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Summary:-

The Report describes the most recent review of the relative performances of Planning
Authorities in England and Wales in determining planning proposals.

Recommendation:-

The Report be noted and received.

A Eales
Head Of Planning Services

Contact Officer: Sam Greig Ext:  7176
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To the Chairman and Members of the P. 08/06
Development Control Committee

1.0 Introduction

1.1 The Government has recently issued its latest Statistical Release detailing the
comparative performance of Local Planning Authorities in England and Wales in
dealing with planning and related applications for development over the third quarter
of 2005.

1.2 Reflecting the trend that has emerged and was reported in the last report to this
Committee, the number of planning applications that were made nationally during
the quarter showed a decline of 8% against the corresponding period last year and
now appears to reflect a change for the long term pattern in the numbers of
planning applications received. The number of applications received decreased in
all regions compared with the same quarter last year, the largest decreases being in
the North West (13%) and the smallest in the West Midlands (4%). 

1.3 In national terms, the number of decisions made within the quarter also showed a
decline (10%) in comparison with the equivalent period in 2004. Again the North
West region recorded the largest decrease (15%) when measured against the July -
September quarter in 2005, closely followed by the East of England (13%) and the
East Midlands (12%). The smallest decreases were recorded in the South East and
London, both of which were down 8%. 

1.4 The Government places great emphasis upon the speed of decisions. Thus, the fall
in applications lodged and number of decisions made has resulted in the overall
speed of decisions improving, such that 80% of all decisions in the quarter were
made within 8 weeks of receipt, an increase of 3% against the same period last
year. The North West region, which experienced the greatest decrease in
applications submitted and determined, made the quickest decisions (84% within 8
weeks) of all regions, alongside London.
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1.5 The Release also details the national picture in relation to Best Value Indicator
109a), b) and c) that are used for the award of the Planning Delivery Grant i.e.
“Major”, “Minor” and “Other”. 

Performance
Standards Set

National Average for
3rd quarter 2005

Carlisle City Council
3rd quarter 2005

109a) Major within 13
weeks

60% 62% 30%

109b) Minor within 8
weeks

65% 72% 66%

109c) Other within 8
weeks

80% 86% 87%

1.6 The national average represent improvements of 2%, 5% and 4%, respectively,
compared to the corresponding period last year. These figures represent a slight
decline in the percentage of “Major” and “Minor” applications determined in
comparison to the second quarter of 2005, with the percentage of “Other”
applications determined remaining constant.  Carlisle City Council experienced a fall
of 6% in the performance in dealing with “Major” applications, a 1% fall in dealing
with “Minor” application and a 7% fall in dealing with “other” application compared to
July-September 2004. 

1.7 In the third quarter 57% of Authorities met the Performance Standard for “Majors”;
77% met the standard for “Minor” applications and 80% met the standard in relation
to “Other” applications.  Carlisle met the standards in respect of both “Minor” and
“Other” applications but failed to meet the standard for “Major” applications.

1.8 Carlisle City Council’s performance within the quarter indicates that the Council
made 351 decisions, the second highest number of any Authority in Cumbria with
75% of those decisions being made under the Scheme of Delegation.   This is 5%
below the former target of 80% of applications determined under delegated powers.

1.9 Whilst, in respect of the July-September quarter, the Council is exceeding the
Performance Standard in relation to two of the three categories, there is still some
way to go in achieving the 60% target the Government has set for the determination
of “Major” proposals.  A number of changes have been introduced including an
improved delegation scheme, new validation procedures and the Development 
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Team Group that will enable a quicker turn around in “Major” applications, although
it is acknowledged that it may take time before the rewards are seen.

1.10  As Members will be aware from Report 10/06 elsewhere on the Agenda, the City
Council is to become a Planning Standards Authority in respect of “Major”
applications as the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister does not consider that on
current performance the Council will be able to meet the target of 60% of “Major”
applications determined within 13 weeks by 31 March 2007.

1.11 As detailed in paragraph 1.9 above the Council has introduced improvements which
will improve performance.  However, a major reason for the current performance is
staffing levels.  At present there is a vacant development control officer post and
this has undoubtedly affected performance over recent months.  In addition
research undertaken on behalf of the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister has shown
that for local planning authorities to consistently meet the Government’s BV 109
targets with quality decisions no case officer should deal with more than 150 cases
a year.  Over the last 12 months the case load of our officers has been in excess of
200. 

1.12 Nonetheless, assuming the vacant post is filled and more resources can be found
for an additional post(s), together with a more effective Development Team Group
and the other improvements that have been introduced, it is anticipated that the
Council will be able to improve on current performance. 

2.0 Recommendation

2.1 That the Report be noted.

A Eales
Head Of Planning Services

Contact Officer: Sam Greig Ext:  7176
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