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1. SUMMARY 
 

1.1 This report seeks authorisation from Planning Committee to vary its 
current procedures to allow the Chair of Planning Committee to use their 

discretion to allow more public speaking at Committee for applications for 
‘major developments’.  

 

2. RECOMMENDATION 
 

2.1 That Planning Committee approve the amendments to the ‘Planning 
Committee – Procedure’ as attached at Appendix A. 

 

3. REASONS FOR THE RECOMMENDATION 
 

3.1. In light of a review of recent public speaking on applications for ‘major’ 
developments (defined in Appendix B) and following discussion between 
the Development Manager and Chair and Vice Chair of Planning 

Committee, the following amendments have been suggested to the 
Procedure to address concerns raised by the public that inadequate time is 

set aside for public speaking: 
 

• The time limit for speakers (excluding Warwick District Councillors) 
be extended to 5 minutes for applications for ‘major development’, 
given they are often more likely to raise a greater number of 

issues, and more complex issues, than ‘minor’ developments; 
• That discretion be given to the Chair of Planning Committee (or Vice 

Chair in their absence) in consultation with the Development 
Manager to allow up to 15 minutes in total for speakers supporting 
and up to 15 minutes for speakers objecting to an application for 

‘major development’ (excluding Warwick District Councillors, 

Town/Parish Council representative, CAAF representative); and, 

• The same amount of time allocated for public speakers supporting 

an application for ‘major development’ will be allocated to those 
public speakers objecting, and vice versa, irrespective of the 
number of speakers (NB: the requirement for balance would also 

remain for all other applications).  
 

3.2. An amended procedure is attached at Appendix A for the approval of 
Planning Committee. 

 

4. POLICY FRAMEWORK 
 

4.1 Policy Framework – giving more time for public speaking and ensuring 
both those in support and objection have equal amounts of time is 
consistent with the Council’s core values of being community focused, 

and fairness and equity.  
 

4.2 Fit for the Future – not applicable 
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5. BUDGETARY FRAMEWORK 
 

5.1 Increasing the number of speakers permitted for ‘major’ developments is 
likely to increase the length of time taken to determine those proposals 

and therefore the cost to the Council of running Planning Committee, 
however, the number of applications is a relatively small proportion of the 
total applications that go to Committee and not all will generate sufficient 

interest to result in more speakers.  
 

6. ALTERNATIVE OPTION(S) CONSIDERED 
 
6.1 The amendments could not be made to the procedure, however, this 

would not address the concerns raised by members of the public or 
officers.  

 


