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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING POLICY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
 

HELD ON THURSDAY, 22 MARCH, 2012 AT 4.00 P.M. 
 

IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK 
 

PART 1 
 

PRESENT:  Councillors   
Whitehouse, Mrs. L. (Chairman) 

 
  Alcott, G. 

 
Jones, R. 

 
26. Apologies 
  
 Apologies for absence were received from Councillors G. Burnett, D. N. Davies, M. J. Holder, Mrs. A. 

Spicer, R. Todd (Vice-Chairman) and J. T. Kraujalis (Chairman of Planning Control Committee). 
  
27. Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on Voting by 

Members 
  
 Member Interest Type 
  

Jones, R. Member is involved with Personal 
 Gateshead College 
 
Whitehouse, Mrs. L. Member is involved with  Personal 
 Walsall College 
 

28. Minutes 
  
 AGREED: 

 
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 23 February, 2012 be approved as a correct record and signed. 

  
29. The Localism Act, 2011 
  

The Planning Services Manager gave an overview of the Localism Act, 2011.  He explained that the 
planning changes fell under the following headings:- 
 

• Removal of regional tier of planning 

• Duty to co-operate 

• Local Plan Reform 

• Community Infrastructure Levy 

• Neighbourhood Development Orders 

• Neighbourhood Plans 

• Pre-application consultation 
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• Planning Enforcement 

• Local Financial Considerations 

• Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects 
  

Concern was raised that Neighbourhood Plans could be open to misuse by developers.  The Planning 
Services Manager advised that checks would be in place and that currently approximately 6 schemes 
were being piloted.  When one of the pilot schemes had gone through the full process, further 
information would be available.  The Committee was advised that it required 21 people to initiate a 
Neighbourhood Plan with 50% of those voting needing to be in favour of the development. 
 

30. Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
  
 (The Chairman explained that she had agreed to this item being considered as it had inadvertently been 

omitted from the agenda.) 
  

The Committee received a presentation from the Planning Services Manager on the Community 
Infrastructure Levy (CIL). 
 
He explained that CIL was a tax potentially chargeable on new buildings and extensions to existing 
buildings normally payable on commencement of development.  It had been introduced through 
regulations which took effect in April 2010 with more changes to take place through the Localism Act, 
2011.  The purpose was to meet some or all of the funding gap for infrastructure, to support development 
required to deliver proposals included in Core Strategies/Local Plans.  Infrastructure being defined as, 
(amongst others):- 
 

• Roads and other transport facilities 

• Flood defences 

• Schools and other education facilities 

• Medical facilities 

• Sporting and recreation facilities 

• Open spaces 
 
From April 2010 a planning obligation (S106 Agreement or Unilateral Undertaking) may not constitute a 
reason for granting planning permission unless it passed the following 3 tests  
 

- Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; and 
- Directly related to the development; and 
- Fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development. 

 
The main reason for the introduction of CIL was that all development could make a contribution towards 
infrastructure, rather than just major applications that had done so via S106 and would, therefore, be a 
fairer system.  S106 would be retained for infrastructure specifically required to enable a development to 
proceed and for affordable housing.  CIL was potentially chargeable on all new buildings and extensions 
of 100 square metres or more, with charities and social housing providers being exempt. 
 
It was reported that Councils would be required to produce a draft charging schedule in £’s per square 
metre following an impact on viability and would need to have a clear picture of local land values, costs of 
development, house prices and rents.  An up to date Local Plan/Core Strategy was required to set up a 
CIL and the infrastructure which the CIL was intended to fund needed to be set out on a S123 list, which 
could be reviewed, and anything on the list could not be funded from S106.  Once adopted the charging 
rates could not be changed, apart for annual inflation, without a further examination.  Payments in kind 
could be made, i.e. land instead of cash, subject to independent valuation. 
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Administrative costs of setting up and operating CIL could be recovered from CIL receipts.  The 
Committee was advised that the charging authority had to produce an annual report of money collected, 
administrative costs, land acquired and infrastructure delivered.  What funds had been passed to other 
infrastructure providers, i.e. County Council, Highways Authority, Environment Agency, also had to be 
included.  In order to collect the Levy, the authority was required to issue a liability notice, after planning 
permission had been granted.  The developer then issued a commencement day notice before starting 
and the authority issued a demand notice, which could include provision for payment by instalments. 
 
The Planning Services Manager outlined the key issues from the Planning Officers’ Society meetings to 
the Committee.  He advised that a Staffordshire and Stoke on Trent Officer Working Group had been 
established which was reporting progress to the Planning Forum of Members and Officers.  The aim 
being for Leaders and Chief Executives to agree protocol on dealing with cross boundary and countywide 
infrastructure issues.  It was explained that meetings were being held at Officer level to explore the 
possibility of working with Lichfield, Tamworth and South Staffordshire on planning issues. 
 
An internal CIL Officer Working Group had been set up with the following terms of reference:- 
 

a) Prepare a draft CIL charging schedule and list of relevant infrastructure, in consultation 
with infrastructure providers, to be considered by Cabinet. 

   
b) Compile appropriate evidence on viability across all relevant development sectors, 

commissioning external advice if necessary. 
 

c) Establish a protocol for the relationship between CIL and continuing use of S106 
agreements with relevant partners. 

 
d) Consult on and, if necessary, modify draft charging schedule before submission. 

 
e) Manage the examination process and post examination adoption process. 

 
f) Identify and implement processes/documentation for the ongoing management and 

monitoring of CIL receipts, including distribution to partner organisations. 
 

g) Annually review list of relevant infrastructure and produce annual report of receipts, 
spend/delivery. 

 
The Localism Act provided regulation making powers to require charging authorities to pass a 
‘meaningful proportion’ of CIL receipts to other bodies, i.e. Parish/Town Councils and Community 
Forums, although the regulations had not yet been published. 
 
Examples of adopted charging schedules for Newark and Sherwood District Council’s CIL were 
circulated at the meeting. 
 

31. Performance Report 
 

 Consideration was given to the 2011/12 Quarter 3 Priority Outcome: Prosperity – Economic Resilience.  
It was reported that of the three actions, two were exceeding targets.  With respect to youth 
unemployment, it was reported that a more accurate way of reporting the figures for the 18-24 age group 
would be initiated in the next Municipal Year.  The Committee was advised that discussions were being 
held with employers to encourage them to take on a larger proportion of that age group to address this 
issue.  An apprenticeship event had also been held recently at South Staffordshire College which had 
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proven to be popular and follow up work was being undertaken. 
 
AGREED: 
 
That the 2011/12 Quarter 3 Priority Outcomes be noted. 

  

32. Review of the Work Programme 
 
Consideration was given to the Work Programme (Enclosure 7). 
 
AGREED 
 
That the Work Programme be noted. 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 CHAIRMAN 

 
(The meeting closed at 5.55 p.m.) 
 


