
Report to the Constitution Working 
Group

Date of meeting: 16 April 2018
Subject: Planning Process Review 2017/18 – Delegations to Planning Officers

Responsible Officer: Simon Hill (01992 564249)

Democratic Services Officer: Vivienne Messenger (01992 564265)

The responses received to this review from local councils and members are detailed below.

Responses received from Local Councils:

Epping Upland Parish Council

Dear Simon

Thank you for the email and opportunity to comment.
Please see below comments from Epping Upland Parish Council -
It is recognised that changes may need to be made to EFDC’s planning decision process.
 
A. To determine (e) and (f)
 
Concern that in order to maintain the integrity of Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas 
there should be stringent criteria for making decisions on Listed Building Consent and 
Demolition in Conservation Areas.
 
A. To determine exception 3
 
How would the Local Council be notified that they would be required to attend a committee 
or not?
 
It would be not be reasonable to put the onus on the Local Council to establish this and the 
information may either not be known or not be available when the application is debated by 
the Local Council. (Most Local Councils encourage resident participation and seek to inform 
them about Planning through their own publications.)
 
It appears that Neighbour comments are not put online.
 
How is it intended to inform residents of the changes?
 
The current consultation letter is not clear as to the current impact on residents and the 
number of properties consulted on for an application has been markedly reduced sometimes 
less than 5.
 
General
 
The period given for responding to the Consultation was very short (less than 2 weeks) and 
did not allow proper time for the full council of the Local Council to consider the proposed 



changes which could have a significant impact on residents and the way that Local Councils 
operate.
 
Any new process related to Planning Officer Delegations is reviewed desirably within 6 
months of commencement and no later than 1 year with direct input from Local Councils.
As there is clearly pressure on EFDC to process applications quickly and there are already 
developments taking place without planning permission being obtained would suggest that 
there should be rigorous penalties for planning breaches rather than just, for example, the 
presumed application in retrospect which is invariably granted.
 
If we can assist further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Best regards
Val Evans
Mrs Val Evans – Parish Clerk – Epping Upland Parish Council



Loughton Town Council

Dear Simon

Further to your email regarding the above, please find below the comments of the Town 
Council, as requested:

Planning Process Review 2017/18 – Delegation: Objections and Committee Systems

The Committee AGREED the following response for this consultation:

Loughton Town Council strongly objects to any proposal to withdraw the area 
planning sub-committees – the input of local ward members was invaluable – 
this was localism at its finest. 

Whilst noting the planning time constraints set by government, the process 
should not be unduly rushed by removing this stage.

Regarding the specific CLD2 Replacement Planning Delegations:

1. The Town Council objects to the proposal to increase the minimum size 
of residential developments referred to sub-committees from 5 to 10 or 
more dwellings. This was because of the potential adverse impact on the 
neighbourhood of any development of 5 or more properties.

2. All applications for District Council-owned land should continue to be 
considered by the area planning sub-committees before referral to the 
District Development Management Committee to ensure local input.

3. The Town Council supports the exceptions as listed in 3. a, b, and c.

Kind regards

Debra Paris
Planning and Licensing Committee Clerk
Loughton Town Council



Waltham Abbey Town Council (1)

Dear Simon,

Thank you for your e-mail dated 29th March, opened on the 3rd April.

It was requested at the Local Councils Liaison Committee, and our subsequent letter to Cllr 
Philip that a consultation be held with the local councils before firm proposals were formed.  
Unfortunately, as per your e-mail, proposals have now been put forward for this vital 
consultation.  The period of time given for such a consultation is far too brief. In light of the 
Easter break, you have given us less than two weeks to formulate our response.

We are disappointed in the lack of consideration for the way Councils work, and we are 
concerned that because of the short time available to comment, you will not receive the 
responses you should do to these proposals.

In light of this, we request that you extend the time available for comments on this very 
important subject.
Kathryn

Mrs K Richmond BA(Hons) FSLCC CMC
Town Clerk
Waltham Abbey Town Council



Waltham Abbey Town Council (2)

Dear Simon

Thank you for your e-mail pertaining to the proposals for changes to the planning protocol in 
light of the potential increase in applications with the emergence of the new Local Plan. 

We would reiterate that less than two weeks for a consultation with parish and town councils 
is not really sufficient time, especially with a bank holiday making up part of that time to have 
meaningful and agreed responses. It was also understood from the Local Councils Liaison 
meeting that consideration would be given to talking to the local councils before any firm 
proposals were made.  It is a shame that this opportunity was not taken, to bring the local 
councils on-board to face these new problems together.

After consultation with senior members, the Town Council has serious concerns, therefore 
would like to make the following comments regarding the proposals: 

Waltham Abbey Town Council appreciates that there will be an increase in applications over 
the next few years, and that there are quite tight timescales introduced by Government for 
the decision-making process. This does not mean, however, that local democracy should be 
pushed to the side-lines in the decision-making process.  Democracy takes time and effort, 
but it is essential in today’s society. 
 
Because of these pressures, it is even more important that there is local input to these 
decisions.  A desk-top exercise conducted by officers, who perhaps do not know the locale 
at all, may not come up with the right conclusion.  It also means that junior officers, without 
any prior knowledge of the area, are making decisions that may well adversely affect the 
local residents. This may well lead to situations were consistency in decision-making could 
be an issue. 

Waltham Abbey Town Council would request that consideration is given to delaying any 
decisions until a full consultation can be arranged.  Local democracy should not be 
compromised for administrative convenience. 

Please would you confirm that our response will be put before the Working Group for their 
attention.

Thank you

Kathryn

Mrs K Richmond BA(Hons) FSLCC CMC
Town Clerk
Waltham Abbey Town Council



Willingale Parish Council

Dear Simon,

Your E Mail dated 29tH March addressed to our Clerk has been passed to me for comment 
as Chair of Willingale Parish Council.

Firstly let me say that at a time when there is increasing pressure from Central Government 
to deliver new housing, I can fully understand the desire to streamline and simplify some 
aspects of the Planning Application decision process. However, I do have serious 
reservations about some of the content in the “Replacement Planning Delegations” 
document.
Specifically I am very concerned with Section A3 which states (“Assistant Director 
Development Management to Determine all……..except the following…….”) :

3.     Applications recommended for approval where either of the following have been 
received:

a.           At least 5 expressions of objections material to the planning merits of the proposal 
are received; or

b.           An objection is received from a local council, supported by at least one non-
councillor resident, with material planning reasons; or

c.            An objection from a Local Council, material to the planning merits of the proposal is 
received and confirming in writing their intention to attend and speak at the meeting 
where the proposal will be considered.

This amendment seems to significantly “downplay” the input of Parish Councils, as a 
Statutory Consultees in the decision process, and seems to undermine the partnership 
working that should be the essence of Parish/District Council relationships. Parish 
Councillors are volunteers as you know, often with busy day jobs, and point C will add a 
layer of unnecessary paperwork, and time commitment which will only discourage PCs to 
fulfil their local duties.

Point B seems to go against the fundamental principle of having the Parish Council as 
representing local opinion, and having the intimate local knowledge that would be impossible 
for District based officers to maintain. The need to supplement the PC objection with written 
non-Councillor residential involvement seems destined to present further obstacles in the PC 
being able to fulfil its Statutory role.

Speaking for Willingale PC, we take our responsibilities very seriously and would always 
have fundamental reasons for raising an objection (as our track record will show) and it then 
rightly adds a proper level of further scrutiny for such applications to then be heard in 
Committee. 

So rather than change this aspect of the delegations to make it easier for the LPA to dilute 
the PC’s views, perhaps an alternative approach would be to invest in some training of 
Parish Councillors, perhaps targeting those Councils who might be judged to raise spurious 
or frivolous objections to planning applications.

Many thanks for providing the opportunity to give feedback.
Kind regards
David Stokes
Chair of Willingale Parish Council







Responses from District Members:

Councillor H Brady

Dear Simon,
I wish to register my disapproval of plans to wholesale change the local planning system by 
vesting far greater power in officers than at present.
As I see the situation the new Local Plan will introduce vast amounts of new building into the 
District which makes it paramount to give each application as much time and thought as we 
do at present.To weaken Members 'input could lead to poor planning decisions arrived at by 
officers who perhaps do not have such vested interests in the local environment.It is my 
experience in planning meetings that a large number of applications which are 
recommended for approval by Officers get refused by Members .If the applicants go to 
Appeal the Inspector often upholds the refusal.Likewise, applications recommended for 
refusal by Officers often are approved.
If this necessitates the employment of more planning officers then it will be "money well 
spent".
I accept that minor planning issues such as crossovers, shop facias and tree pruning etc. 
could and should be dealt with under Officer Powers.
The question of the size of the committees and the number of applications that each one 
deals with should be addressed.I think I agree with 24 b),c), and definitely d).ie ,the district 
dev. committee could handle many more including all the large applications.
FINALLY AND MOST IMPORTANTLY I THINK THESE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE 
LOCAL PLANNING SYSTEM SHOULD BE SENT OUT IN HARD COPY TO EACH 
COUNCILLOR FOR PROPER COGITATION AND PLENTY OF TIME GIVEN FOR 
DISCUSSION.i THINK DEMOCRATIC SERVICES SHOULD ARRANGE SOME MEETINGS 
TO THRASH THESE IDEAS OUT PROPERLY IN ORDER TO REFINE THE PLANNING 
PROCESS.pERHAPS PARISH AND TOWN COUNCILS COULD ALSO BE INVITED .
cLLR hEATHER bRADY(PASSINGFORD)



Councillor G Chambers

Dear Mr Hill,

I certainly agree that there needs to be some Changes  to how we decide upon planning 
applications. 

However I feel there have been no Chairman and Vice  Chairman meeting and also the two 
weeks consultation period over Easter is not acceptable  for us to make a decision at the 
next full Council meeting. 

Something so important needs a more robust scrutiny .

Regards

Cllr Gavin Chambers
 (Buckhurst hill west and current Chairman of Plan South)



Councillor P Keska





Councillor E Webster

I wish to respond to the above.

Firstly, the time scale given to respond is unacceptable we have had less than two weeks to 
reply. Under the circumstances a detailed response is impossible.

I appreciate that there will be an increase in planning applications over the next few years, 
and the time is right to review the current arrangements for delegated powers to the Officers, 
however, because of the importance of this step I feel strongly that the matter requires an in 
depth scrutiny, so we make the right decisions. 

After reading the current proposals set out in the Constitution Panel agenda, I consider that 
there are still further points to be discussed and decided upon.

Bearing my comments in mind I feel it would be premature to take this to next full Council on 
the 24th April.

Cllr  Liz Webster.

Vice Chairman Plans West.


