
APPENDIX H

Key considerations

1 The CIL spending board’s key considerations will be whether there is a 
public benefit of the proposed scheme for residents in Sevenoaks District 
and whether the scheme constitutes value for money.  In determining this, 
the spending board will consider the following issues in making its 
recommendation.  

a) Whether sufficient evidence has been provided to demonstrate a strong 
social, environmental or economic justification for the scheme.

b) Whether sufficient evidence has been provided to demonstrate a strong 
link between new development and the scheme.

c) Whether the scheme forms part of a planned strategy to address the 
need for infrastructure.

d) Whether the CIL contribution will be matched by funding from other 
sources.

e) Whether the use of other funding sources has been maximised. 

f) Whether there is sufficient certainty that the scheme will be delivered.

g) Whether the scheme is supported by at least one of the relevant SDC 
ward members (note: this will be a prerequisite of a successful funding 
bid).

h) Whether the scheme is supported by the relevant town/parish council.

i) Whether evidence has been provided to demonstrate that there are 
sufficient maintenance arrangements in place.

2 The board may also take into account other factors that it considers 
relevant.

3 Limited CIL funding is available and it is unlikely that it will fund all of the 
infrastructure schemes that are considered necessary to support 
development.  Where it is necessary to choose between schemes that could 
both be appropriate uses of CIL (i.e. they satisfy all of the considerations 
set out above), the board will give particular consideration to the public 
benefit of the schemes for residents in Sevenoaks District and the link 
between development and the scheme.

Types of recommendation:

4 The board may make the following recommendations to Cabinet for it to 
ratify:

a) Funding for the scheme is approved.



b) Funding for the scheme is not approved on the basis that other proposed 
schemes have been given greater priority.

c) Funding for the scheme is not approved on the basis that insufficient 
evidence has been provided to justify it.

d) Funding for the scheme is not approved on the basis that the scheme is 
not considered to be an appropriate use of CIL.

5 These recommendations should give bidders an indication of whether they 
should consider bidding for this scheme again and what additional 
information, if anything, should be provided with any resubmission.

Recommendations to the CIL Spending Board

6 That it be recommended to Cabinet that

A) the £29,000.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Upper Darent Flood Alleviation Project” be approved on the following 
grounds: 

(i) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community;

(ii) Partnership working with other organisations;

(iii) Majority of project cost secured through different match-funding 
sources.  

B) the £3,000.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Four Elms Playground” be approved on the following grounds: 

(i) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community;

(ii) Partnership working with other organisations;

(iii) Majority of project cost secured through different match-funding 
sources.  

C) the £255,230.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Darent Valley Path Enhancements” be approved on the following 
grounds: 

(i) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community;

(ii) Partnership working with other organisations;

(iii) Majority of project cost secured through different match-funding 
sources.   



D) the £750,000.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Swanley Station Improvements” be approved on the following grounds: 

(i) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community;

(ii) Partnership working with other organisations;

(iii) Majority of project cost secured through match-funding.

E) the £258,274.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Bat & Ball Station – Transport and Access Improvements” be approved 
on the following grounds: 

(i) Identified need for the scheme;

(ii) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community; 

(iii) Majority of project cost secured through match-funding.

F) the £100,000.00 funding applied for, as set out in the report, for scheme 
“Rebuild of Sevenoaks Day Centre Nursery” be approved on the 
following grounds:

(i) Identified need for the scheme

(ii) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community

(iii) Partnership working with other organisations

(iv) Majority of project cost secured through match-funding.

 

G) the £21,662.00 funding 21,662.00 funding applied for, as set out in the 
report, for scheme “Westerham Public Toilets Refurbishment” be 
approved on the following grounds: 

(i) Strong economic, social and environmental benefits to the 
community; 

(ii) Majority of project cost secured through match-funding.


