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Item 11. SUSPENSION OF THE DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT SCHEME OF  
  DELEGATION IN THE COQUETDALE AREA OF THE NATIONAL PARK 
 
1.  Purpose of the Report 
 
1.1  This report refers to a proposal from a member of the Development Management 

Committee to suspend the Development Management Scheme of Delegation in the 
Coquetdale area of the National Park and sets out a recommendation. 

2.  Recommendations 

2.1  Members are recommended 
a) not to suspend the Development Management Scheme of Delegation in the 

Coquetdale area of the National Park 
 

3.  Implications 
 

Financial 

3.1 The financial implications of the recommendation set out in this report are already 
funded within the Authority’s agreed budget plan. 

3.2 Should members decide to suspend the Development Management Scheme of 
Delegation in Coquetdale, this is likely to result in additional costs of between £1,500 
and £2,100 per committee meeting. These costs are based on estimates using 
sensitive information which has been sent to members separately. 

Equality 

3.3 It is not considered that there are any equality implications. 

4. Background  
 
4.1  Over the past year there have been planning cases in the Coquetdale area which 

have raised concerns in the local community.  One case relates to the Authority’s 
decision not to take enforcement action in respect of an unauthorised development 
and the other relates to the Authority’s decision to grant retrospective permission for 
amendments to a building, and to subsequently approve its change of use. 

4.2  Both of the cases noted above have led to letters of objection from local residents, 
Parish Councils, and one has resulted in a formal complaint to the Authority. 

4.3  The findings of this complaint, which has been initially reviewed by Ward Hadaway 
as the Authority’s legal advisors, and most recently has been reviewed by legal 
advisors at Northumberland County Council, is that the Authority has acted properly 
in accordance with its procedures. 

4.4  In both of the above cases planning officers and the Chief Executive have met with 
relevant Parish Councils to hear their concerns and have responded to these 
subsequently. 

4.5  In light of reported on-going concerns, a member of the Authority at the Development 
Management meeting of 18th April 2012 was of the view that having officers taking 
delegated decisions on planning matters in Coquetdale at this time placed officers in 
a difficult position and a suspension of delegated powers in respect of planning for 
this area of the National Park was therefore proposed. 
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4.6  As members were advised that suspension of delegated powers would need 
approval at a full meeting of the Authority, the Chief Executive (National Park Officer) 
was requested to table a report to the next meeting of the Authority.  

5. Development Management Scheme of Delegation 

5.1  The Development Management Scheme of Delegation was amended and adopted 
by the Authority in March 2012. 

5.2  The Chief Executive is authorised to determine all planning and related applications 
and to carry out duties relating to such applications as required by The Town and 
Country Planning Acts,  The Listed Building Act 1990 and other associated 
legislation, apart from in those circumstances set out in Development Management 
Scheme of Delegation. 

5.3  This includes responses to proposals affecting the National Park or the Authority. 

5.4  The Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities is authorised to act on behalf 
of the Chief Executive in exercising this delegated Authority.  The scheme is attached 
at Annexe 1. 

5.5  In the past year 88% of all planning applications were delegated to officers in 
Northumberland National Park Authority (91% nationally).  

6. Considerations 

6.1  Rationale – It is suggested that suspension of the Scheme of Delegation would help 
protect the officers from having to take sensitive decisions at the present time.  
Having spoken with the planning officers and reviewed the planning caseload, it is 
clear that the majority of delegated decisions are of a routine nature and not difficult 
or contentious.  Further, the planning officers consider delegated decisions to be a 
core part of the planning officers role and do not consider suspension of delegated 
powers to be necessary in order to support their role. 

It should be noted that the Development Management Scheme of Delegation already 
makes provision for sensitive applications to come to the Development Management 
Committee. 

6.2  Consistency – Suspending delegated powers for planning in one part of the National 
Park would lead to routine or non contentious applications being taken in one case 
by officers and in another by the members of the Authority.  This has potential to lead 
to inconsistency. 

6.3  Efficiency – If the Scheme of Delegation was suspended it is likely to result in the 
need for the Development Management Committee to meet on a more regular basis.  
The cost of holding a Development Management Committee on a scheduled 
Authority Day would be £1,500, whilst the cost of holding a separate Development 
Management Committee on a non-Authority day would be £2,100. 

6.4  Suspension of the Development Management Scheme of Delegation is therefore 
likely to increase costs.  If meetings of the Development Management Committee 
were required, in addition to those scheduled within current governance 
arrangement, the Authority would not have the capacity within the committee 
services team to support this.  Members should also consider whether the 
consideration of largely routine planning matters is the most efficient use of members 
time. 
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6.5  Performance – The Authority is required to deliver its planning functions to agreed 
performance targets relating to speed of decisions.  The table below sets out how the 
Authority has performed over the past 6 years. 

 

6.6  If the Development Management Scheme of Delegation were to be suspended it 
could potentially lead to some applications going out of time.  It should be noted that 
based on last year’s figures and the relatively small number of applications received 
annually by the Authority, only a further 4 applications going out of time in the minor 
and other applications category would have resulted in the Authority not meeting its 
target. 

7. Conclusion  

7.1   It is clear that some of the decisions taken by the Authority in respect of 
development management matters in the Coquetdale area have caused concerns in 
the local community.  It is worthy of note however that this has primarily been in 
relation to decisions taken by the Development Management Committee and not 
decisions taken by officers under the Scheme of Delegation.  This is perhaps not 
surprising as the more complex planning matters are those which are brought before 
the Development Management Committee. 

7.2  Whilst there is clearly a need to build trust in the Authority’s planning functions on an 
on-going basis.  It is considered that this is best done by the Authority continuing to 
be accessible to local communities, by officers and members actively listening and 
responding when concerns are raised and by being openly accountable for the 
decisions taken by the Authority.  It is considered that the Authority currently does, 
and should continue to, employ all of these actions, including the current series of 
development management community consultation events.  In addition the Authority 
is looking for new ways in which to engage with local communities, and the North 
Tyne Neighbourhood Planning front runner is a recent example of this approach. 

7.3  It is not therefore recommended that the Development Management Scheme of 
Delegation be suspended in the Coquetdale area. 

Contact Officer: 
For further information contact Tony Gates, Chief Executive (National Park Officer) 
on 01434 611514 or e-mail: tony.gates@nnpa.org.uk 
 
Background papers - None 
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ANNEX 1 

 

Part D Development Management Scheme of Delegation 
 
D-1 The National Park Authority 
 

The National Park Authority acts as the Development Management Committee. That 
is, all suitably trained members of the Authority actively participate in the relevant 
Development Management matters. Members shall at all times have primary regard 
to the Development Plan, Government guidance in planning matters and relevant 
legislation and case law 

 
The Authority shall exercise the functions as follows: 
1. As a planning authority and mineral planning authority for Northumberland 

National Park under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as amended or 
revoked and re-enacted, and any Statutory Instrument or Regulations made there 
under;  

2. As the relevant authority under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas) Act 1990 as amended or revoked and re-enacted, and any Statutory 
Instrument or Regulations made there under; and 

3. As the relevant authority for the purposes of the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 as 
amended and all related matters; 

 
Membership 
 
All Members of the National Park Authority are Members of this Committee.  No Member of 
the Authority is entitled to exercise his / her vote unless he / she has undertaken introductory 
training in planning matters, and relevant additional training as may be prescribed by the 
Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities.  
 
Quorum: 8 - to include one Secretary of State (National) and one Local Authority  
       Member (County Council/Parish Council) 
 
D-2  Delegation to the Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities 
 

The Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities is hereby authorised to act on 
behalf of the Chief Executive and exercise delegated authority to determine any 
matter arising under: 
a. The Town and Country Planning Act 1990; 
b. The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990; and 
c. Any Statutory Instrument or Regulation made there under. 

 
Except as follows: 

 proposals submitted by or on behalf of the Authority for its own developments, or 
for development on Authority owned land;  

 in respect of applications notified on the weekly list, where a Member of the 
Authority indicates within 10 working days of the publication of the list, a material 
planning reason for the matter to be considered by the Authority  The Member 
shall provide a written reason for that particular application to proceed to the 
Authority using direct reference to planning policy; 

 the relevant Parish Council or other statutory consultee makes a written 
representation, based upon material planning consideration which is in 
substantial conflict with the proposed decision, which the Head of Planning, 
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Conservation and Communities considers cannot be dealt with by the imposition 
of a condition or conditions; 

 any application which the Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities 
knows is made by or relating to a property owned by a Member or Officer of the 
Authority or by a close acquaintance of a Member or Officer of the Authority;  

 there are distinctive written representations, from more than three households / 
organisations*, based upon material planning considerations in substantial 
conflict with the proposed decision, which the Head of Planning, Conservation 
and Communities considers cannot be dealt with by the imposition of a condition 
or conditions; 

 any application which the Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities 
considers are contrary to the adopted Development Plan but which are 
recommended for approval; 

 Legal action, other than the issue, service, or withdrawal of a Planning 
Contravention Notice, a Breach of Condition Notice, or a Temporary Stop Notice; 
or 

 the Head of Planning, Conservation and Communities believes that the matter 
should be considered by the Authority by reason of significant public interest, a 
conflict between the Authority's adopted planning policies and other material 
planning considerations. 

 

 

 
* Note - Each letter must be from a different household and be written so that it is 
unique to the objector. Letters based upon a common template or proforma shall not 
be treated as individual letters. Letters which state that the author objects but do not 
give reasons will not be counted. Signatures on petitions will not be counted as 
individual objections. 

 

 
 


