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PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE COUNCIL’S SCHEME OF DELEGATION 
(SoD)  
 
(Report by the Planning Service Manager - Development Management) 
 
1. BACKGROUND AND PROPOSALS 
 
1.1 The Government recently introduced a new 'Permission in Principle' 

(PiP) procedure whereby prospective planning applicants can obtain a 
planning permission in principle for development. In short, the PiP 
consent route is an alternative way of obtaining planning permission for 
housing-led development which separates the consideration of matters 
of principle for proposed development from the technical detail of the 
development. The determination period for a PiP application is 5 weeks 
(for ‘other’ forms of development, or put differently, for schemes up to 9 
units) and 10 weeks for major development (10 or more units). 
Generally the churn between committee cycles is between 4 and 5 
weeks.  Applicants also have a right to appeal against non-
determination if an LPA fails to determine a permission in principle 
application within the 5 weeks determination period.  For these reasons 
there is now an urgent need to look at our SoD to bring it up to date 
with the changing planning landscape, and in particular the alternative 
ways now available to obtain planning permission. 

 
1.2 Some of the key reasons why the Government introduced the PiP 

route are to increase the efficiency of the planning process, to separate 
the decision making on ‘in principle’ issues, and to ensure housing 
and/or mixed use developments come forward on appropriate and 
sustainable sites, without unnecessary delays that could be blamed on 
an overly burdensome planning system. 

 
1.3 The changes to the SoD are aligned with what we think are the key 

reasons why the Government introduced this new route, as such, 
officers are seeking DMC approval: 
 

To delegate final decisions on all Permission in Principle applications 
to the Head of Development, Planning Services Managers 
(Development Management and Policy, Implementation and Strategic 
Developments), Development Management Team Leaders and 
Senior Development Management Officers 

 
UNLESS the proposal is an approval and contrary to the adopted and 
draft development plan. 

 
 1.4 Officers are also proposing a number of other minor changes to the 

SoD (all included as ‘tracked changes’ in attached APPENDIX 1), 
these additional changes mainly relate to updating out of date 
legislation and aligning references to floor areas with up to date 
government legislation.  Other changes to the SoD are summarised 
below: 

 

 Clarity that all Ward Councillor call in requests (on one unit schemes 
outside conservation areas) must include material planning reasons for 



the request, which must be planning matters, relevant to the duties and 
responsibilities of the Council as Local Planning Authority.  The 
reasons given will be reported to the Committee when it considers the 
application 

 

 Applications for the erection of stables, field shelters, storage 
containers, or other small scale agricultural buildings – changing 465 
square metres to 1000 square metres – to align with changes in 
GPDO. 

 
 
2. RECOMMENDATION 
 
2.1 That Members agree to the changes as outlined above in the 

attached document (APPENDIX 1)  
 
 
Background papers: APPENDIX 1 (attached) 
 
Contact Officer – enquiries about this report to Jacob Jaarsma, Planning 
Services Manager (Development Management) 01480 388402  
 
 


