EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE – 5 JUNE 2006

  

  HOUSING AND ENVIRONMENT POLICY PANEL –   25 APRIL 2006
PART   I  -   NOT DELEGATED 
  
  10a.
PLANNING DELIVERY GRANT 2006/07

(DLE)

This Is a KEY DECISION
1.
Summary
1.1
  To consider how grant should be spent in 2006/07. 

2. Detail 
2.1   Planning Delivery Grant (PDG) was awarded to the Council in 2003/4 (£106,400), 2004/5 (£442,280) and 2005/6 (£191,058) based principally on development control performance and the status/review of the Local Plan. The Committee apportioned the 2005/6 allocation as follows. 

Topic
£
ODPM Category/Our Aims

DC Additional Staff + post entry training for planning staff, (Needed to be committed urgently for service continuity).
88,508
Ensure delivery of application targets and achievement of BVPIs. (Assumes additional staff will be part-funded by an increase in application fee income of £20,000. If increase is not achieved, £108,508 will be required to maintain service level).

Legal expenses, appeals, including Rickmansworth TPO No 1 new Orders
50,000
Arising from the above and need to serve new Orders.

Conservation Area Appraisals
10,550 
To meet new BVPI 219

Preparation of improvement plan following recent Audit Commission inspection in relation to Open Spaces/Sports & Leisure provision
 9,000
Key service priority and implementation of inspection recommendations.

Green Heart Leisure Scheme (match funding)
5,000
Activity map/weblink of cycle, footways, open spaces, recycling points, nature reserves to promote active participation in cultural/leisure/environmental activities across the district.

Uniform Data Base cleansing
15,000
Continuation of work on data base to deliver eGovernment agenda

Land Charges NVQ training and upgrade to NLIS Level 3 (A)
5,000.  
Training to improve service and delivery of eGovernment

Part funded Building Control Technician, providing planning liaison work
8,000 
Cross cutting service initiatives: - tree protection surveys on proposed development sites, DC/BC application monitoring, eGovt initiatives, BV Review, LA21

Total
191,058


2.2 The allocation in 2006/7, was announced on 30 March 2006, based on categories set by ODPM: - 

2.3 E-Planning (Pendleton) £19,572


Area of high housing demand £17,881

DC Targets £85,685

Plan Making £52,525

Post allocation adjustment £1,147

Total £176,810

2.4 The Council needs to decide how the funding should be allocated for 2006/7. A draft proposal is set down below based on the above categories.

3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1 A   key service priority is continued improvement to development control to ensure that the quality and speed of decision making on planning applications is maintained and enhanced. There is also a requirement to deliver the Local Development Framework (LDF) within timescales agreed with ODPM in the Local Development Scheme. This requires the retention of temporary professional and administrative staff to process applications, produce the LDF and enable eGovernment services to be delivered.

3.2 The latest figures for planning application performance in 2005/6 for TRDC are as follows: - 

 
         BV 109a – TRDC - 54%
BV 109b - TRDC  - 65%

BV 109c = TRDC - 85%

Planning Delivery Grant will assist the Council to improve service performance.

3.3 The suggested programme is set out below, with funds for the continued preparation of Conservation Area Appraisals and designation of Article 4 Directions, new Tree Preservation Orders and other areas of improved service delivery, including service promotion. 
3.4 These service delivery requirements are included in the Development Control and Development Plans and Transportation Service Plans.
Topic
£
ODPM Category/Our Aims

DC and Local Plan Additional Staff + post entry training for staff, (Needs to be committed urgently for service continuity).
61,000 + 

7,000
Ensure delivery of application targets and production of the LDF and achievement of BVPIs. 

Legal expenses/appeals/consultancy 
50,000
To maintain and enhance development control performance, including legal advice.

Technical expertise associated with new Tree Preservation Orders and appeals
20,000
Arising from on-going need to serve new and complex Orders and deal with appeals, including legal advice.

Conservation Area Appraisals
18,810 
BVPI 219 requires the review of and preparation of management plans for all conservation areas within a local authority area over a rolling 5 year programme. Priorities in 2006/7 include the proposed new Loudwater Outer, Oxhey Hall and Cedars Avenue Conservation Areas.

Uniform Data Base cleansing, other service promotions and improvements
20,000
Continuation of work on data base to deliver eGovernment agenda, service promotion and improvements in service procedures to increase efficiency.

Total
176,810


4.
Policy/Budget Implications
4.1 The recommendations in this report are within the Council’s agreed policy as set down in the Strategic Plan (in particular implementing the LDF and ensuring BVPIs are in the upper quartiles), but are not within agreed budgets.

4.2 Although PDG is not ring-fenced, the ODPM allows local authorities to slip unspent grant from one year to the next. Any underspend in 2006/7 will be returned to General Fund balances. 
5.
Financial Implications
5.1
Revenue Consequences  
COST IMPLICATION

REVENUE
Approved budget*
2006/07
£
Proposed Budget
2006/07
£
Approved budget

2006/7 
      £






Expenditure
17,040
176,810
159,770

Income
(17,040)


(176,810)
(159,770)

Net Cost
Nil
Nil
Nil


Note:

*  £17,040 was the minimum amount required to cover existing contractual staffing arrangements.  


** Any PDG allocation for 2007/8 will only be announced in spring 2007 and is not guaranteed. The same applies for future years. Further years’ allocation is most unlikely.

6.
Legal Implications
6.1
  None specific

7.
Equal Opportunities Implications


  
7.1   Improvements are designed to make the planning service more accessible to hard to reach groups.

8.
Staffing Implications
8.1
  A development control case officer, local plans officer and an administrative support officer would be retained on 1 year fixed contracts paid for by PDG.  The Development Control team also requires one FTE agency post in order to maintain performance and deal with increased workloads. A budget for overtime is included to enable the Land Charges and Street Naming and Numbering team to undertake database cleansing and take on service improvements and promotion. The retention of an arboricultural expert will enable new Tree Preservation Orders to be served.

9.
Environmental Implications
9.1
  The retention of staff to process planning applications, prepare the LDF and Conservation Area Appraisals and the serving of new Tree Preservation Orders are all important means of safeguarding the environment. 

10.
Community Safety Implications
10.1
  None specific

11.
Customer Services Centre Implications
11.1
  None specific

12.
Website Implications
12.1
  The Council’s website will be linked to the Planning Portal website to enable applications to be submitted on line as part of the national eGovernment agenda.

13.
Risk Management Implications
13.1              The following table shows the risks that have been identified and gives an assessment of their impact and likelihood in accordance with the Council’s Risk Management Strategy:-

Description of Risk
Impact
Likelihood

1
  There is no guarantee of PDG in 2007/8 and future years, therefore service development must be planned with this in mind.
III
C

2
ODPM is likely to retain 10% of the DC grant (£8,568) until further notice. This is a normal procedure and allows them to check returns.
II
D

Note: 

1.
For the meaning of the assessment score see the key to the matrix in paragraph 13.2 below.

2.
For the definitions of ‘catastrophic’, ‘almost certain’, etc, see the extract from the ‘Risk Management Strategy Statement’ at the end of the agenda.

13.2
The above risks have been prioritised in the matrix below.  The Council has determined its aversion to risk.  It is prepared to tolerate risks where the combination of impact and likelihood are shaded in the bottom left in the table below.  The remaining risks require management and monitoring.  Those combinations of impact and risk shaded centrally below are less time critical but those shaded to the right require immediate management and monitoring.

Likelihood
A





Impact
Likelihood


B





V = Catastrophic
A = Almost certain


C


1


IV = Critical
B = Very High


D

2



III = Significant
C = High


E





II = Marginal
D = Low


F





I = Negligible
E = Very Low



I
II
III
IV
V

F = Almost Impossible


Impact





13.3            The necessary action planning has been included in the   Development Control and Development Plans and Transportation Service Plans.
14.  
Recommendation
14.1   To agree the programme for Planning Delivery Grant in 2006/7 as set out in the report. 


Background Papers


  File: - Planning Delivery Grant


Report prepared by:
  Peter Kerr, Chief Development Plans and Transportation Officer; Geof Muggeridge, Development Control Officer


The recommendation contained in this report DOES constitute a KEY DECISION.
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