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SPECIAL STRATEGY AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE 
 
A meeting of the Special Strategy and Resources Committee will be held as a Virtual – 
Online meeting on MONDAY, 19TH OCTOBER, 2020 at 10.00 am. 
 
Members of the Strategy and Resources 
Committee 

Councillor Worden (Chair) 

 
Councillors Barker, Knight, Lofthouse, Patrinos, Pearson, Prowse, L. Spear, Wilkinson 
and Yabsley 
 
 

AGENDA 
 

1.   Virtual meeting procedure - briefing and etiquette   

 Chair to report. 
 

2.   Apologies for absence   

3.   Items brought forward which in the opinion of the Chair should be considered by 
the meeting as a matter of urgency.   

4.   Declarations of Interests.   

 (Please telephone the Corporate and Community Services team to prepare a form 
for your signature before the meeting.  Interests must be re-declared when the 
item is called, and Councillors must leave the room if necessary). 

 

5.   To agree the agenda between Part 'A' and Part 'B' (Confidential Restricted 
Information).   

PART 'A' 

6.   Planning for the Future White Paper  (Pages 5 - 10) 

 To consider formulating a response to the White Paper.  Report by Lead Officer 
Planning Policy (attached). 
 
Link to the White Paper: 
(https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/atta
chment_data/file/907647/MHCLG-Planning-Consultation.pdf).   

 

PART 'B' (CONFIDENTIAL RESTRICTED INFORMATION) 

Nil. 

Public Document Pack

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/907647/MHCLG-Planning-Consultation.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/907647/MHCLG-Planning-Consultation.pdf
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If you have any enquiries about this agenda, please contact Corporate and 
Community Services, telephone 01271 388253 

 
 
 

13.10.20 
 



 
 

 
3 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

North Devon Council protocol on recording/filming at Council meetings 
 
The Council is committed to openness and transparency in its decision-making. 
Recording is permitted at Council meetings that are open to the public. The Council 
understands that some members of the public attending its meetings may not wish to be 
recorded. The Chairman of the meeting will make sure any request not to be recorded is 
respected.  
 
The rules that the Council will apply are:  
 

1. The recording must be overt (clearly visible to anyone at the meeting) and must 
not disrupt proceedings. The Council will put signs up at any meeting where we 
know recording is taking place and a reminder will be issued at the 
commencement of virtual meetings. 

 
2. The Chairman of the meeting has absolute discretion to stop or suspend recording 

if, in their opinion, continuing to do so would prejudice proceedings at the meeting 
or if the person recording is in breach of these rules.  

 
3. We will ask for recording to stop if the meeting goes into ‘part B’ where the public 

is excluded for confidentiality reasons. In such a case, the person filming should 
leave the room ensuring all recording equipment is switched off. In a virtual 
meeting the public will be excluded from the meeting while in Part B. 

 
4. Any member of the public has the right not to be recorded. We ensure that 

agendas for, and signage at, Council meetings make it clear that recording can 
take place – anyone not wishing to be recorded must advise the Chairman at the 
earliest opportunity. Public contributions to virtual meetings will be recorded, 
unless, at the Chair’s discretion, recording is deemed in appropriate in accordance 
with point 2 above. 

 
5. The recording should not be edited in a way that could lead to misinterpretation or 

misrepresentation of the proceedings or in a way that ridicules or shows a lack of 
respect for those in the recording. The Council would expect any recording in 
breach of these rules to be removed from public view.  

 
Notes for guidance: 
 
Please contact either our Corporate and Community Services team or our 
Communications team in advance of the meeting you wish to record at so we can make 
all the necessary arrangements for you on the day.  
 
For more information contact the Corporate and Community Services team on 01271 
388253 or email memberservices@northdevon.gov.uk or the Communications Team 
on 01271 388278, email communications@northdevon.gov.uk. 
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Planning For The Future White Paper Questions 
 
All of the questions set out in the White Paper are copied below. 
The questions highlighted in red should be fairly straight forward and 
proposed responses are shown as bullet points where applicable. It is 
proposed not to discuss these in detail unless members want to raise 
particular issues. This approach will provide more time to focus on the other 
questions. 
 
 

Pillar 1 
 
1. What three words do you associate most with the planning system in 
England? 

 The most frequent answers when considered by the joint working 
group were: 

 Essential / bureaucratic / complicated / lacking clarity / contentious 
 
2(a). Do you get involved with planning decisions in your local area?  
 
[Yes / No] 

 Yes as local planning authority  
 
2(b). If no, why not?  
 
[Don’t know how to / It takes too long / It’s too complicated / I don’t care / 
Other – please specify] 

 N/A 
 
3. Our proposals will make it much easier to access plans and 
contribute your views to planning decisions. How would you like to find 
out about plans and planning proposals in the future? [Social media / 
Online news / Newspaper / By post / Other – please specify] 
 
4. What are your top three priorities for planning in your local area? 
 
[Building homes for young people / building homes for the homeless / 
Protection of green spaces / The environment, biodiversity and action on 
climate change / Increasing the affordability of housing / The design of new 
homes and places / Supporting the high street / Supporting the local economy 
/ More or better local infrastructure / Protection of existing heritage buildings 
or areas / Other – please specify] 

 All of the above – they are all important 
 
5. Do you agree that Local Plans should be simplified in line with our 
proposals? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 

Page 5

Agenda Item 6



6. Do you agree with our proposals for streamlining the development 
management content of Local Plans, and setting out general 
development management policies nationally? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
7(a). Do you agree with our proposals to replace existing legal and 
policy tests for Local Plans with a consolidated test of “sustainable 
development”, which would include consideration of environmental 
impact? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
7(b). How could strategic, cross-boundary issues be best planned for in 
the absence of a formal Duty to Cooperate? 
 
8(a). Do you agree that a standard method for establishing housing 
requirements (that takes into account constraints) should be 
introduced? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
8(b). Do you agree that affordability and the extent of existing urban 
areas are appropriate indicators of the quantity of development to be 
accommodated? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
9(a). Do you agree that there should be automatic outline permission for 
areas for substantial development (Growth areas) with faster routes for 
detailed consent? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
9(b). Do you agree with our proposals above for the consent 
arrangements for Renewal and Protected areas? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
9(c). Do you think there is a case for allowing new settlements to be 
brought forward under the Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects 
regime? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
10. Do you agree with our proposals to make decision-making faster and 
more certain? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
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11. Do you agree with our proposals for accessible, web-based Local 
Plans? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 The principle of accessible, web-based Local Plans is supported but a 
proposed template or structure is required. However, Local Plans and 
engagement on their preparation must also remain easily accessible 
for residents without access to the internet. 
 

12. Do you agree with our proposals for a 30 month statutory timescale 
for the production of Local Plans?  
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 No 
 
13(a). Do you agree that Neighbourhood Plans should be retained in the 
reformed planning system? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
13(b). How can the neighbourhood planning process be developed to 
meet our objectives, such as in the use of digital tools and reflecting 
community preferences about design? 
 
14. Do you agree there should be a stronger emphasis on the build out 
of developments? And if so, what further measures would you support? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 Yes 
 
 

Pillar 2 
 
15. What do you think about the design of new development that has 
happened recently in your area? 
 
[Not sure or indifferent / Beautiful and/or well-designed / Ugly and/or poorly-
designed / There hasn’t been any / Other – please specify] 
 
16. Sustainability is at the heart of our proposals. What is your priority 
for sustainability in your area? 
 
[Less reliance on cars / More green and open spaces / Energy efficiency of 
new buildings / More trees / Other – please specify] 

 Sustainability relates to all of the above as well as other factors. Social, 
economic and environmental considerations need to be considered 
together in a holistic way. They are all important. 

 
17. Do you agree with our proposals for improving the production and 
use of design guides and codes? 
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[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
18. Do you agree that we should establish a new body to support design 
coding and building better places, and that each authority should have a 
chief officer for design and place-making? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 Yes, design and place making are important 
 
19. Do you agree with our proposal to consider how design might be 
given greater emphasis in the strategic objectives for Homes England? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 Yes 
 
20. Do you agree with our proposals for implementing a fast-track for 
beauty? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
 

Pillar 3 
 
21. When new development happens in your area, what is your priority 
for what comes with it? 
 
[More affordable housing / More or better infrastructure (such as transport, 
schools, health provision) / Design of new buildings / More shops and/or 
employment space / Green space / Don’t know / Other – please specify] 

 Good ‘place making’ requires consideration of all of these matters, and 
many more. They are all important and need to be considered in 
combination. 

 
22(a). Should the government replace the Community Infrastructure 
Levy and Section 106 planning obligations with a new consolidated 
Infrastructure Levy, which is charged as a fixed proportion of 
development value above a set threshold? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
22(b). Should the Infrastructure Levy rates be set nationally at a single 
rate, set nationally at an area-specific rate, or set locally? 
 
[Nationally at a single rate / Nationally at an area-specific rate / Locally] 
 
22(c). Should the Infrastructure Levy aim to capture the same amount of 
value overall, or more value, to support greater investment in 
infrastructure, affordable housing and local communities? 
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[Same amount overall / More value / Less value / Not sure. Please provide 
supporting statement.] 
 
22(d). Should we allow local authorities to borrow against the 
Infrastructure Levy, to support infrastructure delivery in their area? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
23. Do you agree that the scope of the reformed Infrastructure Levy 
should capture changes of use through permitted development rights? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
24(a). Do you agree that we should aim to secure at least the same 
amount of affordable housing under the Infrastructure Levy, and as 
much on-site affordable provision, as at present? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 

 Yes 
 
24(b). Should affordable housing be secured as in-kind payment 
towards the Infrastructure Levy, or as a ‘right to purchase’ at discounted 
rates for local authorities? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
24(c). If an in-kind delivery approach is taken, should we mitigate 
against local authority overpayment risk? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
24(d). If an in-kind delivery approach is taken, are there additional steps 
that would need to be taken to support affordable housing quality? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
25. Should local authorities have fewer restrictions over how they spend 
the Infrastructure Levy? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
25(a). If yes, should an affordable housing ‘ring-fence’ be developed? 
 
[Yes / No / Not sure. Please provide supporting statement.] 
 
26. Do you have any views on the potential impact of the proposals 
raised in this consultation on people with protected characteristics as 
defined in section 149 of the Equality Act 2010? 
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