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Cabinet

Tuesday, 16th May, 2017
6.00  - 6.30 pm

Attendees
Councillors:  Flo Clucas (Cabinet Member Healthy Lifestyles), Chris Coleman 

(Cabinet Member Clean and Green Environment), Rowena Hay 
(Cabinet Member Finance), Peter Jeffries (Cabinet Member 
Housing), Andrew McKinlay (Cabinet Member Development and 
Safety) and Roger Whyborn (Cabinet Member Corporate 
Services)

Minutes

6. APPLICATION FOR DESIGNATION OF A NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA AND 
NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM BY THE SPRINGBANK NEIGHBOURHOOD 
FORUM
The Cabinet Member Housing, Councillor Jeffries left the room for this item and 
therefore did not participate in the debate.

The Cabinet Member Development and Safety introduced the updated report 
which had been circulated prior to the meeting regarding an application which 
had been received to designate a neighbourhood plan area for Springbank and 
designate the Springbank Neighbourhood Forum as the neighbourhood forum 
for that area. He reported that the application had been assessed against the 
requirements set out in the legislation and was considered to meet the 
requirements to enable designation of the neighbourhood area and of the 
neighbourhood forum. The Council’s Neighbourhood Planning Protocol had 
been used to guide officers in assessing the application.
The Cabinet Member explained that this was the second application the 
Borough had received to designate a neighbourhood forum in the west of 
Cheltenham. The first application had been rejected by Cabinet as the 
submitted forum application had been made for an area which was not 
considered appropriate as a neighbourhood area. This was because the area 
cut across ward boundaries and included a number of separate communities, 
which would reduce community cohesion. Secondly, because the area applied 
for was not agreed as constituting an appropriate area, the membership of the 
applied for forum could not be found to comply with Section 61F(5) of the Town 
and Country Planning Act 1990 part (c); having a membership of “a minimum of 
21 individuals each of whom lives in the neighbourhood area concerned”

Given the objections to the current application, the Cabinet Member 
Development and Safety explained that this application complied with the 
Regulations as outlined in paragraph 4.3 of the report. He then drew Members’ 
attention to the supplementary documentation which had been circulated in 
advance of the meeting highlighting paragraphs 4.4 and 4.5 of the report stating 
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that officers had considered the representations received and saw no planning 
reason to object to the applications. 

The Cabinet Member emphasised that the current application differed from the 
previous application in several key ways. Firstly, it has been submitted by a 
different organisation (Springbank Neighbourhood Forum). Secondly, the 
current application area followed the boundary of the Springbank ward whereas 
the previous application included Springbank ward as well as Hesters Way ward 
and the majority of St. Mark’s and St. Peter’s wards. 

The Cabinet Member sought the advice from the Head of Law in terms of 
whether due process had been followed in terms of the Regulations and 
constitutional requirements. The Head of Law explained that in terms of the 
Regulations, these were detailed technical requirements which the planning 
officers would have considered and were clearly satisfied with in bringing the 
report to Cabinet for decision. With regard to the council’s constitution he drew 
Members’ attention to the general principles of decision making which were 
followed at the council;  Members should be satisfied that they had been 
provided with sufficient facts and information, including the officer advice and 
report, to enable them to reach a balanced and reasoned decision on the 
recommendations before them.

In discussing the item Members made the following points:

 West Cheltenham was an important area in terms of the Joint Core Strategy 
and plans for the Cyber hub

 A Neighbourhood Area and Neighbourhood Forum would ensure that the 
residents of Springbank had an effective local voice to get the best deal.

 Springbank was a large enough ward for neighbourhood planning to work 
effectively. If the area was larger it would dilute the ability of Springbank 
residents to have a voice. This was a good application and Members were 
satisfied that it had been put forward by those who resided in the area as 
opposed to those in neighbouring areas and other wards. It was noted that 
there were 27 members of the group with a direct and personal interest in 
Springbank.

 Concern was expressed regarding the implications of the future of the JCS 
particularly with regard to cross borough boundaries with Tewkesbury.

In concluding the debate the Cabinet Member Development and Safety clarified 
that 42 names had been submitted with the application, i.e. there were more 
residents involved than previously stated during the cabinet debate. He also 
stated that the council was looking to establish a working relationship with the 
neighbouring parishes within Tewkesbury Borough.

With reference to a concern expressed on the ability of the neighbourhood plan 
to block parts of the JCS he confirmed that this would not be a problem as it 
would need to conform with both the Cheltenham Plan and the JCS.

In summing up the Chair said that he was happy to support the applications 
which he believed had been properly made by Springbank residents. He 



- 3 -
Draft minutes to be approved at the next meeting on Tuesday, 13 June 2017

considered that officers had properly applied themselves to the process and 
that Cabinet had received sufficient information to make a correct and reasoned 
decision on the applications.

RESOLVED THAT

1. the designation of the Springbank Neighbourhood Forum area (the 
current Springbank Ward) be approved for the purpose of 
preparing a Neighbourhood Development Plan.

2. the designation of the Springbank Neighbourhood Forum be 
approved as neighbourhood forum as defined by the Localism Act 
2011.


