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WHY HAS THIS REPORT COME TO THE COMMITTEE 
 
Further to the main report to the Committee, which has already been issued, 
this report informs members of the views of the Planning Panel on the 
proposed changes to the planning procedures. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: That: 
 
(a)    the Committee considers and accepts the changes proposed by the 
Planning Panel and recommends the attached Appendix (incorporating 
Planning Panel amendments) to Council for approval; 
 
(b)   the Committee considers and accepts the Panel’s suggestion that this 
Committee fixes its meetings with the Committee calendar, as monthly 
meetings and sets aside two of those meetings for the sole purpose of 
reviewing the constitution. 
 

  
1.  INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 The Committee on the 22nd April is due to consider proposed 

amendments to the constitution and the report is available via this link - 
https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10895/Constitutuonal%
20changes%20-%20report%20to%20SEC%2015.4.21%20v2.pdf . The 
report refers to four appendices one of which deals with Planning Panel 
matters. Those appendices are available via this link - 
https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10921/Item%204%20A
ppendices.pdf . Appendix C is the Planning procedure changes. 

https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10895/Constitutuonal%20changes%20-%20report%20to%20SEC%2015.4.21%20v2.pdf
https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10895/Constitutuonal%20changes%20-%20report%20to%20SEC%2015.4.21%20v2.pdf
https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10921/Item%204%20Appendices.pdf
https://copeland.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s10921/Item%204%20Appendices.pdf


 
1.2 The Planning Panel at its meeting on the 14th April considered, in detail, 

the proposed changes. This supplementary report advises the 
Committee of recommendations made by that Panel. 
 

2. PLANNING PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
2.1 The Planning Panel raised the following comments on the appendix 

relating to the Panel: 
 

(a)   In respect of when a minded to decision should return to the  
Panel concern was expressed that where delays do occur that they 
could continue indefinitely without the Panel knowing or having 
an opportunity to make comment on the delay. It was agreed that 
if a minded to decision could not return to the first or second 
meeting following the deferral then a holding report would be 
made by the Planning and Place Manager to the third meeting 
explaining the delay. This would keep members informed and 
allow them to comment and feed into the programming of the 
application; 
 

(b)    With regard to members voting against an officer  
recommendation it was felt that the obligation to give ‘full, clear 
and convincing reasons’ was overly onerous. What could be 
convincing to one person might not be to another. Alternatively 
wording was suggested of ‘full, clear and detailed reasons’ which 
is acceptable; 
 

(c)   Clarification was sought on whether decisions which are granted  
against an officer recommendation to refuse should have to 
return to the Panel as a minded to decision. It was agreed that 
officers would consider this point further. This type of decision – 
granting against an officer recommendation to refuse – are rare. 
The last one was in 2018. In that case the officer recommendation 
was based on comments from a statutory consultee, the highway 
authority, and concerned highway safety of the proposal. Whilst 
an objector or statutory consultee cannot appeal such a decision 
the option of pursuing judicial review straight to the courts will 
still lie. Such decisions are of equal importance and officers’ 



believe that they should remain subject to the minded to decision 
process.  
 

(d)    Members asked whether anything could be put in letters to  
objectors explaining the need for members to remain impartial 
and on occasions having refrain from voting if they are close 
friends of an applicant or objector and the reasons why. It was 
agreed that officers would discuss this to see where such 
statement could be included. Officer believe such a statement 
could be included in the letter which is issued to objectors who 
have submitted written representations when they are invited to 
speak at the meeting. Others may still approach members but 
there is no way of capturing that eventuality. 

 
2.2  Members made some general observations on the review of the  

constitution generally. They requested clarification of whose 
responsibility the constitution was (Standards and Ethics Committee), 
why the original Task and Finish Group of the Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee did not complete its work on the constitution (because this 
Committee took over the constitution) and whether anything could be 
done to improve member involvement to ensure that the Council 
complies with its statutory obligation to keep the constitution under 
review. Concern was also expressed at the lack of regular meetings of 
the Standards and Ethic Committee and asked the Committee to 
consider holding monthly meetings with two of those meetings being set 
aside to keep the constitution under review. From an officer perspective 
this would be welcomed.  

 
2.3 Taking on board the points made in 2.1, other than (c), an amended 

chapter of Planning is attached as an appendix to this report. Members 
are asked to endorse that as a recommendation to Council. Members 
are also asked to consider the point raised in 2.2 above, and, if minded 
to agree, could recommend to Council that “Council includes in the 
Committee timetable for 2021/22 monthly meetings of the Standards 
and Ethics Committee of which two should be allocated to keeping the 
constitution under review”. 

 
3. STATUTORY OFFICER COMMENTS: As main report. 
 
Appendices: Revised appendix 3, including Planning Panel comments. 
 


