CARLISLE CITY COUNCIL

Report to:- Development Control Committee 6

Date of Meeting:- 14th June 2002 Agenda Item No:-
PuhI; Operational Delegated: Yes

Accompanying Comments and Statements Required Included

Environmental Impact Statement: No No

Corporate Management Team Comments; No No

City Treasurers Comments: No No

City Solicitor & Secretary Comments: No No

Head of Personnel Services Comments: No No

Title:- TO REPORT ON RECEIPT OF OBJECTION ALTHOUGH

PLANNING PERMISSION GRANTED

Report of:- Director of Environment & Development

Report reference:- EN.068/02

Summary:-

The report details the receipt of a letter of objection following the expiration of the
notification period but prior to the formal issuing of the decision notice.

Recommendation:-

The issues raised are not considered to materially affect the decision and, therefore, it is
recommended that Members endorse the decision to grant planning permission.

Contact Officer: Angus Hutchinson Ext: 7173

M Battersby
Director Environment and Development
06 June 2002

Note: in compliance with section 100d of the Local Government {Access to Information) Act 1985
the report has been prepared in part from the following papers: None
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Report to the Chairman and Members of the EN.068/02

1.0

1:1

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

2.3

2.2

Development Control Committee

Introduction

In March this Section received an application, reference number 02/0263, for the
erection of a domestic stable and garage to the immediate west of the existing
dwelling and workshop at the scrapyard, Claybank Field, Cotehill Lonning,
Brampton — see attached copy of plans.

In accordance with standard procedures the Parish Council and Highways Authority
were consulted and the occupiers of neighbouring properties notified. The proposal
was also advertised in the form of a site notice. In response, no objections were
received from the Parish Council, Highways Authority and Environment Agency. No
informal or formal observations had also been received by the expiration of the
notification period on the 5 April.

On this basis, following a site visit and consideration of the relevant issues, the
Case Officer prepared a draft decision notice in order to enable the application to
be processed under delegated powers whilst on leave.

Upon returning from leave the Case Officer became aware that the decision notice
had been issued granting permission for the proposal although a letter of objection
had been received from an agent acting on behalf of a neighbouring land owner —
see attached copy.

Present Position

In considering the issues raised on behalf of the neighbour it is evident that the
majority relates to the operation of the existing scrapyard as opposed to the
proposal subject of the application. The proposal also relates to an existing
hardstanding area, and within the curtilage of the dwelling.

Members should also be aware that the Council’s Enforcement Officer has
investigated matters with the proprietor of the scrapyard Mr Paterson explained
that a vehicle had in the past toppled into an adjoining field when being lifted to
get ‘baled’ but this had been resclved.



3.0

3.1

Conclusion

In overall terms it is considered that the issues raised by the objector do not
materially affect the decision reached. It is therefore recommended that Members
endorse the Officers decision to grant planning permission.
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11 April, 2002 Your Ref: ARH/DCMO20263
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Carlisle City Council

Department of Environment & Development
Planning Services Division

Civic Centre
Carlisle
CA3 880G

Dear Sirs

APPLICATION REFERENCE 02/0263
ERECTION OF DOMESTIC STABLE AND GARAGES CLAYBANKS FIELD COTEHILL

LONNING BRAMPTON CUMBRIA

I write on behalf of my client to comment on the above proposal.
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development on the site have been ignored by Carlisle City Council and its Planning Department.

The present site is an eyesore visible from many locations in the area.

Scrap motor vehicles are piled so high that they are toppling over the boundary of the site into my
client's field adjoining.

My client has said that this use is wholly inappropriate to a Rural area and particularly one in the
buffer zone of the World Heritage Site of Hadrian's Wall.

My client draws his own conclusions from the fact that Carlisle City Council and its Planning
Department has allowed the present situation to develop. He firmly believes that relocation of th.IS
business to a more suitable site should be a priority and any intensification of the site should be
discouraged.

Cifices ar Cavlisle Corbridge Darlington Dﬂw‘m Edinburgh Fachabers Lichfield Lincotn London Newmarker Parbold Prierborough Frieorth Finchester Frecham Foek
el Cherseas Comparder - Britigk Fingén [elands Demver Kuala Lumgne Sabek Brare

S:Client Files\Casilesteads Estate\CE.001 Policy trom It Jan 1991463, Letter Carlisle City Council 25.03.02.doc] -

=




SMITHS GORE

chartered surveyors

The present proposal will only serve further to cement the business into a wholly inap[;mpriate site
and reduce the operational area within the compound.

My client fears that this will lead only to further piling up of scrap vehicles and further problems of
vehicles toppling over the boundary into his land adjeining. '

There is already obstruction of the public highway in front of the site by parked vehicles and as the
operational area reduces so this problem will increase.

Yours faithfully

R. Brown

G
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