skateboarding

officers to investigate and report back to the panel on the legal and technical

that the said site could become a skateboard park.

As requested by the Whitstable Area Member Panel, the Executive authorised

process required to remove land at Swalecliffe from an SSSI classification in order

E139  review of charges 2005/06

The Executive considered the report of the Management Team regarding the
recommended changes in various charges for the year 2005/06.

the report, now submitted, be approved with effect from 1 April 2005.

E140  grants to voluntary organisations

RECOMMENDED (to Full Council) — That the proposed changes, as scheduled in

grants to the voluntary sector for the year 2005/06.

The E)&é_(:-at_i-\;é_caﬁé_iaéf_ed"thé“rei)oi‘[ of the Head of Housing and Community
Development on the recommendations of the Voluntary Organisations Panel for

RESOLVED -

(a)  That the recommendations of the Voluntary Organisations Panel as now
reported, for grants to the voluntary sector for the year 2005/06 be accepted.

(b) ‘That the officers discuss with the representatives of the Whitstable Umbrella
Community Support Centre the implications arising from the level of grant
%ecommendcd for the centre for 2005/06 and report back to the Voluntary

Organisations Panel on any changes deemed necessary.




(c)  That the remaining budget allocation of £7,920 for 2005/06 be retained for
any future grant applications to the voluntary sector that might arise for
2005/06. |

(d) ‘That it be noted that an additional £12,000 has been included in the budget as |
a contingency for any unforeseen applications for the year 2005/06. ‘

E=

(In accordance with the Members’ Code of Conduct, Councillors Eden-Green,
Pepper and Seath at the commencement of the meeting had declared personal
interests in some of the voluntary organisations referred to in the report. See

~ declarations at Minute No E135 (2004/05)).

El41

fGer_le_ral fund revenue budget B _ - |

The Executive considered the joint report of the Chief Executive, the Director of
Corporate Services and the Head of Finance that set out proposals on which to base
the preparation of the detailed estimates for the year 2005/06.

The report advised upon the background to the preparation of the estimates and the
Executive was invited to endorse the proposals or suggest alternative

solutions. The outcome would be used as a basis to prepare detailed estimates
which would be considered by the Executive in January 2005 and by the Council in
February and it would be at that time the Council Tax would be fixed.

RESOLVED - That the Executive approves for budget planning purposes that the |
net revenue budget be set at £17,968,700 for 2005/06 in accordance with the
proposals set out in the report (option 1) now submitted. 7 ‘

|
E142

general fund capital budgetS - |

The Executive considered the joint report of the Chief Executive, the Director of
Corporate Services and the Head of Finance that outlined the draft capital
programme for the period 2005/06 to 2008/09. The report also set out the current
year position and implications beyond 2008/09. The programme was intended to
deliver on aspirations in the Corporate Plan and the report drew out the key issues
and the resources available to fund the programme.

The overall capital programme would be dealt with at the Executive meeting in
January 2005 and by the Council in February 2005.

The Leader of the Council thanked the Chief Executive, the Director of Corporate
Services, the Head of Finance and the Head of Housing and Community
Development for their assistance with the preparation of the capital budgets.

RESOLVED — That the draft capital programme as set out in Appendix 1 of the
report now submitted be adopted as the basis for planning the approved 4 year
capital budgets.




E143

revenue budget monitoring report _ | - B

The Executive considered the report of the Head of Finance that advised upon the |
projected outturn against the General Fund Revenue Budget based upon the income |
and expenditure position for the six month period ending 30 September 2004. The |
report also advised upon specific issues which had been identified and options

available to ensure departmental cash limited budgets were not exceeded. |

RESOLVED —

(a)  That the approach adopted by Management Team be endorsed.

(b)  That where major budget variations have been identified, Directors be
authorised to make the necessary virements within existing cash limits.

|
1

() :That the specific proposals identified in the report, now submitted, to achieve
!a balanced budget by the year end, be approved. _

E144

!§eg:0nd quarter monitoring.of THE capital programn{é in 2004/05 7 J

The Executive considered the joint report of the Director of Corporate Services and
the Head of Finance that advised upon the position of the General Fund Capital
Budget for 2004/05 and its financing, six months through the current financial year.

'RESOLVED —

(a) That the report be noted.

7(b) That £20,000 of the 2006/07 capital budget for the Kings- Hall pa system be

brought forward to 2004/05.

(c) That the £25,060 that was previously earmarked for the Canterbury Pr:irkwa_y_
Station be used as a Council contribution to the A2 slip roads study.

(d) That £35,000 be earmarked for the Whitstable Harbour West Quay Walkway

scheme from slippage elsewhere. - - 7

ﬂicepsjng policy . - 7 ] \

E145

The Licensiﬁg Act 2003 required each Council to draft, consult and then p_)ublish its
licensing policy. The Executive had approved the draft policy in 2004 and the 12
weeks public consultation period had been completed on 19 November 2004.

The Director of Community and Environment Services submitted a report which
advised upon the issues arising from the consultation together with the suggested




~ following consultation with the Council’s barrister.

amendments to the draft policy. The Head of Environment and Street Scene
submitted a supplementary report that set out further revisions to the draft policy

~ approved and published.

RECOMMENDED (to Full Council) - That, subject to the deletion of the word
“two” where it appears in paragraph 1.24.1 of the policy, and the inclusion in page
29 of a reference to the St George’s Place area as a third area for which the council
is considering the adoption of a special policy of cumulative impact, the Licensing
Policy as set out in the supplementary report, now submitted and amended, be

(In accordance with the Members’ Code of Conduct, Councillor Matthews having
declared a prejudicial interest in this item left the meeting during the consideration
of the item).

access to information

E146

The Government had recently issued a consultation paper on the prop;)sed changes
to schedule 12A to the Local Government Act 1972, '

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services submitted a report that outlined the
Government’s proposed changes and suggested the adoption of a procedure for
future presentation and classification of committee reports which made as much
information as possible available to the public.

RESOLVED - That when the Local Authority (Access to Information) (Exempt
Information) (Amendment) (England) Order 2004 comes into force in January 2005
the Executive adopts the procedures set out in this report to ensure that decisions to
classify reports, or portions of reports, as confidential are made in accordance with
the new regulations, and that as much information as possible is made available to
the public in line with the Freedom of Information Act 2000.

E147

icanterbury diStlii-(_Dt environmental servicesic‘rontract — annual repért 2003/04 J

The Executive considered the report of the Head of Environment and Street Scene
that reviewed the full first year of operation of the above contract. Some of the
Executive Members commented on some of the findings.

RESOLVED — That the report be noted. L | |

E148

control of street trading outside the canterbury city centre

The Executive, at its meeting held on the 23 July 2004, had approved the principle
of the adoption of a number of streets under the Street Trading provisions as streets
where consent to trade would be required. The proposals had been considered and
approved by the Area Member Panels and the Overview and Scrutiny Committee
subject to the addition of a very small number of streets. The named streets had
been advertised for comment but none had been received. w




RECOMMENDED (to Full Council) - That under the procedure in the Local

Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982 the streets listed in Appendix A |
of the report, now submitted, be Consent Streets for the purpose of street trading
(Part 111 Schedule 4 Paragraph 7).

E149 ;j&élidwdaﬁn}em_ frameworks |

The Executive considered the report of the Head of Regeneration and Economic
Development that sought approval for the proposed local development framework
work programme and the draft Local Development Scheme. The report also drew
attention to some of the implications arising from the new system in terms of
resourcing and implementation.

RESOLVED —

|

(a) [That the programme for the preparation of the Local Development Framework
‘[set out in the Local Development Scheme, now reported, be approved for
submission to the Government Office for the South East, the Planning
Inspectorate and the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, and that delegated
‘\authority be granted to the Head of Regeneration and Economic Development
to make such minor or technical amendments to the draft Local Development
Scheme that might be necessary following consultation with the Government

Office for the South East and the Planning Inspectorate.

(b) [That the Head of Regeneration and Economic Development be authorised to
commence work on the preparation of the relevant papers for consultation
with immediate effect.

(Mr G Cox, on behalf of the Whitstable Society, attended the meeting and with the t‘
approval of the Leader of the Council spoke to this item).

E150

annual review of THE off-street parking places order and on-street parking
arrangements — proposals for consultation

The Executive considered the report of the Head of Transportation and Engineering,
together with a supplementary report that gave details of the responses to an
informal consultation on a range of alternative proposals for changes to the current
Off-Street Parking Places Order and on-street parking arrangements. It would be
necessary to allow sufficient time for formal consultation on any changes and the
completion of the legal processes prior to the revised Order and on-street
arrangements coming into force on 1 April 2005.

RESOLVED —

(a) [That the changes recommended and listed below be formall?ddvertisec_l for
L)otenti_al implementation from 1 April 2005:-

Canterbury




1) Long stay car park tariffs for 1-2; 2-3 and 3-24 hours be increased to £1.40,
£2.10 and £6.
i) The charge at Cow Lane and Maynard Road be increased to 60p for up to 5
hours and £1.50 for 5-24 hours.
1i1)  The hourly rates for short stay “linear™ tariffs be increased to 70p, 80p and
90p. .
iv)  The Whitefriars multi-storey car park tariff be increased to £1.20 per hour and
after 7pm a flat rate of £1. - |
v)  The Kingsmead Coach Park tariff be increased to £10.
vi) %To amalgamate the current off-street business user permits at £600 per annum,
for use in all but short stay premium car parks. ]
vii) [The Hawk’s Lane and St John’s Lane car parks be changed to residents
reserved parking, B
viii) (That hotel and guest house visitor permits be increased to £1.50 and £4.60.
il B L L SN
ix) (The discount offered to Park & Ride season card holders be reduced to 15%
with a charge of £10 for each new card issued. -
x)  [The charge for on-street parking scratch vouchers be increased to 75p.
Herne Bay :
T I
|
1) That short stay tariffs be changed to 30p for up to 30 mins; 60p for up to 1
hour; 1-3 hours £1.20 and 3-5 hours £1.80. ]
i) That Saturday long stay tariffs be increased to £1.00 up to 2 hours and 5
£1.80 for 2-24 hours B |
i11) That School Lane Herne and the Reculver Towers car parks become pay
and display, 20p for up to 1 hour and 60p for up to 24 hours.
iv) | That Chapel Street car park be made available for off-street resident permit
holders overnight and on Sundays.
V) That on-street pay and display be introduced for the length of Central
Parade between Canterbury Road and Lane End from April to October.

Whitstable




CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL

Minutes of a meeting of the Canterbury City Council
duly convened and held
at The Guildhall, Westgate, Canterbury
‘on 20 December 2004

Agenda
Present: Councillor Vye (Lord Mayor)

Councillors Anderson, Ashmore-Fish, Mrs Attwood, Austin, Avery,
Berridge, Cavell, Cragg, Mrs Davis, Mrs Doyle, Eden-Green,
Farthing, Flaherty, Halfpenny, Hando, Mrs Harrison, Mrs Law, Lee,
Mrs McCabe, MacCaul, McLachlan, Matthews, Mavers, Nee,
Northey, Oakes, Parkinson, Patterson, Pepper, Perkins, Mrs Reuby,
Miss Samper, Seager, Seath, Street-Williams, Thomas, Todd, Took,
‘Whitemore, Windsor, Wratten and Wright.

360 PRAYERS

The meeting was opened with prayers by the Lord Mayor’s Chaplain, Dr Joseph
O’Hanlon.

361 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

'Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Dixey, Gilbey, Kay-Bradley
and Norris.

362  declaration of interestS

Any interests of Members referred to in the minutes of meetings for consideration
at this meeting were deemed to be declared again for those Members who were
present at this meeting. Councillors Eden-Green, Nee and Parkinson declared a
personal interest in the item relating to the appointment to the post of Honorary
Recorder. Councillor Seath declared a prejudicial interest in the items regarding
the South Quay Redevelopment at Whitstable Harbour and the Whitstable Oyster
Fishery Company.

363 PETITIONS

Mr Barker had given notice of his intention to present a petition regarding the
increase in Business Rates next year, but due to illness he had been unable to attend
the meeting.

The council received a petition from Neville Pundole, on behalt of Canterbury
Independent Traders” Association, regarding the increase in Business Rates next
year,

364 COMMUNICATIONS




(a) The Ar'gyll and Sutherland Highlanders Regiment

The Lord Mayor reported that he had held a reception for the soldiers in
he above regiment, currently based at Howe Barracks, Canterbury and
|that the regiment had presented a cheque for the Lady Mayoress’
Charity. The Lord Mayor expressed his best wishes to the regiment on
‘their return to Scotland and a successful redeployment to Bosnia.

(b) Rosie Turner, Director of Canterbury Festival

The Lord Mayor informed the council that Rosie Turner had been made
a  Kent Ambassador.

(¢) Reception at Tower House

The Lord Mayor invited all Members to join him at Tower House after the

meeting.

[ |

(d) :Councillor Tina Kay-rBradl'ey \

The Leader of the Council reported that Councillor Kay-Bradley had
broken her leg and that she welcomed contact from Councillors whilst she
was recovering.

L - | |

(e) :Christmas Greetings \

| |

lﬂ"he Leader of the Council wished all Members a very Happy Christmas. ’

365 APPOINTMENT TO THE POST OF HONORARY RECORDER

The Council considered the report of the Lord Mayor and the Group Leaders
regarding the appointment and it was —

RESOLVED (Unanimously) — That J udge Nigel Van der Bijl be appointéd tothe |
post of Honorary Recorder with immediate effect.

366 REPORTS FROM THE EXECUTIVE

(a) Procurement and Partnering Stfategy

rlrt was proposed by Councillor Perkins, seconded by Councillor Pepper and

RESOLVED — That the councﬁbprove the recommendation of the
Executive at Minute No E115 (2004/05) regarding the adoption of the
Procurement and Partnering Strategy.




(b)  [Review of Charges 2005/06 |

It was proposed by Councillor Perkins and seconded by Councillor
Pepper that the council approve the report of the Executive at Minute No
E139 (2004/05) regarding the review of charges for 2005/06.

‘When considering the report of the Executive, the council also took into
account the recommendation of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee at
Minute No 352(a) (2004/05) regarding various charges. # Following a
debate, the report of the Executive at Minute No E139 (2004/05) was put
and it was RESOLVED accordingly.

(c) ‘LicensingiPolicy:

]
|
|

It was proposed by Councillor Peitfcir;s, seconded by Councillor Pepper

and )
| RESOLVED — 7 - |
1) That, subject to the inclusion of the following paragraph in
section 1.32, the council approve the recommendation of the
Executive at Minute No E145 (2004/05) regarding the
publication of the Licensing Policy:-
‘7 W(:Paragap_i; 2)
Tt should be noted that the new licences will not become
operative until the 2nd appointed day, expected to be late autumn
2005. Until then the current licences/club registration/permission
granted under the Licensing Act 1964 remain and Licences
issued under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions)
Act 1982 will be in force. -
i1) That the Head of Environment and Street Scene be
authorised to correct any typographical or grammatical errors in
the Licensing Policy prior to publication. _
~(d) Control of street trading outside thgég_térbury C-i_ty Centre ;eﬂ

]

[t was proposed by Councillor Perkins, seconded by Councillor
Pepper and

RESOLVED — That the council approve the report of the Executive at
Minute No E148 (2004/05) regarding the designation of consent streets for
~the purpose of street trading.




(e) Termination of the Ker_ltl:ﬂghwa.ys Partnership

[t was proposed by Councillor Perkins, seconded by Councillor Pepper
hat the council approve the report of the Executive at Minute No E159
(2004/05) that the City Council reaffirms its wish to continue the Joint
hransponation Board for this district, after I April 2005, to mvolve the

city council and county council members.

WHEREUPON — ' |

It was proposed by Councillor Austin that the ;G_p_Ol"[ of the Executive be
amended by the deletion of the words “to involve city council and county
Council Members” and to insertion in their place of “in its current form”.

The foregoing amendment was accepted by Councillors Perkins and
Pepper, the proposer and seconder respectively of the original Motion.

The original Motion, as varied by the foregoing amendment, was then putw
and it was

[RESOLVED accordingly. o ‘

367 EXECUTIVE MEETING — 11 NOVEMBER 2004 - MINUTES

It was proposed by Councillor Perkins, seconded by Councillor Pepper and

RESOLVED — That the minutes of the -iheeting of the Executive held on
11 November 2004 be received.

(Councillor Cragg thanked Councillor MacCaul for her attendance at the meeting of]
the Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 15 December 2004 to explain the
procurement and partnering strategy).

368 EXECUTIVE MEETING - 9 DECEMBER 2004 — MINUTES

It was proposed by Counc;il_loy Perkins, seconded by Councillor Péppg;l‘ and

December 2004 be receiyed.

(Tn accordance with Members’ Code of Conduct, Councillor Mrs McCabe declared
a personal interest in Minute E140 (2004/05) in so far as it related to the East Kent
Council for Voluntary Service).




369 QUESTIONS UNDER RULE [1 OF THE COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULES

1. Councillor Nee asked the Leader of the Council the following qugstion:

Now that this Council fully embraces e-government with public monies received,
and training still available for members, could I be advised how many Councillors
are effectively using e-mail to interface between other Members, officers of the
Council and the Public.

For clarification, I believe 'effective use' means that the usage of the e-mail account
demonstrates regular and continuous communication. In particular, do those
Councillors receiving allowances for using computers demonstrate that they are
used?

Reply by the Leader of the Council

Of the 50 Members, 49 are able to read e-mail’s directly from a computer. Laptops
have been issued to 29 Members and 20 use their own PC.

In terms of allowances claimed, 22 users are claiming the broadband allowance of
£45 a month, 20 claim the ‘non-broadband’ allowance of £25 a month and 8 do not
claim any allowance at all.

While it is possible to establish whether e-mails to Members who use a GroupWise
account have been opened, there is no way of assessing independently how often
Members access personal accounts. As a result no monitoring has taken place up to
now.

In an attempt to answer the question on whether Members use their computer
regularly for communication purposes, an e-mail was sent out to all Members on
the 13th December asking for a reply to be sent back. After 2 days, 30 Members
had opened the e-mail and replied as requested. After 4 days the number had
increased to 36.

Up to now, the council has sought to encourage rather than insist on “effective use
on the basis that it does not want to deter people from becoming more familiar with
IT. However, e-mail addresses are published for the public in the A-Z and on the
website and now might be an appropriate time to review Members preferred
approach for the future.

There are a number of other issues around Members IT that require debate at some
point. For example, the Trove minutes and agendas system has been up and
running for some time now but we still provide paper copies of all agendas to all
Members regardless of whether they are serving on the committee.

Members often have problems logging on to the computer system or find the
system slow but ICT rely on reports being made to the Helpdesk, which does not




always happen. If use of the cquipmeﬂtiiis a problem we have dedicated support?or
Members and can provide assistance at short notice.

If we are seeking to promote greater use of IT then it could be that e-mail becomes
the preferred means of circulation for some material if it is thought appropriate.

I will ask officers for a report on the matter.

I urge Councillors to consider using the Trove system to view agendas instead of
recelving a hard copy of agendas.

2. Councillor Cragg asked the Leader of the Council the following question:

At the Council meeting on 4th November 2004, I asked the Leader to advise me of
the cost of the visit of the seven-person delegation to Vladimir. The reply was as
follows:

"The cost of the visit was less than £300 per delegate ... . "The cost of the visas had
been met by the Council and the Lord Mayor's car had been used to take the
delegation to the airport."

Would the Leader now inform the Council of the true cost of the visit and glve an
explanation as to how seven people travelled in the Lord Mayor's car to the airport?

Reply by the Leader of the CVO-I..I.D(-JI'VI

The cost of the visit was approximate]y £7473727ijer p@rSIO-li. "

The Lord Mayor’s car and a taxi were used to take the delegation to and from the
airport.

I went in the Lord Mayor’s car for the journey to the airport and Councillor Pepper
used the car for the return journey.

Supplementary question by councillor cragg

Would the Leader of the Council indicate why the figure 1s £432 when he gave a
figure of £300 before and what cost makes up the difference?

~ Reply by the Leader of the Council

The member of staff who dealt with the visit went on holiday prior to the last
meeting of the Council and could not get the exact figures for the reply to the

When the visit was set Llp we were told that the visa and travel costs would be about
£300 per person. We were unaware at the time that the visa application would




require the despatch of a courier to queue for the visas required.

Eventually an agent was used to obtain the visas and this increased the cost.

As the Council already knows, the delegation to Vladimir was well received.

370

NOTICE OF MOTION — BAN ON SMOKING IN PUBLIC PLACES (Minute No

269 (2004/05) refers)

The council considered the Notice of Motion which had been propc_)_sed_by
Councillor Eden-Green and seconded by Councillor Seath at the meeting of the
council on 4 November 2004 regarding the introduction of a smoking ban in public
places.

The report on the Motion, at Minute No 304 (2004/05) of the General Purposes
Committee to full Council was that the matter be discussed at the next meeting of
the committee to be held on 20 January 2005 when Members would have the
opportunity to discuss a report on this matter from the Head of Environment and
Street Scene. '

The report on the Motion, at Minute No 304 (2004/05) of the General Purposes
Committee was then put and it was -

RESOLVED accordingly.

371

NOTICE OF MOTION — INCREASE IN BUSINESS RATES FOR 2005/06

It was proposed by Councillor Mrs Attwood and seconded by Councillor Miss
Samper:-

_effect from April 2005.

“This Council views with concern the proposed rise in Business Council Tax with

Small independent traders in partiéulariwﬁo struggle to make a Ii;ing will be faced
with a rise so steep as to put many of them out of business altogether, Canterbury
can ill afford to lose them.

|Canterbury City Council resolves to write to John Prescott the Deputy Prime
Minister expressing its deep concern and ask him to think again about the intended
massive rise in Business Rate.

It also resolves to write to Julian Brazier and Roger Gale the two MPs for
Canterbury District to enlist their support in our action”.

The Lord Mayor allowed the Motion to be dealt with at this meéting. With the
concurrence of the proposer and seconder, the Motion was amended by the deletion
of the word "massive" and the insertion of "huge". #Following a debate, the

amended Motion was put and it was RESOLVED accordingly.




In accordance with the Members' Code of Conduct, Councillor Patterson declared
his interest in this item as a Business Ratepayer and Councillor Thomas declared
his interest as the owner of commercial premises.)

372 MINUTES

The Lord Mayor signed as a true record the minutes of the meeting of the council
held on 4 November 2004 and the extraordinary meeting of the council held on
6 December 2004.

373  OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE — 17 NOVEMBER 2004 —
MINUTES

It was proposed by Councillor Cragg, seconded bL Councillor Mrs [_iizlé_@dt -
RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the Overview and Scrutiny
Committee held on 17 November 2004 be received.

374 OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE — 15 DECEMBER 2004 —
MINUTES

It was proposed by Councillor Cragg, seconded by Councillor Mrs Doyle and

RESOLVED — That with the exception of the recommendation in Minute No
352(a) 2004/05 regarding the review of charges for 2005/06, which is dealt with at
Minute No 366(b) of this council meeting, the minutes of the meeting of the
Overview and Scrutiny Committee held on 15 December 2004 be approved and
adopted.

375 DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE - 9 NOVEMBER 2004 — MINUTES

It was-p-l-'(')ﬁbsed by Councillor Nee, seconded by Councillor Eden-Green and

RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Control
Committee held on 9 November 2004 be received.

376 GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE - 25 NOVEMBER 2004 — MINUTES

It was propolse'c-i by Councillor McLachlan, duly seconded and

RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee
held on 25 November 2004 be received and the recommendations contained therein
be adopted.

377 HOUSING APPEALS COMMITTEE — MEETINGS




RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meetings of the Housing Appeals
Committe_e _l_neld on 29 October and 26 November 2004 be received.

378 DISCRETIONARY HOUSING PAYMENTS APPEALS COMMITTEE —

9 NOVEMBER 2004 - MINUTES

It was proposed by Councillor Mrs McCabe, duly secondged and

RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the Discretionary Housing
Payments Appeals Committee held on 9 November 2004 be received.

379  WHITSTABLE HARBOUR BOARD — 29 OCTOBER 2004 — MINUTES

[t was proposed by Councillor Mrs Harrison, seconded by Councillor Thomas and

RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the Whitstable Harbour Board
held on 29 October 2004 be received.

380 THE LORD MAYOR’S CHRISTMAS gift fund

Councillor Cragg expressed his thanks to the Members who had assisted with the
street collection for the above fund on Saturday 18 December 2004 which had
raised £1,300. He wished all Members a very Happy Christmas and a prosperous
New Year.

Cragg, who had assisted with the collection.
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Fao. Adrian Verrall
Regeneration & Economic
Development,

Canterbury City Council
Council Offices, Military Road
CANTERBURY

Kent CT1 1YW

Ralph Dickens

Kent Planning
Bridge House

1 Walnut Tree Close
Guildford

GU1 4GA

Switchboard: 01483 882255
Tel: 01483 882 503

Mobile: 0850 121 910
FAX: 01483 882 499
GTN: 3011 503

e-mail: rdickens.gose@go-regions.gov.uk

Our Ref: GOSE 102/005/CANT
Your Ref. 234 March 2005

Dear Mr Verrall,

Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004
CANTERBURY LOCAL DEVELOPMENT SCHEME

| am directed by the First Secretary of State to refer to your letter of 11" March 2005 giving notice
of the Council's intention to bring into effect the above named Local Development Scheme.

In accordance with Regulation 11(2) of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development)
(England) Regulations 2004, the First Secretary of State hereby notifies your Council that he does
not intend to issue a direction under Section 15(4) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act
2004. Consequently the Local Development Scheme can come into effect.

Yours sincerely,

EMIDW

Ralph Dickens

Authorized by the Secretary of State for the Environment, Transport and the Regions to sign in
that behalf

()

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE
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Agenda Enclosure 14 Click here for Appendix A — Tests of Soundness.

Agenda Enclosure 15 Click here for Appendix B — cover sheet.

Agenda Enclosure 16 Click here for Planning Inspectorate letter.

Agenda Enclosure 17 Click here for response letter.

Agenda Enclosure 18 Click here for Appendix C — cover sheet.
Agenda Enclosure 19 Click here for Appendix C — Proposed Changes.

Agenda Enclosure 20 Click here for Appendix D — cover sheet.
Agenda Enclosure 21 Click here for Appendix D — Proposed Changes.

Agenda Enclosure 22 Click here for Submission Draft Statement of Community
Involvement.

AGENDA ITEMNO 17

Agenda o

Subiect: Local Development Framework: Proposed Revisions to
e Work Programme (Local Development Scheme)

Director/Head of Service: Head of Regeneration and Economic Development

Decision Issues: These matters are within the authority of the Council

Decision: Non-key

Wards: All

Classification: This report is open to the public.

Summary: This Report sets out proposed revisions to the

Council’s LDF work programme document, the Local
Development Scheme, and seeks Council approval to
submit a revised LLDS to the Government Office for the
South East.

To Recommend to Council: | That the proposed revisions to the Local Development

Framework work programme (Local Development
Scheme) be agreed, and a revised LDS submitted to the
Government Office for the South East.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

1. Introduction

As Members may recall, the City Council submitted its first Local Development
Scheme (LDS) — the LDF programme management document - to the Government |
Office for the South East (GOSE) in early 2005, and the LDS became operative in
March 2005.

Local Planning Authorities are required to keep LDSs under review, and to submit




revised LDSs, whele apploprlate

Over the last 2 years, a number of factors have come into play, which require the
revision of our LDS to reflect the likely programme of work over the next three
years. These factors include:

(1) |delays to the South East Plan, and ongoing discussions about regional housing
requirements for the South East Plan period,

(2) work on the Canterbury District Futures Study and emerging additional
evidence requirements, and joint work on the Community Strategy and LDF
ICore Strategy; and

(3) fewews of LDF work to date brought about by Inspectors” Reports
(particularly at Stafford & Lichfield), where Core Strategies have been found |
}to be “unsound”, and been rejected by Inspectors. | |

In the light of the above factors, it is proposed to amend the Council’s LDS, as
follows:

(1) set the Core Strategy back approximately 9 months to take into account
rther work arising from the Futures Study, ongoing work on the Community |
Strategy; and delays to the South East Plan. This would mean that no formal
consultation on the LDF Core Strategy would take place until the end of this
year;
|
(2) set back the proposed Housing Development Plan Document (DPD) to follow
the Core Strategy and the South East Plan, and to give time to expand the
DPD to include other development land allocations, such as employment sites
and Gypsy and Traveller sites (approximately 18 months). This means that
!detailed site assessment work and technical consultations would not begin
until late 2008,

(3) [incorporate the Herne Bay Area Action Plan (AAP) in the LDS, including a
description of the work, an indicative timetable, and a schedule setting out the |
|detail of the content of the AAP. This work is already underway, and would |
simply be added to the LDS; and 7 |

(4) review the timetables for Supplementary Planning Documents, particularly for
the Wincheap Regeneration Zone, where the process for selecting a preferred
development partner is well underway.

These amendments were considered, and agreed, by the Development Framework
Steering Group on 30 January 2007. However, revisions to the LDS also need to be
agreed by Council before submission to GOSE.

Relevant Council Policy/Strategies/Budgetary Documents




(a) ocal Development Framework — the LDS is the work programme
document for the LDF.

(b) Community Strategy — it is the intention to closely link work on the
LDF with the developing Community Strategy, but these changes to the
LDF work programme should not have significant effects on the
Community Strategy timetable. ] |

(c) Corporate Plan — it is the intention to closely link work on the LDF
with the developing Corporate Plan, but these changes to the LDF work
programme should not have significant effects on the Corporate Plan

~ ftimetable. B

3. Consultation - ) _}
The revised work programme is the result of officers reviewing the existing LDS in
the light of the issues set out in this report. ]
In doing so, officers have also sought the advice of the Government Office for the
South East and the Council’s Local Plan Inquiry Barrister about the implications of
the Inspector’s Reports into LDF Core Strategies at Stafford and
Lichfield. Officers have also taken into account advice issued by the Planning
Advisory Service and the work to be carried out by other parts of the Council.

I Officers have also taken into account the ongoing joint work emerging from the

| Futures Study, and the relationship of LDF work to the Community Strategy and

i the Corporate Plan.
The proposed amendments have been agreed by the Development Framework

~ Steering Group.
e lOptionS available
|

The submission of a Local Development Scheme, and its regular review, is required
by the Town & Country Planning (Local Development)(England) Regulations |
2004. ~

5. Implications

\
(a) Fiancial Implications — although the revisions to the work programme |

will mean changes to the timing of evidence-gathering, the overall budget |
for the LDF preparation will not change significantly.

(b) Staffing/Resource Implications - although the revisions to the work
programme will mean changes to the timing of evidence-gathering, the




overall staffing resource réquiréments for this part of LDF preparation will

L‘xot change significantly.

(¢c) Property Portfolio Implications

(d) Legal Implications

(e) Environmental/Sustainability Implications

(B Planning Implications

(g) Human Rights Issues (Legal)

(h) Equalities

(1) Crime and Disorder Implications
;C(_)_nclusiong

That the LDS should be amended as set out in this Report.

Contact Offij:gr; Adrian Verrall Direct Di_a]: 862 196




The decisions set out in these minutes will come into force, and may then be implemented, on the expi

~ Date of publication: fZVApril 2007

CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL

EXECUTIVE

; 7- Minutes of a meeting held on Thursday 29 Marrch'fZOO?_ at 6.30pm
at The Guildhall, Westgate, Canterbury

Agenda -

' [Present: Councillor Cragg — Leader of the Council
Councillor Mrs Doyle

Councillor Gilbey

Councillor Lee

Councillor Norris

Councillor Patterson

| | Councillor Mrs Reuby

Councillor Miss Samper

Councillor Thomas

Other Members present | | Councillor Austin | |
| for all or part of the ~Councillor Avery |
| meeting; Councillor Dixey |

‘ Councillor Seager |

l = = —
E274 DECLARATIONS OF INTERESTS

In accordance with the Code of Conduct for Members:-

Councillor Thomas declared a personal and prejudicial interest in the item dealing
with the Local Development Framework: Proposed Revisions to Work Programme |
(Local Development Scheme) due to a property interest and an outstanding
planning appeal. He also declared his membership of the Development Control
Committee.

Councillor Mrs Reuby declared a personal interest, by virtue of being the Council’s

representative on the Herne Bay Volunteer Centre, in so far as it related to the items

dealing with Executive issues arising from the meetings of the Herne Bay Area
‘Member Panel and the Single Grants Gateway Panel.

Councillor Patterson declared a personal interest in the item on the Utilisation of
Superannuation Reserve by virtue of receiving a pension from Kent County i
Council. He also declared his membership of the Development Control Committee.|




E275 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

S _ ~ 1
The Leader advised that one member of the public had asked to speak on the item |
dealing with the Park and Ride Bus Contract. |

F276 JANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL AND OTHER |

MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE

-
(a)

|
The Leader referred to the headlines in the Herne Bay Times that day: |
“The Future is Bright”, that reported upon the recent granting of planning |
consent for offices and residential development on the site of a former
petrol station at the Links in Eddington, Herne. This was good news for
Herne Bay.

(b)

©)

The Leader announced that for the second year runﬁing, the Council had

The Leader announced that the application for a grant made by the -

iCouncil to the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) and the Big Lottery Fund

|(BLF) for improvements to Whitstable Castle and Gardens had been
isuccessful. The project had been awarded a Stage 1 Pass of £2,063,000
(75% of the project costs of £2,751,057) and in addition the project for the
Castle Gardens had been awarded a development grant of £93,100 (75%
|of the project costs of £124,192). It was expected that the HLF and the
BLF would be issuing a joint press release the following day. This was a
fantastic achievement by all those involved and he congratulated the
Council Officers involved, particularly Anthony Dance and David
Kincaid, and the Whitstable Castle Centre Association, for their time and

effort.

been short listed for the “Best Achieving Council of the Year” Award by
the Municipal Journal. There were five other Councils on the short |
list. The citation stated, "The Excellent CPA rated Council has married a ‘
strong performance culture with an ambitious series of projects that are
delivered through cohesive and successful partnerships. With a reputation
‘as a forward thinking Council, it is especially strong in the three areas of
&:u]ture, community and improving the environment. There 1s also strong

officer/member working to underpin its strategy."

(d)

The Leader announced good news in connection with Whitstable Harbour
and he invited Councillor Dixey, Chairman of the Whitstable Harbour
Board, who was present at the meeting, to comment. Councillor Dixey
reported that Whitstable Harbour had recently been awarded the status of
“Leading Light”, just one of three ports, out of 83, to receive such an
award. The Chairman thanked the Executive for the support it had given
the Board, which was much appreciated. The independent members of the
Board had played a vital part in turning the Harbour around along with
Mike Wier, the Port Manager and Harbour Master. Councillor Norris,
portfolio holder, went on to outline the competition for the award and




mentioned other larger ports that Whitstable had been up against. He was |
pleased to note that the Harbour contributed socially and economically to
the local community. He concurred with Councillor Dixey in that the
independent members had worked hard at improving the Harbour. He
thanked the Port Manager and Harbour Master and his staff for their
involvement in achieving the award.

(e)

iCouncillor Patterson announced that a survey of customer satisfaction
with the Park and Ride facilities and service had shown that 83% of those
gasked gave it a score of 8 or more out of 10, thus revealing a high level of

satisfaction amongst the public. The staff had a real sense of pride and he |
‘pongratulated them on achieving such a high level of satisfaction.

(H

Councillor Mrs Doyle announced that the Policy and Improvement Team
had applied for a Charter Mark. It was unusual for such a service to apply
as it did not have an easily measurable output and indeed it was the first
Policy Team in the country to apply for it. The Inspectors had visited
recently and the outcome would be known soon.

(&)

Councillor Gilbey announced that £30,000 had been received from the
East Kent Partnership to refurbish and reopen the Horses and Goats tunnel
under the railway west of Canterbury East. This would greatly improve
access and connection in the District. Whilst on the subject and in that
area, he was pleased to announce that a Konik horse had given birth to the

&irst foal in their new home.

|

(h)

- founcillor Gilbey announced that the three March business events, run by

he Local Economy Team had been major successes with many
attendees. The feedback from the attendees had been prolific and
} ositive. The Team, under Dawn Hudd, was to be congratulated for
organising the events.

(i)

iCouncil]or Miss S:amper announced that there had been a number of recent

successes in prosecutions for improper trading in Canterbury High
iStreet. One pedlar had been fined £600 and eight more cases were in
progress and two more would be made soon.

E277 MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS

None.

E278 MINUTES

2007.

The Leader signed as a true record the minutes of the Iheeting held on 1 March

E279 MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 1 |




MARCH 2007 - o |

| - |
Minute No E269(a), the Leader reported that during a recent visit by the Executive |
to Herne Bay he had looked at the paving and planters in Mortimer Street, Herne
Bay. He had received comments from people, other than those on the Executive,
that the repairs were acceptable and not as recent reports had made out.

The Leader took the;bppdrinnity to report that essential maintenance work had
~ been completed and the Memorial Park lake was back to normal. 1

Minute No E271, the portfolio holder repdrted that the University of Kent had
joined the Council’s recycling project with both halls of residence and self-catering
accommodation taking part.

E280 FORTHCOMING DECISION LIST — 1 APRIL 2007 TO 31 JULY 2007

RESOLVED - That the Forthcoming Decision List for the peribd 1 April 2007 to B
31 July 2007 be noted.

E281 PARKING REGULATION REVIEW 2006

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Transportation and
Engineering that set out proposals for a number of changes to the Traffic
Regulation Orders relating to on-street parking. The proposals had been examined
by Officers and discussed with the emergency services, Kent Highway Services
and the relevant Ward Councillors, County Councillors and parish councils. They
were set out in full in a document entitled Parking Regulation Review 2006, which |
had been amended slightly following consultation with the Joint Transportation |
Board. It was suggested that the proposals be taken to public consultation with any
responses being reported back to the Executive in June.

{S ince publication further investigative work had been undertaken on proposal R16 l
(3 Church Road, Littlebourne) and it was felt that it should proceed to statutory
public consultation.

’7,

}A Member suggested ways in which parking in and around Herne Bay train station
could be improved (H15) and asked that Officers carry out further investigations
!during the consultation period and thus ensure better decision making.

'A Member asked that the situation with regard to W16 (opposi_te Radfall
Recreation Ground, Chestfield) be monitored.

‘ $
RESOLVED — - - |

(a) That Officers carry out further investigations during the formal
consultation period on H15.




—“ o V 7 - - ) o ____'_“

(b) That, sﬁblject to bropbs‘:él R16 being taken to formal public consultation
contrary to recommendation, the recommendations set out in the Parking
LRegulation Review 2006 be taken to formal public consultation.

e282 RESIDENTS’ PARKING IN WHITSTABLE

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Transportation and 1
Engineering that explained that an initial investigation had been carried out into the
demand for, and feasibility of, extending the residents’ parking scheme in
Whitstable. The Whitstable Area Member Panel had been invited to consider the
responses received and had recommended that formal public consultation be
undertaken with a view to extending, if appropriate, the residents’ parking scheme
to include Nelson Road and West Cliff, Whitstable.

RESOLVED — That the proposals to introduce residents” parking in Nelson Road

and West Cliff, Whitstable and the associated changes to the Traffic Regulation

!Order be taken to formal public consultation.

E283  ADDITIONAL PARKING BAYS IN HERNE BAY TOWN CENTRE

he portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Transportation and

ngineering that explained that the Herne Bay Area Member Panel had discussed a

umber of locations in the town centre of Herne Bay where it was felt that
additional on-street parking bays could be created. A number of issues had arisen
during and after implementation of the additional bays and a number of alterations
were being proposed to take them info account.

It was noted that there WQU]_?-B‘? no (;harge fof_asing the parking spaces. ' B |

RESOLVED —

(a) That the proposed alterations to the Traffic Regulation Order be formally i
advertised.

(b) That any objection received be reported to a future meeting of the
Executive but if none received then the Head of Transportation and
Engineering be authorised to request the Kent County Council to make the
Order.

E284  PARK AND RIDE BUS CONTRACT

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Transportation and |
Engineering that considered the options for procuring the next contract for the
operation of Park and Ride bus services after the end of the current contract in
September 2008. The Executive was being asked to decide on some issues of
principle in order to allow Officers to draw up the detailed specification and tender |




documents. A further report to the Executive would be made once the outcome of
the tenders prior to the award of the new contract were known. The Head of Legal
and Democratic Services pointed out that, depending on what the financial
incentives were, a further report to the Executive might be needed on that topic. |

B -__r'l“he Head of Transportation and Engineering addressed the comments made by the |

member of the public.

RESOLVED-

I ]
| |

(a) 7 iThat the new Park and Ride Bus Contract be procured as a five year
contract at a fixed price but with financial incentives for good
performance and growth in patronage.

(b) That, if necessary, the formula for financial incentives be agreed with the
Director of Corporate Services.

(c) That the option of out-sourcing the niériagement of the Park and Ride sites
as part of the contract be investigated and priced.

(d) That the new contract be based on the current level of service, as a
. minimum. _ _ |
(e) hat the specification on bus design be output based but alternative price |

options should be sought. - - |

(f) ?That the engine type bé;:(:i)r-h_])liant with the proposed Euro 5 emission
standards.

(A member of the public,ﬁ Mr"arqhame Harrison spoke to this item.)

IE285

CONSTRUCTION

SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING DOCUMENT: SUSTAINABLE

L

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Regeneration and
conomic Development that set out proposals for a Supplementary Planning
ocument that would address sustainable construction standards in new
development. _ _ |

L

- |

he Director of Community and Environment Services repdrted upon the views of |
Fhe Climate Change Working Group who had supported the contents of the
document.

RESOLVED _ That the draft Supplementary Plar;ning Document — Sustainable

:ConstrL{ctiQIl be approved for the purpose of public consultation. B




E286

SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING DOCUMENT: HERITAGE, ARCHAEOLOGY
D CONSERVATION

L

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Regeneration and |
Economic Development that reminded Members that the Canterbury District Local |
Plan First Review had been adopted in July 2006. As part of the continuing work

to have a relevant and up-to-date Local Plan, an amended Supplementary Planning ‘
Document: Heritage, Archaeology and Conservation had been prepared. The ‘
document had been significantly amended following previous consultation in |
Spring 2002. ]

The Leader took the opﬁortun_ity to thank the authors of the reEE)rt for a well-
researched and well-written document.

RESOLVED - That the revised draft Suppleaentary Planning Document:
Heritage, Archaeology and Conservation be approved for the purposes of
consultation

E287

BOSCO +

Iffhe portfolio holder presented the report of the Head of Regeneration and
Economic Development that set out the progress on the new partnership that the
Council wished to pursue with Shepway District Council (DC) and agencies in and
hround Boulogne-sur-Mer. The Council had been invited by Shepway DC to join a
partnership that it had established with Boulogne-sur-Mer. The joint working was
currently known as the BOSCO partnership (Boulogne and Shepway Co-operation)
and addressed joint working on both sides of the Channel. The new partnership
would be titled BOSCO + (Boulogne, Shepway, Canterbury Organisation).

-

TR-ESOLVED — That the proposals be investigated toydré;elop project themes for 7
future rounds of Interreg 4A, within the BOSCO + partnership.

UTILISATION OF SUPERANNUATION RESERVE

The portfolio holder presented the report of the Director of Corporate Services that |
sought authority to transfer the balance held in the Superannuation Reserve to the
Early Retirement Reserve and then utilise the funds to repay specific pension
liabilities.

(a) That approval be given to the transfer of balances held between reserves.

(b) That funds previouéiy held in the Superannuation-Reserve be utilised to |

repay specific liabilities as set out in the report now submitted.

E289

DRAFT STATEMENT OF COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT




— ]

The portfolio holder presented the joint report of the Head of Regeneration and ‘
conomic Development and Head of Development Services that reminded |
Executive Members that a key objective of the new planning system was to '
istrengthen community involvement. A draft Statement of Community Involvement
|(SCI) had been prepared as part of the Local Development Framework for the
Canterbury District. It set out the Council’s strategy for involving the community
En the preparation of Local Development Documents and consultation with
| ommunities on planning applications. The Submission Draft Statement of
|C0mmunity Involvement had been submitted to the Secretary of State for

examination in September 2006.

The Council had now received the report of the Planning Inspectorate on the
‘Submission Draft Statement of Community Involvement. The Inspector had
|consiciered the representations received on the Submission draft and was satisfied
that the SCI was “Sound”, subject to the Council implementing a number of
recommendations that were set out in his report. Officers were satisfied with his
recommendation and recommended that the SCI be adopted, incorporating the

binding recommendations of the Inspector.

4]
|

TThe views of the D_e_\-/_e_lqpment Control Committee We?eiepoﬁed to the meeting._ |

COMMENDED (to full Council) — That, subject to the inclusion of the
amendments put forward by the Development Control Committee, the Statement of
Community Involvement, amended to incorporate the recommendations of the
Inspector, be approved and adopted.

E290

LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK: PROPOSED REVISIONS TO
WORK PROGRAMME (LOCAL DEVELOPMENT SCHEME)

The portfolio holder presented the répdft of the Head of Regeneration and

conomic Development that set out proposed revisions to the Council’s Local
evelopment Framework work programme document, the Local Development
‘Scheme, and sought approval to submit a revised document to the Government :
Office for the South East. - _ |

e £

[

~ RECOMMENDED (to full Council) ~ ]

(a) That the proposed revisions to the Local Development Framework work
programme (Local Development Scheme) be agreed. _ |

(b) That the revised LDS be submitted to the Government Office for the
‘South East.

(Having declared a personal and préjudicial interest in this item at the start of the
meeting, Councillor Thomas left the meeting and took no part in the discussion and |
voting thereon.) 1




E291

NOTICE OF MOTION — MEASURES TO IMPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL
STANDARDS AND COMBAT CLIMATE CHANGE

The Executive Members considered the following Notice of Motion which had
been proposed by Councillor Eden-Green and seconded by Councillor Berridge at
the Council meeting held on 22 February 2007:-

“This Council will consider the following measures to improve environmental

standards and combat climate change:

L Paying the higher car user rate to all members and officers cycﬁng or
walking to work or to meetings thus discouraging unnecessary car use.

2. Replacing all light bulbs in council buildings with low energy onesona |
planned replacement basis.

3. Encouraging all council house tenants to replaoeiligh’{ bulbs with energy

efficient ones. - |

4. Moving to a ‘green’ energy supplier subject to any significant budget
constraints.
5. Adopting the “Merton Rule’ as resolved by the London Borbugh of
~ Merton, requiring 10% renewables in larger new developments.
6. Seeking to eradicate ‘fuel poverty"ais practised by Newark and Sherwood

District Council.

It will also examine, on a regular basis, new measures adopted by other authorities
addressing climate change with a view to considering their suitability for this
Council”.

" In accordance with the decision taken by the full Council the Notice of Motion had

been referred to the Climate Change Working Party and the Executive Members
had a copy of the relevant minute of the Working Party meeting before them.

The Chairman of the Working Party, and portfolio holder, outlined the measures
being taken by the Council to improve its carbon footprint and to encourage others
in the district to be aware of measures that could be taken to prevent climate
change. The Climate Change Working Party had accepted that the points within the
motion were important and should be looked at with appropriate action taken as
necessary.

The Executive had taken a number of steps over the last 18 months to combat
climate change and it had recently been reported that the Council has the lowest
carbon footprint of any district in Kent.




| B e S I‘
RESOLVED - That the report to the Council on the Notice of Motion be that the |
i

role of the Climate Change Working Party would be to keep all ideas to improve
environmental standards and combat climate change under review and recommend
to the Executwe appropriate action as necessary.

E292 DELEGATED POWERS TO THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE (POST ELECTION
PERIOD)

In view of the local elections on 3 May 2007 and the lapse of time until the Annual

- Meeting of the Council on 16 May 2007, it was - ‘
- |

~ RESOLVED - That the Chief Executive, in consultation with the Leaders of the |
political groups be delegated power to take any action which is required as a matter |
~of urgency in the interests of the Council for the period 3 May to 16 May 2007

|
-

E293 EXECUTIVE ISSUE ARISING FROM A MEETING OF THE SCRUTINY
MANAGEMENT AND REVIEW SUB-COMMITTEE HELD ON 22
FEBRUARY 2007

‘Community Safety Scrutiny Review — Action Plan Update

Amongst other things, the Sub-Committee had resolved that “the Executive be
urged to find funds for a single non-emergency telephone number for reporting
incidents of anti-social behaviour”.

The Executive Members had received advice from the Head of Housing and
Community Development on this issue.

RESOLVED — That no a(:ltipn bé taken. | 7 |

E294 [EXECUTIVE ISSUE ARISING FROM A MEETING OF THE MEETING OF

THE CANTERBURY AREA MEMBER PANEL HELD ON 6 MARCH 2007

The Canterbury Area Member Panel had requested that the Executive consider
allocating funding through the Single Grants Gateway for the Thanington
Neighbourhood Resource Centre and other community centres in a similar position,
on the basis of a three-year funding programme.

The Executive Members had received advice from the Head of Housing and
Community Development on this issue and the points made were discussed.

RESOLVED — That the Head of Housing and Community Devcl&pm;ént prepare a
report for discussion at a future meeting of the Single Grants Gateway Panel.

E295 EXECUTIVE ISSUES ARISING FROM A MEETING OF THE HERNE BAY

AREA MEMBER PANEL HELD ON 13 MARCH 2007




The Executive considered the issues referred to it by the Herne Bay Area Member
‘ Panel. On the issue of opening the pier walkway, Members of the Executive, on a
- recent visit, had been pleasantly surprised at the condition of the walkway.

The relevant portfolio holders had investigated each of the issues and reported on
the findings and actions taken.

RESOLVED -

(a) gThat, as there was no evidence to support the allegation of anti-social
behaviour, the request to investigate the possibility of locking the main
gates to the Memorial Park during the evening to prevent anti-social
ﬂ)ehaligur in the car park be refused.

(b) IT hat the Head of Environment and Street Scene investigate and report
iback on the possibility of opening the Herne Bay Pier walkway to the
Embllc and to include in the report details of public liability insurance
taken out by other authorities with piers.

(c) That the request to recommend to the Joint Transportation Board that the
low priority awarded to the reversal to the one-way system in Chapel
lStreet be reviewed, as the main Post Office in Herne Bay had now been
re-located to the Co-op store in Mortimer Street, be noted and the portfoho
holder to recommend any action as necessary.

(d) That, as the tree outside Barclays Bank in Mortimer Street had been removed
by the Highways Agency and subject to consents, a replacement tree
provided by the Executive’s Opportunity Fund be planted in its place with
the species of tree being determined by the Herne Bay Area Member
Panel.

|

(e) That the Crime Reduction Unit be asked to prepare a report on the
perceived problem of anti-social behaviour at Mill Lane Underpass for
consideration at a future meeting, |

(f) That, as the work is currently being undertaken, the request to take urgent |
action to renew and strengthen the railings at the Kings Hall be noted and |
Members reminded that such requests should be brought to the attention of
the relevant officer. ‘

() That, the request to consider repairing those roads, pavements, road signs
and markings which were considered to be in a dangerous condition and
recover the costs incurred from the County Council be noted and Members
reminded that such requests should be brought to the attention of the
relevant officer at Kent County Council and that funding is limited.

(h) That, due to a lack of evidence to substantiate the claim, the request that




(Councillor Mrs Reuby had declared a personal interest in this item at the start of
the meeting.)

the nei}ghbouring authorities in the East Kent cluster join with Canterbury \
in lobbying the County Council to improve the roads and pavements in
East Kent to a condition comparable to those in West Kent, be refused. |

|

That the request for funds to be made available for a blue plaque to be
rected in Herne Bay this year for Ann Thwaytes be noted and Members
Lreminded of the process to be followed for requesting such plaques.

XECUTIVE ISSUES ARISING FROM A MEETING OF THE SINGLE
GRANTS GATEWAY PANEL HELD ON 15 MARCH 2007

|
|

The Executive considered the recommendations of the Single Grants Gateway on
recent applications for Emergency Grants.

(a)

(b)

(c)

RESOLVED —
, 4

iThat an emergency grant of £533.25 be made to the Good Companions
iClub for room hire costs at the Spring Lane Neighbourhood Centre,
Canterbury.

hat an emergency grant of £1,500 be made to the Herne Bay Volunteer
|Centre towards the replacement of its computer equipment following the

@gamsa_t_l_(_)n s relocation to new premises.

|

That, as it appeared there had been some ambiguity over the paperwork
resented to the Panel, the application for an emergency grant of £3,500
y the Canterbury Environment Centre for emergency repairs to the
uilding as part of its leasing arrangements be referred back to the Single
rants Gateway

(d)  That the application for an emergency grant of £4,055 by Epilepsy Here

towards the rental and the redecoration of the organisation’s new premises,
the purchase of computer equipment and to enable a volunteer to attend
training in first aid for sufferers of epilepsy, be refused because the
computer equipment has already been provided at the property for use by
the organisation, but the organisation be advised to re-apply for an
emergency grant next year if it experiences any financial difficulties.

(€)

-

|
|
|

That an emergency grant of £1,500 be made to Canterbury District
Citizens' Advice Bureau in order to help the organisation secure a grant of
£5,500 from Lloyds TSB funding for supervising, recruiting and training
new advisers for an outreach service in Whitstable, but if the external
funding is not forthcoming by the deadline in July 2007, the offer of an
emergency grant be withdrawn.




(H %hat the Community Development Officer (Grants and Voluntary Sector
Support) advise the Canterbury District Citizens' Advice Bureau to contact
h3i11 Ronan of the Kent County Council for advice on how to proceed with
an application for funding from the allocations made to each County

1 u
Councillor.

(Councillor Mrs Reuby had declared a personal interest in this item at the start of

the meeting.)

E297 MEMBERS’ TRAINING GROUP -
RESOLVED — That the minutes of the meeting of the Members’ Training Group
held on 13 March 2007 be noted. i

E298 DATE OF NEXT MEETING — SPECIAL MEETING

Thursday 12 April 2007at 6pm in The Guildhall _

The meeting closed at 7.57pm.







Lisa Gadd

Planning Policy Team
Canterbury City Council
Military Road
Canterbury

Kent

CT1 1YW

Our Ref:
Your Ref:

Dear Lisa

PLANNING AND COMPULSORY PURCHASE ACT 2004

Housing and Planning Directorate
Bridge House

1 Walnut Tree Close
Guildford
GU1 4GA

Switchboard: 01483 882255
Tel: 01483 882503

FAX: 01483 882489
GTN: 3011 2503

e-mail: joanna.andrews@gose.gsi.gov.uk
www.gose.gov.uk

26 November 2007

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (LOCAL DEVELOPMENT) (ENGLAND)

REGULATIONS 2004

Thank you for your e-mail of 4 October 2007 formally submitting your Council’s revised

local development scheme.

This letter is to confirm that the Secretary of State does not intend to give your Council a

direction under section 15(4) of the above Act.

We would advise that you must:

e Make a copy of the scheme available for inspection at your principal office during

normal office hours: and

e Publish the scheme on your website.

Yours sincerely

JOANNA ANDREWS

=
E I
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE







E yeLlAu X/f:/td:‘( y (‘.(3) rLd

A’; !,1(

Subject:

Director/Head of
Service:

Decision Issues:

Decision:

Classification:

Ward:

Summary:

To Recommend to
Council:

/ »

_) [#

Page 39 Agenda ltem 9

Local Development Framework: Proposed Revisions to
Work Programme (Local Development Scheme)

Head of Regeneration and Economic Development

These matters are within the authority of the Council

Non-key

This report is open to the public

All

This Report sets out proposed revisions to the Council's LDF
work programme document, the Local Development Scheme,
and seeks Council approval to submit a revised LDS to the
Government Office for the South East.

The Report also sets out a proposal to delegate authority for
future reviews of the LDS, and approvals for submission to
GOSE, to the Development Framework Steeting Group, as an
Executive working group.

(a) That the proposed revisions to the Local Development
Framework work programme (Local Development
Scheme) be agreed, and a revised LDS submitted to
the Government Office for the South East; and

(b) That authority for future reviews of the LDS, including
approvals for submission to GOSE, be delegated to the
Development Framework Steering Group.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

1.

Introduction

As Members may recall, the City Council’s first Local Development Scheme (LDS) —
the LDF programme management document — came into force in 2005. Revisions to
the LDS were submitted to the Government Office for the South East (GOSE) in
March 2007, and became operative in September 2007.
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Local Planning Authorities are required to keep LDSs under review, and to submit
revisions, where appropriate.

Over the last 12-18 months, a number of factors have come into play, which require
the revision of the LDS to reflect the likely programme of work over the next three
years. These factors include:

(1) Changes to the Regulations governing LDF preparation;

(2) Continuing delays to the South East Plan, and ongoing discussions about
regional housing requirements for the South East Plan period; and

(3) Establishment of evidence base — this is taking far longer than had initially been
expected. Key studies (notably the District Transport Assessment;, Housing
Market Assessment; Land Availability Assessment) are proving both time-
consuming and more costly;

(4) Other LDF work, including review of Development Contributions SPD and Local
Plan “saved policies” protocol; and

(5) Involvement of the Planning Policy Team in other corporate work, such as the
Wincheap Development Brief, Appeal work; South East Plan examination and
follow-up work and so on.

In the light of the above factors, it is proposed to amend the Council’s current LDS,
as set out below. A table showing the proposed timetable for the various LDF
documents is attached at Annex A.

Core Strategy

It is proposed that a Preferred Options document (including Issues & Options) is
published for consultation in Autumn 2009. This is to allow completion of the
appropriate evidence base, and establishment of a viable Infrastructure Delivery
Plan,

At this stage, the evidence base is critical to ensuring that the Core Strategy is found
to be “sound”. There are a number of studies currently underway that will provide the
fundamental evidence base for the Core Strategy, notably a district Transport
Assessment, which is unlikely to be completed before June 2009.

Beyond that, it is the intention to submit the Core Strategy to GOSE and the Planning
Inspectorate in summer 2010, and it is anticipated that the Core Strategy could be
adopted by July 2011.

Development Land Allocations DPD

The proposed Development Land Allocations Development Plan Document (DPD)
should follow the Core Strategy.

However, recent changes in the guidance indicate that where “strategic sites” exist
(or proposals to “go to the heart of the strategy”), these may be included in a Core
Strategy.

There is therefore a need to keep under review the need for such a DPD as the Core
Strategy progresses, to assess whether a separate DPD is needed. This means that,
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if a separate document were necessary, detailed site assessment work and technical
consultations would not begin until spring 2009.

Herne Bay AAP

It is hoped that the Herne Bay AAP will be able to continue on its current timetable as
agreed by Members. This would involve pre-submission publication in February
2009, and formal submission to the Planning Inspectorate and GOSE in May 2009.

This reflects changes to the Regulations and some delay in finalising the evidence

base, and so some amendments need to be made formally to the LDS needs to be
undertaken in this respect.

Gypsy & Traveller Accommodation

Members will be aware of the current SEERA consultation in relation to Gypsy &
Traveller accommodation and sites. Government guidance states that, where a need
has been identified through a robust Gypsy & Traveller Accommodation Assessment,
local authorities should bring forward proposals to meet that need as soon as
possible.

No definite timetable has been established at present. However, discussions are
taking place with other East Kent districts regarding the possibility of joint-working on
the preparation of a DPD ahead of the finalisation of the South East Plan review. It is
hoped to be able to report further at the meeting.

Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD)

As a result of changes to the Regulations, detailed programmes for SPDs are no
longer required to be set out in the LDS.

However, it is our intention to continue to include broad details of SPD work. At this
time, work on SPDs include:

(1) Review of Development Contributions SPD — a review of this SPD is underway,
with the intention of consultation early in 2009, and adoption by mid-2009;

(2) Review of Sustainable Construction SPD — a review of this SPD is due shortly

(3) New Reculver Masterplan SPD — consultation is due to take place early next
year, with adoption anticipated by the middle of the year;

(4) Review of World Heritage Site SPG — as a result of changes to Government
guidance on World Heritage Sites, some amendments need to be made to the
existing SPG. It is likely that consultation on this SPD will take place in the latter
part of 2009.

(5) New Residential Intensification SPD — a guidance note on this topic has been
adopted as a “material consideration”, but it is the intention to adopt it as SPD.
This is likely to take place early next year.
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Other matters

The changes to the timetables for mainstream LDF work were considered, and
agreed, by the Development Framework Steering Group on 30 January 2007.
However, revisions to the LDS also need to be agreed by Council before submission
to GOSE.

The Regulations require that LDSs are approved by “the Council’. However, in order
to stream-line the work planning process, it is suggested that the internal approval of
the LDS could be undertaken by the Development Framework Steering Group
(DFSG).

DFSG is an all-party steering group of Executive, and is currently chaired by the
Leader of the Council. DFSG could deal with this element of LDF preparation itself,
and reduce the amount of Committee time.

Relevant Council Policy/Strategies/Budgetary Documents

(a) Local Development Framework — the LDS is the work programme document
for the LDF.

(b) Community Strategy — it is the intention to closely link work on the LDF with
the developing Community Strategy, but these changes to the LDF work
programme should not have significant effects on the Community Strategy
timetable.

(c) Corporate Plan — it is the intention to closely link work on the LDF with the
developing Corporate Plan, but these changes to the LDF work programme
should not have significant effects on the Corporate Plan timetable.

Consultation

The revised work programme is the result of officers reviewing the existing LDS in
the light of the issues set out in this report.

In doing so, Officers have taken into account advice issued by the Government Office
for the South East and the Planning Advisory Service, and the work that needs to be
carried out by other parts of the Council.

Discussions have also taken place with neighbouring Councils to see whether there
is scope for joint working on any LDF documents (in particular, in relation to Gypsy &
Traveller site provision).

The proposed timetable amendments have been agreed by the Development
Framework Steering Group.
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Options available
The submission of a Local Development Scheme, and its regular review, is a

requirement of the Town & Country Planning (Local Development)(England)
Regulations 2004.

Implications

(a) Financial Implications — although the revisions to the work programme will
mean changes to the timing of evidence-gathering, the overall budget for the LDF
preparation will not change significantly in respect of existing documents. However,
in order to prevent further significant delays to the programme, it is considered that
LDF funding and staffing needs to be maintained to provide sufficient resources.
Furthermore, if a joint Gypsy & Traveller document were to be prepared, this could
potentially require some additional funding.

(b) Staffing/Resource Implications — as (a).

(c) Property Portfolio Implications — none directly from this report.

(d) Legal Implications — none directly from this report.

(e) Environmental/Sustainability Implications — none directly from this report.

1)) Planning Implications — none directly from this report.

(9) Human Rights Issues (Legal) — none directly from this report.

(h) Equalities — none directly from this report.

(i) Crime and Disorder Implications — none directly from this report.

Conclusions (with reasons supporting the recommendation)

That the LDS should be amended as set out in this Report, and submitted to the
Government Office for the South East.

Contact Officer: Adrian Verrall Direct Dial: 862 196
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CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL

Minutes of a meeting of the CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL
duly convened and held on Thursday, 15th January, 2009
at 7.00 pm at The Guildhall, Westgate, Canterbury

Present: Councillor Parry (Lord Mayor)

Councillor Anderson, Councillor Austin, Councillor Berridge,
Councillor Bissett, Councillor Bright, Councillor Carnell,
Councillor Cragg, Councillor Davis, Councillor Dixey,

Councillor Doyle, Councillor Dye, Councillor Eden-Green,
Councillor Ellis, Councillor Fisher, Councillor M Flaherty,
Councillor R Flaherty, Councillor Flanagan, Councillor Gilbey,
Councillor Harrison, Councillor Law, Councillor Lee,

Councillor Linfield, Councillor Matthews, Councillor McCabe,
Councillor McMahan, Councillor Parsons, Councillor Patterson,
Councillor A Perkins, Councillor J Perkins, Councillor Pickersgill,
Councillor Reuby, Councillor Samper, Councillor Seath,
Councillor Sharp, Councillor Sonnex, Councillor Staley,
Councillor Steed, Councillor A Taylor, Councillor H Taylor,
Councillor Thomas, Councillor Vickers, Councillor Vickery-Jones,
Councillor Windsor and Councillor Wratten

PRAYERS

The meeting was opened with prayers by the Lord Mayor’'s Chaplain Father Peter
Geldard.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Calvert-Mindell and MacCaul.
DECLARATION OF MEMBERS' INTERESTS

Councillors Gilbey, A Perkins and Seath each made a statement on behalf of their
Group that any interests of the members of their respective Groups referred to in the
minutes of the meetings for consideration at this meeting were deemed to be
declared again for those members who were present at this meeting.

PETITIONS

Mr P Rose presented a petition to the Council regarding the disposal of public open
space at East Cliff, Herne Bay for the provision of beach huts.

The Lord Mayor advised that the petition would be received by the Council without
debate and that it would be drawn to the attention of the Executive.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

(@) The Lord Mayor reported that Bill Austen, a former Councillor, had died
recently.
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(b) The Lord Mayor also reported the recent death of former City Councillor and
County Councillor John Purchese. Members, Officers and other persons
present at the meeting stood in silence for a short period as a mark of respect.

There were no announcements by the Leader of the Council, members of the
Executive or the Chief Executive.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS TO FULL COUNCIL
(1) Review of the Housing Assistance Scheme
It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law, and

RESOLVED - That the Council approve the following recommendations of the
Executive at Minute No. E183 of the meeting of the Executive held on 4 December
2008 -

(a) That the Council exercise its discretion to demand repayment of disabled
facilities grants in the circumstances permitted by the law, subject to the Head
of Safety and Wellbeing being satisfied that a demand for repayment is
appropriate in the circumstances of each case, having regard to the statutory
criteria.

(b) That the Council’'s Housing Assistance Scheme be amended as shown in
appendix A of the report as now submitted,

(¢ That the Head of Safety and Wellbeing be authorised to determine whether
Housing Assistance should be repaid on the sale of the property, having
regard to the criteria set out in appendix C of the report as now submitted.

(d) That the actions of the Head of Safety and Wellbeing in entering into
agreements with the successful tenderer and the other councils to ensure the
proper use of the Regional Housing Board funding be approved and
confirmed.

(2) Proposed A2 Northbound On-Slip at Wincheap, Canterbury

(i) It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law, that the
Council approve the following recommendations of the Executive at Minute
No. E184 of the meeting of the Executive held on 4 December 2008 -

(a) That, in principle and subject to paragraph (d) below, the land shown
on Plan No B049100/005 be transferred at nil cost to Kent County
Council/Highways Agency as appropriate, for the construction of the
A2 Northbound on-slip at Wincheap, Canterbury.

(b) That legal procedures be undertaken for the disposal of public open
space with any objections being considered before a decision to
dispose is taken but in the event of no objections being received then
authority be given to make the disposal.

(c) That, subject to the disposal of the land proceeding, the Head of
Property Services and Head of Environment and Street Scene be
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That approval be given to the closure of the Beaney on 28™ February 2009 and to
commence enabling works on the Beaney development prior to consideration and
approval of the main contractor in May/June 2009.

(Prior to the consideration of this item, Councillor Cragg declared a prejudicial
interest in the item and he left the meeting during the consideration of the item).

EXECUTIVE MEETING - 4 DECEMBER 2008 - MINUTES

The Council received the minutes of the above meeting. Several Members
commented on various matters that had been dealt with in the minutes.

(Councillor J Perkins declared a personal interest in Minute No. E182 (Canterbury
Football Hub — progress and next steps) in so far as it related to Active Life Ltd
because she is an employee of the company.

Councillor Cragg undertook to give a written reply to a question by Councillor
Berridge at the meeting regarding the progress of works at Kingsmead Leisure
Centre, Canterbury.

In response to the concerns expressed by some Members at the meeting regarding
the problem of graffiti at St George’s Street, Canterbury subways (referred to in
Minute No. E204 (e), the Leader of the Council indicated that he would take the
matter up with the County Council at a high level with a view to a solution to the
problem.

The Leader of the Liberal Democrat Group referred to the decision of the Executive
at Minute No. E209 (Urgent item of business - 2 St George’s Street, 1 & 3-5 Rose
Lane, Canterbury) and thanked the Officers for their work on the matter and asked
that this be recorded in the minutes).

EXECUTIVE MEETING - 8 JANUARY 2009 - MINUTES

The Council received the minutes of the above meeting. Several Members
commented on various matters that had been dealt with in the minutes.

(Councillor Matthews had previously declared a prejudicial interest in the item
regarding the Student Housing Accreditation Scheme, which is dealt with at Minute
No. E217. He left the meeting during the consideration of that item).

NOTICE OF MOTION - PROPOSAL TO CREATE A NEW HOUSING
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

(A) It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law that the
Council note the resolution of the Executive at Minute No. E224 of the
meeting of the Executive held on 8 January 2009 in response to the Notice of
Motion.

WHEREUPON

(B) Following comments by a Member on an issue arising the proposal at (A)
above was then put and it was RESOLVED accordingly.

QUESTIONS




given delegated authority to conclude arrangements for the
accommodation works at the Thanington Recreation Ground.

(d) That, subject to the disposal of the land proceeding, the Council

Y considers the transfer of the land at nil cost will help it secure the

L promotion or improvement of the economic, social and environmental
well being of its area.

WHEREUPON

(ii) Following a debate on various issues arising, the proposal at (i) above was
then put and it was RESOLVED accordingly.

(Prior to the consideration of this item Councillor Berridge declared a
prejudicial interest in the matter because he owned a property at Wincheap
and he left the meeting for the consideration of the item).

(3) Local Development Framework: Proposed work programme (Local
Development Scheme

It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law, and

RESOLVED - That the Council approve the following recommendations of the
Executive at Minute No. E218 of the meeting of the Executive held on 8 January
2009 -

(a) That the proposed revisions to the Local Development Framework work
programme (Local Development Scheme) be agreed, and a revised LDS
submitted to the Government Office for the South East.

(b) That authority for future reviews of the LDS, including approvals for
submission to GOSE, be delegated to the Development Framework Steering
Group.

(4) Whitstable Harbour Board and the Executive — Memorandum of
Understanding

It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law, and

RESOLVED - That the Council approve the following recommendation of the
Executive at Minute No. E226 of the meeting of the Executive held on 8 January
2009 -

That the Council adopts the changes to the wording of the Memorandum of
Understanding between the Executive and the Harbour Board as outlined in the
report.

(5) The New Marlowe and Beaney — Enabling works

It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law, and

RESOLVED - That the Council approve the following recommendation of the

Executive at Minute No. E231 of the meeting of the Executive held on 8 January
2009 -
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- There were no questions under Rule 11 of the Council Procedure Rules for this

meeting.

MINUTES

Subject to an errata item to include Councillor Eden-Green's name in the
attendances for the meeting and the deletion of his apology for absence at Minute
No. 501, the minutes of the meeting of the Council held on 27 November 2008 were
agreed as a true record and signed by the Lord Mayor.

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE - 9 DECEMBER 2008

It was proposed by Councillor Thomas, seconded by Councillor McCabe, and

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Control
Committee held on 9 December 2008 be received.

AUDIT COMMITTEE - 1 DECEMBER 2008
It was proposed by Councillor Doyle, seconded by Councillor Ellis and

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meeting of the Audit Committee held on 1
December 2008 be received.

LICENSING SUB- COMMITTEE MEETINGS
It was proposed by Councillor Harrison, seconded by Councillor J Perkins and

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meetings of the Licensing Sub-Committee held
on 18 November, 4 and 16 December 2008 be received.

HOUSING APPEALS AND BENEFITS COMMITTEE - 28 NOVEMBER 2008
It was proposed by Councillor Davis, seconded by Councillor Sonnex and

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meeting of the Housing Appeals and Benefits
Committee held on 28 November 2008 be received.

APPOINTMENTS SUB- COMMITTEE - 8 DECEMBER 2008
It was proposed by Councillor Gilbey, seconded by Councillor Law and

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meeting of the Appointments Sub- Committee
held on 8 December 2008 be received and that the recommendation at Minute No. 5,
regarding the appointment of two Independent Harbour Board Members be approved
and adopted.

WHITSTABLE HARBOUR BOARD - 12 DECEMBER 2008

(A) It was proposed by Councillor Dixey, seconded by Councillor Harrison that the
minutes of the meeting of the Whitstable Harbour Board held on 12 December
2008 be received.

WHEREUPON
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(B) Several Members commented on various issues that had been dealt with in the
minutes. :

(C) The original proposal at (A) above was then put and it was RESOLVED
accordingly.

EXTRA ITEM OF BUSINESS

The Lord Mayor allowed this extra item of business to be dealt with at the meeting.
Councillor Cragg thanked Members for their assistance with a street collection before
Christmas for the Lord Mayor’s Christmas Gift Fund that had raised over £1,000 for
the Fund.

The Lord Mayor thanked Councillor Cragg and his wife for their hard work on behalf
of the Fund.

There being no other business the meeting closed at 8.45 pm
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CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL
LOCAL PLAN STEERING GROUP

Minutes of a meeting held on Friday, 27th January, 2012
at 10.30 am in The Boardroom, Council Offices

Present: Councillor Gilbey (Chairman)

Councillor Baldock
Councillor Doyle
Councillor Eden-Green
Councillor Law
Councillor Samper
Councillor Vickers
Councillor Waters

In attendance -

Officers: Colin Carmichael - Chief Executive
lan Brown - Head of Planning and Regeneration
Adrian Verrall - Planning Policy Manager
Sarah Parker - Senior Planning Officer
Jillian Barr - Planning Officer
Graham Finch - Senior Democratic Services Officer
(Executive & Council)
Martin Bovingdon - Estates and Valuation Manager

DECLARATION OF ANY INTERESTS BY MEMBERS OR OFFICERS

When the item regarding the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
(SHLAA) - potential sites was dealt with, Councillors Baldock, Eden-Green, Samper
and Vickers each declared their interest as members of the Development
Management Committee.

MINUTES

The minutes of the meeting of the Group held on 22 November 2011 were agreed as
a true record

MATTERS ARISING FROM THE PREVIOUS MEETING
(a) Change of name of the Steering Group
The Chairman suggested that the name of the Group should be changed to

the Local Plan Steering Group. This was supported by the other Members of
the Group




(b) Development Requirements Study

A Member asked when the report would be available.

The Planning Policy Manager indicated that the report was currently being
finalised and that it was intended to refer it to the next meeting on 21
February.

LOCAL PLAN TIMETABLE

The Group approved the suggested timetable, now reported, for the adoption of the
Local Development Scheme, if possible by April 2014. This would meet the
anticipated full introduction of the Community Infrastructure Levy.

It was intended not to proceed with the publication of multiple documents as originally
envisaged, but instead translate the Core Strategy work into a more traditional Local
Plan format.

The Group was happy for the Officers to proceed on the basis of the suggested
approach, including the preparation of a short Local Development Scheme document
based on the timetable. The information would be placed on the website.

STRATEGIC HOUSING LAND AVAILABILITY ASSESSMENT (SHLAA) -
POTENTIAL SITES WHICH COULD COME FORWARD UNDER THE EXISTING
LOCAL PLAN

Since the initial call for the submission of sites in 2009/10 and the Initial Assessment
report in January 2010, further work had been carried out. In addition, the city council
had initiated a final call for sites in November 2011 which produced an additional 32
sites. These were still being assessed.

Some of these sites were for mixed or non-residential use and the paper for the
meeting listed the sites in question. These had the potential to produce 387 units.
The Rhodaus Town site had been included, but the site might come forward for
student accommodation which could not be counted towards the housing figures.

The paper indicated that a number of the original submissions were already in the
land supply either through an existing allocation or they had a valid planning
permission. Some of the other sites had an approved development brief but no
planning permission.

There were also 8 council-owned garage sites which could come forward as a
planning application.

The Planning Policy Manager showed to the Group location plans of the sites and he
explained the approximate site capacities and proposals.

In the respect SHLAA reference No. 73 - Land at Shalmsford Street, Chartham, the
Group requested that a check be made of the existing planning approval for
development at the site.

In respect of SHLAA reference No. 79 - Folly Farm and land adjacent, Headcorn
Drive, Canterbury, the Group wished to review the site when the current planning
appeal has been determined.



Document Pack

CANTERBURY CITY COUNCIL

LOCAL PLAN STEERING GROUP

MEETING TO BE HELD ON FRIDAY, 24 MAY 2013

AT 2.00 PM IN MARION ATTWOOD ROOM, COUNCIL OFFICES

Distribution

Councillors Alan Baldock, Rosemary Doyle, Nick Eden-Green, John Gilbey (Graham),
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2 Declaration of any interests by Members or Officers
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held on 18 April 2013.
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6  Consultation proposals |
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In respect of SHLAA reference No 105 - Rhodaus Town, Canterbury, the Group
wished to review the site when the current planning application for the site has been
determined.

Subject to the above points, the allocations for the sites, now reported, were
supported by the Group. The Local Plan Section would write to the developers to
explain that the consideration of these sites do not have to wait until the adoption of
the Local Plan and that it is open to the developers to submit a planning application
for the sites. The developers would be advised that the submission of any planning
applications would be without prejudice fo the consideration of the applications by the
Development Management Committee.

(Councillors Baldock, Eden-Green, Samper and Vickers each declared their interest
as members of the Development Management Committee).

In due course a schedule of all the site submissions would be reported to the Group.

A set of plans would be provided by Members for the site inspections and for when
the sites were considered at future meetings of the Group.

The information about the sites would also be placed on a shared folder which could
be viewed on the Intranet.

WINCHEAP VIABILITY ADVICE

The Group received a summary of the viability issues, key risks, sensitivity analysis,
and conclusions of an appraisal by the Council's Consultants, DTZ, of two options for

redevelopment at Wincheap.

The Estates and Valuation Manager took the Group through the key issues and
conclusions.

The appraisal had concluded that the development options were not currently viable.
On the basis of the benchmark appraisals, there was no surplus land value to cover
the cost of any strategic infrastructure. The sensitivity analysis showed that only with
an increase in residential values (around 10% or greater) or a significant reduction in
land assembly costs, was the site likely to generate sufficient margin to contribute
towards off site infrastructure.

The current position was noted by the Group.

UPDATE ON IPSOS MORI RESEARCH

The Planning Policy Manager reported that to date Ipsos MORI had completed
approximately 600 interviews. All the interviews were expected to be completed
within the agreed timetable.

There would be a further report back to the Group late February / March.

NEXT MEETING

Tuesday 21 February 2012 - 2.15pm The Boardroom




Democratic Services would email Members the remaining programme of meetings to
May 2012.

There being no other business the meeting closed at 11.52 am
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Part 1 Background

1.0 Introduction

The Planning and Compulsory Purchases Act 2004 (as amended') requires the

Council to prepare and maintain a local development scheme.

The main role of the Local Development Scheme is to set out the existing
development plan position; and the timetable for other documents it is preparing. It
explains:
a) The statutory planning documents (called development plan documents) that
the Council intends to prepare or review;
b) The subject matter and the area these documents will cover,

c) The timetable for the preparation of the document.

It also provides information on other non-statutory documents the Council intends to

prepare.

2.0 Recent Changes to the Planning System
There have been numerous changes to the planning system at the national level,
including:
a) Changes to the legislation (e.g. through the Localism Act and new
regulations);
b) Replacement of most of the National Planning Policy Guidance Notes with a
National Planning Policy Framework;
c) Revocation of the South East Plan in March 2013,
d) Introducing the ability for neighbourhood forums to prepare neighbourhood
plans;
e) Removing the requirement of local planning authorities to submit the LDS to

the Secretary of State.

The Council has adjusted this LDS to take account of these changes.

" As amended by the Planning Act 2008 and the Localism Act 2011

=
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The Development Plan

The Development Plan currently consists of
a) The Hernhe Bay Area Action Plan;
b) ‘Saved’ Canterbury District Local Plan (2006) policies;
c) A Proposals Map which is prepared and maintained to accompany

Development Plan Documents.

Kent County Council is responsible for Minerals Local Plan and the Waste Local Plan

and associated Saved Policies.

Types of Planning Documents

There are six different types of planning documents

e Development plan documents

e Neighbourhood plans

e Supplementary planning document (SPDs)

e A Community Infrastructure Levy Charging Schedule
e A Statement of Community Involvement

e An Annual Monitoring Report

Development plan documents

Development plan documents will represent the ‘Development Plan’ for the area.
Canterbury City Council already has an adopted development plan document: the
Herne Bay Area Action Plan, which sets out a strategy for the future of Herne Bay
town centre. It is also producing a new Canterbury District Local Plan. This is set

out in more detail in section xxx

Neighbourhood Plans

This is a new type of planning document introduced by the Government through the
Localism Act 2011 and supporting regulations. They allow a community (commonly a
Parish Council) to prepare a plan for its area, provided the plan is in general

conformity with strategic policies in a development plan document for the area.

? Under transitional arrangements from the pre-Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act system, a large
proportion of the policies in the 2006 Canterbury District Local Plan were 'saved’ as part of the

Development Plan, with the agreement of the Secretary of State.
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Neighbourhood planning will give local communities greater control over the planning
of their areas and the freedom to bring forward proposals for more development than
is set out in the ‘Development Plan’ for their area. The plan is subject to independent
examination and referendum. In principle, the Council supports the preparation of
Neighbourhood Plans, subject to their being in conformity with the Local Plan and any
other relevant DPDs/SPDs. However, the Council will not rely on Neighbourhood

Plans for the purposes of meeting strategic development requirements.

Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs)’

SPDs provide guidance to supplement the policies in the Development Plan. They do
not form part of the statutory development plan, but do form part of the planning
framework for the area. It is not a requirement that SPDs are listed in this document,
enabling Councils to preparing them as circumstances change. SPDs are not subject
to examination, but are subject to consultation by the Council before they are
adopted. The Council currently has numerous Supplementary Planning Documents,
including:

e Qutdoor lighting SPD

e Development Contributions SPD

e Sustainable construction SPD

e Heritage, Archaeology and Conservation SPD

o Reculver Masterplan SPD

e Herne Bay; Central Development Area SPD
¢ Herne Bay; Bus Depot SPD
e Herne Bay; Beach Street SPD

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Charging Schedule
The Community Infrastructure Levy is a charge that local planning authorities may

choose to levy on new development to fund infrastructure needed to support growth.

Statement of Community Involvement:

8 The NPPF indicates that development plan documents other than a local plan should only be used
where clearly justified, and Supplementary planning documents should only be necessary where their
production can help to bring forward sustainable development at an accelerated rate, and must not be

used to add to the financial burdens on development.

Page 5




4.6

4.7

Page 14

Canterbury District Local Development Scheme  April 2013

This sets out the standards the Council will achieve in engaging the community and
other stakeholders in the preparation, alteration and continuing review of
development plan documents and in development control decisions. The document

also identifies how Canterbury City Council will achieve these standards.

Annual Monitoring Report (AMR):

The yearly annual monitoring report records the progress being made on preparing
DPDs and SPDs and recommends whether any changes need to be made to the
Local Development Scheme. It will also report on monitoring of a selection of key

policies.
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Part 2 Proposed development documents

5.0
5.1

5.2

6.0
6.1

New planning documents
New planning documents that Council is preparing or proposed to prepare are listed

below:

Development Plan Documents:
e Canterbury District Council Local Plan (2011 —2031)

Supplementary Planning Documents:

o Landscape Character and Biodiversity Appraisal
o Sustainable Construction and Renewable Energy
o Strategic site development briefs

Community Infrastructure Levy Document:

° Community Infrastructure Levy Charging Schedule

Further to the preparation of a new Local Plan (2011 — 2031) the Proposals Map will
be revised at the same time, where it involves changes to site allocations or

geographical designations which need to be illustrated spatially.

Canterbury District Local Plan (2011 — 2031)

The draft National Planning Policy Framework® indicates that Council's should
produce a single Local Plan for its area. This will be similar to an ‘old style’ local plan.
The Government, however, continues to frequently adjust the process for preparing
and reviewing planning documents. As a result of the Localism Act 2011 and
changes to the relevant regulations®, the remaining stages® in preparing the new local

plan are as follows:

4 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) will replace existing national planning policy,
including Planning Policy Statements, and Planning Policy Guidance notes. The policies set out in the
Framework will apply to the preparation of local and neighbourhood plans, and to development
management decisions.

’ Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations April 2012

® The consultation process up to May 2013 with be included in the Consultation Statement that
accompanies the Local Plan Preferred Option Consultation Draft.

_ e
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a) Notify stakeholders that the Local Plan Preferred Option Consultation Draft

has been prepared and invite representations on its content (Regulation 18);

b) Make a copy of the draft plan that the Council wishes to submit to the
Government available for inspection and invite representations on it
(Regulations 19 and 20);

c) Submit the Plan and other ‘submission documents' to the secretary of state

and make them available for inspection (Regulation 22);
d) Independent Examination (Regulation 24);
e) Receiving and publishing the Inspector's report (Regulation 25);
f) Amend the plan if appropriate and adopt it (Regulation 26);

As a priority, work has been undertaken to identify locations for strategic development
needs; such as housing, employment land, retail, leisure, community, public service
provision and fransport development. This is being supported by both a

Development Requirements study and a Public Opinion Survey.

The Core Strategy will also set out the Strategic Housing Requirement for the District
from 2011 to 2030 in line with a common framework prepared by the Housing
Forecasts Group for Kent authorities, and which sets out an agreed housing

methodology for Local Development Frameworks.

The chart at Appendix 1 plots the main stages and in the Local Plan preparation and
anticipated dates. The timetable following submission of the document to the
Secretary of State is indicative only and will ultimately be for the inspector to
determine. The length of examination and reporting will depend on the number of
representations received and the resources available to the planning inspectorate at

the time.
Community Infrastructure Levy Charging Schedule

To date Canterbury City Council has used Section 106 Agreements negotiated with

developers to obtain funding necessary to deliver on-site infrastructure. Although
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these will still play a significant part in delivering sites in the new Local Plan, it will be
complemented by a CIL charging schedule which sets out charges to be levied on
development (see Appendix 2). This is subject to examination and will closely follow
the new Canterbury District Local Plan, with a draft charging schedule accompanying
the Local Plan Submission Draft consultation. The Council intends to have a charging

schedule in place by April 2015.

The process for preparing a CIL Schedule is similar to that for development plan
documents. The process is set out in the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations

2010 (as amended), but is broadly as follows:

a) Informal public consultation on the proposed Levy rates in a draft preliminary

version of the charging schedule (Regulation 15)

b) Formal public consultation on a draft schedule for a period of at least 4 weeks

during which representations can be made (Regulations 16 and 17);

¢) Submission to, and examination in public of the draft charging schedule by an
independent person appointed by the charging authority (Regulations 19 and
20);

d) Publication of the examiner's recommendations.

During the consultation on Local Plan Preferred Option Consultation Draft Canterbury
City Council will be seeking views on a general approach to the balance between CIL

and Section 106 Agreements on the larger sites.
Supplementary Planning Documents

The Council is currently preparing a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) titled:
Canterbury Landscape and Biodiversity Appraisal.

Further SPDs will be proposed in the Canterbury District Preferred Options Local
Plan including an SPD on Sustainable Construction and Renewable Energy.
Development Briefs associated with Strategic Development Sites will also be adopted
as SPD.
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Strategic Environmental Assessment/Sustainability Assessment

The Council is required to assess and appraise its development plan documents to
comply with Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)/ Sustainability Assessment
(SA) requirements. Carrying out an SEA/SA will ensure that social, economic and
environmental considerations are fully taken into account at every stage of
development plan preparation. The Planning Act 2008 removed the requirement for
SPDs to be subject to sustainability appraisal. It may however, be required if the
SPD is likely to have significant social, economic or environmental impacts that were

not adequately considered in the SA of the relevant development plan policy.

The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)/ Sustainability Assessment carry
their own consultation requirements. The Council will consult on the SEA/SA and the
reports will be submitted to the Secretary of State alongside the Preferred Options

Local Plan Consultation Draft.

Monitoring progression
Progression of the preparation of the Local Plan and CIL Schedule will be monitored

by the Planning Policy Team in relation to the programme set out in this LDS.

The annual monitoring report is the stage at which the progress on implementing the
Local Plan can be reported. Progress on meeting the targets and milestones in the

Local Development Scheme will be assessed and made publicly available.

The annual monitoring report is also an appropriate stage at which to review the
existing evidence base and establish whether additional background documents will

be required over the forthcoming year.

Risk Assessment
There are a number of areas which might present risks to the delivery of the Local
Plan and CIL Schedule, and these are set out below, together with proposed risk

reduction measures.

Key risks Likelihood | Impact | Risk Reduction Measures
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Staffing changes,
losses of staff due to
reducing local
government finances.

Med

Med

Involve the whole Team as far as possible in
the whole Local Plan programme.

L.ook to alternative sources of help e.g.
secondments or student planners.

Use consultants particularly for specialist work,
dependent on available funding.

Budgetary constraints -
Insufficient funding

Med

Med

Availability of financial resources has an impact
on time taken to produce the Core
Strategy/Local Plan. Outsourcing of pieces of
work is essential to ensure that the Team is
available for key elements of plan preparation.

Ensure examinations and associated costs
continue to be considered within the Council's
budgeting process.

ook for ways to add value to wor, for example
by joint commissioning with neighbouring
districts

Lack of administrative
capacity at Government
Departments/Agencies

Low

Med

The capacity of Government
Departments/Agencies should not be a
significant risk to Local Plan preparation.
However, in any event, the capacity of
Government Departments should not
determine the priorities for Local Plan
preparation.

ICT failure to meet
BVPI157 & Local
Development
Regulations

Low

Med

The Council's ICT Department have confirmed
that the necessary ICT infrastructure and
capacity exists to meet the various
requirements, and properly support the
development of the Local Plan. The Council
also uses ‘Objective’ an on-line system that will
assist with creating document, publishing and
consultation.

Risk to timetable due to
the Duty to Cooperate

Low

High

Exchange information on timetables with
neighbouring districts.

Liase with key officers in neighbouring districts
to get early alert to fundamental policy
changes.

New policy guidance
being published part
way through plan
preparation.

Delay to Local Plan

High

High

Monitor High Level Policy Change

The Council, however, considers that the need
to have a plan in place is so critical that plan-
making needs to proceed irrespective of these
risks. However, if necessary, the Council will
revise the LDS to amend work programme.

Seek advice from the Planning Inspectorate as
appropriate.

e ————

Page 11




Page 20
Canterbury District Local Development Scheme April 2013

Documents being found Low High [Ensure that each stage of Local Plan
unsound / subject to preparation meets the relevant legal
legal challenge requirements.

Use the soundness self assessment tool kit.

Ensure records are kept of the process.

Ensure evidence base is robust

12.0
12.1

12.2

12.3

13.0

13.1

13.2

Reporting Structures

The City Council already has well-established reporting structures for developing the
Local Plan. There is a Local Plan Officer Working Group, which comprises officers
from various Council Departments, usually with a direct interest in the policy content

of the documents.

Member oversight of the Local Plan process is undertaken through the Local Plan
Steering Group, which has senior Members involved to ensure an authoritative
member view is fed into the process in a continuous way. This Steering Group

reports directly to the Council's Executive (Cabinet).

Two senior members of the Executive (the Leader and Deputy Leader of the Council)
have Portfolio Holder responsibility for major policy and projects, including the Local

Plan, Community Strategy and Corporate Plan.

Resources

The responsibility for the preparation of the Local Plan lies primarily with the Planning
Policy Manager, on behalf of the Head of Planning and Regeneration. In addition to
the Planning Policy Manager, the Planning Policy Team comprises a Senior Planning
Officer, three (fte) Planning Officers, a GIS/Cartographic Technician and a 0.5fte

Administrative Officer.

Other officers in Planning and Regeneration will make a significant contribution to
Local Plan preparation; notably in Development Management, Transportation and
Environment, and Housing Strategy. Significant additional resources will also be
required from other Council Departments; in particular Culture & Enterprise,

Corporate Policy, Environmental Health, and Engineers (Coastal and Drainage).
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It is recognised that the Local Plan programme will be challenging, especially given
financial constraints. However, the Council has for the past few years operated a
base-budget reserve fund to cover the cost of Local Plan preparation and production.
This is added to on an annual basis, and brought forward as needed to meet the
costs of development plan preparation. This evens out the potential financial impact

of Local Plan production, which fluctuates significantly through the process.

The SEA/SA process forms an integral part of the development plan preparation
process and will have significant internal resource implications. It is also considered
necessary to make use of external consultants to validate the SEA/SA work and in
some cases to carry out appraisal work independently. Future resource needs will be

monitored and reviewed as necessary as part of the Annual Monitoring Report.

Part 3 Future preparation of planning documents

14.0

14.1

14.2

Priorities and timetables

This proposed programme is subject to changes in Government policy, changes in
local circumstances; and other factors that might give rise to changed policy priorities.
Legislation, policy and guidance are changing quickly and therefore it is possibly that
further updates to the programme may need to be made in response to these

changes.

In addition, this programme and numerous other important policy areas, will be the
subject of ongoing monitoring through Annual Monitoring Reports. If the Annual
Monitoring Report or other factors require an alteration to the work programme,
amendments to the Local Development Scheme will be approved by the

Development Framework Steering Group and made available on the website.
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Appendix 1

Local Plan Summary Table

Tifle

Local Plan

Topic

The document will provide the strategic
vision for the future development of
Canterbury district until 2031 and allocate
sites to meet identified development
requirements. It will also set out a range of
fopic-based policies against which all
planning applications will be assessed.

Geographical area of coverage

The district of Canterbury City Council

Will it be a Development Plan document?

Yes

Chain of conformity

The Local Plan will need to be in general
conformity with the National Planning Policy
Framework, and other relevant national
guidance. It will also have regard to the
provisions of the Council's Corporate Plan
and other strategies of the Council.

Will it be produced jointly with other
authorities and will this involve a joint
committee? If so, then with whom?

No, however, the Council has a duty to
cooperate with neighbouring districts.

Timetable & Milestones

Reg 18 —Consultation on Options

Reg 18 — Public Opinion Survey

Reg 18 — Consultation on Preferred Options
Reg 19, 20 — Consultation on Submission
Draft

Reg 22 - Formal Submission

Reg 24 - Examination

Reg 25 - Inspectors report

Reg 26 - Adopt DPD

January 2010
December 2011
June 2013
January 2014

August 2014
August 2013
July 2014
December 2014

Review of Local Plan

The Local Plan will be monitored annually
and will then be the subject of a review if the
monitoring highlights such a need. The
document will be formally reviewed at least
once every four years, unless circumstances
dictate otherwise.
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Issues to be covered

The Local Plan will address the strategic
vision and direction for the District and set
out the planning framework for the area. It
needs fo be prepared in cooperation with
neighbouring local authorities and take
account of other relevant strategies.

Resources

Primarily this document will be developed by
existing staff, in conjunction with other
Council Departments and other public
bodies.

Some additional research may be needed to
support the robust evidence base and this
may need to be funded through the Council's
corporate budgets as well as existing
development plan budgets (and overseen by
Planning Policy staff).

Consultations

It is the Council’s intention fo continue to
consult across a wide range of stakeholders.

Consultation will be carried out in line with
the adopted Statement of Community
Involvement (SCI) (as amended by changes
to relevant regulations).

Page 16




Page 25
Canterbury District Local Development Scheme  April 2013

Appendix 2

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Schedule Summary Table

Title

Local Plan

Topic

Community Infrastructure provision

Geographical area of coverage

The district of Canterbury City Council

Will it be a Development Plan document?

No

Chain of conformity

No formal conformity requirement, but the
CIL Schedule will need to reflect relevant
national guidance, and the evidence base
gathered to support the CIL schedule

Will it be produced jointly with other authorities
and will this involve a joint committee? If so,
then with whom?

No, however, the Council has a duty to
cooperate with neighbouring districts.

Timetable & Milestones

Consultation on broad proposals for the
Council’s approach to Plan implementation
and development contributions to plan delivery
Reg 15 — Informal Public Consultation on a
preliminary version of the charging schedule.
Reg 16, 17 — Formal Public Consultation on a
draft schedule.

Reg 23 — Publication of the examiner’s
recommendations

June 2013

November 2013

January 2014

Review of CIL Schedule

The Schedule will be monitored annually
and will then be the subject of a review if
the monitoring highlights such a need. The
document will be formally reviewed at least
once every 5 years, unless circumstances
dictate otherwise.

Issues fo be covered

The CIL will address the provision of certain
elements of infrastructure through the CIL
mechanism

Resources

Primarily this document will be developed
by existing staff, in conjunction with other
Council Departments and other public
bodies.
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Consultations

The Council will consult with the relevant
organisations (both public and private)
regarding the scope and detail of the CIL
Schedule, and will work to the principles set
out in the SCI.

Page 18




Page 27

6l

ABejeng 8100 1dopy

yodal
yeip s Jojadsul aneoay

uoneuiwexg

uoIsSsSIWgng [eLIoS

uonealgn
el uoIssILgns|
pasodold /z uonenbay

uone}nsuo) suondo)|
palalald gz uonenbay

a18) |

pue sanuoyine Buiuueid
Buunogybiau ‘siapiroid
Ayinn tsisployayels
Kioyniess i
huswabebus gz uonejnbay

22U313JU0d JBP[OYNE]S
pue Asang uoudp
aland sz uoneinbey

uone)ynNsuoD)
uondo gz uonenbay

v 1 1 o s wr [ 0w v A 3 o a ~No s Y oo rw vw a ofd NI
7102 €L0¢ redit e § S LL 0 ¢ uejd [ea07]

uejd |esoT jo uoneiedaid ayj Joj s|qejowil ]

£10z 4dy swaysg uswdojaaa(] 207 10U1sIq Alngiaiue)




Page 28

0c

uoneNsuco
aijgnd euucy /1'g) Bay

uonNE)NSU0D
agnd euuoiu] G| Bay

vLoe

71D pue sjuswasibe|
|eba) Jo asn ay)

pue ‘uonejuswajdwl uejd
0} yoeoudde s j1ouncy ayy
UO UONE)NSUOD |BIBUSG)

ue|d [e207]

AasT

ainjonJiselju] Ajlunwwod jo uoneledaid ayj Jo} ajqejawi |

€10z udy swayos wswdojeas( [B207 10L1sIa Ainglaiuen




71712015 ) . ' Agenda for Local Plan Steering Group on Wednesday, 15th October, 2014, 2.30 pm

Intranet

canterbury city council

. la and draft minutes
Curporate Issues

1utes
Gouncil
i )
Our websites , 2014 2.30 pm
Services
3
Staff
als [} PDF 348 KB
Useful links KB

Venue: Marion Attwood Room, Council Offices
Contact: Graham Finch 862 004

Items
No. Item

1. Membership of the Group

Following the resignation of Councillor Eden-Green as a member of the Group the Liberal
Democrat Group has nominated Councillor Linfield for the vacancy.

The Executive has agreed lo this change of membership of the Group,
TONOTE
Minutes:

The Group noted that the Executive had agreed to the appointment of Councillor Linfield as
a member of the Group following the resignation of Councillor Eden-Green.

2. Apologies for absence

Minutes:
An apalogy for absence was receivad from Councillor Linfield.

3, Substitute Members

Ithas been confirmed that under the Council Procedure Rules substitute Members are
allowed for meelings of the Group.

Minutes:
None present.

4. Declaration of any interests by Members or Officers

Minutes:
There were no declaralions for the meeling.

5. Minutes [} PoF 66 kB

TO CONFIRM as a true record the minutes of the meeting of the Group held on 20 August
2014.

Minutes:
The minutes were agreed as a lrue record,

6. Matters arising from the previous meeting

Minutes:
There were no matters arising which required further discussion at the meeting.

7. Update on Local representations

Minutes:

The Planning Policy Manager reported that the registering of the representations on the
draft Local Plan was nearly compleled. These would be placed on the website over the
next few weeks. He mentioned that the main issues raised in the responses related to the

http://cce-mg app-01.ekds.local:9070/ieListD ocuments.aspx?Cld=185&MId=98248\er=4

Links

e @ 8 o @ 8 5 ® & ® © & B B

Calendar

Committees

Political Balance

Your Councillors
Forward plans
Forthcoming Decisions
Independent Members
Library

Logon

Meetings

Officer Dacisions
Outside Bodies

Parish councils
Search documents
Subscribe to updates
What's new

Work to do

County Councillors
Your MEPs

Your MPs
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following —

The proposal o extend the employment allocation for Joseph Wilson Eslate south of
Golden Hill, Whitstable, The concerns related to the impact on the landscape and the
proximity of the site lo residential dwellings.

Transporlissues,

Housing numbers and whether the slrategic allocalions could deliver the infrastruclure
required,

Objections regarding the lack of detailed information for some sites.

The duty to co-operate - Swale Barough Council wanted the Canterbury District to take
some of the housing numbers. Dover District Council had raised concerns about the
impact of the retail provision al Wincheap en Dover and Deal. Ameeting was taking place
with Dover District Council Officers to discuss the concerns. The Chairman indicated that
lhe East Kenl Regeneration Board had considered the issue regarding the duty to co-
operate and that it was hoped that there would be agreement soon wilh the County
Council and the Districts on the broad approach.

The Planning Policy Manager indicaled lhat a Consullation Slatement needed to be
submillted to the Local Plan Inspector showing how the Council had tried to address the
duly to co-operale. He mentioned thatit would be helpful if this could be agreed before the
submission stage.

Objections to strategic allocations at south Canterbury, Sturry and Broad Oak. There had
been concems regarding lhe impact of the allocafions on the \llages at Herne, Sturry,
Broad Qak and Bridge.

There were some outstanding issues regarding the Devine Homes dewelopment narth of
the Thanet Way, Whitstable.

The Strategic Transport Planner (KCC) indicalted that the Joint Transportation Board would
be considering the draft Canterbury District Transport Strategy 2014 — 2031 at its meeling
lhis evening. The Board would be asked to make a recommendation to the City Council's
Executive and KCC's Cabinet.

47 people / organisations had made comments on the draft Strategy. The total number of
points made was approximately 900. Many of them related to the Local Plan.

8. New site proposal at Stuppington Lane, Canterbury It PoF 2 mB

TO CONSIDER

Additional documents:

« SHLAA231 draft assessment form [} poF 555 k8
Minutes:

The Planning Palicy Manager reported that a site proposal had been received for
the allocation of a green field site at Stuppington Lane, Canterbury for residential
development. Details of a site assessment were reported to the Group but
currently there was no information regarding the proposal including housing
numbers.

There were, however, concerns aboutthe access to the surrounding road network
and the impact of development on the landscape,

The site proposal had been discussed with the Council's Barrister for the Local
Plan whao took the view that the proposal should be passed to the Inspector without
comment. The Inspector could then ask the Council for ils view on the proposal.

The Group supported this approach but it should be made clear to the Inspector
thatitis not a proposal by the City Council.

The Assistant Direclor - Planning and Regeneration indicated that it would be
useful to have a view ready for the Examination Stage. The Group wished lo see the
proposal rejecled.

9. Amendments to Local Development Scheme - Gypsy & Traveller sites |2} poF 42 kB

TO CONSIDER

Minutes:

Following the discussion at the last meeling the Planning Policy Manager reported details
of the proposed timetable for the preparation of a Gypsy and Traweller Development Plan
Document (DPD) for inclusion in the revised Local Development Scheme (LDS).

It was intended to use external resources for some of the early phases of the wark. This
would demonstrate to the Local Plan Inspector the commitment of the Council to bring
forward the DPD in a timely manner

hitp://cce-mgapp-01.ekds.local:9070/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld= 185&MId=9824&Ver=4
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There would be a call for sites and at some stage discussion with the gypsy and trawveller
community and the nalional organisalion.

The Government had issued a consultation document in relation to Gypsy and Traweller
sites which proposed a change in the definition of gypsy and iravellers. This might result
in'changes to a Gypsy and Traweller Accommodation Assessment earlier this year. This
could reduce the number of pitches that were required to be provided.

There had been a recent meeling with the Kent Planning Policy Forum - Officers Group
which had highlighted the potentially significant effect of a reduction in the number of units.

The Group supported the recommended approach lo the amendment of the LDS.

10.Next steps after submission

Minutes:
Itwas hoped fo submit the draft Local Plan to the Inspector on 14 November.
The name of the Inspector had not yel been advised.

The Council would submit a summary of the main issues and the Inspector would
then take a separate view on which issues should be examined. The Examination
was expected to take place earlyin 2015.

AProgramme Officer had been appointed who would work with the Inspeclor.

Itwas anlicipated thal the Inquiry would last 4-5 weeks. There would be training for
various staff during November.

11.New Local Green space proposals [} por 488 k8

Minutes:

Site plans were shown to the Group for six sites which had been put forward for
allocation as local green spaces. The sites involved were mainly agricultural areas.

The Group agreed lhat the sites should be forwarded lo the Local Plan Inspeclor
with anyrelevant comments of the Officers.

12.Extra item of business - Land north of the Thanet Way, Whitstahle

Minutes:

The Chairman requested clarification on lhe latest posilion regarding the Devine
Homes proposal for land north of the Thanet Way, Whitstable.

The Planning Policy Manager indicated that the site had been allocaled in the Local
Plan but there had been substantial objeclions to the road network and impact on
the landscape.

Itwas a malter for the Local Plan Inspector to decide whether to approve the
allocation of the site.

13.Next meeting
Minutes:

The Group agreed that the next meeling should be held on Wednesday 10 December 2pm
(venue the Boardroom).

http:/fcce-mg app-01.ekds.local :9070/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=185&MId=98248Ver=4







