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    A meeting of the Planning Committee was held in the Pavilion, Manor Park on 

Monday 20th July 2009. 

Present:       Cllrs M Wilkinson (Chairman), R Pikett, Mrs M Chapman, T Rogers, Mrs P van Gelderen and Mrs C Cullen

Also Present:  4 members of the public

Clerk:
        Mrs J Murray

09/07/62    Chairman’s Remarks

The Chairman apologised to those members who had gone to the Parish Office and for the late change to the venue.

09/07/63
Apologies for Absence

On a proposal from Cllr Mrs van Gelderen, seconded by Cllr Mrs Chapman, it was unanimously RESOLVED following a vote to accept apologies from Cllrs Mrs Watson, Reall and Mrs Jenkins having considered and accepted their reasons for absence.

09/07/64
Declarations of Interest

Cllr Mrs van Gelderen declared a personal interest in the agenda item relating to the Ridge & Furrow POS as a resident in that area.

09/07/65
Minutes of the Previous Meeting

On a proposal from Cllr Rogers, seconded by Cllr Pikett, following a vote, it was unanimously RESOLVED that the notes of the previous meeting held on 2nd June 2009 (Print pages 828-829) were approved and signed.

09/07/66
Clerk’s Report and Related Matters

                 The Clerk had nothing to report on this occasion

09/07/67
Correspondence

Chattertons – Adoption of POS at Ridge & Furrow

Chattertons – As above, re-prepared Transfer of the land

Chattertons – As above, information re finances

09/07/68
Planning Application 124346 - Old Garage Site, 78 Ryland Road
Cllr Wilkinson gave a brief summary on the way in which the Parish Council (PC) deals with Planning Applications for the benefit of the members of the public present and confirmed that he had spoken to the Officer dealing with this application at WLDC. He raised two questions: 1) The original restriction for use as a single dwelling and the rest of the site to be for commercial use only, still remains. Is it likely to be changed? WLDC to decide if it should or not and commented that it would assist them if the PC could form a view. 2) Cllr Mrs Watson raised the question that no building within 9 metres of beck etc. was allowed and WLDC responded that this is dependant on byelaws and the Drainage Board/Environment Agency who in this instance have not objected to the revised proposal as it stands. The usual reason for a 9 metre boundary is for the use of large machinery to access the beck for maintenance and some applications are approved subject to a condition being applied stating they may have to take down fences etc to allow access. The Environment Agency does not feel it necessary in this case to implement this condition. Five Councillors have commented on Planning Application so far. Points of concern raised include: That this application is a revision of an earlier proposal, previously for 6 two storey buildings, this one is for 5 including one bungalow. Change of use should be granted first, from commercial to residential. It is the clear view of the Committee that the restriction should remain. The site has not been sold to a commercial buyer. It was agreed that the Council should include in its comments that it should be a WLDC Planning Committee decision rather than an Officer decision. The Flood Risk Assessment included with the application states that it is a zone 2, bordering 3 and this statement was challenged by members of the public present. 
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Included in the comments to WLDC from the PC will be that the risk of flooding should be reiterated and that the PC does not agree that change of use from commercial to residential should be granted. In the original refusal for the first application a number issues were raised. Housing density - 5 dwellings was too many. Vehicles – more when it was a garage than residential use.
09/07/69    Ridge & Furrow POS
No response has been received regarding enquiries as to contamination of the land. At the previous meeting it had been resolved not to adopt the lagoon area. It was agreed that a further sum of money should be requested from the developer to maintain the additional areas and on a proposal from Cllr Mrs Chapman, seconded by Cllr Pikett, it was RESOLVED following a majority vote (5 for, 1 abstention) to request £5000 in addition to the original sum of £3000.

09/07/70
Position Statement

                 Cllr Wilkinson explained that this is a document that will state the collective view of the Council on planning matters; a copy of the first draft has been circulated to members of the Committee. If agreed it could then be endorsed at the Full Council meeting in September and can always be changed even when it has been agreed. 

                 Members read through the document item by item and the following was agreed or amended:

Section 1 - 1.1 and 1.2 – Agreed

Section 2 – 2.1 Agreed   2.2 Amendments made re affordable housing and the wording.   2.3 – Agreed.  2.4 – Agreed.  2.5. Look at each planning application on it’s own merits trying to develop some guidelines to the aspirations in the Parish Plan. Extensions do not increase density. Backland development should be resisted. Some have been allowed and exist for one house, one garage and shared access – need to look at each one and maybe visit sites. Appeals have been allowed in the past, despite PC comments. Spoiling the character of the village by building in back gardens due to density of properties. 

Section 3 - 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 – Agreed. Strike out 3.4.

09/07/71
Old Butcher’s Shop site

                 Planning Application imminent for 3 houses. It was agreed to wait until the application comes into the office before any further comments are made.

09/07/72
Date of Next Meeting


22nd September 2009.
09/07/73
Any urgent matters for discussion


None

