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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING POLICY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
 

WEDNESDAY, 12 OCTOBER, 2011 AT 4.00 P.M. 
 

IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK 
 

PART 1 
 

PRESENT:  Councillors   
Whitehouse, Mrs. L. (Chairman) 
Todd, R. (Vice-Chairman) 

 
  Alcott, G. 
  Burnett, G. 

   Davies, D. N. 
   Holder, M. J. 

Jones, Ms. J. L. 
Jones, R. 
Spicer, Mrs. A. 

 
6. Apologies 
  
 All Members were in attendance. 
  
7. Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on 

Voting by Members 
  
 No declarations of interests were received. 
  
8. Minutes 
  

A copy of the responses to the Department of Communities and Local Government on 
Relaxation of Planning Controls for Change of use from Commercial to Residential and to the 
Draft Planning Policy Statement Relating to Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 
was circulated at the meeting. 
 
Councillor G. Burnett informed the Committee that in his personal opinion the analysis 
presented to the Committee on 8 February 2011 of the consultation responses relating to the 
Land West of Pye Green Road had not been accurate.  He considered therefore that the report 
on this issue had been unfair and biased. The Head of Planning and Regeneration advised the 
Committee that here had been extensive communication and information exchange with Cllr 
Burnett on this matter which, if it was the will of the Committee, he was content to share with 
the Committee for consideration. 
 
Councillor G. Alcott informed the Committee that he did not accept Councillor Burnett’s 
interpretation of the matter and expressed his support for the Officers concerned and 
considered that a fair appraisal had been made.  He explained that the issue had been 
approved at full Council and considered that if Councillor G. Burnett had concerns he should 
have raised them at that meeting. 
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 AGREED: 
 
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 28 June, 2011 be approved as a correct record and 
signed. 

  
9. Economic Resilience 

 
 Consideration was given to the Economic Resilience Priority Delivery Plan (Enclosure 4.1 – 4.2 

of the Official Minutes of the Council). 
 
The Head of Planning & Regeneration explained that some issues contained within the Plan 
would be for this Committee to consider and others for the consideration of the Town Centre 
Regeneration Policy Development Committee.  He explained that the outturn information on 
the Priority Delivery Plan would be provided to the Committee on a quarterly basis. 
 
The three main service aims were  
 

� To facilitate economic growth through job creation 
� To increase the employability of the District’s workforce 
� To deliver the required level of housing and economic development through spatial 
planning 

 
Although jobs had been created and the number of VAT registered businesses increased, 
youth unemployment remained the highest in Staffordshire, other than Stoke on Trent.  A 
number of initiatives were being undertaken to address this issue and the focus was on those 
aged between 18-24.  The Local Strategic Partnership had also identified youth unemployment 
as one of their priorities. 
 
The number of job seeker claimants in September, 2011 was 2,344 which was 14 down from 
the previous month.  In September 2009 the number of claims stood at 3,005, however in 2010 
the number had dropped to 2,282.  Unemployment figures for the District equated to 35.2% 
compared with 34.2% for the County. 
 

The Portfolio Leader for Economic Development & Planning reported that, together with 
officers, he had attended Local Enterprise Partnerships (LEPs) meetings.  The County were 
working in conjunction with the University and businesses to encourage more apprenticeships 
to be taken up.  The issue of public transport being provided to employment sites was also 
being pursued. 
 
Officers were also working with Job Centre Plus to encourage businesses to offer more Work 
Experience places as it gave the opportunity for those unemployed to gain experience and 
confidence in their ability. 
 
AGREED: 
 
That the Priority Outcome: Prosperity – Economic Resilience be noted. 

  

10. Consultation on the Draft National Planning Policy Framework 
 
The Committee received a presentation from the Planning Services Manager. 
 
It was explained that the draft National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was a single short 
document that would be replacing the 1,000 plus pages of Planning Policy Guidance and 
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Planning Policy Statements currently in existence. 
 
The NPPF makes clear that local authorities should be positive and proactive in encouraging 
sustainable growth and addressing barriers to investment.  The three aims for sustainable 
development are defined as:- 
 

� Planning for prosperity (an economic role) 
� Planning for people (a social role) 
� Planning for places (an environmental role). 

   
 There is proposed to be a presumption in favour of sustainable development where a Local 
Plan is absent, silent, indeterminate or where policies are out of date. So in these 
circumstances planning permission should be granted unless the harm caused would 
significantly outweigh the benefits when assessed against the policies in the NPPF. 
  The plan led system is retained but reverting back to the words Local Plan instead of Core  
Strategy, still covering a 15 year period and identifying strategic priorities including - 
 
 
 

� Housing and economic development; 
� Retail and leisure and other commercial development; 
� Provision of infrastructure for transport, minerals, waste, energy, telecoms, water 
supply and water quality; 

� Provision of health, security, community infrastructure and other local facilities; 
� Climate change, protection and enhancement of the natural and historic environment 
� Identify broad locations for strategic development; 
� Allocate sites to promote development. 

 
The Plan has to be based on relevant and up to date evidence and its policies should support 
development not threaten its viability. 
 
Key messages under the heading of planning for prosperity are – 

• Address barriers to investment and be flexible enough to accommodate changing 
economic circumstances. 

• Avoid long-term protection of employment sites when the market is seeking to deliver 
alternative uses. 

• Retain town centres first approach for retail and leisure but not offices. 
Key messages under the heading of planning for people are – 

• Significantly increase the supply of new homes to meet full demand for market and 
affordable housing. 

• Maintain a 5 year supply of deliverable sites + 20% to create competition and choice. 

• No change to overall policy presumption against inappropriate development in green 
belt, with boundaries and the need for “safeguarded land” excluded from green belt for 
long term development to be determined in Local Plans. 

Key messages under the heading of planning for places are – 

• Support renewable energy and avoid development in flood risk areas. 

• Protect and enhance biodiversity. 

• Protect the historic environment and heritage. 
 
Key issues for the District identified as – 

• Need to have a Core Strategy ( or Local Plan ) which is consistent with the final 
version of the NPPF adopted as soon as possible, to avoid planning by appeal based 
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upon the presumption in favour of sustainable development. 

• Potential conflict between drive to increase housing land supply and protection of 
green belt – not clear which takes precedence or whether it is for the Local Plan to 
determine. 

• In the current economic climate it will be very difficult to meet the local affordable 
housing target. 

• Cross boundary housing land supply issues will need to be resolved by agreement 
with Lichfield District as a result of the impending demise of the Regional Spatial 
Strategy. 

• The more flexible approach to location of offices is potentially helpful to the District. 
 
Members were invited to identify what key points they wished to be included in the Council’s 
response to the consultation in addition to the detailed points identified in the report which had 
been presented to Cabinet. 
 
It was reported that a response to the Consultation had to be provided by 17 October, 2011. 
 
AGREED 
 
That, in addition to the matters identified in the report to Cabinet on 15 September 2011, the 
Portfolio Leader for Economic Development & Planning’s formal response on the Draft 
National Planning Policy Framework should also include:- 
 
(A) A request for clarification of the definition of ‘sustainable’ development; 
 
(B) A recommendation that the NPPF should make clear that protection of green belt land 
should take precedence over housing land supply requirements where there was a conflict. 
 

11. Work Programme 
  
 Consideration was given to the Work Programme (Enclosure 6). 

 
AGREED: 
 
(A) That the Work Programme be noted. 
 
(B) That the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Planning Control Committee be invited to 
 attend meetings when planning related issues are to be considered. 
 
 
 

 (The meeting closed at 6.00 p.m.) 
  
  

 
  
 CHAIRMAN 
 


