
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND REGULATION COMMITTEE

Minutes of a Meeting of the Development Control and Regulation Committee held 
on Wednesday, 14 November 2018 at 10.00 am at Council Chamber - County 
Offices, Kendal, LA9 4RQ

PRESENT:

Mr GD Cook (Chair)

Mr A McGuckin (Vice-Chair)
Mr A Bowness
Mrs HF Carrick
Mr F Cassidy
Mr N Cotton
Mrs BC Gray
Mr D English
Mr LN Fisher

Mr KR Hamilton
Mr JS Holliday
Mr AJ Markley
Mr FI Morgan
Mr D Wilson
Mr MH Worth
Mr K Hitchen

Also in Attendance:-

Svetlana Bainbridge - Commons Registration Officer
Mark Brennand - Lead Officer - Historic Environment and Commons
Philippa Christie - Solicitor
Richard Cryer - Lead Officer - Development Control
Paul Haggin - Manager - Development Control and Countryside 

Management
Edward Page - Planning Officer
Jayne Petersen - Planning Officer
Andy Sims - Countryside Access Officer
Jason Weatherill - Commons Officer

PART 1 – ITEMS CONSIDERED IN THE 
PRESENCE OF THE PUBLIC AND PRESS

65 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Mr R Bingham, Mr W McEwan and Mr D 
Whipp.

66 CHANGES IN MEMBERSHIP

It was noted that Mr Hitchen had replaced Mr Bingham as a member of the 
Committee for this meeting only.

67 DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST
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Mr D Wilson declared that in relation to Agenda Item 14b – Application no 
4/18/9005, Prior Notification – Proposed Demolition at Millom School, Salthouse 
Road, Millom that he was a School Governor and that he had been lobbied and 
would therefore leave the room during consideration of the item.

Mr Morgan declared that in relation to Agenda Item 14b – Application no 4/18/9005, 
Prior Notification – Proposed Demolition at Millom School, Salthouse Road, Millom, 
the issue had been noted at a meeting of Copeland Local Committee of which he 
was a member and therefore he would leave the room.

Mr Hitchen drew it to members’ attention that in relation to Agenda Item 14b – 
Application no 4/18/9005, Prior Notification – Proposed Demolition at Millom School, 
Salthouse Road, Millom, he had been present at the meeting of Copeland Local 
Committee where the issue had been noted but as no decision had been made he 
we would stay in the room during consideration of the application.

Mr Worth declared a personal interest in Agenda item 13, Wildlife and Countryside 
Act 1981 – Section 53 Applications Recommendation 2 as he was the local member 
for Walney. He confirmed that he had not been lobbied on the matter.

68 EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC

RESOLVED, that the press and public be not excluded during consideration of 
any items of business.

69 MINUTES

Page 15 (B) Application no 1/18/9010, 9013, 9014, 9015, 9016 – Hespin Wood 
Waste Management Park, Rockliffe, Carlisle, CA6 4BJ. It was raised that the 
application number in the second last line of the first paragraph did not match the 
number of the application in the original report.

Page 16 2nd paragraph, remove ‘b=’ from the last sentence.

RESOLVED, that, subject to the corrections above, the minutes of the meeting 
held on 5 October 2018 be confirmed as a correct record and 
signed by the Chairman.

70 CA14/25 - APPLICATION TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO RECORD AN 
HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT OF COMMON 
(PRIMARY), REGISTER UNIT CL39 RAVENSTONEDALE COMMON, 
ENTRY 4

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/25 – Application to Amend the Register to Record an Historic Event 
– Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Register Unit CL39 
Ravenstonedale Common, Entry 4. The report advised that an application had been 
received from David Henry Holme to amend entry 4 of unit CL39 of the register of 
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common land – Ravenstonedale Common in consequence of an historic severance 
of a right of common. The purpose of this report was to request that Members make 
a decision as to whether the application should be granted and an amendment 
made to the Council’s register of common land.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote with 
members in favour 15, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that, the Committee accepts the application and amends the register of 
common land, on the basis that the Applicant has satisfied the 
criteria to register a qualifying historic event under paragraph 2 of 
Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006.

71 CA14/36 & CA14/37 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
COMMON (SECONDARY); REGISTER UNIT CL46 ULDALE  FELLS, 
ENTRY 61.

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/36 & CA14/37 – Applications to Amend the Register to Record an 
Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Historic 
Apportionment of a Right of Common (secondary); Register Unit CL46 Uldale  Fells, 
Entry 61. An application had been received from Elizabeth Ann and Gordon Moore 
to amend entry 61 of unit CL46 of the register of common land – Uldale Fells in 
consequence of an historic severance of a right of common. As the application 
related to only part of the right, it was accompanied by a secondary application to 
apportion the right. The purpose of the report was to request Members to make a 
decision as to whether the applications should be granted and an amendment made 
to the Council’s register of common land.

A number of members commented on the large volume of paper in the reports with 
one querying whether this type of technical decision could be made by an officer. 
The Manager - Development Control and Countryside Management advised that 
solutions to simplify reports were underway and as an objection had been made, 
members were obliged to determine the application. One member referred to future 
applications, highlighting that contentious issues should rightly be supported by 
comprehensive evidence in order to allow members to make informed decisions.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote with 
members for 16, against 0, abstention 0, it was 

RESOLVED that, the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register 
of common land on the ground that severance of a right of 
common occurred in April 2005 and that that severance should 
be recorded in the register as a qualifying historic event under 
paragraph 2 of Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006.
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72 CA14/40 & CA14/41 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
COMMON (SECONDARY), REGISTER UNIT CL20 CALDBECK COMMON, 
ENTRY 215.

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/40 & CA14/41 – Applications to Amend the Register to Record an 
Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Historic 
Apportionment of a Right of Common (secondary), Register Unit CL20 Caldbeck 
Common, Entry 215. The report advised that an application had been received from 
Dennis Henry Strong to amend entry 215 of unit CL20 of the register of common 
land – Caldbeck Common in consequence of an historic severance of a right of 
common. As the application related to only part of the right, it was accompanied by 
a secondary application to apportion the right. The purpose of the report was to 
request Members make a decision as to whether the applications should be granted 
and an amendment made to the Council’s register of common land.

It was questioned whether Objectors could be contacted earlier in the application 
process in order for matters to be resolved quickly. Members were informed that the 
objector to the applications before them was a supporter of ‘Commoners’ in Cumbria 
and had strong views regarding access to land in the county.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote with 
members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that, the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register 
of common land on the ground that severance of parts of a right 
of common occurred on 22nd April 1983 and 18th April 2001 and 
that this severance should be recorded in the register as a 
qualifying historic event under paragraph 2 of Schedule 3 to the 
Commons Act 2006.

73 CA14/53 & CA14/54 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
COMMON (SECONDARY) REGISTER UNIT CL293 MUNGRISDALE 
COMMON, ENTRY 17

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/53 & CA14/54 – Applications to Amend the Register to Record an 
Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Historic 
Apportionment of a Right of Common (secondary) Register Unit CL293 Mungrisdale 
Common, Entry 17. The report advised that an application had been received from 
Askham Bryan College to amend entry 17 of unit CL293 of the register of common 
land – Mungrisdale Common in consequence of an historic severance of a right of 
common. As the application related to only part of the right, it was accompanied by 
a secondary application to apportion the right. The purpose of the report was to 
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request that Members make a decision as to whether the applications should be 
granted and an amendment made to the Council’s register of common land.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote as 
follows; members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register of 
common land, on the basis that the Applicant has met the criteria 
to register a qualifying historic event under paragraph 2 of 
Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006.

74 CA14/55 & CA14/56 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
COMMON (SECONDARY) REGISTER UNIT CL60 CARROCK FELL AND  
MUNGRISDALE FELL, ENTRY 19

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/55 & CA14/56 – Applications to Amend the Register to Record an 
Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Historic 
Apportionment of a Right of Common (secondary) Register Unit CL60 Carrock Fell 
and  Mungrisdale Fell, Entry 19. The report advised that an application had been 
received from Askham Bryan College to amend entry 19 of unit CL60 of the register 
of common land – Carrock Fell and Mungrisdale Fell in consequence of an historic 
severance of a right of common. As the application related to only part of the right, it 
was accompanied by a secondary application to apportion the right. The purpose of 
the report was to request that Members make a decision as to whether the 
applications should be granted and an amendment made to the Council’s register of 
common land.

A member asked that since the Common Land reports before members at the 
meeting contained similar objections, could the reports be reduced in size in future 
as the officer position on the applications were accepted. The Solicitor stated that 
each application had to be considered on its own merit with decisions based on the 
facts in the report.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote as 
follows; members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register of 
common land, on the basis that the Applicant has met the criteria 
to register a qualifying historic event under paragraph 2 of 
Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006

75 CA14/60 & CA14/61 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
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COMMON (SECONDARY), REGISTER UNIT CL20 CALDBECK COMMON, 
ENTRY 216.

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding CA14/60 & CA14/61 – Applications to Amend the Register to Record an 
Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of Common (primary), Historic 
Apportionment of a Right of Common (secondary), Register Unit CL20 Caldbeck 
Common, Entry 216. The report advised that an application had been received from 
Dennis Henry Strong to amend entry 216 of unit CL20 of the register of common 
land – Caldbeck Common in consequence of an historic severance of a right of 
common. As the application related to only part of the right, it is accompanied by a 
secondary application to apportion the right. The purpose of the report was to 
request Members make a decision as to whether the applications should be granted 
and an amendment made to the Council’s register of common land.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote 
with members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that, the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register 
of common land on the ground that severance of part of a right of 
common occurred on 9th February 2001 and that that severance 
should be recorded in the register as a qualifying historic event 
under paragraph 2 of Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006.

76 CA14/62 & CA14/63 - APPLICATIONS TO AMEND THE REGISTER TO 
RECORD AN HISTORIC EVENT - HISTORIC SEVERANCE OF A RIGHT 
OF COMMON (PRIMARY), HISTORIC APPORTIONMENT OF A RIGHT OF 
COMMON (SECONDARY), REGISTER UNIT CL39 RAVENSTONEDALE 
COMMON, ENTRY 96.

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and 
Environment regarding CA14/62 & CA14/63 – Applications to Amend the 
Register to Record an Historic Event – Historic Severance of a Right of 
Common (primary), Historic Apportionment of a Right of Common 
(secondary), Register Unit CL39 Ravenstonedale Common, Entry 96. The 
report advised that an application had been received from David Jackson and 
Angela Mary Jackson to amend entry 96 of unit CL39 of the register of 
common land – Ravenstonedale Common in consequence of an historic 
severance of a right of common. As the application related to only part of the 
right, it was accompanied by a secondary application to apportion the right. 
The purpose of the report was to request Members make a decision as to 
whether the applications should be granted and an amendment made to the 
Council’s register of common land.

Following a question from a member regarding the provision of evidence from the 
Objector, the Commons Officer stated that additional information had been 
requested from the Objector but none had been received. Members noted that if an 
objection was made to an application, it would be determined by the Committee. 
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The Committee was informed of the reason for the volume of severance 
applications to be determined by members and the possible reasons for the land 
being originally recorded incorrectly.
The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote 
with members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was 

RESOLVED that, the Committee accepts the applications and amends the register 
of common land on the ground that severance of a right of 
common occurred on 8th January 2004 and that that severance 
should be recorded in the register as a qualifying historic event 
under paragraph 2 of Schedule 3 to the Commons Act 2006.

77 WILDLIFE & COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1981 - SECTION 53 APPLICATIONS

A report was introduced from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding applications that had been received by the County Council to modify the 
Definitive Map and Statement of Public Rights of Way which did not meet the 
burden of proof.

The Countryside Access Officer informed the Committee that since the report had 
been published, additional evidence had been brought to his attention in regard to 
Recommendation 3. Application under Section 53(3)(ii) of the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 to upgrade public footpath no 362033 to a bridleway and 
adding a section of bridleway at Linton Gill, parishes of Hesket and Skelton that 
would warrant further investigation.

The Chair moved that Recommendation 3 be withdrawn from consideration at the 
meeting in order for the officer to make further investigations into the additional 
evidence. This was seconded by Mr Markley. To clarify for members, the Manager 
Development Control & Countryside Management informed the Committee that 
members were entitled to consider evidence right up until the meeting commenced.

One member queried whether the Yorkshire Dales Local Access Forum had been 
consulted. The Countryside Access Officer replied that they probably had not, that it 
was not statutory but noted it for the future.

The remaining 6 Recommendations were taken in order with votes cast for each 
one. Members voted unanimously in favour for each recommendation therefore it 
was 

RESOLVED that, 

1      The application under Section 53(3)(c)(ii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 to upgrade public footpath no 362033 to a bridleway and adding a 
section of bridleway at Linton Gill, parishes of Hesket and Skelton be 
considered at a future meeting in order to investigate additional evidence.
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2 The Assistant Director – Economy and Environment be authorised to reject the 
following:

1. Application under Section 53(3)(c)(iii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 to 
delete public bridleway no 555015 at Middleton, Parish of Sedbergh;

2. Application under Section 53(3)(c)(i) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981  to 
add a public footpath at West Shore Road, Walney, parish of Barrow in Furness;

3. Application under Section 53(3)(c)(i) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 to 
add a restricted byway at Hole House, parish of Ousby;

4. Application under Section 53(3)(c)(i) and (iii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 to realign public footpath 104032 in the parish of Bewcastle;

5. Application  under Section 53(3)(c)(iii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
to amend Definitive Statement re public path no 114036 at Stockdalewath, 
parish of Dalston; and

6. Application under Section 53(3)(c)(i) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 to 
add a public footpath at Low Winder Lane in the  parish of Haile & Wilton 

78 REPORTS ON APPLICATIONS FOR PLANNING PERMISSION

a Application Reference No. 1/18/9017. Application Type: Full Planning 
Permission Proposal: Increase in levels of landscaping to retain soil 
on the site from the adjacent care home being constructed under 
permission ref 1/17/9003. The existing perimeter fencing will be 
retained and the site seeded with wildflower seed on completion. 
Land adjacent to the Former Morton Park Primary School site, 
Burnrigg, Carlisle, CA2 6QH

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
that detailed a planning application to increase in levels of landscaping to retain soil 
on the site from the adjacent care home being constructed under permission ref 
1/17/9003. The existing perimeter fencing would be retained and the site seeded 
with wildflower seed on completion at land adjacent to the Former Morton Park 
Primary School site, Burnrigg, Carlisle, CA2 6QH.

The Lead Officer - Development Control  guided members through the report and 
advised that the development would not significantly impact on surrounding 
properties. Relevant issues such as visual impact and highway safety were noted 
and it was confirmed that trees in the area protected by a Tree Preservation Order 
would be adequately protected. There had been no objections from the community.

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote with 
members for 16, against 0, abstentions 0, it was

RESOLVED that, Planning Permission be granted subject to conditions as set out in 
Appendix 1 to the report.

b Application Reference No. 4/18/9005 Application Type: Prior 
Notification - Proposed Demolition. Proposal: Demolition of 
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swimming pool. Location: Millom School, Salthouse Road, Millom, 
LA18 5AB

The meeting adjourned in order for members to read the additional information 
circulated regarding planning application 4/18/9005

Mr Morgan and Mr Wilson left the room during consideration of this application 
following their declarations of interest made earlier in the meeting.

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding application Reference No. 4/18/9005 relating to Prior  Notification of 
Proposed Demolition. The proposal was to demolish the swimming pool at Millom 
School, Salthouse Road, Millom. The Chair advised members that this application 
had been deferred at the previous meeting of the Committee.

The Manager - Development Control and Countryside Management stated that 
there had been considerable debate on the application and the community had 
informed members of their issues at the meeting of the Committee held on 5 
October 2018. A brief synopsis was given for the reason for deferring the 
application. The word ‘deliberate’ had now been removed from the report and 
officers were content that the information before members was legally sound. He 
drew members’ attention to and explained what permitted development rights’ were 
and the reason for the application being for ‘prior notification’  for the proposed 
demolition. He read out a specific reason for when the prior notification application 
route could not be used for the benefit of members. The Committee was reminded 
that the community had raised that there hadn’t been sufficient upkeep of the 
building, however there was evidence that this was not the case. 

The Planning Officer guided members through a number of slides showing maps of 
the location and building and photographs of the building. Members’ attention was 
drawn to the update sheets which had been circulated to members. One provided 
the submissions of objection received on the morning of the meeting, the other, 
objections received since the report had been published. 

Members were advised that they were not determining a planning application. The 
grounds for considering a prior notification were explained with the key contested 
part of legislation presented for members on a slide. Members were advised that 
after due consideration being given to the information presented at the previous 
meeting, officers remained of the same view, that there had not been action or 
inaction by those who owned or had an interest in the land that had rendered the 
swimming pool building unsafe or otherwise inhabitable and that the proposals were 
considered to be acceptable in terms of the narrow criteria against which prior 
notification applications must be assessed.

A member referred to the dispute about the skills of the people who had undertaken 
the survey of the building, queried if there had been a full survey of the roof and 
asked if details were available of a structural survey. He commented that the 
objectors did not have information on how much it would cost to restore the building. 
The Planning Officer advised that Save Millom Pool Group had submitted a report 
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but there was no information on the qualifications of the surveyors. He confirmed 
that a qualified structural engineer report was not available to confirm if the building 
was or was not safe.

A member queried if officers considered the building to be unsafe and asked for 
confirmation that inaction had not contributed to the structure of the building. The 
Manager Development Control and Countryside Management stated that the issue 
was the building safety and a structural engineer’s report had not been received, 
however, evidence was available that a maintenance regime had been in place.

A member asked for confirmation that the building wasn’t unsafe and the pool safe 
for swimming. The Chairman reminded members that they were dealing with the 
demolition of the building only. It was raised by a member that at the previous 
meeting there had been a discrepancy between the officer and Objectors’ estimated 
costs. It was clarified by the Planning Officer that there had been no examination of 
costings since the last meeting. It was raised by a member that consideration should 
be given to the current state of repair and that the decision members had to make 
was about prior notification. The Manager Development Control and Countryside 
Management reiterated that the decision was not to close down the pool but related 
to demolishing the building.

In moving the recommendation, Mr Markley  stated that he welcomed that legal 
issues had been resolved and hoped that the Millom community would be given 
time to look at options. Mr English seconded the motion.

Both the Chair and Manager - Development Control and Countryside Management 
stressed that the decision was for prior notification for proposed demolition not to 
close the pool. In referring to whether the building had been rendered unsafe due to 
inaction, a member stated that had he known about the issues with the building he 
would have asked for information earlier and how, if a maintenance regime had 
been in place, how had the building fell into disrepair. The Planning Officer  drew 
members’ attention to the fact that work had taken place between 2013-18 and in 
2013-14 there had been higher expenditure as a survey had been undertaken which 
highlighted issues that needed to be resolved.

In supporting the motion, a member reiterated that the Committee was not being 
asked to close the pool, commenting that objectors had stated that costs would be 
reasonable to improve the building, both officers and objectors believed the building 
to be safe and officers believed that there had not been inaction on behalf of  the 
Council. On being asked if the building was safe, the Manager Development Control 
and Countryside Management confirmed that it was difficult to be conclusive on that 
matter as a professionally conducted  structural survey had not been undertaken but 
that it may only be safe for a couple of years.

In concluding the discussion, a member stated that the Committee’s role was to 
decide whether permission was needed to demolish the building, not to make a 
decision on the building being demolished.
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As the recommendation had been moved and seconded, the vote was cast as 
follows; members for 13, against 0, abstentions 1, (2 members were out of the room 
when the vote was cast) it was

RESOLVED that prior approval is not required as the application is considered to be 
acceptable as submitted (i.e in terms of the proposed demolition 
methodology and proposed restoration of the site). No further 
conditions are considred to be needed beyond those set out in B.2 
(b) (viii-ix)(bb) of Part 11 – Class B of Schedule 2 to the GPDO

Mr Morgan and Mr Wilson returned to the meeting.

c Application Reference No. 4/18/9009 Application Type: Section 73 
Planning Application. Proposal: Section 73 planning application to 
vary condition 2 of planning application 4/17/9017, proposing an 
increase in the size of the approved school building to accommodate 
a larger main hall and other minor alterations including revised 
drainage details. Location: Seascale Primary School, Croft Head 
Road, Seascale, CA20 1LZ

A report was considered from the Assistant Director – Economy and Environment 
regarding a Section 73 planning application to vary condition 2 of planning 
application 4/17/9017, and proposed an increase in the size of the approved school 
building to accommodate a larger main hall and other minor alterations including 
revised drainage details at Seascale Primary School, Croft Head Road, Seascale, 
CA20 1LZ.

Members were shown photographs of the location of the proposed school. 

The recommendation was moved and seconded and after casting the vote, 
members for 15, against 0, Abstentions 0, it was

RESOLVED that,  Planning Permission to be granted subject to the conditions set 
out in Appendix 1 to the report.

79 APPLICATIONS/CONSULTATIONS DETERMINED UNDER DELEGATED 
POWERS

RESOLVED, that the list of applications/consultations determined under 
delegated powers be noted.

80 APPLICATIONS/CONSULTATIONS PROPOSED TO BE DETERMINED 
UNDER DELEGATED POWERS

RESOLVED, that the list of applications/consultations proposed to be 
determined under delegated powers be noted.

81 APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED AT FUTURE MEETINGS
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The list of applications to be considered at future meetings was discussed.

Regarding Planning Application 1/18/9012, members’ attention was drawn to the 
update sheet which had been circulated before the meeting which identified that the 
applicant had submitted the current Section 73 (S73) application to change from a 
gasification thermal treatment plant to a more conventional moving grate 
combustion plant.

The Manager - Development Control and Countryside Management advised that the 
update sheet provided a synopsis of how the original planning application decision 
had been arrived at in October 2017. He advised that consideration should be given 
on whether there should be a new application or variation to the original consent. 
Members were informed of the main issues and he advised that in this type of 
decision, consideration should be given to whether the purpose or building was the 
same as the original application.  He considered it was and that a S73 was 
appropriate. He advised that he had received legal advice and considered schemes 
elsewhere in the country. He confirmed that when the application was considered by 
the Committee that members would be able to review the changes and could refuse 
or support the S73 application. He stated that the technology had changed but that it 
was still an energy from waste plant.

One member stated that he understood the decision but thought that as planning 
permission had already been granted, it was arguable that a move from the 
proposed technology could warrant a full planning application as it was a change. In 
agreement with the previous member, another member stated that in the original 
application, members had been advised that the scheme included the best 
technology available and then quoted figures relating to waste input and the 
anticipated energy output. The Chair advised that member comments would be 
taken into consideration.

Regarding Planning Application 4/17/9007, the Manager - Development Control and 
Countryside Management informed members that February 2019 was a possible 
date for the application to be considered. A new Consultation was in progress and if 
new issues were brought up these would need to be addressed. 

Members were informed that the Warcop Common Land application would be 
determined at the 6 December 2018 Committee meeting. The Inspector’s report  
would be available for this meeting.

RESOLVED that, All members of Copeland Local Committee receive an update on 
the West Cumbria Mining planning application as provided in the 
meeting by the  Manager - Development Control and Countryside 
Management

82 PLANNING ENFORCEMENT RELATED MATTERS

There were no reports and updates on Planning Enforcement related matters to 
consider at this meeting.
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83 DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING

The next meeting of the Committee would be 6 December 2018 at 10.00am at 
County Offices, Kendal.

The meeting ended at 12.12 pm


