
 

  
 

Planning Services 

COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

APPLICATION DETAILS 

 
APPLICATION NO: 6/2013/0028/DM 

FULL APPLICATION 

DESCRIPTION: 

Extension to caravan site to provide 54 new pitches, 
erection of toilet block and associated infrastructure 

NAME OF APPLICANT: The Caravan Club 

SITE ADDRESS: Teesdale Barnard Castle Caravan Club Site, Lartington 
Lane, Barnard Castle, County Durham, DL12 9BD 

ELECTORAL DIVISION:  

CASE OFFICER: Adam Williamson 
03000 260826 
adam.williamson@durham.gov.uk 

 

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE AND PROPOSALS 

 
The Site 
 

1. The application site comprises a field, approximately 1.8 hectares in area, to the 
west of the existing Lartington Lane Caravan Club Site. The site falls within an 
Area of High Landscape Value. Deepdale Wood, a steeply sided heavily wooded 
valley lies immediately to the south of the site. Beyond Deepdale Wood is 
Deerbolt HM Young Offenders Institution. To the north of the site is the main 
highway (B6277), with open agricultural land beyond. The site lies approximately 
1,2km northeast of Barnard Castle and approximately 2.2Km southeast of 
Lartington. There is a large ‘lay- by’ to the north of the site, with an area of dense 
planting separating the lay by from the highway. Lartington Hall (Grade II* listed) 
and its registered historic park and garden lie approximately 1.5 Km west of the 
application site. There are no immediately neighbouring residential properties to 
the site.  

 
The Proposal. 
 

2. Planning permission is sought to extend the existing caravan site into the 
adjacent field by providing 54 all weather touring pitches, a new internal tarmac 
circulation road, and the erection of a new toilet block. The proposal would 
increase the number of touring pitches from 76 to 126 pitches in total (4 existing 
pitches would be lost in order to gain access to the extended field, and to enable 
the arrivals area to be extended deeper into the present site). The new toilet 
block would be built of stone and natural coloured cedar panelling under a red 
tiled pitched roof to match the existing amenity building. It would measure 19.3 
metres in length by 8.2 metres in width, and 5.2 metres to the ridge.  

 



 

 

3. The scheme also involves internal reorganisation at the existing site entrance 
onto the B6277 to enable the entrance to be chamfered to allow cars with 
caravans to turn more easily. The entry lane would also be widened in front of 
the reception and the barrier moved to allow 6 instead of 3 cars and caravans to 
queue inside the outer entrance gate.  

 
4. It is important to note that the applicant has reached agreement with the County 

Highways Authority to lay a geosynthetic material along the verge on the 
northern side of Lartington Lane from a point level with the site’s eastern 
pedestrian gateway, to the Estate’s eastern entrance near the bottom of the hill 
just above Deepdale House. This is to provide an all weather surface to the 
pedestrian route along the highway verge to Barnard Castle. 

 
5. This application has been reported to Committee as the site measures more than 

1 hectare in size and also at the request of Cllr Bell who raises concerns in 
respect of the impact on the countryside and highway safety.  

 

PLANNING HISTORY 

 
6. The existing site was approved at the South West Area Planning Committee in 

2009 under application 6/2009/0057. This approval permits the siting of 76 
touring caravans between the period 1 March to 31 October in any one calender 
year.  

 

PLANNING POLICY 

NATIONAL POLICY  

7. On March 27th 2012 the Government published the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). This supersedes all previous PPS and PPG documents.  
The NPPF does not change the statutory status of the development plan as the 
starting point for decision making.  Proposed development that accords with an 
up-to-date Local Plan should be approved and proposed development that 
conflicts should be refused, unless other material considerations indicate 
otherwise.   

 
8. The NPPF states that local authorities should support sustainable rural tourism 

and leisure developments that benefit businesses in rural areas, communities 
and visitors, and which respect the character of the countryside. This should 
include supporting the provision and expansion of tourist and visitor facilities in 
appropriate locations where identified needs are not met by existing facilities in 
rural service centres; and promote the retention and development of local 
services and community facilities in villages.   

 
9. It also states that local planning authorities should seek to protect and enhance 

valued landscapes, geological conservation interests and take account of the 
desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character 
and distinctiveness and that when considering applications that may affect 
heritage assets, that any possible harm is weighed against potential public 
benefits. 

 



 

 

10. In addition, the Dept for Communities and Local Government published a Good 
Practice Guide on Planning for Tourism, which replaced PPG21 and is not one of 
the documents cancelled by the NPPF. It therefore remains a material 
consideration. This publication recognises the value of tourism as a vital 
component in the national economy. 

REGIONAL PLANNING POLICY  
.   

11. The Regional Spatial Strategy for the North East (RSS) will be revoked on 15 
April 2013 and therefore the RSS policies carry no weight in the determination of 
this application. 

 
LOCAL PLAN POLICY:  
 

12. The following saved policies of the Teesdale District Local Plan are considered to 
be consistent with the NPPF and therefore relevant in the determination of this 
application: 

 
13. Policy GD1 (General Development Criteria):  
     All new development and redevelopment within the District should be designed 

and built to a high standard and should contribute to the quality and built 
environment of the surrounding area. 

 
14. Policy BENV3 (Development Affecting Listed Buildings)  

Development which would adversely affect the character or the setting of a Listed 
building will not be permitted. 
 

15. Policy ENV1 (Protection of the Countryside):  
Within the countryside development will be permitted for the purposes of 
agriculture, forestry and other appropriate uses.  To be acceptable proposals will 
need to show that they do not unreasonably harm the landscape and wildlife 
resources of the area. 
 

16. Policy ENV3 (Areas of High Landscape Value): 
The Proposals Map defines an area where the distinctive qualities of the 
countryside are worthy of special recognition.  Development will be permitted 
where it does not detract from the area’s special character. 
 

17. Policy ENV8 (Protected Species) 
Development which would significantly harm any animal or plant species afforded 
special protection by law, or its habitat, either directly or indirectly, will not be 
permitted. 

 
18. Policy TR3  (Camping, Caravans and Chalet Development):  

Within the countryside permission will be granted for camping, and/or caravan 
sites and chalet development where, the proposal does not harm the character of 
the area; is adequately screened; scale design and materials are appropriate to 
locality; services designed to suit the location; is served by adequate 
infrastructure; does not adversely affect residential amenity; and the proposal is 
not at risk of flooding.  

 



 

 

The above represents a summary of those policies considered most relevant in the Development Plan the 
full text, criteria, and justifications of each may be accessed at 
http://www.cartoplus.co.uk/durham/text/00cont.htm. 

 

CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY RESPONSES 

 

STATUTORY RESPONSES: 
 

19.  Lartington Parish Council have objected to the scheme. In a detailed response 
concerns have been raised about highway & pedestrian safety, adverse 
landscape impact, potential disturbance to wildlife in Deepdale Wood, and 
insufficient consideration of the potential impact on the historic environment. 
Reservations have also been expressed on the benefits to the local economy. 

 
20. Cotherstone Parish Council have also objected to the scheme as a neighbouring 

Council on the grounds of road safety. 
 
21. The County Highways Authority has no objection to the scheme. 
 
 

INTERNAL CONSULTEE RESPONSES: 
 

22.  The County Landscape Section has no objection to the scheme. 
 
23. The County Tree Officer has no objection to the scheme, but suggests that the 

‘Dog Walk’ footpath adjacent to the Oak tree should be constructed above 
ground avoiding the severance of major roots by conventional construction 
methods. It is also advised that the areas to be planted (buffer zones) are 
protected from machinery and construction encroachment from the very start of 
the project.  

 
24. The County Ecology Section has no objection to the scheme.  

 
25. The County Public Rights of Way Section has no objection to the scheme. 

 
26. The County Design and Conservation Section has no objection to the scheme. 

 
27. The County Archaeology Section suggests the submitted details in relation to 

designated and non designated heritage assets do not provide enough 
discussion on their significance, settings and the impact to them by the proposed 
development. The justification for impact on heritage resources is considered to 
be weak.  

 
PUBLIC RESPONSES: 
 

28. A site notice was posted at the site and the application was advertised in the 
local press.  15 letters of objection and 2 letters of support have been received. 

 
29. The main points of objection highlight concerns about pedestrian and road 

safety. In particular, concerns are raised about the number and safety of 
pedestrians using the highway verge to go from the site into Barnard Castle, as 
well as the impact on the capacity of the roads and potential queuing into the site 



 

 

from the increased number of vehicles using the site. Concerns have also been 
expressed about the visual impact of the additional caravans on the character of 
the countryside and nearby historic parkland. Some of the objections have 
questioned the degree of benefit to the local economy. 

 
30. The letters of support suggest the increased numbers of visitors will benefit local 

shops, services and tourism activity. It is felt that concerns about the safety of 
pedestrians using the highway verge are unfounded, particularly if improvements 
to the walking surface of the verge are carried out and the site is considered to 
be well screened. 

 
APPLICANTS STATEMENT:  
 

31. Caravan Club members of staff have personally been familiar with Teesdale for 
upwards of 40 years.  We are therefore mindful that it is common to see 
pedestrians walking in the road and often on blind bends and on far narrower 
sections of highway.   As such, this is a feature of the local area and motorists 
are fully accustomed with encountering pedestrians on the highway almost 
anywhere in the Dale.  The width of this section of the B6277 and length of sight 
lines it enjoys are quite exceptional.  Owing to the hill and proximity of the bend 
at the bottom it is most unlikely for the small amount of traffic using Lartington 
Lane to be exceeding 50mph let alone the 60mph speed limit.  We have often 
walked along Lartington Lane ourselves and have felt entirely safe at all times 
even when walking in the road.  As a matter of practice, we have been interested 
to note that even without pedestrians walking in the road, traffic travels at least a 
distance of 1m from the verge and there is ample room to do so even when 
passing vehicles travelling in the opposite direction.  This has been the situation 
for a good many years dating from well before the opening of the touring site.   
The fact that pedestrians have the facility to walk along the highway verge – as 
happens in practice – provides an even safer alternative.  Nevertheless, we are 
grateful to David Stewart (County Highways Authority) for confirming in his email 
of 7th March the basis upon which we have reached agreement with the County 
Highway Engineers and doubtless he will have since confirmed that despite the 
acknowledged lack of scope and relevance offered by circular 11/95 we have 
provided the Council with full funding to provide the geosynthetic surface to 
render the route along the verge on the northern side passable in all weathers 
and that, on a goodwill basis, we have actually done so in advance of our present 
planning application being determined. 

 
32. Questions have been raised in respect of our occupancy data which is a matter 

of fact as is the basis upon which we calculate the benefit to the local economy.  
We have quoted the existing and projected number of pitch nights and applied 
the £50 which visitors themselves tell us they spend locally for each pitch night 
excluding VAT, fuel sales and pitch fees.  This is therefore representative of how 
much is spent locally and it is a standard economists approach to apply a 
compounding factor to give a more reliable assessment of the touring site’s 
overall worth to the local community.  We have conservatively adopted a 
multiplier of 4 which does indeed produce the overall benefit of the Caravan 
Club’s presence of being at least £3.2m each and every year.    

 
33. This economic effect is felt in local businesses which employ local people and is 

recognised by the Council’s planning policies which favour responsible tourism of 
a nature facilitated by the Caravan Club.  Whilst we freely admit the touring site 



 

 

only operates from March to October this restricted season is entirely consistent 
with Council policy, minimises the visual effect of the site’s operational use and 
whilst concentrating the local economic benefits during the main season should 
thus helps local businesses to continue to operate throughout the quieter times of 
the year. 

 
34. Each of the new buildings were not only constructed in local stone but this was 

actually recycled thus making this choice of materials particularly sustainable.  
The use of vertical untreated cedar on the other elevations was regarded as 
being consistent with the aim of giving the new structures an appearance similar 
to that of local agricultural buildings especially as the timber has already 
mellowed to a light grey.  Moreover, we intend to mirror this use of materials 
when constructing the proposed single additional building (notwithstanding this 
will effectively be completely screened from outside the site by virtue of its 
topography and the provision of considerable quantities of planting). 

 
 
The above represents a summary of the comments received on this application. The full written text is 
available for inspection on the application file which can be viewed at 
http://82.113.161.89/WAM/showCaseFile.do?action=show&appType=planning&appNumber=10/00955/F
PA  

 

PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS AND ASSESSMENT 

 
35. Having regard to the requirements of Section 38(6) of the Planning and 

Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 the relevant Development Plan policies, relevant 
guidance and all other material planning considerations, including 
representations received, it is considered that the main planning issues in this 
instance relate to the principle of development; landscape impact; affect on 
designated heritage assets; conservation of protected species and highway 
safety.   

 
Principle of development 
 
 

36. Paragraph 28 of the NPPF states that planning policies should support economic 
growth in rural areas in order to create jobs and prosperity by taking a positive 
approach to sustainable new development, and that local planning authorities 
should support the sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business and 
enterprise in rural areas, particularly to support sustainable rural tourism and 
leisure developments that benefit businesses in rural areas. This should include 
supporting the provision and expansion of tourist and visitor facilities in 
appropriate locations. 
 

37. Significant weight should therefore be given to proposals which encourage rural 
tourism and leisure developments that benefit businesses and communities in 
rural areas. 

 
38. Policy TR3 of the Teesdale local plan is consistent with the NPPF in this respect 

and is permissive of caravan development in the countryside where the impacts 
on the surrounding area are acceptable. 
 



 

 

39. This site would support the expansion of an existing caravan park that currently 
makes a contribution to tourism by providing a particular type of touring caravan 
accommodation in an attractive setting, close to the main service centre of the 
area (Barnard Castle). While a number of objections have expressed 
reservations about the potential benefits to the economy, this is a proposal that 
would support and expand an existing tourist site, as well as bring further visitors 
to this area. The Caravan Club say the existing caravan site is it’s most 
successful site to be developed over the last 10 years. Provision of the new 
facilities would cost several million pounds and although these are not primarily 
geared towards wealth generation they would have direct and indirect economic 
implications associated with construction work and the employment of staff on 
the site in the longer term. The proposals would also link into the wider tourism 
and regeneration aspirations and initiatives being promoted regionally and 
locally. Further contributions to the local economy would be linked to construction 
related investment associated with on site works (estimated at £1.8 million) 
direct/ indirect purchase of supplies and services and visitor spend in the local 
area that is expected to increase because of the increased capacity and 
attractiveness of the site.  

 
40. The extension of existing sites is always preferable to establishing new sites and 

the positive socio-economic benefits of this scheme arising from the level of 
investment would be a welcome boost to the physical and economic regeneration 
of the area and carries significant weight in accordance with the provisions of the 
guidance contained in the NPPF and Tourism Good Practice Guide. 

 
41. The proposal is therefore considered to be acceptable in principle, subject to 

satisfying detailed development management criteria in respect of the impact on 
the surrounding area, heritage assets, ecology and highway safety. 

 
Landscape Impact 

 
42.  The site lies within an area designated as an Area of High Landscape Value 

(ALV). The site is typical of the local landscape as identified in the Local 
Landscape Character Assessment (Vale farmland, Wooded pasture), consisting 
of rolling pastoral farmland with a rural character, enclosed by a combination of 
woodland and Hawthorn rich hedgerows. 

 
43. Policy ENV1 and ENV3 of the Teesdale District Local Plan seek to protect and 

enhance the open countryside and ALV, and Policy ENV1 in particular supports 
tourism and recreation related activities in the countryside where the proposal 
conforms with other relevant policies in the Local Plan. Policy TR3 specifically is 
permissive of caravan development in the countryside where the impacts on the 
surrounding area are acceptable. In considering the proposed development 
particular attention must therefore be paid to the siting and design of buildings, 
caravan pitches, road, services and the context of any landscaping proposals. 

 
44. The approach to the siting and design of the building, pitches, road and services 

has been informed by an assessment of the quality and location of landscaping 
within and surrounding the site, and the Council’s Landscape Officer has been 
involved in detailed pre and post application discussions. Existing landscaping 
has been identified which has the potential to immediately screen the 
development and the inclusion of significant amounts of additional planting 



 

 

around the site perimeter would ensure the expansion could be accommodated 
with limited visual disruption.  

 
45. Specifically, close views of the site from the north are restricted from those 

attained from Lartington Lane when approaching from the east and the west, 
where the site is initially screened by the existing hedgerow. Other potential 
views from the north are heavily screened by the mature tree belt between 
Lartington Lane and the lay by that adjoins the northern boundary, restricting any 
further views of the site from the north. 

 
46. Views from the east are restricted from those attained directly from the existing 

caravan site from where the site and its boundaries are clearly visible. 
 

47. Close views of the site from the south are not possible due to the dense 
vegetation contained within the steep sided woodland dene of Ray Gill and 
Deepdale Wood, where public access is limited to a Public Footpath running 
along the base and southern side of the valley. 

 
48. From the west there are limited opportunities to view the site from public vantage 

points due to the disposition of existing farmland and the lack of public footpaths 
and roads. 

 
49. The screening provided by the mature woodland along Ray Gill/ Deepdale Wood 

and the mature tree belt to the north of the site limits the ability to view the site 
from long distances.  

 
50. Long distance views of the site are possible from the southern most buildings 

contained within the HM Young Offenders Institution although these are heavily 
filtered by the intervening vegetation in Deepdale Wood. 

 
51. Further to the east of the site on the edge of the Registered Park and garden at 

Lartington Hall, the land falls away gently from the site towards the gardens, and 
the extent of intervening vegetation, in particular the tree belt immediately to the 
north of the site, means that the site is not visible.  

 
52. It should be noted that the permission on the existing site relates to a conditioned 

consent for use in a specific period from 1st March to the 31st October in any 
one year and the extended site should be subject to the same restriction. 
Therefore, the site and proposed extension are most visible in the winter months 
when caravans will not be present, leaving just the existing and proposed service 
buildings and road. The proposed building would be similar to the existing 
amenity building in scale and appearance and it is noted that the existing building 
has a limited visual impact on the surrounding area, even in winter months. The 
proposed new building is similarly unlikely to have any harmful visual impact on 
the surrounding area because of its location, design and the existing and 
proposed screening of the site. A 4m wide internal road would serve the 54 new 
pitches, but neither the proposed road, nor pitches would be highly visible from 
the nearby main road as the topography of the site, falling away into the valley, 
and the proposed planting, will naturally screen the development. Minor services 
in the form of bin stores, water/electricity access, bollard lighting would all be of 
limited scale, commensurate with the needs of the site and similarly well 
screened within the site. 

 



 

 

53. The site is therefore considered to benefit from a good level of existing screening 
and together with the proposed landscaping scheme and control of the operating 
period by condition, would ensure the development would not be harmful to the 
landscape character of the area and ALV. The proposal is therefore in 
accordance with Teesdale Local Plan policies ENV1, TR3 and ENV3.  

 
Impact on Heritage Assets 
 

54. In considering whether to grant planning permission for development which 
affects a listed building or its setting, the Local Planning Authority must pay 
special regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any 
features of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses (Section 66 
of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990). 

 
55. The application site is not within a conservation area and there are no designated 

heritage assets within the site. Some objections, as well as comments from the 
Council’s Archeology section, have however raised concerns about potential 
impact on the nearby historic parkland and Grade II* listed Lartington Hall, the 
conservation area of Lartington, as well as potential impact on earthworks which 
may have been associated with medieval field systems and which are evident 
elsewhere around Lartington Parish. 

 
56. The site lies approximately 1.6 Km from Lartington Hall and the conservation 

area, and 1km from the edge of the registered historic park. There is no 
immediate inter-visibility between the site and the historic park, or Lartington Hall 
because of topography and mature vegetation. Therefore, notwithstanding the 
objections received in this respect, the site is not considered to fall within the 
setting of Lartington Hall, or the historic park, and the development would not 
therefore harm the settings or significance of those designated heritage assets. 
The County Design and Conservation Section, whose remit this issue falls under, 
has no objection to the proposal in this respect. 

 
57.  The application is accompanied by an archaeological assessment which 

acknowledges the presence of Lartington Hall, the historic parkland and evidence 
of ridge and furrow earthworks in fields throughout the area. Other sites of 
significance in the wider area are noted. Comments from the Council’s 
Archeology Section and Parish Council have criticised the lack of mention of 
archaeological sites further afield at Towler Hill, but the submitted assessment is 
considered to be proportionate to the scale and nature of development proposed, 
particularly because it involves extension of an existing caravan site rather than a 
new site, and the existing site, permitted just 4 years ago, was not subject to 
such stringent archaeological assessment. 

 
58. The application site is likely to consist of historic field system with some identified 

earthworks linked to ridge and furrow, however these are not as pronounced, or 
of the same quality as those within Lartington Hall’s parkland and others in the 
area. The site represents just a small fragment of Lartington’s historic agricultural 
field patterns. The significance of the earthworks on the site is therefore not 
considered to be high and the limited significance of the field in the context of the 
wider field pattern has already been diminished by development of the existing 
caravan site on the adjacent land. The potential for further deeper archaeological 
remains on site is considered to be low and in any case, apart from the 
construction of foundations for the new amenity building, the construction works 



 

 

associated with the new road and pitches would not be highly invasive. 
Considering the lack of significance of the earthworks, the minor impact from the 
development would in this case be clearly outweighed by the local economic and 
tourism benefits the proposal would deliver and therefore this is not sufficient 
reason to refuse the application. The existing site was not subject to any 
conditions requiring further archaeological work to be carried out and therefore, 
given it is considered that the proposal would not have a harmful effect on the 
significance of archaeological heritage features, it would be inconsistent and not 
proportionate for a smaller development on the same area, a short time apart, to 
be subject to any archaeology conditions requiring further work. The proposal is 
therefore considered to be acceptable in respect of the impact of heritage assets 
and in accordance with Teesdale Local Plan policies ENV1 and BENV3, as well 
as the guidance in the NPPF. 

 
Conservation of Protected Species 

 
59. The presence of protected species is a material planning consideration. The 

species protection provisions of the Habitats Directive are covered by the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. Under the requirements 
of the Regulations, it is a criminal offence to kill, injure or disturb the nesting or 
breeding places of protected species unless it is carried out with the benefit of a 
licence from Natural England.  

 
60. Notwithstanding the licensing regime, the Local planning authority (LPA) must 

discharge its duty under Regulation 9(5) when deciding whether to grant planning 
permission for a development which could harm an EPS.  

 
61.  The site is not subject to any specific designations covering nature conservation; 

however, sections of Ancient Woodland bound the site to the south. There are 
also a number of watercourses and varied habitats within the site which have the 
potential to contain species protected by law.  

 
62. The application was accompanied by a comprehensive assessment of the 

potential ecological impacts of the development on nature conservation interests 
within the site and in the wider context. From the survey work it was concluded 
that the development would not have a significant impact upon any internationally 
or nationally protected species. This is a view that is shared by the Council’s 
Ecologist.  

 
63. Once the construction phase is complete, it is considered that the development 

would have a neutral to positive impact on protected species, with the 
improvement and creation of habitats. As such the proposals are considered to 
be acceptable in accordance with policy ENV8 of the local plan and the 
provisions of the NPPF. 

 
Highway Safety 
 

64. Most of the objections to the proposal have highlighted highway safety concerns 
in respect of the safety of pedestrians walking along the highway verge to/from 
Barnard Castle. Other concerns have been raised about the increase in vehicles 
from the site and potential queuing of cars and caravans at the main site 
entrance. 

 



 

 

65. Many of these concerns relate to the existing site and regard can only be given to 
the extent that the proposed extension may increase any impact to an 
unacceptable degree. Paragraph 32 of the NPPF says that development should 
only be prevented or refused on transport grounds where the residual cumulative 
impacts of development are severe.  

 
66. The Highways Authority has been involved in the site since 2009 when the 

existing site was given permission, and has been involved since in pre 
application discussions and during consideration of this proposal. Despite the 
objections received, the Highways Authority has no objection to the proposal. 

 
67.  It is accepted that since the site’s opening users walk between the site and 

Barnard Castle upon the B6277 verge, and sometimes the B6277 carriageway 
itself. The latter naturally creates some highway safety concerns, but is already 
associated with the existing site rather than being a new activity resulting from 
the proposed development. The proposed site extension is likely to lead to 
increased pedestrian traffic between the site and Barnard Castle, but agreement 
was reached at pre-application stage for a ‘geosynthetic’ overlay matting to be 
laid upon the highway verge, between the eastern pedestrian entrance to the 
park and Deepdale House, to provide an all weather surface and encourage 
walkers to remain on the verge. Grass would still grow through the matting and 
the green coloured product is considered more sympathetic to the rural roadside 
setting than a kerbed tarmac footway alternative. This would represent an 
improvement over the existing situation and therefore it cannot be said that the 
cumulative residual impact on highway safety would be severe in this respect. In 
order to secure these works it will be necessary to impose a grampian condition 
requiring the works to be carried out prior to the new development being brought 
into use. It is felt that this would meet Circular 11/95 tests because agreement 
has been reached with the Local Highway Authority and the land is Council 
owned. 

 
68. In respect of concerns expressed about queuing vehicles creating an obstruction 

on the B6277, this is not a concern shared by the Highways Authority, but 
nevertheless, the proposal includes improvements to the main site access to 
make it easier for cars and caravans to turn into the site, as well as doubling the 
space available for cars and caravans to wait off the highway. Although there 
would be an increase in vehicles entering and exiting the site, the proposed 
improvements again mean that the cumulative residual impact on highway safety 
would not be severe. 

 
69. The B6277 is a classified B road capable of accommodating significant traffic 

flows. The road was considered to be capable of accommodating the existing site 
and whilst there would be some localised increase in traffic on the B6277 and 
other local roads associated with the proposed site extension, this would not be 
to the extent that the capacity of the road network would be exceeded. 

 
70. It is therefore considered that the proposed site extension would not be 

detrimental to highway safety and is in accordance with Local Plan policies GD1 
and TR3.  

 
 
 
 



 

 

Other matters 
 

71.  The proposal does not raise any concerns in respect of the impact on the 
residential amenity of neighbouring properties, given there are none in the 
immediate vicinity of the site that could be regarded as immediate neighbours. 
This accords with Teesdale Local Plan policy TR3. 

 
72.  The site does not lie in an area at risk from flooding, however management of 

surface water runoff would mange any potential localised effects of runoff from 
the site. The pitches would be formed with permeable free draining crushed 
stone and it is suggested that the SUDS drainage system present on the existing 
site is replicated on this site. These measures would ensure the proposal 
adequately meets the criteria of Teesdale Local Plan policy TR3 in this respect. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 
73. Lartington Lane Caravan Park is now an established, well used tourism and 

leisure facility providing touring caravan based accommodation for holiday 
makers. The proposed scheme would upgrade and expand the facilities that are 
available on the site to better cater for visitor demand and needs and would 
involve significant capital and social investment in the site and surrounding area, 
which would in turn lead to wider potential benefits from off site spending in 
support of businesses and activities in the locality, particularly in Barnard Castle.  

 
74. The proposal would be in scale with the needs of the site and could be 

adequately absorbed into the landscape without causing harm to the Area of 
Landscape Value and would not have an unacceptable impact on the 
significance of nearby heritage assets or historic site features. 

 
75. The proposal would increase the numbers of people using the site and whilst 

there would be some localised increase in pedestrian and vehicle traffic, this 
would be balanced by improvements to the surface of the highway verge and site 
entrance and therefore the overall impacts of the development on the 
surrounding road network would be acceptable. 

 
76. The development would not adversely affect the amenity of neighbouring 

properties, would be served by adequate infrastructure and does not raise 
concerns over flooding. 

 
77. Subject to appropriate conditions the proposal would accord with the relevant 

policies of the Teesdale Local Plan and the principles of the National Planning 
Policy Framework. 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION 

 
That the application be APPROVED subject to the following conditions;  
 

Conditions: 

1. The development shall not be begun later than the expiration of three years from 
the date of this permission. 



 

 

 
2. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in strict accordance with 

the following approved plans: 

 

Plan Ref No.  Description Date Received 

 Site Location Plan 01.02.2013 

TBC-L=2013-501 Landscape proposal plan 01.02.2013 

TBC-STD-2013-
401 

Service Point with CCEP 01.02.2013 

TBC-R-2013-200 Store Improvements 01.02.2013 

TBC-S-2103-115 Gated Entrance into site 01.02.2013 

TBC-S-2013-105 Proposed site fencing layout  01.02.2013 

TBC-TB-2013-301 Proposed toilet block plans and 
elevations 

01.02.2013 

TBC-S-2013-120 Traffic Management Plan 01.02.2013 

TBC-S-2013-110 Lighting layout 01.02.2013 

TBC-2013-S-102 Site layout 01.02.2013 

 
3. The landscaping shown on the approved Landscape Proposal Plan shall be 

carried out within the first available planting season and any trees or plants which 
within a period of 10 years of the date of the planning permission die, are 
removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next 
available planting season with others of the same size and species.      

 

4. This permission shall permit the use of the land for the siting of touring caravans 
only between the period 1 March to 31 October in any one calender year. 

 

5. There shall be no siting or storage of caravans on the land outside the dates 
specified in condition no. 4 above. 

 

6. No development shall take place until a surface water drainage scheme for the 
site, based on sustainable drainage principles and an assessment of the 
hydrological and hydrogeological context of the development has been submitted 
to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The scheme shall 
subsequently be implemented in accordance with the approved details before the 
development is brought into use and thereafter maintained and managed in 
accordance with the approved details. The scheme shall also include details of 
how the scheme shall be maintained and managed after completion.  

 
7. The total number of caravans on the site hereby approved shall at no time 

exceed 54 in number and the caravans shall not be stationed other than in the 
positions shown on the approved plans. 

 

8. Any on site vegetation clearance shall avoid the bird breeding season (March to 
end of August) unless a suitably qualified ecologist undertakes a checking survey 



 

 

immediately prior to clearance and confirms in writing to the local planning 
authority that no breeding birds/active nests are present. 

 
9. No development shall take place until details and plans of protective measures 

for existing trees, hedgerows and areas of new planting have been submitted, 
inspected after erection, and approved by the Local planning authority. Measures 
must be agreed and installed prior to any vehicle or machinery access to the site. 
The measures must only be removed once the road and amenity building hereby 
approved have been satisfactorily completed.  

 
10. No development shall take place unless in accordance with the 

recommendations detailed within Section 4.0 Discussions and 
Recommendations within “Ecological Appraisal Teesdale Barnard Castle 
Caravan Club Site” by CSA Environmental Planning dated August 2012. 

 
11. No development shall take place until full details of the revised position of the 

vehicle barrier within the site and gate arrangements leading from the B6277, 
together with details of associated times when such gates shall be kept in an 
open position, shall be submitted to and approved in writing by Local planning 
authority. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details.   

 
12. The development shall not be brought into use until the ‘geosynthetic’ overlay 

matting to be laid upon the highway verge of the B6277, details of the type and 
location of which shall have been first submitted to and approved in writing by the 
local planning authority, has been installed. 

 
 

Reasons: 

1. Required to be imposed pursuant to Section 91 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 as amended by the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004. 

 
2. To define the consent and ensure that a satisfactory form of development is 

obtained. 
 

3. To safeguard the rights of control by the Local planning authority in these 
respects and in the interests of visual amenity in accordance with policies GD1, 
ENV1 and ENV3 of the Teesdale District Local Plan.  

 
4. In the interests of visual amenity and to avoid permanent occupancy of the 

caravan site in accordance with policies GD1, ENV1, ENV3, H6 of the Teesdale 
District Local Plan. 

 
5. In the interests of visual amenity in accordance with policies GD1, ENV1 and 

ENV3 of the Teesdale District Local Plan.  
 

 
6. To prevent the increased risk of flooding, to improve and protect water quality, 

improve habitat and amenity, and ensure future maintanance of surface water 
system in accordance with policy GD1 of the Teesdale District Local Plan. 

 



 

 

7. In the interests of visual amenity in accordance with policies GD1, ENV1 and 
ENV3 of the Teesdale District Local Plan. 

 

8. To prevent disturbance to nesting birds in accordance with policy GD1 of the 
Teesdale District Local Plan. 

 

9. In the interests of visual amenity in accordance with policies GD1, ENV1 and 
ENV3 of the Teesdale District Local Plan. 

 
10. To conserve protected species and their habitats in accordance with policy ENV8  

of the Teesdale District Local Plan. 

 

11. In the interests of highway safety in accordance with policy GD1 of the Teesdale  
District Local Plan. 

 

12. In the interests of highway safety in accordance with policy GD1 of the Teesdale   
District Local Plan. 

 

INFORMATIVES 

 
Planning permission does not absolve you from the need to comply with the relevant 
law in respect of protected species, including obtaining and complying with the terms 
and conditions of any licences required as described in Part IV B of the Circular. You 
may need to contact Natural England in order to obtain any necessary licences prior to 
commencing works, and your ecologist should be able to advise you in respect of this 
issue. 
 
Under Part I of the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981, it is an offence to kill, injure or take 
any wild bird or disturb (Schedule 1), damage or destroy the nest whilst it is in use or 
being built, or take or destroy the egg of any wild bird. 
 
It is proposed that the B6277 ‘lay by’ is utilised for construction access purposes. This is 
acceptable in principle however prior to commencement of any construction activity the 
applicants must contact Stephen Jones, DCC Traffic Engineer, tel 03000 263691, to 
discuss the Highway Authority’s operational requirements.  
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
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