[image: image1.jpg]Borough of

Rossendale Aﬁ







1.
PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

The purpose of this report is to recommend a number of changes to the officer scheme of delegation for determining planning applications having regard to the need to improve best value performance indicator results and in particular the number of planning applications determined at officer level.  

2.
RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the following be amended:

(i) “All applications where it is intended to overrule material planning objections from three or more separate addresses” to read “all applications where it is intended to overrule material planning objections from six or more separate addresses”

(ii) “All major applications for non-residential development for more than 1000 square metres or more, or where the site will be 1 hectare or more ”  to read “All major applications for non-residential development for more than 1000 square metres or more, or where the site will be 1 hectare or more (excluding reserved matters”

(iii) “All applications where the decision would be prejudicial to or in conflict with national or development plan policy” to read “all departure applications” 
3.
CORPORATE AIMS

The recommendations if taken on board would seek to meet the Council’s corporate aims and in particular would ensure (i) improvements to service delivery through the management of performance and (ii) improvements to responsiveness relative to meeting the needs of all customers.

4. 
RISK


The Council runs the risk of under performance relative to Best Value Performance Indicators if the recommendations are not taken on board.

5.
SERVICE DELIVERY/PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT ISSUES


If the above recommendations are taken on board it would ensure that (i) the service could improve relative to Best Value Performance Indicator 188 and (ii) speed of decision making (Best Value Performance Indicators 109a, 109b and 109c) thereby ensuring future/higher grant awards from the Government (i.e. Planning Delivery Grant).  The changes would also allow Members to concentrate efforts on the more controversial/major applications.

6.
IMPLICATIONS ARISING FROM THE REPORT

	LA21/Environment
	
	IT
	

	Human Rights Act 1998
	
	Land and Property
	

	Equalities Issues
	
	Personnel
	

	Community Safety
	
	Legal
	

	Financial
	x
	Partnership Working
	


Financial savings – less committee time, fewer  people involved and therefore financial savings.

7.
WARDS AFFECTED


The proposed changes would affect all wards.

8.
REPORT
8.1 The Government (Best Value Performance Indicator 188) sets a target of 90% of decisions to be made at officer level.  Apart from being a measure of how efficiently the system is being run by showing that only the most significant applications are determined by Councillors it also has a bearing on how the Council is assessed from a performance point of view and in part determines future grant awards (Planning Delivery Grant) from the Government.  For the period of 1st April 2003 to 31st December 2003 89% of decisions were made at officer level.  The changes recommended in this report are proposed in an attempt to ensure that more than 90% of decisions are made at officer level.  The changes would also result in improvements in respect of the time taken to determine planning applications (BVPI’s 109a, 109b and 109c).      

8.2 Of the 68 applications referred to the Development Control Committee In the period 1st April 2003 to 31st December 2003 an analysis of the records shows that these were referred for the following reasons.  In some instances (21 applications(31%) of total No. of applications) the application were referred to committee for more than one reason

.

	REASON FOR REFERAL TO DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE
	NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS
	PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL REASONS

	Councils Own Development
	2
	3%

	Decision Prejudicial to Development Plan Policy 
	5
	7%

	Decision could give rise to claims for compensation
	0
	0%

	Applications submitted by or on behalf of members or officers 
	0
	0%

	Contentious or novel issues
	2
	3%

	Environmental Impact Assessment
	0
	0%

	3 or more objections from three separate addresses *
	33*
	49%*

	Major residential (excluding reserved matters)
	1
	1%

	Major non residential (including reserved matters)
	0
	0%

	Call in by ward councilor *14 days)
	4
	6%

	Referred to committee for a multiple of reasons
	21
	31%


*NB: Of these, 22 applications (32 percent of the total number of applications considered by committee) received between 3 and 6 objections.


8.3 In reviewing the scheme of delegation to try to ensure that whilst all routine applications are determined by officers the committee concentrate upon the major and contentious applications it is obvious that most of the categories are still entirely appropriate. The one possible category which could deserve further attention is that of applications which are referred because of the number of objections. It is clear that many applications are referred to committee on the basis of between three and six objections.  Whilst most contentious minor applications attracting many objections often have to be referred to committee for more than one reason, there are still some applications, whilst still relatively few in absolute number which go to committee only because three or more people object to them. It is suggested that the limit in this area has been set too low and could, without damage to the integrity of the scheme, be raised from three to six objections. If the scheme as it is now recommended had been in place between 1st April 2003 and 31st December 2003 the Committee would have considered 46 applications instead of 68.  This in turn would have improved BVPI 188 performance (i.e. percentage of applications determined by officers) from 89% to 93%, making Development Control in Rossendale amongst one of the top performers in the country relative to this performance indicator which would then match our top Quartile performance under the other BVPI’s. 


Background documents: Committee Agenda Papers 2003

              Development Control Returns P1 and P2.


For further information on the details of this report, please contact: 


Mr. D Hartley (Principal Planning Officer) on Telephone No. 01706 217777
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