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The Process of a Planning Application — Appendix A to the Performance Report

Appendix A of
Performance
Report

Formal Application Submitted

Receipt of application. Case created and >
information/ fee checked to see if

application is valid

APPLICATION INVALID:
The missing information / fee is requested
from applicant /agent

Application ‘Valid’
i.e. the required information and
fee have been received

Additional information /
fee received

Additional information /
fee not received

Invalid Application Returned

The documents are uploaded to the website and
consultation notifications are sent out

Consultation process starts

Case Officer visits site and posts site notice.
Advertised in Press (if required)

Consultation period expires




The Process of a Planning Application Continued

Appendix A of
Performance
Report

Case officer considers the proposals, forms a ‘'minded to’
recommendation and identifies the process route for the
determination of the application

Case Officer drafts report
and recommendation

Report to referral
panel drafted

If Legal Agreement Required,
it is completed

Referral Panel Meeting
to determine process
route for determination

Case, report and recommendation
reviewed by reviewing officer

Case Officer drafts report
and recommendation

Application presented to,
considered and determined
by Planning Committee

Case, report and recommendation
reviewed by reviewing officer

Request to withdraw
from agent or applicant

If Legal Agreement Required,
it is completed

Application is considered
withdrawn, and letter
confirming withdrawal is
issued.

Final Decision
Notice Issued




Planning Referral Panel — 1 April 2021 to 31 March 2022

* 244 items at the Planning Referral Panel,

* 122 were from the north area and 122 from the south area.

* Thisisanincrease in the number and proportion of items from the south
area compared to the two previous years.

* 55% of items were ‘others’, 42% were ‘minors’, 3% were ‘Major’ schemes,

Number of Referral Items
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Charts in Appendix F and G



Cases at Planning Referral Panel by Ward

Appendix |

Figure 5: Number of applications and proportion triggering Referral Panel Process shown by
Ward for 1 April 2021 — 31 March 2022, (organised so the wards with the highest application
numbers are at the base of the chart)
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Triggers to Planning Referral - Town and Parish Councils

Proportion of items with Objections/Support/No
comments from the Town/Parish Councils at the
Referral Panel 2021-22

Number of No Representation

No of TC/PC 'No Objections' from TC/PC
2% 1%

Number of TC/PC Support
21%

Proportion of items with Objections/Support/No
comments from the Town/Parish Councils at the
Referral Panel during each financial year
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Triggers to Planning Referral - Comments from Ward Members

Figure 4: Percentage of applications at Referral panel within each ward on which the Ward
Member(s) had submitted written comments (i.e. objected, made comments or supported)
1 April 2021 — 31 March 2022

Figure 1: Percentage of those applications at Referral Panel with and without comments
from Ward Members 1 April 2019 to 31 March 2022
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Figure 2 — Number of wards with and without any comments on at least one application at
the Planning Referral Panel 1 April 2019 to 31 March 2022
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Figure 2: Proportion of items at the Referral Panel with or without written comments from Ward Member between 1 April 2021 and 31 March

2022

Proportion of items at Referral Panel with or without written comments from the Ward Member
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ward Members
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Number with Objection received
from ward Members

4%

Number with comments or "No
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Referral Panel Outcomes

2019 -2020

Outcomes of Referral Panel

Number Withdrawn
0%

Number Deferred
Number Committee 0%

12%

Number Delegated
88%

Appendix R

2020-2021

Outcomes of Referral Panel

Number Withdrawn
0%

Number Deferred
0%

Number Committee
12%

Number Delegated
88%

2021 -2022

Outcomes of Referral Panel

Withdrawn
Committee 0%

12% R

Delegated
87%

Deferred
1%



Planning Committee

Total Noof itemsat
Planning Commitiee
as taken directly by
the Head of
Pianning and
Coastal
Management or the |
Chairman/Vice
chairman ofthe
Planning Committee
34%

Tota!l Noof items at
committeedueto

ESCconnection
37%

ltems at Planning Committee 2021 - 2022

9
South, 51.38% North, 48.62%

' Total Noofitemsat |

| Planning committee |

via Referral Panel
29%

Appendix C



S pea kl n g at P I a n n I n g CO m m Ittee Figure 3: The percentage of public speaking on items at committee due to direct referral by

Figure 1 : Overall percentage of Planning Committee items on which a potential speaker the Head of Service or Committee Chairs
spoke 1 April 2021 — 31 March 2022
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Figure 4: The percentage of public speaking on items at committee due to an East Suffolk
Council connection (e.g. ESC were the applicant, or the applicant was an ESC elected
member, member of staff or close relative).

Figure 2: The percentage of items at committee via the Referral Panel on which each
potential type of speaker spoke.
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Planning Committee — Majors, Minors and Others

Figure 3: The proportions of Major, Minors and Other items at North / South Planning Committee within each ward between 1 April 2021 and

31 March 2022
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Determination route and effects upon time to determine applications

Delegated excluding items triggering Referral
Panel Process

Out of time
6%
in EOT

Cases Delegated via the Referral Panel

Timeliness of all applications determined via
Planning Committee

In time
4%

In time in EOT
15% 59%

Out of time
37%

In time
77%

Out of time
42%
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Recommendation

1. That the content of the report be noted.

2. That it be agreed that with effect from 1 July 2022 Ward Members are invited to the Planning
Referral meetings to answer questions on factual matters and this process change be reviewed by
the Committee in June 2023.




