CARLISLE

CITY-

. AGENDA

www.carlisle.gov.uk

Development Control Committee

Friday, 26 March 2021 AT 10:00
This meeting will be a virtual meeting and therefore will not take
place in a physical location.

Virtual Meeting - Link to View

This meeting will be a virtual meeting using Microsoft Teams and therefore will
not take place at a physical location following guidelines set out in Section 78
of the Coronavirus Act 2020.

Register of Attendance and Declarations of Interest

A roll call of persons in attendance will be taken and Members are invited to
declare any disclosable pecuniary interests, other registrable interests and any
interests, relating to any item on the agenda at this stage.

Apologies for Absence

To receive apologies for absence and notification of substitutions.

Public and Press

To agree that the items of business within Part A of the agenda should be dealt
with in public and that the items of business within Part B of the agenda should
be dealt with in private.
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Minutes of Previous Meetings 5-12

To note that Council, at its meeting of 2 March 2021, received and adopted the
minutes of the Development Control Committee meetings held on 2 December
2020 (site visits), 4 December 2020, 4 January 2021 (site visits) and 6 January
2021. The Chair will sign the minutes at the first practicable opportunity.
[Copy minutes in Minute Book 47(5)].

To approve the minutes of the meetings held on 19 February and 24 March
(site visits) 2021.

PART A

To be considered when the Public and Press are present

CONTROL OF DEVELOPMENT AND ADVERTISING

To consider applications for:

(a) planning permission for proposed developments
(b) approval of detailed plans

(c) consents for display of advertisements.

Explanatory Notes 13 -
18

Iltem 01 - 21/0079 - Land adjacent to The Lodge, Bitts Park, Dacre Road, 19 -

Carlisle, CA3 8UZ 30

Iltem 02 - 20/0695 - Sundown Cottage, Burgh by Sands, Carlisle, CA5 6AX 31 -

50
ltem 03 - 20/0834 - Rose Cottage, Uppertown, Kirklinton, Carlisle, CA6 51 -
6BD 70
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Iltem 04 - 21/0072 - 53/53a Scotland Road, Carlisle, CA3 9HT 71 -

82
Iltem 05 - 21/0048 - 1 Langdale Avenue, Carlisle, CA2 50G 83 -

98
Iltem 06 - 20/0693 - 104 London Road, Carlisle, CA1 2PE 99 -

142

ltem 07 - 21/0049 - Caldew Riverside (Lower Viaduct) Remediation Works, 143 -

Carlisle 154
Schedule B — Applications Determined by Other Authorities 155 -
182

PART B

To be considered when the Public and Press are excluded from the meeting

-NIL-
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Members of the Development Control Committee

Conservative — Christian, Finlayson, Meller, Morton, Nedved, Shepherd, Mrs
Bowman (sub), Collier (sub), Tarbitt (sub)

Labour — Alcroft, Birks, Mrs Glendinning (Vice Chair), Miss Whalen, Patrick
(sub), Dr Tickner (sub)

Independent - Tinnion (Chair), Paton (sub)

Enquiries, requests for reports, background papers etc to:

Jacqui Issatt, Committee Clerk - jacqui.issatt@catrlisle.gov.uk

To register a Right to Speak at the meeting contact DCRTS@carlisle.gov.uk
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Minutes of Previous Meetings

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE
FRIDAY 19 FEBRAURY 2021 AT 10.00 AM

PRESENT: Councillor Tinnion (Chair), Councillors Alcroft, Birks, Christian, Collier (as substitute
for Councillor Nedved) Glendinning, Finlayson, Meller, Morton, Shepherd and
Whalen.

OFFICERS: Corporate Director of Governance and Regulatory Services
Corporate Director of Economic Development
Development Manager
Principal Planning Officer
Planning Officer x 3
Mr Allan — Flood Development Officer, Cumbria County Council

DC.016/21 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
An apology for absence was submitted on behalf of Councillor Nedved.
DC.017/21 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

In accordance with the Council’s Code of Conduct the following declarations of interest were
submitted:

Councillor Christian declared an interest in respect application 20/0867 — Paton House, 9 Victoria
Viaduct, Carlisle, CA3 8AN. The interested related to predetermination through participation in
discussions and decision making relating to the site, in his capacity as a member of the Council’s
Executive.

Councillor Morton declared an interest in respect of application 19/0244 — Land at field 3486,
Monkhill Road, Moorhouse, Carlisle. The interest related to objectors being known to him.

DC.018/21 PUBLIC AND PRESS
RESOLVED - That the Agenda be agreed as circulated.
DC.019/21 MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meetings held on 8 January 2021 and 17 February (site
visits) be approved.

DC.020/21 PUBLIC REPRESENTATIONS IN RESPECT OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS

The Corporate Director of Governance and Regulatory Services set out the process for those
Members of the public who had registered a Right to Speak at the Committee.

DC.021/21 CONTROL OF DEVELOPMENT AND ADVERTISING
That the applications referred to in the Schedule of Applications under A be

approved/refused/deferred, subject to the conditions as set out in the Schedule of Decisions
attached to these Minutes.
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1. Erection of 14no. Dwellings, Land at field 3486, Monkhill Road, Moorhouse, Carlisle
(Application 19/0244).

The Chair advised that due to a number of matters not having been resolved, that the application
be withdrawn from discussion.

RESOLVED - That the item be withdrawn from discussion.

2. Erection of 4no. Dwellings (Outline), Land to the north of Station View, Station Road,
Cumwhinton, Carlisle, CA4 8DL (Application 20/0088)

The Principal Planning Officer submitted the report on the application which had been the subject
of a virtual site visit by the Committee on 17 February 2021. Slides were displayed on screen
showing: location plan; block plan; access plan and, photographs of the site, an explanation of
which was provided for the benefit of Members.

The Principal Planning Officer recommended that the application be approved subject to the
conditions detailed in the report.

The Committee then gave consideration to the application.

In response to questions from Members, Officers confirmed:

- The speed survey had been undertaken in September 2020 when Covid 19 pandemic
restrictions were less stringent. The survey had been carried out over a Monday — Friday
timescale to take into account peak and non-peak traffic flows;

- The required visibility splays for the scheme were less than those ordinarily imposed in a
30mph speed restriction area, the reduced visibility splays were deemed acceptable on
the basis of the speed survey findings;

- The scale of the proposed scheme did not warrant the installation of additional traffic
calming measures, highway signage or upgrading of the footpath network;

- The woodland strip was outside the applicant’s ownership, consideration may be given to
the imposition of a Tree Preservation Order to protect the trees. A condition had been
included in the Consent requiring measures to be implemented to protect the trees during
the construction phase of the development;

- The layout of the scheme was a Reserved Matter and did not form part of the current
application, the submitted layout plan was indicative only and therefore subject to change;

- The Committee were able to impose a condition restricting the number of dwellings
developed at the site and the scale of the dwellings e.g. limiting them to single storey;

- It was unlikely that the existing Public Right of Way (PRoW) within the site would be re-
routed as that would reduce the space available for development.

A number of Members expressed concern that 4 dwellings amounted to over development of the
site which would negatively impact the residential amenity of neighbouring properties and
highway safety. Following discussion, it was considered 3 dwellings was a more appropriate
level of development for the site.

In considering the matter of the wooded strip, the Committee was of the view that the protection
of the trees therein was necessary and requested that a condition be added to address the
matter.

Further to a request from a Member that road markings and a secure walkway be provided as
part of the scheme, the Principal Planning Officer undertook to liaise with the Highway Authority
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on the matter, as that organisation had not requested such provision in its response to the
application.

A Member moved:
a) the Officer's recommendation, along with the imposition of conditions:
I) restricting the number of dwellings at the site to 3;
i) requiring the implementation of measures to protect the trees contained within the
wooded strip.
b) That the Principal Planning Officer liaise with the Highway Authority in respect of the provision
of road markings and a secure walkway on the highway adjacent to the site.

The proposal was seconded and, following voting it was:

RESOLVED: - 1) That applications be approved, subject to the implementation of relevant
conditions as indicated on the Schedule of Decision attached to these minutes.

2) That the following additional conditions be included in the permission:
- that the number of dwellings at the site be restricted to 3;
- that measures to protect the trees contained within the wooded strip be implemented.

3) That the Principal Planning Officer liaise with the Highway Authority in respect of the provision
of road markings and a secure walkway on the highway adjacent to the site.

3. Erection of 1no. Dwelling, Land to the rear of The Hollies, Thurstonfield, Carlisle, CA5
6HD (Application 20/0388)

The Planning Officer submitted the report on the application which had been the subject of a
virtual site visit by the Committee on 17 February 2021. Slides were displayed on screen
showing: location plan; proposed site plan; elevation plans; floor plans and photographs of the
site, an explanation of which was provided for the benefit of Members.

Were the application to be approved, a condition had been recommended by the Highway
Authority requiring the wall along the frontage of the application site to be reduced to 1.05
metres. The matter would require a separate application for Listed Building Consent.

In conclusion, the Planning Officer recommended that the application be approved subject to the
conditions detailed in the report.

Mr Greig (Objector — on behalf of Ms Walker and Mr Reay) spoke against the proposal in the
following terms: the proposal was contrary to paragraph 5.25 of Local Plan policy HO 3 —
Housing in Residential Gardens as the future occupiers of The Hollies would have a substandard
level of privacy due to the proximity of passing vehicles and pedestrians; the Highway Authority
had initially objected to the proposal which had been withdrawn following the submission of
visibility splay; the submitted plan detailing the splays was incorrect in respect of the depth of the
eastern pavement meaning that the splay could not be achieved without crossing land in the
ownership of a third party, that land included an existing wall of a height that was not permitted
within the splay; the position of the proposed dwelling was over dominant in relation to Birch
House; the proposal necessitated the loss of 20 trees within the site and the dwelling did not
comply with the separation distances required in relation to remaining tree and hedgerows which
was contrary to Local Plan policies GI 3 — Biodiversity and Geodiversity and Gl 6 — Trees and
Hedgerows.
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Mr Grey (Applicant) responded in the following terms: the application had been discussed with
neighbours and some amendments had been made to the proposed scheme based on the
feedback received; the location of the proposed dwelling and its design had been considered so
that the property would sit well within the site; the proposal would contribute to the vitality of the
village; the scheme did not require 20 trees to be removed from the site; the visibility splays
would ensure highway safety.

The Committee then gave consideration to the application.

In response to questions from Members, Officers confirmed:

- The applicant and Highway Authority had been in discussions regarding the visibility
splays. The width of the pavements had been measured by the Planning Officer and the
finding of the planning consultant were not disputed, however, it was an existing access
and the Highway Authority had raised no objections, subject to the wall on eastern
boundary being 1.05m high, which was confirmed by the Highway Authority
representative;

- Any works to the wall at the eastern boundary of the site would be subject of a separate
Listed Building Consent application;

- Condition 4 required the submission of a Construction Management Statement, which
would limit the size of vehicles permitted to access the site, thus protecting the clay dabbin
barn adjacent to the application site;

- The ownership of the boundary wall was shared between the applicant and a third party, a
condition had been included, requiring the access road to be surfaced which would help to
protect the boundary wall;

- Were the application to be approved a number of shrubs would be removed from the site,
the work would be undertaken outwith the bird breeding season.

A Member moved the Officer's recommendations which was seconded and following voting it
was:

RESOLVED: That applications be approved, subject to the implementation of relevant conditions
as indicated on the Schedule of Decision attached to these minutes.

4. Demolition of Building, Paton House, 9 Victoria Viaduct, Carlisle, CA3 8AN
(Application 20/0867).

Councillor Christian, having declared an interest in the item of business took no part in the
discussion nor determination of the item.

The Principal Planning Officer submitted the report on the application, which had been the
subject of a virtual site visit by the Committee on 17 February 2021. Slides were displayed on
screen showing: site location plan; land ownership plan; ownership boundary site plan; block
plan; proposed block plan; proposed 3D view plan and, photographs of the site, an explanation of
which was provided for the benefit of Members. The Principal Planning Officer recommended
that the application be approved subject to the conditions detailed in the report.

The Committee then gave consideration to the application.

Page 8 of 182



In response to questions from Members, Officers confirmed:
- A condition had been included in the Consent requiring a photographic record of the site to
be undertaken prior to the building’s demolition;
- All tenants who had previously operated from the building had secured new premises for
their businesses.

A Member moved the Officer's recommendation which was seconded, and it was:

RESOLVED: That applications be approved, subject to the implementation of relevant conditions
as indicated on the Schedule of Decision attached to these minutes.

During consideration of the above item, Councillor Birks lost connection to the virtual meeting and
took no part in the discussion nor determination of the items 4, 5 and 6.

The Committee adjourned at 11:24am and reconvened at 11:38am.

5. Erection of 2no. detached dwellings (Outline/Revised application), Land adjacent to
Carwinley, Durdar Road, Carlisle, CA2 4SB (Application 20/0844)

The Planning Officer submitted the report on the application. Slides were displayed on screen
showing: location plan, block plan and photographs of the site, an explanation of which was
provided for the benefit of Members. The Planning Officer recommended that the application be
approved subject to the conditions detailed in the report.

In response to a question from a Member, the Planning Officer confirmed that the road adjacent
to the site was classed as unadopted highway and was therefore a civil matter out with the
planning process.

A Member moved the Officer's recommendations which was seconded and following voting it
was:

RESOLVED: That applications be approved, subject to the implementation of relevant conditions
as indicated on the Schedule of Decision attached to these minutes.

6. Residential Development (Outline) (Revised Application), Land adjacent to Shortdale
Cottage, Tarraby Lane, Tarraby, Carlisle, CA3 0JT (Application 20/0692).

The Development Manager submitted the report on the application which had been the subject of
a virtual site visit by the Committee on 17 February 2021. Slides were displayed on screen
showing: site location plan; site layout plan; Public Right of Way plan, and photographs of the
site, an explanation of which was provided for the benefit of Members.

The application sought Outline Permission and was a revision of a planning permission granted
in October 2019. An indicative layout had been submitted with the application, however, that
plan would not be included in the Decision Notice, therefore the number of units was not
restricted to the four shown therein. In order to control the number of dwellings on the site it
would be advisable to restrict their number by the use of a planning condition based on
consideration of the potential impacts of the proposed development.

The Highway Authority considered that the installation of two passing places would sufficiently
deal with any potential vehicle conflicts along Tarraby Lane. Subject to planning conditions
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stipulating that requirement and other conditions relating to access requirements and
parking/turning of vehicles it had no objection.

In conclusion, the Development Manager recommended that the application be approved subject
to the conditions detailed in the report.

Ms Titterington (Objector) spoke against the application in the following terms: approving the
application would create a number of highway safety issues — increased vehicular movements on
a narrow winding roads, the potential for vehicles (including agricultural and HGVs) to have to
reverse large distances when meeting other vehicles, damage to the road surface and drainage
infrastructure as a result of use by heavy vehicles; the proposed two passing places were
insufficient; Tarrbay lane was well used by pedestrians and horse riders, increased traffic use
would have a negative impact on their safety; the increase in the number of proposed dwellings
meant plots were closer to the road; a highway report had been produced approximately 3 years
ago, a current one was needed.

Mr Hutchinson (Objector — on behalf of Mr R MacDowall) spoke against the application in the
following terms: approving the application would set a precedent for the future development of
the remaining land at the site; the lack of detail submitted in relation to drainage may mean the
Council having to accept a less preferential system based on the Cumbria Design Guide and
SUDS Manual, the lack of detail meant that the Committee was not in position to determine the
application; the form of the proposed scheme was in contrast to the rural character of the area
and was therefore not accord with Paragraph 127 of the National Planning Policy Framework; the
scheme would overwhelm two existing properties; Tarraby Lane linked to a number of other local
footpaths and was a popular public amenity, as such there was a need to safeguard its rural
nature; the increased vehicular movements would have a negative impact on highway safety; the
application was contrary to Local Plan polices — SP 6 — Securing Good Design, SP 8 — Green
Infrastructure, and SP 9 — Healthy and Thriving Communities.

Mr Nicholson (Stanwix Rural Parish Council) spoke against the application in the following terms:
the site was no longer part of the allocated site U10 and its orientation had rotated 180° as such
its impact on the Tarraby Conservation Area was different; the location of the site meant that it
was effective akin to being in or adjacent to the Conservation Area making its impact thereon a
material consideration; the proposed 4 dwellings would significantly increase the number of
vehicles using Tarraby Lane, which was contrary to Local Plan policy HE 7 — Conservation
Areas; the development would have a detrimental impact on Tarraby Lane due to increase
vehicular movements — the Highway Authority response acknowledged the potential for
increased traffic to create potential conflicts with other road users including pedestrians and
horse riders; the proposed mitigation of providing two passing places would only lessen the issue
it would not resolve it; the conditions requiring the provision for a vehicle turning area within the
site and the provision of passing places on Tarraby Lane ought to be implemented prior to the
commencement of the development; the proposed passing places ought to be constructed so as
to allow them to be used by construction traffic; the application should be refused to enable the
extant Outline Permission for 2 dwellings to be brought forward.

Mr Greig (Agent) responded in the following terms: the site was allocated in the Local Plan and
was subject of an extant Outline Permission for two dwellings, thus the principle of development
was accepted; the extant earlier granted permission formed the “fallback position” which was a
material consideration in the determination of the current application; the indicative plan clearly
demonstrated the site was able to accommodate 4 dwellings, Members had to consider whether
the increased number of dwellings, over those already permitted at the site, rendered the
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proposal non-compliant with planning policy; the principle issue relating to the scheme was
acceptability of the increase in vehicle movements, the Highway Authority had stipulated
conditions including the provision of two passing places on Tarraby Lane, but had not objected to
the application.

The Committee then gave consideration to the application.

In response to questions from Members, Officers confirmed:

- The Outline nature of the application meant that the number of dwellings to be constructed
was not defined. The Committee may impose a condition to restrict the number of
dwellings, should Members consider it necessary to make the development acceptable:

- The extant Outline Permission constituted the fallback position, as the current application
was similar to the previous permission there were very limited planning grounds on which
to base refusal;

- The Highway Authority had requested a condition requiring the provision of two vehicle
passing places on Tarraby Lane as it considered that number sufficient for the scale of the
proposed development;

- Proposed condition 5 required the details of the passing places to be provided prior to the
commencement of construction, Members had the option of amending the condition to
require the installation to take place prior to construction.

In the context of Local Plan policy IP 2 — Transport and Development a Member considered that
the scheme ought to be limited to two dwellings. He moved the Officer's recommendation along
with imposition of a condition restricting the development to two dwellings. The proposal was
seconded.

The Committee then discussed the matters relating to the timely provision of the two passing
places and the provision of a vehicular turning area within the application site. The following
additional conditions were proposed: that condition 5 be re-worded to require the provision of the
passing places be implemented prior to construction and that a turning space for vehicles be
provided within the application site. The mover and the seconder of the motion to approve the
application agreed to the insertion of the additional conditions and following voting it was:

RESOLVED: 1) That applications be approved, subject to the implementation of relevant
conditions as indicated on the Schedule of Decision attached to these minutes.

2) That the following additional conditions be included in the permission:

- that the development be restricted to two dwellings;

- that condition 5 be re-worded to require the provision of the passing places be implemented
prior to construction;

- that a turning space for vehicles be provided within the application site.

Councillor Birks re-joined the meeting.
SCHEDULE B

The Development Manager submitted the report which detailed other planning decisions taken
within the district.

RESOLVED - That the report be noted.
[The meeting closed at 12:53pm]
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Development Control
Committee

Main Schedule

Schedule of Applications for
Planning Permission

CARLISLE

CITY-€OUNCIL

26th MarCh 2021 w:r.w.carlisle.gov.uk
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The Schedule of Applications
This schedule is set out in five parts:

SCHEDULE A - Applications to be determined by the City Council. This
schedule contains full reports on each application proposal and concludes with a
recommendation to the Development Control Committee to assist in the formal
determination of the proposal or, in certain cases, to assist Members to formulate
the City Council's observations on particular kinds of planning submissions.
Officer recommendations are made, and the Committee’s decisions must be
based upon, the provisions of the Development Plan in accordance with S38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004

http://www.leqgislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2004/5/contents unless material

considerations indicate otherwise.

In order to reach a recommendation the reports have been prepared having

taken into account the following background papers:-

relevant planning policy advice contained in Government Circulars,
National Planning Policy Framework,

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-

frame work--2,

Planning Practice Guidance http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/

and other Statements of Ministerial Policy;
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030 http://www.carlisle.gov.uk/planning-
policy/Local-Plan/Carlisle-District-Local-Plan-2015-2030

Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance -
https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/constructive-conservation/conservation-

principles/
Enabling Development and the Conservation of Significant Places

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/enabling-

development-and-the-conservation-of-significant-places/

Flood risk assessments: climate change allowances

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-

allowances
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Consultee responses and representations to each application;

http://publicaccess.carlisle.gov.uk/online-applications/

Cumbria Landscape Character Guidance and Toolkit
http://www.cumbria.gov.uk/planning-environment/countryside/countryside-

landscape/ land/landcharacter.asp

Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006)

http://www.leqislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981
http://www.leqgislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1981/69

Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2010/9780111492390/contents
EC Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC)
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/legislation/habitatsdirective/index_en.htm
Equality Act 2010
http://www.leqgislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/15/pdfs/ukpga 20100015 en.pdf
Manual For Streets 2007

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/34

1513/pdfmanforstreets.pdf

Condition 2 of each application details the relevant application documents; except the
following where the associated documents are located at —

20/0834 - https://publicaccess.carlisle.gov.uk/online-
applications/simpleSearchResults.do?action=firstPage

SCHEDULE B - Applications determined by other authorities. This schedule
provides details of the decisions taken by other authorities in respect of those
applications determined by that Authority and upon which this Council has

previously made observations.

The officer recommendations made in respect of applications included in the
Schedule are intended to focus debate and discussions on the planning issues
engendered and to guide Members to a decision based on the relevant planning
considerations. The recommendations should not therefore be interpreted as an

intention to restrict the Committee's discretion to attach greater weight to any
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planning issue when formulating their decision or observations on a proposal.

If you are in doubt about any of the information or background material referred to in the
Schedule you should contact the Development Management Team of the Planning
Services section of the Economic Development Directorate.

This Schedule of Applications contains reports produced by the Department up to the
11/03/2021 and related supporting information or representations received up to the
Schedule's printing and compilation prior to despatch to the Members of the
Development Control Committee on the 26/03/2021.

Any relevant correspondence or further information received subsequent to the
printing of this document will be incorporated in a Supplementary Schedule
which will be distributed to Members of the Committee 5 working days prior to the
day of the meeting.
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Date of Committee: 26/03/2021

Applications Entered on Development Control Committee Schedule

Application

Item Number/ Case

No. Schedule Location Officer

01. 21/0079 Land adjacent to The Lodge, Bitts Park, Dacre  SD
A Road, Carlisle, CA3 8UZ

02. 20/0695 Sundown Cottage, Burgh by Sands, Carlisle, SO
A CA5 6AX

03. 20/0834 Rose Cottage, Uppertown, Kirklinton, Carlisle, LT
A CA6 6BD

04. 21/0072 53/53a Scotland Road, Carlisle, CA3 9HT JHH
A

05. 21/0048 1 Langdale Avenue, Carlisle, CA2 5QG BP
A

06. 20/0693 104 London Road, Carlisle, CA1 2PE SO
A

07. 21/0049 Caldew Riverside (Lower Viaduct) SD
A Remediation Works, Carlisle

08. 19/0971 Land adjacent The Coach House, Allenwood, AC
B Heads Nook, Brampton, CA8 9AG

09. 20/0213 Land Adjacent Woodside, Newby East, SO
B Wetheral, Carlisle, CA4 8RA

10. 20/0630 Land adjacent K C Superbikes, 23-27 Church AC
B Street, Carlisle, CA2 5TJ

11. 20/9012 Silvertop Quarry, Hallbankgate, Brampton, AC
B CA8 2PE
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SCHEDULE A
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

21/0079
Item No: 01 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
21/0079 Green Spaces
Agent: Ward:

Cathedral & Castle

Location: Land adjacent to The Lodge, Bitts Park, Dacre Road, Carlisle, CA3 8UZ

Proposal: Erection Of Temporary Hub Of Container Units, Interlinked To Provide
Low Key Food And Drink Outlets

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
02/02/2021 30/03/2021
REPORT Case Officer: Stephen Daniel
1. Recommendation
1.1 It is recommended that this application is approved with conditions.
2. Main Issues

2.1 Whether The Proposal Is Acceptable In Principle

2.2 Whether The Scale And Design Would Be Acceptable

2.3 Impact Of The Proposal On Carlisle Castle, The City Centre Conservation
Area And Archaeology

2.4 Flood Risk

2.5 Crime Prevention

2.6 Other Matters

3. Application Details

The Site

3.1 The site is currently occupied by portacabins, which sit on a raised mound,
and which are being used by the contractor that is undertaking works to
improve the existing flood defences around Bitts Park. The site was
previously occupied by a high ropes course and climbing wall, which was
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3.2

enclosed by a 2.4m high mesh fence.

The Lodge adjoins the site to the east, with the children's play area
adjoining the site to the west and tennis courts lying to the north. A grass
area, which contains a number of trees, lies to the south and this is adjoined
by Dacre Road beyond which lies Carlisle Castle.

The Proposal

3.3

3.4

3.5

41

The application is seeking a temporary five-year planning permission for the
container hub. The hub would consist of a series of containers situated
within a courtyard arrangement, with the enclosed courtyard containing
seating areas. The containers would range in size and would contain a
range of uses which would include a cafe, street food units, a bar, retail
units, makers space, a well being unit and an office space which would be
occupied by a site manager. There is also an option to provide toilets but it
is understood that the City Council intends to provide these elsewhere within
the park.

The containers would sit directly upon the raised mound, with steps and
ramps providing access from all sides. They would contain a large number
of windows and would be finished in a dark grey painted finish with coloured
artwork being added to the units. They would have a maximum height of
2.6m. Each entry point to the courtyard would have open timber pergolas
spanning across the openings with lockable gates.

The containers would arrive ready converted and would be craned into
position with only the internal works to be completed.

Summary of Representations

This application has been advertised by means of three site notices and a
notification letter sent to one neighbouring property. In response, one letter
has been received which supports the previous plans to use the Lodge as a
cafe.

Summary of Consultation Responses

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): no
objections - proposal would not affect the highway or increase flood risk;

Local Environment - Environmental Protection: - all the individual street
food units would need to comply with the food safety and hygiene regs;

English Heritage - North West Region: - no objections on heritage grounds;

Environment Agency: - no objections subject to conditions (anchoring down
of units):

Cumbria Constabulary - North Area Community Safety Unit: - no
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6.

objections - crime prevention has been considered as part of the design;

United Utilities: - no objections subject to conditions (foul and surface water
drained on separate systems; surface water discharging to soakaways).

Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

6.8

Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an
application for planning permission is determined in accordance with the
provisions of the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate
otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed are the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG) and Policies SP1, SP2, SP6, SP8, HE2, HE3,
HE7, CC4, IP3, IP6 and CM4 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

The proposal raises the following planning issues.
1. Whether The Proposal Is Acceptable In Principle

The proposal is seeking temporary planning permission to site a container
hub within Bitts Park. The hub would include a cafe, a bar and various food
outlets which would by used by visitors to the park and would enhance the
visitor experience.

The site is within walking distance of the city centre and within 300m of the
bus stops on West Tower Street. The proximity of the city centre and Carlisle
Castle would allow linked trips to occur. In addition, Hardian's Wall Path and
Sustrans Cycle Route 72 would pass near to the development.

The container hub would provide accommodation for a range of businesses.
Units would be affordable and experience from other projects throughout the
country suggests that they would be occupied by small, local independent
businesses. A number of these would be new start up businesses who could
test out new ideas and concepts in an affordable and safe environment.
Experience from elsewhere has also shown that a number of these
businesses grow and expand and move on to larger premises in the local
area. The hub would also provide a creative space for local artists and
performers to showcase their work as well as providing a safe venue for
children and families both during the day and in the early evening.

The project is being funded by £150,000 from the Town Deal Capital
Accelerated Fund. The funds have been identified for improvements to parks
and green spaces.

In light of the above, the proposal would be acceptable in principle.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

6.17

2.  Whether The Scale And Design Would Be Acceptable

The containers would sit directly upon the existing raised mound, with steps
and ramps providing access from all sides. They would be located within a
single-storey courtyard arrangement and would have a maximum height of
2.6m.

The containers would have a contemporary feel and would become a focal
point within this area of Bitts Park. They would contain large amounts of
glazing on both the inward and outward facing elevations and this would
allow visitors to Bitts Park to view the activities taking place within the units.
It would also give customers visiting the units views out to the surrounding
park and Carlisle Castle.

The containers would be finished in a dark grey painted finish with coloured
artwork being added to the units to add visual interest. Each entry point to
the courtyard would have open timber pergolas spanning across the
openings with lockable gates.

The scheme is seeking to be based on 'green' credentials. Current ideas
include providing green roofs on the containers, providing landscaping within
and around the development and providing charging points for electric bikes.

In light of the above, the scale and design of the containers would be
acceptable.

3. Impact Of The Proposal On Carlisle Castle,The City Centre
Conservation Area And Archaeology

Carlisle Castle, which is Grade 1 Listed, lies approximately 70m to the south
of the proposed container hub and the hub would be visible in certain views
of the Castle from the park.

Section 66 (1) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act
1990 highlights the statutory duties of Local Planning Authorities whilst
exercising of their powers in respect of listed buildings. The aforementioned
section states that:

"In considering whether to grant planning permission for development which
affects a listed building or its setting, the local planning authority or, as the
case may be, the Secretary of State shall have special regard to the
desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of special
architectural or historic interest which it possesses”.

Policy HE3 of the adopted Local Plan seeks to ensure that Listed Buildings
and their settings will be preserved and enhanced.

The application site lies within the City Centre Conservation Area. Section
72 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
highlights the statutory duties of Local Planning Authorities whilst exercising
of their powers in respect to any buildings or land in a conservation area.
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6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

6.22

6.23

The aforementioned section states that:

"special attention shall be paid to the desirability or preserving or enhancing
the character or appearance of that area”.

The aims of the 1990 Act are reiterated in both the NPPF, PPG and policies
within the adopted Local Plan. Policy HE7 of the Local Plan advises that
proposals should preserve or enhance the special character and appearance
of conservation areas.

Case law (South Lakeland District Council v Secretary of State for the
Environment (1992)) has established the principle that if development has a
neutral impact on a conservation area, in that it made no positive
contribution but left it unharmed, it could properly be said to preserve the
character and appearance of that area.

The applicant is accompanied by a Heritage Statement. This notes that as
the containers are to be installed for a limited period there would be no
long-term impact on the setting of Carlisle Castle. The containers would be
located within a single-storey courtyard arrangement and a number of
existing trees would help to screen the views between the site and the
castle. The setting of the Castle is predominantly its relationship with the City
and this would be unaffected by the development. The Heritage Statement
concludes that the overall impact of the proposed development on the Castle
is @ minimal one.

Historic England has been consulted on the application. It notes that the
development is within the City Centre Conservation Area, and separated by
a narrow road from Carlisle Castle. Previous evaluation close to the site of
the proposed development has demonstrated that well preserved
archaeological remains, which fall into the category of 'nationally important
but un-designated', as defined in the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF), survive within the area. The proposed development has the
potential to harm the setting of the Castle and the character of the
Conservation Area, as well as to impact directly upon nationally important
archaeological remains.

Historic England considers that the proposed development would be sited
within one of the more unsightly areas of Bitts Park, the clutter of tennis
courts and playground making no positive contribution to the character of the
Conservation Area. The relatively low-key nature of the proposed
development is unlikely to cause additional harm. Similarly, the massive bulk
and commanding appearance of the Castle, which is undoubtedly the most
striking historic feature in the northern part of the City Centre Conservation
Area, would ensure that the construction of a low-level development of the
kind proposed is unlikely to have any significant negative impact upon its
setting.

In relation to archaeology, Historic England notes that the levels of parts of

the area at the southern end of Bitts Park have been raised in recent years
as a response to flooding. The proposed development would be sited on one
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6.24

6.25

6.26

6.27

6.28

6.29

of these areas, and should not, therefore, impact upon the nationally
important but undesignated archaeology beneath. Connecting into existing
service runs, as proposed, should also reduce any risk of impact.

Government advice, as set out in the NPPF, is that harm to designated
heritage assets should be avoided, and that any harm requires justification.
In this case, Historic England considers the harm to the setting of the Castle
and to the character of the Conservation Area to be very low, whilst the
impact on nationally important archaeological remains would be minimal.
Public benefits are claimed for the proposed development in supplying
refreshments to users of Bitts Park, which currently lacks such facilities.
Whilst that is unlikely to offer a high level of public benefit, it may well be
sufficient to outweigh the low level of harm which the proposed development
would cause to designated heritage assets and their settings.

Flood Risk

The proposed development falls within Flood Zone 3, meaning it is at high
risk of flooding without benefiting from flood defences. The development
consists of container units which would have little or no impact on the flood
water capacity in the area. In addition, the combination of the mass of units
and lack of flood water flow or current means the units are able to resist
potential movement in a flood event.

To reduce the impact of the site locally, the surface water runoff would mimic
the natural conditions, which would be achieved through the use of SuDS. In
addition, the site levels have already been raised locally to reduce the
likelihood that flood water would affect the units. The elevated level of the
site would also ensure that there is little or no standing water on the site
which will allow the facilities to remain functional even after heavy rain.

To protect against flood waters affecting equipment within the units, sockets
and appliances would be placed above the 1 in 100 year flood level. In
addition, watertight shutters could be used to limit the damage caused
internally. For flood events that do not exceed the finished flood levels,
non-return valves should be installed on the foul water network to ensure
effluent does not back up into the container village.

The Environment Agency has been consulted on the application and has
confirmed that is has no objections to the proposed development which
would be categorised as ‘less vulnerable. The proposed development is
located in Bitts Park which is within Flood Zone 3 and in an area that is
known to flood. The development would be at risk of flooding and the
finished floor level of 14.2 metres AOD as proposed would be below the
predicted 1 in 100 year flood level, without allowing for climate change. The
development could potentially experience flood water inundation to a depth
of 0.5 metres during the design flood.

The Environment Agency has reviewed the Flood Risk Assessment (FRA).

Given the nature and scale of the proposed development, it is satisfied that
the development would be safe without exacerbating flood risk elsewhere
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6.30

6.31

6.32

6.33

6.34

provided that the proposed flood risk mitigation measures are implemented.
The proposed development must proceed in strict accordance with this FRA
and the mitigation measures identified as it will form part of any subsequent
planning approval.

Since the FRA does not identify how the containers would be anchored to
the ground the Environment Agency has requested that a condition is added
to any permission to request these details.

5. Crime Prevention

The containers would be secure with safety glass throughout, full locking
door assemblies and they would be wired for intruder alarms. Each entry
point to the courtyard would have lockable gates.

The Crime Prevention Officer has been consulted on the application. The
scheme architects consulted with the Constabulary prior the application
being submitted. It is evident from the published Design and Heritage
Statement that crime prevention has been considered as part of the design
of this development and thus demonstrates compliance with Policy CM4 of
the Local Plan.

6. Other Matters

The Lead Local Flood Authority has confirmed that is has no objections to
the proposed development which would not increase flood risk on site or
elsewhere.

United Utilities has confirmed that it has no objections to the proposals,
subject to conditions to ensure that foul and surface water are drained on
separate systems and surface water discharges into soakaways.

Conclusion

6.35

7.1

The proposal would be acceptable in principle. The scale and design of the

container hub would be acceptable and it would not have an adverse impact
on the setting of Carlisle Castle, or the City Centre Conservation Area or on
archaeology. The proposed development would be acceptable in relation to

flood risk. In all aspects, the proposal is considered to be compliant with the
relevant polices in the adopted Local Plan.

Planning History
In November 2013, planing permission was granted for the erection of a high

ropes course with integrated climbing wall, including 2.4m high mesh fence
to perimeter of site (13/0724).

Recommendation: Grant Permission
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The development shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 years
beginning with the date of the grant of this permission.

Reason: In accordance with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended by Section 51 of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).

The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

1. the submitted planning application form, received 3rd February 2021;

2. Location Plan/ Block Plan/ General Site Massing & Layout (Dwg
2020-152-12B Rev B), received 3rd February 2021;

3. General Floor Plan & Elevations (Dwg 2020-152-10), received 3rd

February 2021;

4. Drainage Layout (Dwg 664 01 (DR) 100), received 3rd February
2021;

5. Drainage Details (Dwg 664 _01 (DR) 101 P01), received 3rd February
2021;

Design & Heritage Statement, received 3rd February 2021;
Flood Risk Assessment, received 3rd February 2021;
Drainage Statement, received 3rd February 2021;

Transport & Deliveries Statement, received 3rd February 2021;

= © © N O

0. Emergency Vehicle Access Statement, received 3rd February 2021;
11. Waste & Refuge Statement, received 3rd February 2021;
12.  the Notice of Decision;

13. any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To define the permission.

The development shall be removed in its entirety from the site and the land
reinstated not later than the five years from the date of the permission.
Removal and reinstatement of the site shall be undertaken in strict
accordance with a scheme that shall first have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the local planning authority.

Reason: The application has been considered on the basis that the
buildings will be removed following a specified temporary
period.

Notwithstanding the details shown on the General Floor Plan, the containers
hereby approved shall be used for food outlets, cafes, a bar, makers/
workshop space, health and well being space, retail space, a management
office and for toilets for no other purpose unless otherwise agreed in writing
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with the local planning authority.

Reason: To ensure that the development is occupied by appropriate uses
and to accord with Policy SP2 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
2015-2030.

Prior to installation of any of the temporary units, details of the measures
that will be implemented to ensure the temporary units are secured on site
during a flood event must be submitted to, and approved in writing by, the
local planning authority. Examples of measures includes anchoring (to a
suitable extent) of the units.

Reason To reduce the risk of units being displaced during a flood event.

Foul and surface water shall be drained on separate systems.

Reason: To secure proper drainage and to manage the risk of flooding
and pollution.

The drainage for the development hereby approved, shall be carried out in
accordance with principles set out in the submitted Drainage Layout dated
1/2/2021 proposing surface water discharging into soakaways.

No surface water will be permitted to drain directly or indirectly into the public
sewer. Any variation to the discharge of foul shall be agreed in writing by the
Local Planning Authority prior to the commencement of the development.

The development shall be completed in accordance with the approved
details.

Reason: To ensure a satisfactory form of development and to prevent an
undue increase in surface water run-off and to reduce the risk
of flooding.
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

20/0695
Item No: 02 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
20/0695 Mr Nicholson Burgh-by-Sands
Agent: Ward:

Dalston & Burgh
Location: Sundown Cottage, Burgh by Sands, Carlisle, CA5 6AX
Proposal: Erection Of Detached Annexe
Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
15/10/2020 10/12/2020 26/03/2021
REPORT Case Officer: Suzanne Osborne
1. Recommendation

1.1 It is recommended that this application is approved with conditions.

2. Main Issues

2.1 The principle of development;

2.2  Whether the proposal is appropriate to the dwelling and impact upon the
existing street scene;

2.3 Impact of the proposal on the living conditions of neighbouring residents;

2.4  Impact upon Burgh by Sands Conservation Area;

2.5 Impact upon the Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty;

2.6  Impact upon Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site;

2.7  Highway impacts;

2.8 Impact upon trees;

2.9 Impact upon biodiversity; and
210 Other matters.

3. Application Details
The Site

3.1 Sundown Cottage is a two storey semi-detached property located on the
northern side of the main road leading through Burgh by Sands village. The
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property is set back approximately 16.5 metres from the road and sits within
a relatively large plot, approximately 1072m2 in area. The dwelling is
constructed from rendered walls under a slate roof with white UPVC
windows. The gable to the west is however clad externally in slate tiling.

3.2  The surroundings to the property are wholly residential with an attached two
storey property to the east "Hewitt Cottage" and three bungalows (No.s 1, 4
and 5 Beech Croft) to the west. No.1 Beech Croft is set further forward than
the front elevation of Sundown Cottage however No.s 4 and 5 Beech Croft
are located perpendicular to the application site with their rear elevations
facing towards the garden of Sundown Cottage.

3.3  The site is situated within Burgh by Sands Conservation Area, the Solway
Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and within the buffer zone of
Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site.

Background

3.4 In 2018 Members of the Development Control Committee granted Full
Planning Permission for the erection of a two storey rear extension to the
property to provide a kitchen/diner on the ground floor with bathroom,
bedroom and balcony above together with erection of a detached garage
(reference 18/0101). The submitted plans illustrated that an existing single
storey conservatory, which wrapped round the north-western corner of the
property, was to be demolished to provide the proposed development. An
original section of part of the rear elevation was also to be rebuilt.

3.5 The submitted plans for application 18/0101 showed that the proposed
extension was to project 6.75 metres from the original rear elevation of the
property and be constructed from reclaimed brick work under a slate roof.
The balcony was to be of oak frame construction with obscure glazed panels
either side.

3.6  The proposed garage was to be set back in the rear garden of the property
with a footprint of 37.12m2, an eaves height of 2.5 metres and a ridge height
of 4.1 metres. The garage was to be constructed from reclaimed brick work
under a slate roof with the doors constructed from timber.

3.7 At the time of the officer site visit for the current application the proposed rear
extension has been constructed only.

The Proposal

3.8  The application seeks full planning permission for the erection of a detached
annexe within the rear garden of Sundown Cottage. The submitted plans
illustrate that the annexe will have a total footprint of 46.8m2, an eaves
height of 3.2 metres and a ridge height of 5.6 metres. The submitted plans
illustrate that the accommodation will comprise of a bathroom and
kitchen/lounge on the ground floor with a mezzanine bedroom provided
above. The annexe will be positioned 5.5 metres from the western boundary
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3.9

3.10

41

4.2

of the site, with the ground level lowered by 0.5m to ensure that the ridge
height of the development is lower than the adjacent bungalow at No.5
Beech Croft to the west of the site. The annexe will include no windows on
the western boundary with the main elevation orientated north facing towards
the agricultural land located beyond the rear boundary of the application site.

The submitted plans illustrate that the host property (Sundown Cottage) and
the annexe will share a vehicular access and parking as well as a garden
area. The applicant has verbally confirmed that the annexe is to share
services with the host dwelling and will be predominately for family members.

Members should be aware that when the application was first submitted the
application sought approval for an annexe located 2 metres from the western
boundary of the site with a ridge height higher than the neighbouring

bungalows to the west. The application details have since been amended to
that described in paragraph 3.8 above.

Summary of Representations

This application has been advertised by the display of a site notice, press
notice and by means of notification letters sent to 5 neighbouring properties.
In response to the original consultation one objection was received from the
Ward Councillor on behalf of the occupier of a neighbouring property.

The objection is summarised as follows:

1. application is described as an annexe to Sundown Cottage which has
already been substantially extended to the rear;

2. itis assumed the proposal is being considered as back-land development
in a residential garden assessed against Policy HO3;

3. presume close proximity to hedge is to enable a separate access;

4. sun lounge extension of neighbouring property is not shown on the block
plan;

5. distance of blank wall elevation of the proposed building from sun lounge
of neighbouring property is approximately 10-12m;

6. apex of roof is 5.7m compared to 4.15m of earlier approved garage;

7. neighbouring properties are bungalows with windows facing onto the
proposed building;

8. concern regarding loss of amenity, light and privacy to neighbouring
property;

9. annexe is described in the dictionary as a 'supplementary building'
implying a connection between the two. Block plan shows considerable
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development of the site. As a separate dwelling with its own access it
suggests that the proposal is a discrete development rather than an
annexe;

10. not clear from the block plan how far the driveway is extended to provide
an access and turning point suggesting over development of the original
property; and

11. request for a site visit by Members.

Amended plans have been received during consideration of the application
repositioning the annexe further into the site (5.5 metres away from the
boundary with No.5 Beech Croft opposed to 2 metres), showing the
positioning of the conservatory of Beech Croft, lowering the ground level
where the annexe is to be located to ensure that the ridge height of the
development is lower than the bungalows and showing the positioning of
trees on the block plan. A further comment from the Ward Councillor has
been received in respect of the amended plans which is summarised as
follows:

1. increasing distance from 2 to 5.5 metres from the boundary is more
acceptable but would prefer the annexe to be moved in the direction of
the main building rather than being in front of the neighbouring
conservatory;

2. lowering of height is welcome;

3. no objection to the felling of the tree with pronounced lean and few
branches;

4. general observation is that the proposal appears to be a separate
dwelling in its own right rather than an annexe which you might normally
see attached to a back of a building as such proposal has elements of
back land development.

Summary of Consultation Responses

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): - no
objection. Standing advice received regarding surface water drainage.

Burgh-by-Sands Parish Council: - the Parish has raised the following
objections -

1. although this proposed free standing build is approximately on the site of
a garage on the original plan (18/010) it would vary the height from a
single storey garage to that of a house with a ridge height of 5.6m;

2. the building would 5.5m from adjacent properties of Beech Croft and
would overshadow and diminish their natural light. The main living areas
and gardens would face this building and result in loss of amenity;

3. the additional drainage would impact on the already overloaded and
inadequate mains sewage system of the village with the additional run off
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6.

from this larger building;

. this new build would allow for independent living as a detached unit from

the main dwelling. It is crucial to be clear as to how the annexe may be
used should the annexe be commercially let at any time then this must be
considered at the planning stage; and

as some digging will be involved and the property is in the World Heritage
Site buffer zone - relatively close to Mile castle 72 we would request that
Historic England is contacted before any work can commence.

Parish has also raised the following observations:

1.

this building would damage the root system of very large trees on to the
North of this proposed building. These trees directly face the proposed
buildings main windows;

very large mature trees face are sited directly to the North of this
proposed building as shown on the submitted plan so impeding the view
of open fields mentioned in the Statement provided by the Applicant; and
as it would be difficult to visualize the scale and position of the proposed
building, Burgh Parish Council ask for a site visit.

Historic England - North West Office: - do not wish to offer any comments;

Solway Coast AONB Unit: - no response received;

Cumbria County Council - (Archaeological Services): - results of previous
archaeological work at Sundown Cottage and other sites close by indicate
that it is unlikely significant archaeological assets will be disturbed by the
construction of the proposed development. In such circumstances there is no
objections to the application.

Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1

6.2

6.3

Section 70 (2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an application
for planning permission is determined in accordance with the provisions of the
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed are the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG), Sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed
Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (LBA) together with Policies SP6,
HOS8, HE1, HE7, IP6, CC5, GI2, GI3 and GI6 of the Carlisle District Local
Plan (CDLP) 2015-2030. The City Council's Supplementary Planning
Documents (SPD) on 'Achieving Well Designed Housing' (AWDH), 'Trees and
Development' and 'Burgh by Sands Parish Design Statement' are also
material planning considerations in the determination of this application.

The proposal raises the following planning issues:
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6.4

6.5

1. The Principle Of Development

The proposal seeks Full Planning Permission for a detached one bedroom
annexe in the rear garden of Sundown Cottage. The applicant has confirmed
that the annexe will share services (gas/electric/water etc), parking and a
garden area with the host dwelling. The occupation of the annexe will be
predominately for family members.

The principle of a detached annexe within the curtilage of an existing
residential dwelling is acceptable subject to an appropriate design, no
adverse impacts upon neighbouring properties etc. The Council would not
want to see the formation of an independent dwelling in this location due to
the close proximity of the annexe to the host dwelling and lack of separate
garden/car parking spaces. It has been established through previous appeal
decisions (such as APP/E0915/A/06/205112 at Park Fauld Farm, Durdar) that
restricting the use of a building for purposes ancillary to a residential use of a
dwelling is enforceable. As the formation of an annexe, as demonstrated in
previous appeal cases, can be controlled by a relevant planning condition, the
principle of the proposed annexe is acceptable.

2. Whether The Proposal Is Appropriate To The Dwelling And Impact

Upon The Existing Street Scene

6.6

6.7

6.8

The NPPF attaches great importance to the design of the built environment
recognising that good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, is
indivisible from good planning, and should contribute positively to making
places better for people. The NPPF states that planning permission should be
refused for development of poor design that fails to take the opportunities
available for improving the character and quality of an area and the way it
functions. The NPPF also indicates that planning decisions should not
attempt to impose architectural styles or particular tastes. It is however proper
to promote or reinforce local distinctiveness.

The relevant design policies of the CDLP seek to ensure that proposals
respond to the local context in terms of height, scale and massing and by
using appropriate materials and detailing. Local landscape character should
be respected and development should be fully integrated into its
surroundings.

In respect of new buildings The Burgh by Sands Parish Design Statement
(adopted in 2003) states that there should be a consistent theme and/or style
within new development which is related to locality and setting. New
development should generally be single or two-storey in height. Building
styles and materials should be in keeping with local vernacular and reflect
and respect the nearby colours, textures, materials, shapes, styles and
proportions of existing traditional buildings and the character of the
surrounding area. Where garden walls and outbuildings are present in new
development, these should utilise the same materials as the main building.
Local distinctive features, such as date-stones, decorative brick work and
gate posts, might be used to enhance new buildings.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

Policy HO8 of the CDLP (which relates to house extensions) confirms that
house extensions and alterations should be designed to complement the
existing building and be visually subservient. Policy HO8 goes on to state that
proposals should maintain the established character and pattern of the
existing street scene and be a positive addition as well as retain gaps
between buildings where they are characteristic of the area and contribute to
the existing street scene.

Sundown Cottage was built in the 1740s and has had various ad-hoc
extensions to the rear of the property over the years which are not particularly
sympathetic to its original design. The property was granted planning
permission in 2018 for the demolition of existing extensions to the property
and erection of a two storey rear extension and a detached garage. At the
time of the officer site visit for the current application the two storey extension
had been constructed and was near completion. The detached garage had
not been constructed.

The proposed annexe will replace the previously approved garage and will be
sited in the rear garden of the property 5.5 metres from the western boundary
of the site. The submitted drawings illustrate that the annexe will provide a
lounge/kitchen, bathroom on the ground floor with a mezzanine bedroom
above. The annexe will have a total footprint of 46.8m2, an eaves height of
3.2 metres and a ridge height of 5.6 metres. It is proposed to lower the
ground level by 0.5m to ensure that the ridge height of the annexe is lower
than the adjacent Bungalow at No.5 Beech Croft to the west of the site. The
annexe will include no windows on the western boundary with the main
elevation orientated north facing towards the agricultural land located beyond
the rear boundary of the application site.

Given the relatively small footprint of the proposal in relation to the footprint of
the existing dwelling and size of the existing curtilage, coupled with the scale
of the development, the proposal will appear as a subservient building to the
main dwelling commensurate to the size of the existing curtilage. The annexe
will be constructed from materials (reclaimed brick walls under a slate roof
with UPVC windows and feature stone headers and sills) which will
correspond with the existing dwelling and the built form of the surrounding
area. Accordingly, the proposal complements the existing dwelling in terms
of design and materials to be used. In such circumstances and given the
location of the annexe towards the western boundary, set significantly back
from the front elevation of the host dwelling, it is not considered that the
proposed annexe would dominate the existing dwelling or form a discordant
feature within the street scene. The scale and design is therefore considered
acceptable.

3. Impact Of The Proposal On The Living Conditions Of Neighbouring

Residents

6.13

It is acknowledged that the Parish Council and the objector has raised
concerns regarding potential overshadowing, loss of light and privacy.

6.14 The surroundings to the property are wholly residential with an attached two
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6.15

6.16

6.17

6.18

6.19

storey property to the east "Hewitt Cottage" and three bungalows (No.s 1, 4
and 5 Beech Croft) to the west. No.1 Beech Croft is set further forward than
the front elevation of Sundown Cottage however No.s 4 and 5 Beech Croft
are located perpendicular to the application site with their rear elevations
facing towards the garden of Sundown Cottage.

The City Council's SPD 'Achieving Well Designed Housing' (AWDH SPD)
outlines minimum distances between primary facing windows together with
primary windows and walls serving habitable rooms in order to protect against
loss of amenity and privacy i.e. 21 metres between primary facing windows
and 12 metres between primary windows and walls.

As the proposed annexe will be sited in the rear garden of Sundown Cottage
the development will be off-set from the primary windows of Hewitt Cottage,
No.1 Beech Croft and No.4 Beech Croft. In such circumstances the
development will be compliant with the separation distances in the Council's
AWDH SPD and will not have an adverse impact upon the occupiers of these
properties in terms of over dominance, overlooking or loss of light.

It is acknowledged that the proposed annexe will however be located in front
of the rear elevation of No.5 Beech Croft which has primary windows on the
rear elevation facing towards the annexe. The proposed annexe will be sited
5.5 metres from the western boundary of the site with no windows on the west
elevation facing towards No.5 Beech Croft enabling the minimum separation
distance of 12 metres to be achieved as outlined in the AWDH SPD. The
submitted plans also illustrate that the existing ground level within the
application site will be reduced by 0.5 metres resulting in the eaves height of
the development being 0.1 of a metre higher than the single storey bungalows
to the west and the ridge height being no higher than the adjacent bungalows.
In such circumstances and given the positioning of the annexe to the east it is
not considered that the proposed development would result in a sufficient loss
of light or over dominance to the occupiers of No.5 Beech Croft to warrant
refusal of the application on this basis. In order to protect the living conditions
of the occupiers of No.5 Beech Croft it is suggested, if Members are minded
to approve the application, that a relevant condition is imposed within the
decision notice removing permitted development rights for the insertion of any
windows on the west elevation facing towards No.5 Beech Croft.

In overall terms given the positioning of residential properties that surround
the site in relation to the proposed annexe, together with the scale and design
of the proposal, the development would not have an adverse impact upon the
living conditions of the occupiers of any neighbouring properties in terms of
loss of light, over dominance or over looking.

Given that the annexe directly overlooks the private amenity space to
Sundown Cottage itself an appropriate condition has been imposed within the
decision notice to ensure that the annexe remains as an annexe in perpetuity
to protect the living conditions of the occupiers of the host property.

4. Impact Upon Burgh by Sands Conservation Area
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6.20

6.21

6.22

6.23

6.24

6.25

6.26

The site is wholly located within Burgh by Sands Conservation Area. Section
72 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
highlights the statutory duties of Local Planning Authorities whilst exercising of
their powers in respect to any buildings or land in a conservation area. The
aforementioned section states that:

"special attention shall be paid to the desirability or preserving or enhancing
the character or appearance of that area”.

The aims of the 1990 Act are reiterated in both the NPPF, PPG and policies
within both the adopted Local Plan. Policy HE7 of the Local Plan advises that
proposals should preserve or enhance the special character and appearance
of the conservation area and its setting. Development should seek to
harmonise with their surroundings and be sympathetic to the setting, scale,
density and physical characteristics of the conservation area. Policy HE7 also
states that proposals should preserve and enhance features which contribute
positively to the area's character or appearance, in particular the design,
massing and height of the building should closely relate to adjacent buildings
and should not have an unacceptable impact on the townscape or landscape.
Important views into and out of conservation areas should be protected and a
local pallet of materials should be used where ever practicable.

The Council's Heritage Officer has been consulted on the development and
has not raised any objections/comments to the proposal.

As stated in paragraphs 6.6-6.12 above the scale and design of the proposed
development is appropriate to the site. In such circumstances the
development will not have an adverse impact upon the character/appearance
of Burgh by Sands Conservation Area.

5. Impact Upon The Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

Policy GI2 (Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty) of the CDLP confirms that
any development proposals within the AONB must conserve or enhance the
natural beauty of the areas. Development proposals must be appropriate to
the landscape setting in terms of scale, siting and design.

The Solway Coast AONB has been consulted on the proposal and has not
raised any objections during the consultation period. As stated in sections
6.6-6.12 the scale and design of the proposed development is appropriate to
the site. In such circumstances the development will not have a detrimental
impact on the character/appearance of The Solway Coast Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty.

6. Impact Upon Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site

The site is situated within the buffer zone of Hadrian's Wall World Heritage
Site. Policy HE1 (Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site) of the CDLP seeks to
ensure that development within the buffer zone does not have an adverse
impact upon key views both into and out of it. Development that would result
in substantial harm will be refused.
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6.27

6.28

6.29

6.30

6.31

6.32

6.33

Historic England has been consulted on the application and has confirmed
that the proposal would not impact directly on any archaeological remains
from the World Heritage Site. This is because previous archaeological work
undertaken at Sundown Cottage indicates that it is unlikely that significant
archaeological deposits would be disturbed by this proposed development.

Historic England has also confirmed that although the proposed development
would be visible from the Wall, considering both the location and scale of the
development as well as the likely functioning of the Frontier, it would not harm
the understanding and appreciation of Roman military planning and land use.

The Historic Environment Officer for Cumbria County Council has also been
consulted on the development and has confirmed due to the results of
previous archaeological work at Sundown Cottage and other sites close by it
is unlikely that significant archaeological assets will be disturbed by the
construction of the proposed development.

Given that both statutory consultees raise no objection to the application it is
not considered that the proposal would have an adverse impact upon the
buffer zone of Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site or any archaeological
assets.

7. Highway Impacts

The annexe will result in one additional bedroom within the curtilage of
Sundown Cottage. The property has a large driveway which can
accommodate a significant number of incurtilage parking spaces. In such
circumstances there will be no adverse impact upon existing highway
conditions as a result of the proposal. The relevant Highway Authority has
been consulted on the development and has raised no objections.

8. Impact Upon Trees

Policy GI6 of the Local Plan seeks to ensure that proposals for new
development should provide for the protection and integration of existing
trees and hedges. In respect of new development, the City Council will resist
proposals which cause unacceptable tree loss, and which do not allow for the
successful integration of existing trees. This aim is further reiterated in Policy
SP6 which requires all developments to take into account important
landscape features and ensure the enhancement and retention of existing
hedgesi/trees.

Furthermore, the City Council's Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)
"Trees and Development' outlines that native large growing species are
intrinsic elements in the landscape character of both rural and urban areas
alike and acquire increasing environmental value as they mature. Large trees
need space in which to grow to maturity without the need for repeated human
intervention. Not only should the design of the development seek to retain
existing tree and hedgerow features, but sufficient space should be allocated
within the schemes to ensure integration of existing features and space for
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6.34

6.35

6.36

6.37

new planting. It is important that these issues are considered at the very start
of the planning process.

There are two existing sycamore trees along the rear boundary of the
application site. The application is accompanied by a tree survey which
suggests the felling of the sycamore tree in the north-western corner of the
site as it exhibits poor crown form and is being suppressed by ivy and nearby
trees. The arboriculturist recommends the felling of the tree for reasons of
sound arboricultural practice as the tree will continue to be dominated and
shaded out. The remaining sycamore tree is deemed to be in healthy and
sound condition with no outward sign of any significant defects or decay.

The submitted block plan shows that the proposed garden annexe will result
in 1% incursion into the root protection area (RPA) of the retained tree. In
order to protect the roots of the tree the arboriculturist recommends that
ground works undertaken in the RPA should be undertaken by hand with the
tree protected by appropriate fencing during the construction period. Subject
to the imposition of a relevant condition ensuring adherence to the suggested
proposed construction and mitigation techniques it is not considered that the
development will have an adverse impact upon the sycamore tree that is to
remain on site. Accordingly there is no policy conflict.

9. Impact Upon Biodiversity

The Councils GIS Layer has identified that the site has the potential for
several key species to be present within the vicinity. Given the scale and
nature of the proposal it is unlikely that the development would harm a
protected species or their habitat. However, an Informative should be
included within the Decision Notice ensuring that if a protected species is
found all work must cease immediately and the Local Planning Authority
informed.

10. Other Matters

The submitted Design and Access Statement confirms that foul and surface
water from the development will be tied into the system built for the rear
house extension. The Parish Council has raised concerns that the increase in
foul water from the development will further burden a system that is
overloaded and inadequate. United Utilities has not made any
representations in respect of capacity of their system during the consultation
period therefore it is presumed they have no concerns. The Lead Local
Flood Authority has confirmed that they no longer comment on the drainage
associated with minor applications as this is picked up by Building Control.
Given the specific concerns raised by the Parish Council a relevant condition
has been imposed within the decision notice ensuring that surface water
drainage details, in accordance with the hierarchy of drainage options in the
NPPF are submitted and approved in writing before commencement of any
development. Given that there is no objection from the relevant statutory
consultees the application is not in conflict with the relevant drainage policies
of the CDLP.
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6.38 The human rights of the occupiers of the neighbouring properties have been

6.39

6.40

properly considered and taken into account as part of the determination of the
application. Several provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 can have
implications in relation to the consideration of planning proposals, the most
notable being:

Article 6 bestowing the "Right to a Fair Trial" is applicable to both
applicants seeking to develop or use land or property and those
whose interests may be affected by such proposals;

Article 7 provides that there shall be "No Punishment Without Law" and
may be applicable in respect of enforcement proceedings taken
by the Authority to regularize any breach of planning control;

Article 8 recognises the "Right To Respect for Private and Family Life".

Article 1 of Protocol 1 relates to the "Protection of Property" and bestows the
right for the peaceful enjoyment of possessions. This right, however, does
not impair the right to enforce the law if this is necessary, proportionate and
there is social need.

Article 8 and Article 1 Protocol 1 are relevant but the impact of the
development in these respects will be minimal and the separate rights of the
individuals under this legislation will not be prejudiced. If it was to be alleged
that there was conflict it is considered not to be significant enough to warrant
the refusal of permission.

Conclusion

6.41

6.42

To conclude given the relatively small footprint of the proposal in relation to
the footprint of the existing dwelling and size of the existing curtilage coupled
with the scale of the development the proposal will appear as a subservient
building to the main dwelling commensurate to the size of the existing
curtilage. The proposal complements the existing dwelling in terms of design
and materials to be used and given its location towards the western
boundary, set significantly back from the front elevation of the host dwelling it
is not considered that the proposed annexe would dominate the existing
dwelling or form a discordant feature within the existing street scene. The
scale and design are therefore considered acceptable and the proposal will
not have an adverse impact upon the setting of Burgh by Sands Conservation
Area, the Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty or Hadrian's Wall
World Heritage Site.

Subject to the imposition of relevant planning conditions the proposal will not
have an adverse impact upon the living conditions of the occupiers of any
residential properties, existing drainage conditions or trees. The proposal will
also not have a detrimental impact upon highway safety as there are
sufficient parking spaces within the existing curtilage of the property.
Furthermore, given the scale and design of the proposal there would be no
adverse impact upon biodiversity. Overall, the proposal is compliant with the
objectives of the relevant Development Plan Policies and approval is
recommended.
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7.

7.1

7.2

Planning History

In 2018 Planning Permission was granted for the erection of a two storey rear
extension to provide kitchen/diner on ground floor with bathroom, bedroom
and balcony above together with erection of detached garage (reference
18/0101);

In 2020 a Non Material Amendment application was granted for a non
material amendment of previously approved permission 18/0101 for the
installation of 3no.conservation velux windows in west facing roof (reference
20/0195).

Recommendation: Grant Permission

The development shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 years
beginning with the date of the grant of this permission.

Reason: In accordance with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended by Section 51 of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).

The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

1. the submitted planning application form received 14th October 2020;
2. the site location plan received 14th October 2020;

3. the proposed block plan received 16th February 2021 (Titled
Proposed Block Plan Revised);

4. the proposed floor plans received 16th February 2021 (Drawing
No.20P/SC/001 Rev B);

5. the proposed elevations and section received 16th February 2021
(Drawing No.20P/SC/002 Rev B);

6. the Notice of Decision;

7. any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the

Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To define the permission.

The development hereby approved shall be occupied only in direct
connection with the dwelling known as Sundown Cottage by dependant
relatives of the occupiers of the principal dwelling, and shall at no time be
sold off, let, occupied or otherwise disposed of in such a way that it becomes
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a separate unit of residential accommodation.

Reason: To accord with Policy HOS8 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
2015-2030, insofar as the development is permitted on the basis
that it is to be occupied as ancillary accommodation to Sundown
Cottage.

Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General
Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as amended) (or any Order
revoking and/or re-enacting that Order) no windows shall at any time be
placed in the west elevation of the annexe hereby permitted without the
grant of a separate planning permission from the local planning authority.

Reason: To safeguard the amenities of the adjoining premises from
overlooking and loss of privacy, to accord with Policies SP6
and HOB8 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

Prior to the commencement of any development, a surface water drainage
scheme, based on the hierarchy of drainage options in the National Planning
Practice Guidance with evidence of an assessment of the site conditions
(inclusive of how the scheme shall be managed after completion) shall be
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

The surface water drainage scheme must be in accordance with the
Non-Statutory Technical Standards for Sustainable Drainage Systems
(March 2015) or any subsequent replacement national standards and unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority, no surface water
shall discharge to the public sewage system with directly or indirectly.

The development shall be completed, maintained and managed in
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: To promote sustainable development, secure proper drainage
and to manage the risk of flooding and pollution. This condition
is imposed in light of policies within the NPPF and NPPG.

The development hereby approved shall be undertaken wholly in
accordance with the Root Protection Mitigation Recommendations outlined
in the Scheme of Root Protection produced by NICOL Landscapes Ltd
Dated February 2021 received on 16th February 2021.

Reason: To protect retained trees during development works in
accordance with Policy GI6 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
2015-2030.

Notwithstanding any description of materials in the application, the external
walling and roofing materials to be used in the building works hereby
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permitted shall be identical to those in the existing building.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt, and to ensure that materials to be
used are acceptable visually and harmonise with existing
development, in accordance with Policies SP6 and HOS8 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

20/0834
Item No: 03 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
20/0834 Mr & Mrs JG & A Waugh  Hethersgill
Agent: Ward:
G R Stephen Longtown & the Border

Location: Rose Cottage, Uppertown, Kirklinton, Carlisle, CA6 6BD

Proposal: Proposed Rear Extension To Provide Annexe Accommodation
Comprising Living Room & W.C. On Ground Floor With 2no. Bedrooms
& 1no. Bathroom Above (Revised Application)

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
03/12/2020 28/01/2021 11/02/2021
REPORT Case Officer: Leigh Thompson
1. Recommendation
1.1 It is recommended that this application is refused.
2. Main Issues

21 Impact Of The Proposal On The Living Conditions Of Neighbouring
Residents;

2.2 Whether The Proposal Is Appropriate To The Dwelling And Impact Upon The
Existing Street Scene;

2.3 Highway Impacts;

2.4  Impact Upon Biodiversity; and

2.5  Other Matters.

3. Application Details

The Site

3.1 The application relates to Rose Cottage, a single storey detached property
located within Uppertown. The dwelling constructed from a mix of sandstone

and brick, a pitched slate roof, a mix of brown and white UPVC windows and
doors.
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3.2

The dwelling is located within a small cluster of properties made up of a mix
of two and 1.5 storey detached, and single storey semi detached properties.
Rose Cottage is situated at a T junction, with Uppertown Farm and its
associated outbuildings to the north, and 1 Uppertown Cottages to the east,
as its immediate neighbours. A small cluster of properties comprising of
Bramley Dene, Bramley Cottage, Bramley Mews and Uppertown Court lie on
the opposite side of the road to the south of the application site.

Background

3.3

3.4

In 2020 Planning Permission was granted for the erection of a two Storey
Rear Extension To Provide Annexe Accommodation Comprising of Living
Room & W.C. On Ground Floor With 2no. Bedrooms & 1no. Bathroom
Above (Reference N0.20/0374). The submitted plans illustrated two existing
rear single storey flat roof extensions, of which the southernmost was to be
left as is.

The submitted plans for application 20/0374 showed that the proposed
extension was to project 7.5m in length by 5.9m in depth from the original
rear elevation of the cottage and would be constructed from render and slate
to match the original roof of the Cottage.

The Proposal

3.5

3.6

4.1

The application seeks full planning permission for a Two Storey Rear
Extension To Provide Annexe Accommodation Comprising of Living Room &
W.C. On Ground Floor With 2no. Bedrooms & 1no. Bathroom Above
(Revised Application). The submitted plans illustrate that the proposed
extension will be constructed from render and materials to match the existing
dwelling. The extension will include no windows upon the northern elevations
apart from one rooflight to serve the proposed landing. The main elevation
would be orientated to the south, facing into the rear garden of the
application site.

Members should be aware that when the original application was first
submitted (Reference No0.20/0374) the application seeked approval for the
extensions ridge height to be higher than that of the original Cottage.
Permission was granted following amendments to reduce the initial ridge
height so that it was in line with the original cottage. This revised application
now seeks approval for the previously refused ridge height.

Summary of Representations

This application has been advertised by means of notification letters sent to
six neighbouring properties. During the consultation period there have been
no representations made.

Summary of Consultation Responses
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6.

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): -
No objections;
Hethersgill Parish Council: - No representations.

Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

Section 70 (2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an application
for planning permission is determined in accordance with the provisions of the
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed are the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG) and Policies SP6, HO8 & GI3 of the Carlisle District
Local Plan (CDLP) 2015-2030. The 'Achieving Well Designed Housing'
Supplementary Planning Document, adopted by the Council, and the Dalston
Parish Neighbourhood Plan 2015-2030 are also material planning
considerations.

The proposals raise the following planning issues:

1. Impact Of The Proposal On The Living Conditions Of Neighbouring
Residents

Rose Cottage is a corner plot situated at a T junction, with a small garden
area adjacent to the road surrounding the western front and southern side
elevations. The western, and a portion of the southern, boundary treatment
comprises of a low stone wall. Uppertown Farm lies to the north of the site
with its associated outbuildings immediately adjacent to the sites northern
boundary. No.1 Uppertown Cottages lie to the east, separated by the
applicants large rear garden which contains a large southern facing garage
and associated outbuildings. A small cluster of properties comprising of
Bramley Dene, Bramley Cottage, Bramley Mews and Uppertown Court lie to
the south of the application site. The rest of the boundary treatement along
the southern edge of the application site comprises of a relatively low
hedgerow which leaves the rear of the site completely exposed and in full
view from the afformentioned properties to the south of the site. Overall, there
is a variety of surrounding properties which include two storey, 1.5 storey and
single storey detached and semi-detached properties.

The proposed extension would be situated upon the eastern rear elevation of
the existing dwelling. All proposed windows and doors would be situated upon
the southern facing elevation, bar one rooflight which would be located upon
the northern facing roof slope to serve the proposed landing. A total of three
dormer windows would be inserted upon the southern facing roof slope to
serve the proposed 2no. bedrooms and 1no. bathroom. The proposed
dormers would meet the required distances set out within the Council's
Supplementary Planning Document, 'Achieving Well Designed Housing', in
order to respect privacy between neighbouring properties. Upon the southern
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6.6

6.7

6.8

6.9

6.10

ground floor elevation of the extension, a relocated entrance door and patio
doors would serve the proposed lounge. There would be no windows or doors
upon the eastern side elevation.

Given the position of the proposed rear extension in relation to neighbouring
residential properties, the proposals will not have a detrimental impact on the
living conditions of adjoining occupiers on the basis of loss of light,
overlooking or over dominance.

2. Whether The Proposal Is Appropriate To The Dwelling

The NPPF attaches great importance to the design of the built environment
recognising that good design is a key aspect of sustainable development, is
indivisible from good planning, and should contribute positively to making
places better for people. The NPPF confirms that permission should be
refused for development of poor design that fails to take the opportunities
available for improving the character and quality of an area and the way it
functions, taking into account any local design standards or style guides in
plans or supplementary planning documents. It goes on to confirm that in
determining applications, great weight should be given to outstanding or
innovative designs which promote high levels of sustainability, or help raise
the standard of design more generally in an area, so long as they fit in with
the overall form and layout of their surroundings. The NPPF also indicates
that planning decisions should not attempt to impose architectural styles or
particular tastes. It is however proper to promote or reinforce local
distinctiveness.

The relevant design policies of the CDLP seek to ensure that proposals
respond to the local context in terms of height, scale and massing and by
using appropriate materials and detailing. Local landscape character should
be respected and development should be fully integrated into its
surroundings.

Policy HO8 of the CDLP which refers to household extensions also seeks to
ensure that the design of an extension should respond to the characteristics
of the specific site as well as the distinctiveness of the wider setting. Policy
HOB8 specifically states that house extensions/alterations should be designed
to: 1) relate to and complement the existing building in scale, design, form
and materials; 2) be visually subservient to the main building; 3) ensure there
is no loss of amenity to surrounding properties by overlooking, overbearing
nature of the proposal, or increase in on street car parking caused by the loss
of an existing garage or off street parking space; 4) ensure adequate natural
light within the building, garden or other outdoor amenity space; 5) maintain
the established character/pattern of the street scene and be a positive
addition; and, 6) retain gaps between buildings where they are characteristic
of the area and contribute to the street scene.

The Achieving Well Designed Housing SPD also echoes the requirements of

Policy HO8 of the CDLP by seeking to ensure that extensions are of an
appropriate scale and do not dominate the original dwelling.
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6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

It is appreciated that planning permission has previously been granted under
application reference 20/0347 for an identical scheme, comprising of a Rear
Extension To Provide Annexe Accommodation Comprising Living Room &
W.C. On Ground Floor With 2no. Bedrooms & 1no. Bathroom Above.
However, the extension approved under application 20/0347 was considered
to be a subservient addition to the existing dwelling as the extensions ridge
height was in line, and would not over dominate the host dwelling.

Rose Cottage currently has two single storey, flat roof rear extensions which
provide the occupants with a bathroom, kitchen and additional room. The
proposals would extend the existing bathroom to come in line with the
existing kitchen, and provide additional annexe accommodation which would
include a lounge and WC upon the ground floor, and 2no. bedrooms and a
bathroom upon the first floor. The proposals would measure 7.5m in length by
5.9m in depth.

The proposed materials of the extension would include a render finish with
slate roof tiles to match that of the existing dwelling. Accordingly, the
proposals would complement the existing dwelling in terms of design and
materials to be used.

The proposals would be 1.5 storey high, comprising of a pitched roof which
would extend above the original ridge height of the main dwelling. The
proposed ridge height was previously refused within the original application
(Reference No. 20/0347) and further amended to come in line with the
existing ridge height of Rose Cottage in order to comply with relevant policies.
The proposed ridge height within this revised application would create an
extension that would not appear subservient to the main dwelling and would
ultimately overdominate the existing Cottage. Therefore, the scale and height
of the proposals are not comparable to the existing property as they would
over dominate. The proposals would not be compliant with Policy HO8
(Criteria 2) of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030 which states that
house extensions and alterations should 'be visually subservient to the main
dwelling', alongside para 5.57 of the Council's 2011 Supplementary Planning
Document 'Achieving Well Designed Housing' which states that 'extensions
should be clearly subordinate to the original dwelling'.

In such circumstances the proposed extension will dominate the original
cottage and would result in an obtrusive development that would be
inappropriate to the character of the existing dwelling. With that, the visual
and physical dominance of the extension would be overpowering,
inappropriate and unacceptable. The proposals would therefore not appear
subordinate and would therefore be contrary to the objectives of criterion 1 of
Policy SP6 of the CDLP, criteria 1 and 2 of Policy HO8 of the CDLP together
with the objectives of Carlisle City Council's Supplementary Planning
Document 'Achieving Well Designed Housing'.

3. Impact Of The Proposal On Highway Safety

The proposals would be located within a large rear garden space of the
property and would not result in a loss of garage or parking spaces. The
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6.17

6.18

Highway Authority has been consulted on the development and has raised no
objections to the proposal. In such circumstances the development will not
have an adverse impact upon highway safety.

4. Impact Of The Proposal On Biodiversity

The Councils GIS Layer has identified that the site has the potential for
several key species to be present within the vicinity. As the proposed
development seeks permission to extend an existing dwelling with minimum
disturbance to vegetation, it is unlikely that the development would harm a
protected species or their habitat. It is suggested that if the application is
approved an informative should be included within the Decision Notice
ensuring that if a protected species is found all work must cease immediately
and the Local Planning Authority informed.

5. Other Matters

Within correspondence between the agent and case officer, the agent has
cited two examples of applications recently approved that they belive to be of
a similar nature to the proposals at Rose Cottage. These examples include
application No.20/0662 - Demolition of existing house and erection of 1no.
dwelling at The Cottage, Lees Hill, Brampton, CA8 2BB and application
No0.20/0208 - Conversion Of Garage, Workshop, Utility And Store To Form 3
Bedroomed Dwelling Including Raising Of Roof To Provide First Floor
Accommodation at Midcroft, Burgh By Sands, Carlisle, CA5 6AX.

6.19 Application N0.20/0662 was to demolish the existing property and the erection

6.20

1no. dwelling. Applications seeking to erect new dwellings would be assessed
against the relevant housing policies such as policy HO2 with the Carlilse
District Local Plan 2015-2030. The cited application No.20/0208, approved for
the conversion of an existing garage, workshop, utility and store to form 3
bedroomed dwelling, would also be assessed against policy HO2. The
proposals at Rose Cottage seek to extend the original dwelling which would
be assessed against policy HO8 which relates to house extensions, rather
than policy HO2.

The human rights of the occupiers of the neighbouring properties have been
properly considered and taken into account as part of the determination of the
application. Several provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 can have
implications in relation to the consideration of planning proposals, the most
notable being:

Article 6 bestowing the "Right to a Fair Trial" is applicable to both
applicants seeking to develop or use land or property and those
whose interests may be affected by such proposals;

Article 7 provides that there shall be "No Punishment Without Law" and
may be applicable in respect of enforcement proceedings taken
by the Authority to regularize any breach of planning control;

Article 8 recognises the "Right To Respect for Private and Family Life".
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6.21

6.22

Article 1 of Protocol 1 relates to the "Protection of Property" and bestows the
right for the peaceful enjoyment of possessions. This right, however, does not
impair the right to enforce the law if this is necessary, proportionate and there
is social need.

Article 8 and Article 1 Protocol 1 are relevant but the impact of the
development in these respects will be minimal and the separate rights of the
individuals under this legislation will not be prejudiced. If it was to be alleged
that there was conflict it is considered not to be significant enough to warrant
the refusal of permission.

Conclusion

6.23

6.24

6.25

7.1

In overall terms, the proposed rear extension by virtue of its overall scale and
relationship with the original dwelling would not appear subservient. The
development is therefore contrary to the objectives of criterion 1 of Policy
SP6 of the CDLP, criteria 1 and 2 of Policy HO8 of the CDLP, together with
the objectives of Carlisle City Council's Supplementary Planning Document
'‘Achieving Well Designed Housing'.

There have been no highway or biodiversity issues are raised with the
application.

It is therefore reccomended that the application be refused.

Planning History

In 2020 planning permission was granted for Proposed Rear Extension To
Provide Annexe Accommodation Comprising Living Room & W.C. On Ground
Floor With 2no. Bedrooms & 1no. Bathroom Above (Reference N0.20/0347).

Recommendation: Refuse Permission

Reason: The proposed extension would dominate the original cottage and
would result in an obtrusive development that would be inappropriate to the
character of the existing dwelling. With that, the visual and physical
dominance of the extension would be overpowering, inappropriate and
unacceptable. The proposals would therefore not appear subordinate and
would therefore be contrary to the objectives of criterion 1 of Policy SP6 of
the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030, criteria 1 and 2 of Policy HO8 of
the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030 together with the objectives of
Carlisle City Council's Supplementary Planning Document 'Achieving Well
Designed Housing'.
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

21/0072
Item No: 04 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
21/0072 The Fryery Carlisle
Agent: Ward:
Centreplan Stanwix & Houghton

Location: 53/53a Scotland Road, Carlisle, CA3 9HT

Proposal: Variation Of Condition 8 (Opening Times) Of Previously Approved
Permission 19/0630 (Change Of Use From A1 (Retail) To A5 (Hot Food
Takeaway); Installation Of New Shopfront And Insertion Of Side
Window) To Extend Afternoon Opening Time From 16.30 To 16.00

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
01/02/2021 29/03/2021

REPORT Case Officer: John Hiscox
1. Recommendation

1.1 Itis recommended the application is approved, to allow the condition on
19/0630 to be varied so that opening hours can be extended by 30 mins, with
the shop opening at 1600 hrs, as opposed to 1630 hrs.

2. Main Issues

2.1 Whether the principle of extending the opening hours by 30 minutes is
acceptable enabling the premises to open as a hot food takeaway daily from
1600 hrs until 2100 hrs during the evening instead of the approved period
under planning permission 19/0630, which permits the premises to open in
the evenings from 1630 hrs to 2100 hrs.

2.2  This principle is to be considered in the light of the wording and reasoning for
Condition 8 of planning permission ref. 19/0630.

3. Application Details

The Site
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

The property address is 53/53a Scotland Road, which is partially residential
(mainly in the upper floors) and partially a ground floor shop now occupied by
The Fryery, a local business now operating three fish and chip shops in
Carlisle. It has been open since mid-January 2021. Prior to that, it had been
closed for approximately three years following the departure of 'Spar'.

The property is situated within Stanwix Conservation Area, but is not a listed
building. It is a prominent corner building having its side elevation on
Thornton Road and its frontage onto Scotland Road. The flat(s) upstairs are
accessed by separate entrances on the Thornton Road and Scotland Road
elevations, and occupy the first and attic floors. The shop is accessed via the
corner entrance and has a separate rear service access gate off Thornton
Road.

The premises was refurbished in 2020, the ground floor being converted into
a hot food takeaway in the light of planning permission. The physical aspects
of the conversion, including the illuminated advertisements, are authorised in
a planning context.

In front of the main shop window is a hardsurfaced area set back from the
line of the front boundary walls to properties in the same row to the north;
presumably, this was removed when the building was converted to a shop or
sometime subsequently.

Looking at the front elevation, the single-width sash and case window to the
right of the shop window serves the shop area inside.

Adjoining the property to the north is the Sunrise Chinese takeaway, which
has its own shop window and shopfront scheme including coloured paintwork
and advertisements. Opposite on Scotland Road’s eastern side is a row of
terraced dwellings which are Grade Il listed buildings. To the south is the end
dwelling in a terrace, which is also Grade Il listed. To the rear of the building
are residential properties forming the terrace on the northern side of
Thornton Road.

Background

3.7

3.8

3.9

The Fryery, which is the now operating fish and chip takeaway at 53/53A
Scotland Road, Carlisle, opened earlier in 2021 with the benefit of planning
permission under ref. 19/0630;

The planning permission was granted by the Development Control
Committee in November 2019;

Condition 8 of planning permission ref. 19/0630 states:
"The proposed hot food takeaway shall not be open for trading except
between (1) 1100 hours and 1400 hours and (2) 1630 hours and 2100 hours

on Mondays to Saturdays; and between 1630 hours and 2100 hours on
Sundays and Bank Holidays.
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3.10

3.1

Reason: To prevent disturbance to neighbouring occupiers and in
accordance with Policy CM5 of the Catrlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030."

Contrary to the limitations required by Condition 8, the shop has, since its
opening earlier in 2021, opened between the hours of 4pm (1600 hrs) and
9pm (2100 hrs). The operations are therefore in breach of the planning
permission ref. 19/0630, and are unauthorised.

It should be noted that the opening hours stipulated within Condition 8 are in
strict alignment with the opening hours proposed on the applicants' behalf
and stated in the supporting statement received on 26 September 2019, prior
to the application being considered by the Development Control Committee
in November 2019. These intended, limited hours were known to the
planning service and to the Development Control Committee when the
application was considered.

The Proposal

3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

The application applies in retrospect for variation of Condition 8 of planning
permission 19/0630, to allow the premises to open for 30 minutes longer
every day, bringing the opening time back to 1600 hrs (4pm) instead of the
approved 1630 hrs (4.30pm).

If this application is approved, the Condition will be changed to read:

"The proposed hot food takeaway shall not be open for trading except
between (1) 1100 hours and 1400 hours and (2) 1600 hours and 2100 hours
on Mondays to Saturdays; and between 1600 hours and 2100 hours on
Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Reason: To prevent disturbance to neighbouring occupiers and in
accordance with Policy CM5 of the Catrlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030."

The remainder of planning permission 19/0630 would be unaltered by this
proposed variation.

No specific items have been submitted to support the application (on the
applicants' behalf). However, within the application form the following two
statements are made to enable understanding of the decision to operate with
different opening times:

"We would like to change the opening time as we feel this will help in
maintaining a steady flow of customers in the shop"; and

"We would like to apply for permission to open our services to the local

community 30 minutes earlier at 4pm."

Summary of Representations
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4.1

4.2

4.3

5.

This application has been advertised by means of site and press notices as
well as notification letters sent to twenty-eight properties who are either
neighbours or who made representations in relation to the original application
ref. 19/0630.

In total, 4 written representations have been made during the consultation
period. A summary of the issues of relevance raised in objection is as follows:

(i) timeframe now proposed goes directly against what the applicants
proposed in their original application;

(i) timeframe originally proposed intended to maximise avoidance of
times when schoolchildren would be likely to pass by/use shop;

(i)  opening hours do not conform to other nearby takeaway premises e.g.
Sunrise (does not open until 5pm) - no justification for this premises to
open at different times;

(iv)  extended opening hours increase time when associated problems
arise including highway safety (parking/speeding), noise and odour
pollution (noting that site is within a Conservation Area) and social
disorder;

(v) premises is already operating in breach of its approved opening times
of 1630 hrs to 2100 hrs, and has done so since its initial opening.

The letters of objection give focus to matters of problematic parking activities
occurring, principally when the shop is open. This matter will be discussed in
the planning report, but it must be acknowledged in advance that the principle
of using the premises as a hot food takeaway is established through 19/0630,
and that matters relating to potential parking problems in the context of the
new use were considered in detail in the planning report, and during the
Development Control Committee meeting. Potential planning concerns
relating to parking were not considered to be overriding and did not prevent
that application from being supported by the Development Control
Committee.

Summary of Consultation Responses

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): - No
comment, as in the response to 19/0630 of 5th September 2019, the consultee
recommended refusal of the takeaway.

6. Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1 Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/ Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an
application for planning permission is determined in accordance with the
provisions of the development plan, unless material considerations indicate
otherwise.

6.2 The relevant planning policies against which the original application was

required to be assessed was the NPPF and Policies SP1, SP6, SP7, SP9,
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6.3

6.4

EC7, ECS, IP2, IP3, CM4, CM5, HE3 and HE7 of the Carlisle District Local
Plan 2015-2030.

In the light of the nature of the current application, and taking into account the
Reason provided for Condition 8 of planning permission ref. 19/0630, the
only Policy now of strict relevance is CM 5, 'Environmental and Amenity
Protection', which is as follows:

"The Council will only support development which would not lead to an
adverse impact on the environment or health or amenity of future or existing
occupiers. Development will not be permitted where:

1. it would generate or result in exposure to, either during construction or
on completion, unacceptable levels of pollution (from contaminated
substances, odour, noise, dust, vibration, light and insects) which cannot be
satisfactorily mitigated within the development proposal or by means of
compliance with planning conditions;

2. it would cause demonstrable harm to the quality, quantity and
associated ecological features of groundwater and surface waters or impact
on human health;

3. it is on contaminated or unstable land which would pose an
unacceptable risk to human health or the environment, unless suitable
mitigation and/or remediation is or can be carried out to ensure safe
development;

4. it would be subject to unacceptable risk from existing hazardous
installations; and/or

5. proposals for new hazardous installations (e.g. certain gases, liquids
and explosive chemicals) pose an unacceptable risk to the health or safety of
users of the site, neighbouring land and/or the environment.

Proposals may be required to submit detailed assessments in relation to any
of the above criteria to the Council for approval.

Where development is permitted which may have an impact on such
considerations, the Council will consider the use of conditions or planning
obligations to ensure any appropriate mitigation measures are secured.”

The proposal, therefore, raises the following planning issue: Whether the
principle of extending the opening hours by 30 minutes is acceptable
enabling the premises to open as a hot food takeaway daily from 1600 hrs
until 2100 hrs during the evening instead of the approved period under
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6.5

6.6

6.7

6.8

6.9

6.10

planning permission 19/0630, which permits the premises to open in the
evenings from 1630 hrs to 2100 hrs.

In other words, whether the extension of opening hours by 30 minutes,
adding this extra time to the start of the evening opening period, would give
rise to such change to the circumstances that the development can no longer
meet the objectives of Policy CM 5, if Condition 8 of 19/0630 is varied in the
way proposed.

The key text from Policy CM 5 is at the beginning of the Policy, where it
states:

"The Council will only support development which would not lead to an
adverse impact on the environment or health or amenity of future or existing
occupiers."

The applicant sought to mitigate potential concerns relating to the usage of
the premises by schoolchildren on their way home from school, by limiting its
opening hours so that it would minimise the likelihood of children popping in
on their way home from school. It is considered that the schools most likely to
be relevant to this consideration are Trinity High School, the school day
ending there at around 3pm (1500 hrs) and Central Academy, whose school
day generally also ends at 1500 hrs (3pm). To a certain extent, the opening
hours may be relevant to students passing who attend nearby primary
schools, for example Stanwix Primary School, which finishes at 3.30pm (1530
hrs) for Key Stage 2 students.

When the application was originally submitted, the stated opening hours were
far greater. An extract from the committee report for 19/0630 includes the
following paragraph:

"The applicant originally specified opening hours as being from 1100-2200 hrs
from Monday to Saturday, and from 1600 hrs to 2100 hrs on Sundays and
Bank Holidays in the original submission, but has amended this to 1100 hrs to
1400 hrs and then 1630 hrs to 2100 hrs from Monday to Saturday, and 1630
hrs to 2100 hrs on Sundays."

The change in approach to opening hours was influential in terms of the
application being supported, with the committee acknowledging during the
November 2019 committee meeting that this showed an appropriate and
sensible developer ethos, having particular regard to the aforementioned
matter of schoolchildren using the premises in passing, but also in terms of
reducing the amount of time the shop would be open, thereby reducing
potential effects of a hot food takeaway on nearby residents.

In considering the intended opening hours, the local planning authority agreed
with the scope of opening hours proposed if the development were to go
ahead (i.e. in the event of planning permission being granted), which led
directly to the imposition of Condition 8 because it appeared that there was
mutual agreement between the applicant and the local planning authority
about an appropriate mode of operation.
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6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

6.17

The site operators then opened up the shop in contravention of the (mutually
agreed) condition without first having approached the local planning authority
to seek variation of the condition (prior to the inaugural opening in January).
This led to local residents highlighting the exacerbation of impacts caused by
extending the period of perceived disturbance caused by odours, noise, social
disorder and parking/highway safety.

Members of the Committee are advised that these matters were considered
when 19/0630 was a live application in November 2019, and although it is
acknowledged that there are ongoing concerns being raised by local residents
in these regards, they are not matters for consideration in the context of this
planning application. For clarification:

odour and noise matters are potentially to be considered by the Council's
Environmental Health Service, but not by the Planning Service;

social disorder and parking/highway safety are now matters only able to be
monitored and/or managed by the applicants, in liaison with the police and
with relevant sections of local authorities responsible for highways and
parking legislation.

It is therefore necessary only to examine whether the proposed variation of
the condition would be prejudicial in any way in a planning context to such an
extent that the application cannot be supported, having regard to the
aforementioned issues discussed in Paragraph 6.4 and 6.5.

30 minutes additional opening time may not seem likely to be particularly
significant in the context of the overall permitted opening periods. The
premises is already allowed, by virtue of the planning permission, to open for
7.5 hours from Monday to Saturday inclusive, and for 4.5 hours on Sundays
and statutory holidays.

The increase would lead to daily opening hours of 8 hours overall on
weekdays and Saturdays, and an increase to 5 hours on Sundays and
statutory holidays. That would equate to around a 6% increase on weekdays
and Saturdays, and around 11% on Sundays and holidays. Overall, the
increased opening hours would represent a jump from 49.5 hours to 53 hours,
which equates to around a 7.1% increase in opening time in any normal
week.

To those households raising objections to the current application, these
increases accentuate their concerns about how the premises operate. It has
not been helped by the increases being unauthorised, which has somewhat
inflamed the local situation. However, as mentioned in Paragraph 6.2, those
concerns tend now to relate mainly to matters not required to be re-examined
under planning.

Turning now to those matters relevant to planning, although the application
was dealt with in good faith and all parties seemed to be working towards the
same opening arrangements at the time the planning decision was made,
there has been a clear breach of planning control, which has been ongoing
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while the current application has been under consideration. The applicants
could have opted to revert to the opening hours stipulated in 19/0630, but
have decided to pursue an increased opening period.

6.18 It is important to reflect that although the applicants identified the reduced
hours in part to avoid times when schoolchildren were most likely to be
passing, it would not be fair to say that the goods provided by The Fryery are
harmful to health in the context of a balanced diet, having regard to Policy CM
5; therefore, while the intentions of the applicants were honourable in that
context, it must not be concluded that any premises, in the light of the broad
takeaway 'offer' which can be found in Stanwix among other local centres in
Carlisle, are to be viewed negatively just because they are hot food
takeaways. Some are better than others and, importantly, some are open
throughout the day and late into the evenings, to a far greater extent than The
Fryery in this location.

6.19 It must also be acknowledged that support in a broad sense must be given for
appropriate new economic development in new locations in the planning
context, and while the operator in this case has arguably pushed the envelope
to suit its economic ambitions, a proportionate adjustment to enable the
success of a new operation could potentially be tolerated, if it does not
change the terms of the operations to such an extent that it is no longer
recognisable (i.e. deviates substantially) in relation to the planning permission
that enabled it to take plaice.

6.20 The minor increase in opening hours as discussed above does indeed appear
to be proportionate, and does not seem to change the essence of the
operations in such a way that it substantially deviates from the intentions of
the planning permission. The aforementioned increases identified in
Paragraph 6.15 are considered to be proportionate to what was originally
allowed, notwithstanding the objections, and taking into account the economic
development commentary mentioned in the previous paragraph.

6.21 Itis useful to reflect that the change in hours would not significantly increase
the likelihood of the premises being used more often by schoolchildren,
notwithstanding the precautionary advice set out in Paragraph 6.18 above.
Furthermore, if the hours now operated were stated as being preferred when
the supporting statement was submitted in September 2019, they would likely
have been concluded to meet the same objectives in relation to these
matters. Schoolchildren walking home from Stanwix Primary School, Trinity
High School and Central Academy are more likely to have walked past this
takeaway by the time it opens, than to be passing after it has opened.

Conclusion

6.22 The increase in hours is proportionate to the hours to which the premises has
been limited to under planning permission 19/0630, and would not give rise to
any overriding additional concerns in the context of the original Condition 8,
which was justified in the context of Policy CM 5 of the current Local Plan.

6.23 The matters raised in objection are noted and have been acknowledged, but

Page 78 of 182



6.24

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

7.9

8.

2.

do not outweigh the acceptability of the proportionate increase in opening
hours, which would not prejudice amenity or health in any noteworthy way
over and above the way in which they may have been affected in the context
of the original planning permission.

It is therefore recommended that variation of Condition 8 of planning
permission 19/0630 is permitted so that the premises can be open with
authorisation for the extra 30 minutes (between 1600 hours and 1630 hours)
daily.

Planning History

In February 2021, under ref. 20/0861, Advertisement Consent was granted
for the installation of internally illuminated signage - a revised scheme to
include an additional section of signage at the northern end of the fascia;

In January 2021, under ref. 20/0860, planning permission was granted for
discharge of condition 5 (cleaning and maintenance of all proposed
mechanical ventilation and odour control systems) of previously approved
application 19/0630;

In December 2020, under ref. 20/0686, the discharge of conditions 3
(materials) & 4 (mechanical ventilation & odour control systems) of
previously approved permission 19/0630 was approved; and 20/0761,
discharge of condition 7 (waste management) was also approved in this
month;

In February 2020, under ref. 19/0635, Advertisement Consent was granted
for the installation of new internally illuminated fascia signage;

In November 2019, under ref. 19/0630, planning permission was granted for
the change of use from A1 (retail) to A5 (hot food takeaway); installation of
new shopfront and insertion of side window;

In March 1987, planning permission was granted for the conversion of the
upper floors of 53 Scotland Road to a flat (87/0172)

In October 1985, planning permission was granted for the conversion of 1st
and 2nd floors of 53 Scotland Road to bedsit accommodation (85/0360)

In August 1969, planning permission was granted for internal alterations
and rebuilding a lean-to to enlarge shop (29692)

In March 1968, planning permission was granted for extension of existing
shop premises and removal of internal walls to form store (28838)

Recommendation: Grant Permission

The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
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documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

the submitted planning application form;

the location plan received 13 August 2019;

Existing Floor Plan received 13 August 2019;

Proposed Floor Plan received 13 August 2019;

Existing Side Elevation received 13 August 2019;
Existing Front Elevation received 13 August 2019;
Proposed Side Elevation received 30 September 2019;
Proposed Front Elevation received 30 September 2019;
. the Notice of Decision; and

10.  any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority.

CoNoORrWN =

Reason: To define the permission.

Details of the design, height, external finish and position of all proposed
mechanical ventilation and odour control systems shall be submitted to and
approved in writing by the local planning authority prior to the change of use
becoming operational. The development shall then be undertaken in
accordance with the approved details and the mechanical extraction system
installed prior to the change of use becoming operational.

Reason: To safeguard the environment or health or amenity of future or
existing neighbouring occupiers and in accordance with Policy CM5 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

A written scheme of cleaning and maintenance of all proposed mechanical
ventilation and odour control systems shall be submitted to and approved in
writing by the local planning authority prior to the change of use becoming
operational. The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with
the approved details.

Reason: To safeguard the environment or health or amenity of future or
existing neighbouring occupiers and in accordance with Policy CM5 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

Prior to the A5 use being brought into use, a grease trap/digester system
shall be installed to the drains.

Reason: To prevent pollution of the water environment in accordance with
Policy CM5 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

A Waste Management Plan, including details of (i) proposed refuse and oil
storage and removal arrangements; and (ii) litter management shall be
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority prior to
the change of use becoming operational. The development shall be
undertaken in strict accordance with the approved details.

Reason: To safeguard the environment or health or amenity of future or
existing neighbouring occupiers and in accordance with Policy CM5 of the
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Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030

The proposed hot food takeaway shall not be open for trading except
between (1) 1100 hours and 1400 hours and (2) 1600 hours and 2100 hours
on Mondays to Saturdays; and between 1600 hours and 2100 hours on
Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Reason: To prevent disturbance to neighbouring occupiers and in
accordance with Policy CM5 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

21/0048
Item No: 05 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
21/0048 Mr M Rodda Carlisle
Agent: Ward:
Denton Holme & Morton
South

Location: 1 Langdale Avenue, Carlisle, CA2 5QG

Proposal: Erection Of Two Storey Side Extension To Provide Office &
Kitchen/Diner On Ground Floor With 3no. Bedrooms (1no. En-Suite)
Above (Part Retrospective)

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
27/01/2021 24/03/2021

REPORT Case Officer: Barbara Percival
1. Recommendation

1.1 It is recommended that this application is approved with conditions.

2. Main Issues

2.1 Impact of the proposal on the living conditions of neighbouring residents
2.2  Whether the proposal is appropriate to the dwelling

2.3 Impact of the proposal on highway safety

2.4  Impact of the proposal on biodiversity

2.5  Other matters

3. Application Details

The Site

3.1 Number 1 Langdale Avenue is a two-storey semi-detached house located on
the western side of Langdale Avenue. The brick and render property
occupies a corner plot with the existing vehicular access serving the dwelling
taken from Scawfell Drive.
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The Proposal

3.2

3.3

4.1

4.2

6.

The application seeks full planning permission for the erection of a two storey
side extension to provide office and kitchen/diner on ground floor with 3no.
bedrooms (1no. en-suite) above.

The submitted drawings illustrate that the extension would be finished in
brick and render with a tiled roof to match the existing dwelling. The existing
parking space would be extended to provide 3no. in-curtilage parking
spaces.

Summary of Representations

This application has been advertised by the direct notification of eight
neighbouring properties. In response, one representation of objection has
been received.

The representation identifies the following issue:
1. potential future parking issues.
Summary of Consultation Responses

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): - no
objections subject to imposition of a condition and informative. The condition
would ensure the proposed method to prevent surface water discharging onto
the highway is implemented and that the applicant must have an appropriate
permit in place allowing works on any part of the highway;

Northern Gas Networks: - no objections to the proposals, however; there
may be apparatus in the area that may be at risk during construction works
and should the planning application be approved, then it is required that the
promoter of these works to contact Northern Gas Networks directly to discuss
their requirements in detail.

Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1

6.2

Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an application
for planning permission is determined in accordance with the provisions of the
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed is the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG) and Policies SP6, HOS8, IP3, CM5 and GI3 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030. A further material consideration is the
Supplementary Planning Document adopted by the City Council, 'Achieving
Well Designed Housing'.
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6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

6.8

The proposals raise the following planning issues:

1. Impact Of The Proposal On The Living Conditions Of Neighbouring
Residents

Policies within the local plan seek to ensure that development proposals
should be appropriate in terms of quality to that of the surrounding area.
Policies SP6 and HOS8 of the local plan together with the SPD seek to ensure
that householder development proposals do not result in loss of amenity to
surrounding properties through unacceptable overlooking, over-dominance or
unacceptable conditions for future or existing occupiers of properties.

The proposal seeks full planning permission for the erection of two storey side
extension to provide office and kitchen/diner on ground floor with 3no.
bedrooms (1no. en-suite) above. Given that the property occupies a corner
position together with the orientation of the proposed extension, in relation to
neighbouring properties, the proposal will not have a detrimental impact on
the living conditions of adjoining occupiers on the basis of loss of light,
overlooking or over dominance.

2. Whether The Proposal Is Appropriate To The Dwelling

Policies seek to ensure the development is appropriate in terms of quality to
that of the surrounding area and that development proposals incorporate high
standards of design including siting, scale and use of materials which respect
and, where possible, enhance the distinctive character of townscape and
landscape. This theme is identified in Policy SP6 of the Local Plan which
requires that development proposals should also harmonise with the
surrounding buildings respecting their form in relation to height, scale and
massing and make use of appropriate materials and detailing. In addition to
the planning policies, the Council's Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)
"Achieving Well Designed Housing" advises that ordinarily extensions should
not dominate the original dwelling.

As highlighted earlier in the report, the application seeks full planning
permission for the erection of a two-storey side extension. Development to
the gable of this corner property will impact on the character and appearance
of the street scene. The ridge height of the extension would follow that of the
main dwelling with the proposed extension set back from the main elevation.
An area of domestic curtilage would be retained to the front and rear of the
property and a paved area would be extended adjacent to the rear for parking
facilities.

The scale of the extension is relatively large but the design would be
acceptable incorporating the use of appropriate materials. In the context of
the existing building and its corner setting, the proposal would be reasonable
and proportionate in scale. In this respect, the extension would not be
obtrusive or detract from the character or appearance of the street scene.
Accordingly, the proposal is acceptable and does not raise any planning
issues.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

3. Impact Of The Proposal On Highway Safety

The submitted drawings illustrate that the existing parking provision would be
extended to provide 3 in-curtilage parking spaces. A third party has
questioned the adequacy of the proposed parking provision. Cumbria County
Council, as Highways Authority, has been consulted and advise that the
required parking provision of 3 in-curtilage parking spaces has been met.
Furthermore, the Highway Authority highlights that there are also no on-street
parking restrictions.

In overall terms, the Highway Authority consider the layout details are
satisfactory from a highway perspective subject to the imposition of a
condition and informative. The condition would ensure the proposed method
to prevent surface water discharging onto the highway is implemented and
that the applicant must have an appropriate permit in place allowing works on
any part of the highway. The views of the third party are noted however;
subject to compliance with the condition and informative recommended by
the Highways Authority it would be difficult to substantiate a refusal of the
application on highway safety grounds.

4. Impact Of The Proposal On Biodiversity

The Councils GIS Layer has identified that the site has the potential for
several key species to be present within the vicinity. As the proposed
development seeks permission to extend an existing dwelling with minimum
disturbance to vegetation, it is unlikely that the development would harm a
protected species or their habitat. However, should Members approve the
application, an informative is recommended to be included within the decision
notice ensuring that if a protected species is found all work must cease
immediately and the local planning authority informed.

5. Other Matters

The applicant has recently advised that works have been commenced on the
foundations as the applicant had hired machinery to investigate the location
of the drainage routes serving the dwelling. No further works have been
undertaken and the site remains dormant until such time as this application is
determined. As Members are aware, it is not illegal to commence
development without first obtaining planning permission. It should also be
noted that these works would be reversible and does not prejudice the
decision-making process.

The application has been brought before Members of the Development
Control Committee as the applicant is related to an employee of Carlisle City
Council.

Conclusion

6.14

In overall terms, the proposal would not adversely affect the living conditions
of adjacent properties by poor design, unreasonable overlooking and
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615

7.1

unreasonable loss of daylight or sunlight. The scale and design of the
proposed extension is acceptable in relation to the dwelling and would not
form a discordant feature within the street scene. Adequate in-curtilage
parking provision would be achieved. Furthermore, the proposal would not
have a detrimental impact on biodiversity.

In all aspects the proposals are compliant with the objectives of the National
Planning Policy Framework, Planning Policy Guidance and local plan policies.
Accordingly, the application is recommended for approval.

Planning History

There is no relevant planning history.

Recommendation: Grant Permission

The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

1. the submitted planning application form received 22nd January 2021;

2. the site plan received 22nd January 2021 (Drawing No. 1);

3. the proposed block plan the proposed side elevation received 27th
January 2021 (Drawing No. 3);

4. the proposed rear elevation received 22nd January 2021 (Drawing
No. 7);

5. the proposed side elevation received 22nd January 2021 (Drawing
No. 8);

6. the proposed front elevation the proposed side elevation received
22nd January 2021 (Drawing No. 9);

7. the proposed ground floor plan the proposed side elevation received
22nd January 2021 (Drawing No. 10);

8. the proposed first floor plan the proposed side elevation received

22nd January 2021 (Drawing No. 11);

9. the highway drainage plan received 25th February 2021;

10.  the Notice of Decision;

11.  any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the
local planning authority.

Reason: To define the permission.

The measures to prevent surface water discharging onto or off the highway
as illustrated on the drawing received 25th February 2021 shall be
implemented prior to the development being completed and shall be
maintained operational thereafter.

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and environmental
management in accordance with Policies IP2 and CM5 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.
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SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

20/0693

Item No: 06 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
20/0693 Triple Stone Properties Carlisle

Limited

Agent: Ward:

Exeter Architectural Cathedral & Castle

Services

Location: 104 London Road, Carlisle, CA1 2PE

Proposal: Erection Of Rear Extension & Internal Alterations To Form 7no. Flats;
Erection Of Mews Block To Rear To Provide 2no. Dwellings With
Associated Parking

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
20/10/2020 15/12/2020 26/03/2021

REPORT Case Officer: Suzanne Osborne
1. Recommendation

1.1 It is recommended that this application is approved with conditions.

2. Main Issues

2.1 The principle of development;

2.2  Whether the scale and design is acceptable together with the impact upon
the Grade Il listed building;

2.3 Impact upon the Carlisle-Settle Conservation Area;

2.4  Impact upon residential amenity;

2.5 Impact upon the local highway network and whether appropriate parking
arrangements can be achieved;

2.6  Whether the method of disposal of foul and surface water are appropriate;

2.7 Impact upon biodiversity; and

2.8  Other matters.

3. Application Details
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The Site

3.1

This application relates to No.104 London Road, the former Railway Inn
Public House, located on the southern side of London Road to the east of
Halfords. The property is a substantial detached Grade |l Listed Building laid
out over four floors with a large rear off-shoot. The building is predominantly
constructed from sandstone with the exception of the north-west elevation
which is constructed from painted render. The ground levels of the site vary
resulting in the basement forming the main footprint of the building with the
ground and first floor levels located above. The second floor is situated within
the roof void centrally over the front part of the building. Access to the rear of
the property and associated parking spaces is via a tarmaced vehicular
access situated between the south-east of the building and No.106 London
Road. The northern part of the site falls within Carlisle-Settle Conservation
Area and is surrounded by commercial properties to the north, west and
south together with a series of terraced dwellings to the east.

Background

3.2

3.3

3.4

No.104 London Road was formally a public house known as the Railway Inn
and has sat vacant now for a significant number of years resulting in the
property now appearing in a dilapidated state with vegetation growing out of
the existing walls. Various redevelopment schemes have been submitted
and approved over the years however no consented schemes have been
implemented. For Members benefit the previously approved redevelopment
schemes for the site have consisted of the conversion of the ground floor to
retail with a three storey rear extension adjacent to the south-east elevation
of the existing off-shoot to house a new staircase to provide access to
residential units above and an extension to the rear elevation of the main
building to create additional retail space (planning references 06/1363 and
10/1150) together with alterations of the first and second floors to create four
apartments (planning references 07/1363 and 10/1156).

In 2017 Full Planning Permission and Listed Building Consent was granted
for the creation of a gated access to the rear of the property and a new
boundary wall separating the rear of the site from the existing access and
tarmaced area to the south-east serving the residential properties at No.s
106-120 London Road and the commercial car garage to the west
(references 17/0020 and 17/0021). A subsequent variation of condition was
then submitted and approved in 2018 (under application reference 18/0174)
to vary Listed Building Consent application 17/0021 to include the partial
backfilling of an underground void and additional ground preparation to the
new access. The works approved under applications 17/0020 and 18/0174
have all been implemented.

For Members benefit the lawful use of No.104 London Road currently
remains a public house with 2no flats above, including an existing gated
vehicular access to the south-east of the building from London Road.

The Proposal
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3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

4.1

The current application seeks Full Planning Permission for the erection of a
rear extension to the property and internal alterations to form 7no. flats
together with erection of a mews block to the rear to provide 2no. dwellings
with associated parking.

The submitted plans illustrate that the frontage of the building onto London
Road will be repaired and restored with all original features retained. The
existing building will be sub divided internally to create seven apartments. All
alterations have been designed to utilise the existing rooms in order to retain
as many features as possible with smaller rooms subdivided to form
bathrooms etc. The conversion of the existing building is to be supplemented
with a proposed side extension to the existing rear off-shoot (part single
storey and part three storey) to provide additional accommodation to unit 3 at
basement level and a stairwell. The mews building will be attached to the
rear elevation of the existing off shoot and will have a total length of 13.4
metres and width of 6 metres. The mews building will be constructed from
materials (sandstone walls, under a slate roof with timber windows) to match
the existing building and will have a substantially lower eaves and ridge
height to the existing off-shoot at the property. The proposed side extension
to the existing rear off-shoot will also have a significantly lower ridge and
eaves height to the main building and will be constructed from materials to
match the existing property with a large amount of glazing incorporated
particularly to the stairwell.

In total the development will provide 9 residential units comprising of 6no.2
bed units and 3no.1 bed units. The existing vehicular access to the
south-east of the building from London Road will be utilised with 11
incurtilage parking spaces provided as well as a designated cycle and bin
storage area.

Members should be aware that an associated Listed Building Consent
application for the development has been submitted and approved under the
City Council's Delegated Powers Scheme in March 2021 under application
reference 20/0694.

Summary of Representations

This application has been advertised by the display of a site notice, press
notice and by means of notification letters sent to 10 neighbouring properties.
No representations have been received in response to the consultation
undertaken.

Summary of Consultation Responses

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): -
the proposed number of parking spaces (11) is below the required number of
parking spaces outlined in the Cumbria Development Design Guide (2017)
which seeks to achieve 1 space per unit for 1 bedroom dwellings and 2
spaces per unit for 2-4 bedroom dwellings.
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6.

Refuse bin storage should be provided, a refuse vehicle will only enter a site
if it is possible to turn round within the site and normally only if the road is
adopted.

No drainage details have been provided would expect to see both seperate
foul and surface water drainage details.

Recommend refusal as inadequate information has been submitted to satisfy
the Local Planning Authority that the development is acceptable in terms of a)
off street parking, b) surface water drainage, c) on site turning facilities,d) its
effect on local traffic conditions and public safety, and, e) impact on
sustainable travel. To support Local Transport Plan Policie LD7 and LD8.

The Highway Authority has subsequently confirmed that drainage could be
dealt with via condition.

Northern Gas Networks: - no objection, standing advice received.

Officer's Report

Assessment

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

Section 70 (2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an application
for planning permission is determined in accordance with the provisions of the
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed are the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG), Sections 66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed
Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (LBA) together with Policies SP1,
SP2, SP6, HO2, HE3, HE7, CM5, IP2, IP3, IP6, CC5 and GI3 of the Carlisle
District Local Plan (CDLP) 2015-2030. The City Council's Supplementary
Planning Document (SPD) on 'Achieving Well Designed Housing' (AWDH) is
also a material planning consideration in the determination of this application.

The proposal raises the following planning issues:

1. The Principle Of Development

The application site is located within the urban boundary of Carlisle and has
no specific allocation in the proposal maps which accompany the Carlisle
District Local Plan 2015-2030.

When assessing whether the site is appropriate for residential development it
is important to note that the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
outlines that the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the

achievement of sustainable development.

The aims of the NPPF are reiterated in Policy HOZ2 of the Carlisle District
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6.7

6.8

Local Plan (CDLP) which allows for windfall housing development other than
those allocated within or on the edge of Carlisle, Brampton, Longtown, and
villages within the rural area provided that the development would not
prejudice the delivery of the spatial strategy of the Local Plan and subject to
satisfying five criteria namely that 1) the scale and design of the proposed
development is appropriate to the scale form, function and character of the
existing settlement; 2) the scale and nature of the development will enhance
or maintain the vitality of the rural community within the settlement where the
housing is proposed; 3) on the edge of settlements the site is well contained
within existing landscape features, is physically connected; and integrates
with the settlement, and does not lead to an unacceptable intrusion into open
countryside; 4) in the rural area there are either services in the villages where
the housing is being proposed, or there is good access to one or more other
villages with services, or to the larger settlements of Carlisle, Brampton and
Longtown; and 5) the proposal is compatible with adjacent land users.

As stated above the site is located in the urban area boundary of Carlisle with
terraced residential dwellings located immediately to the east. The proposal
seeks to convert and extend an existing derelict Grade Il Listed Building
located on one of the main thoroughfares into the City Centre to provide a
total of 9 residential units comprising of 6no.2 bed units and 3no.1 bed units.
The site is located on a bus route, within walking distance to the City Centre
and close to a range of amenities within Botchergate South Local Centre
(including supermarkets, A1 shops, takeways, a gym, hairdressers etc). In
such circumstances the site is deemed to be in a sustainable location for
housing development and the small number of dwellings proposed would not
adversely affect the overall spatial strategy of the local plan. Accordingly the
principle of the development is acceptable.

2. Whether The Scale And Design Is Acceptable Together With The
Impact Upon The Grade Il Listed Building

The NPPF attaches great importance to the design of the built environment
recognising that good design is a key aspect of sustainable development,
creates better places in which to live and work and helps make development
acceptable to communities. The NPPF states that planning decisions should
ensure developments function well and add to the overall quality of the area;
are visually attractive; are sympathetic to local character and history whilst not
preventing or discouraging appropriate innovation or change; establish or
maintain a strong sense of place; and, optimise the potential of the site to
accommodate and sustain the appropriate mix of development. Paragraph
130 of the NPPF states that permission should be refused for development of
poor design that fails to take the opportunities available for improving the
character and quality of an area and the way it functions, taking into account
any local design standards or style guides in plans or supplementary planning
documents. Paragraph 131 goes on to confirm that in determining
applications, great weight should be given to outstanding or innovative
designs which promote high levels of sustainability, or help raise the standard
of design more generally in an area, so long as they fit in with the overall form
and layout of their surroundings.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

Policy SP6 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030 also seeks to secure
good design and contains 12 design principles of how proposals should be
assessed.

Section 66 (1) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act
1990 highlights the statutory duties of Local Planning Authorities whilst
exercising of their powers in respect of listed buildings. The aforementioned
section states that "In considering whether to grant planning permission for
development which affects a listed building or its setting, the local planning
authority or, as the case may be, the Secretary of State shall have special
regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any
features of special architectural or historic interest which it possesses”.

Accordingly, considerable importance and weight should be given to the
desirability of preserving listed buildings and their settings when assessing
this application. If the harm is found to be less than substantial, then any
assessment should not ignore the overarching statutory duty imposed by
section 66(1).

Paragraph 193 of the NPPF states that when considering the impact of a
proposed development on the significance of a designated heritage asset,
great weight should be given to the asset's conservation (and the more
important the asset, the greater the weight should be). This is irrespective of
whether any potential harm amounts to substantial harm, total loss or less
than substantial harm to its significance.

Paragraph 194 goes onto state that any harm to, or loss of, the significance
of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from
development within its setting) should require clear and convincing
justification. Substantial harm to or loss of assets of highest significance,
such as Grade II* Listed Buildings, should be wholly exceptional.

Paragraph 195 of the NPPF outlines that where a development will lead to
substantial harm (or total loss of significance of) a designated heritage asset
local planning authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be
demonstrated that the substantial harm or total loss is necessary to achieve
public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following apply:

a) the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site;
and

b) no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term
through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and

c) conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or
public ownership is demonstrably not possible; and

d) the harm of loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into
use

Paragraph 196 of the NPPF states that where a development proposal will
lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage
asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the
proposal including, where appropriate, securing its optimum viable use.
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6.16 Policy HE3 (Listed Buildings) of the Local Plan also indicates that listed
buildings and their settings will be preserved and enhanced. Any harm to the
significance of a listed building will only be justified where the public benefits
of the proposal clearly outweighs the significance. The policy states that any
new development within the curtilage or the setting of a Listed Building must
have regard to: 1) the significance of the heritage asset, including its intrinsic
architectural and historic interest and its contribution to the local
distinctiveness and character of the District, 2) the setting of the asset and its
contribution to the local scene; 3) the extent to which the proposed works
would result in public benefits; 4) the present or future economic viability or
function of the heritage asset; and 5) the preservation of the physical features
of the building in particular scale, proportions, character and detailing (both
internally and externally) and of any windows and doorways.

a) the significance of the heritage asset and the contribution made by its
setting

6.17 No.104 London Road is Grade Il Listed. By way of background there are
over 374,000 listed buildings within England which are categorised as Grade
I, Grade II* and Grade Il. Grade | are of exceptional interest, sometimes
considered to be internationally important, only 2.5% of Listed Buildings are
Grade |. Grade II* Buildings are particularly important buildings of more than
special interest, 5.5% of listed buildings are Grade II*. The final tier of Listed
Buildings are Grade Il buildings which are nationally important and of special
interest.

6.18 The listing detail is as follows:

Hotel, now public house. 1837. Red sandstone ashlar on squared plinth with
angle pilaster strips, string course, cornice and partial solid parapet.
Graduated greenslate roof with coped gables; ridge and end ashlar chimneys
stacks. 2 storeys, 5 bays, double-depth plan. Central raised bay has panelled
door and patterned overlight, up steps in pilastered surround (formerly has a
tetrastyle portico removed in early C20). Sash windows with glazing bars in
plain stone reveals with recessed panelled aprons that over entrance in stone
architraves. Plastic canopies over ground floor windows. INTERIOR not
inspected. Built to serve the London Road Station of the Newcastle & Carlisle
Railway opposite, now demolished. Referred to as the 'new' Railway Hotel in
Carlisle Journal (1837). At one time it had an attached bowling green, shown
on the 1842 Map of Carlisle. (Carlisle Journal: 16 December 1837).

b) the effect of the proposed development on the Grade Il Listed Building

6.19 The application is accompanied by a Design and Access Statement (D&A)
and a Heritage Statement (HS). The building, formally used as a public house
with residential accommodation above, takes up most of the site frontage with
a tarmaced vehicular access to the south-east of the building. To the
south-west the remainder of the application site behind the building is laid out
as tarmacadam hard standing with a concrete base at the very back of the
site that used to have five lock up garages.
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6.20

6.21

6.22

6.23

6.24

6.25

The building is a substantial sandstone building laid out over four floors. The
site levels mean that the basement level is accessed directly from the rear
hard standing area and the ground generally slopes up to London Road
which is slightly below ground floor level. The basement forms the foot print
of the existing building and the ground and first floor levels sit on top of this
footprint. The second floor sits within the roof void centrally over the front part
of the building.

The D&A states that structural movement appears to have occurred in the
past especially within the rear of the building. Some structural repairs will be
required to the roof and stonework where damaged. Some original features
are still present in the building mainly cornicing on ground and first floor levels
however many have been lost in the past. The original sliding sash windows
appear to have been retained on the London Road frontage although on the
rear they are a combination of timber sliding sash and casement windows.

The D&A goes onto confirm that the reuse of the building for retail purposes
has been assessed but the necessary alterations and return would not be
justified furthermore the owners attempt to market the property for retail
purposes during the 15 years plus of the buildings closure has failed and the
building remains commercially unviable. The intention of the proposal is
therefore to return the historical building to the heart of the community by
changing its use to residential with an extension to the rear to create more
useable and marketable apartments

The D&A states that the proposal entails the restoration of the building by
repairing and repointing the sandstone where required., repairing the roof
coverings and the existing timber sliding sash windows. The frontage of the
building onto London Road will be repaired and restored with all original
features retained. The proposal is to sub divide the existing building to
create seven apartments supplemented with a proposed extension at the
rear of the existing building and a mews building with parking for four spaces
underneath. All alterations have been designed to utilise the existing rooms
in order to retain as many features as possible. Smaller rooms are to be
subdivided to form bathrooms etc.

The D&A confirms that the existing staircase has been substantially altered
in the past and it is therefore proposed to replace this with a new staircase
positioned within the extension for access within the new extension. The site
is large enough to accommodate the new mews building which will provide
two apartments. The mews building will be partially screened from London
Road by the Halfords building. The extension has been designed to
complement the existing building, using traditional materials in a
complementary style. The D&A and HS concludes that the development will
regenerate a derelict building to provide modern viable dwellings and
enhance and contribute to the enrichment of this area of London Road which
has been left dilapidated for too long.

The impact of the proposal on the Listed Building has already been assessed
and established as acceptable under application 20/0694. The Council's
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6.27

6.28

Heritage Officer (HO) has been consulted on the application and raised no
objections subject to the imposition of relevant conditions requesting full
details of all new windows, ensuring that all mortar on the exterior leaf is
cement-free lime mortar with a sample area agreed together with a sample
area of stonework to be submitted and approved before construction of the
proposed extension and mews building. Relevant conditions have been
imposed on the associated Listed Building Consent application (reference
20/0694) for the site which has been approved under the City Council's
Delegated Powers Scheme in March 2021. Members should note that this
does not however pre-empt the determination of this planning application
and revisions to the Listed Building Consent may be required dependent
upon the determination of this application.

The proposed stairwell and single storey extension to the rear of the property
appear subservient to the original sandstone building as they have a
significantly lower ridge and eaves height. Both extensions incorporate a
significant amount of glazing which enables the extensions to appear as light
weight modern structures to the substantial sandstone building enabling the
existing and new development to be clearly defined. The mews building to
rear also as a significantly lower ridge and eaves height to that of the original
building allowing the extension to appear as a subservient addition. The
extension will be constructed from materials which match those of the
existing property and will incorporate similar fenestration details. Although
the projection of the mews development is long the architectural detailing
provides an interesting contrast to the south-east elevation which overall
enhances the rear elevation of the property. In such circumstances the
design and scale is acceptable and the proposal would lead to less than
substantial harm to the Grade Il Listed Building. This level of harm is
significantly outweighed by the public benefit of bringing the vacant derelict
Grade Il Listed Building back into use.

3. Impact Upon Carlisle-Settle Conservation Area

The northern part of the site is located within Carlisle-Settle Conservation
Area. Section 72 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas)
Act 1990 highlights the statutory duties of Local Planning Authorities whilst
exercising of their powers in respect to any buildings or land in a conservation
area. The aforementioned section states that:

"special attention shall be paid to the desirability or preserving or enhancing
the character or appearance of that area”.

The aims of the 1990 Act are reiterated in both the NPPF, PPG and policies
within both the Local Plan. Policy HE7 of the Local Plan advises that
proposals should preserve or enhance the special character and appearance
of the conservation area and its setting. Development should seek to
harmonise with their surroundings and be sympathetic to the setting, scale,
density and physical characteristics of the conservation area. Policy HE7 also
states that proposals should preserve and enhance features which contribute
positively to the area's character or appearance, in particular the design,
massing and height of the building should closely relate to adjacent buildings
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6.30

6.31

6.32

6.33

6.34

and should not have an unacceptable impact on the town scape or
landscape. Important views into and out of conservation areas should be
protected and a local pallet of materials should be used where ever
practicable.

As stated in paragraphs 6.8-6.26 above the scale and design of the proposed
development is appropriate to the site. In such circumstances the
development will not have an adverse impact upon the character/appearance
of the Carlisle-Settle Conservation Area.

4. Impact Upon Residential Amenity

As previously stated within this report there are residential dwellings located
to the east of the application site at No.s 106-120 London Road. The
residential dwellings are orientated north to south with no windows on the
west elevation facing towards the development.

The City Council's SPD 'Achieving Well Designed Housing' outlines minimum
distances between primary facing windows together with primary windows
and walls serving habitable rooms in order to protect against loss of amenity
and privacy i.e. 21 metres between primary facing windows and 12 metres
between primary windows and walls.

The proposal will make use of existing openings within the building and new
openings will be compliant with the minimum distances outlined in the
Council's AWDH SPD. In such circumstances and giving the positioning of
the proposed development in relation to the primary windows of neighbouring
properties the development will not result in an adverse impact upon the
living conditions of any occupiers of neighbouring dwellings in terms of loss
of light, over looking or over dominance. Furthermore the re-use of the
building for residential is considered to be a compatible use with the
neighbouring dwellings.

5. Impact On The Local Highway Network And Whether Appropriate
Parking Arrangements Can Be Achieved

The proposal seeks to utilise the existing vehicular access to the south-east
of the building from London Road and will provide 11 incurtilage parking
spaces as well as a designated cycle and bin storage area.

Cumbria County Council as the relevant Highway Authority has been
consulted on the proposal and has confirmed that the proposed number of
parking spaces is below the required number of parking spaces outlined in
the Cumbria Development Design Guide (2017) which seeks to achieve 1
space per unit for 1 bedroom dwellings and 2 spaces per unit for 2-4
bedroom dwellings. The Highway Authority has also stated that a private
refuse vehicle will only enter a site if it is possible to turn round within the site
and normally only if the road is adopted. The Highway Authority therefore
recommend refusal of the application due to insufficient parking provided as
they consider there is a parking requirement of 15 spaces and the
development is only providing 11 spaces.
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Members need to consider whether the proposal would lead to a substantial
intensification of the use of the existing vehicular access and whether this
would have an adverse impact upon highway safety including whether the
proposal would displace parking elsewhere to the detriment of highway
safety. This assessment is to be made in line with paragraph 109 of the
NPPF which states that "development should only be prevented or refused on
highway grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway
safety, or the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be
severe" and Policy IP2 "Transport and Development" of the CDLP which also
confirms that development which will cause severe issues which cannot be
mitigated will be resisted.

When considering the highway impacts of the proposal the current fall back
position (i.e the existing lawful use of the site) is a material planning
consideration. The existing lawful use of No.104 London Road is a public
house with 2no.residential flats above as none of the past previous
redevelopment schemes have been implemented. Using the parking
requirements outlined in the Cumbria Design Guide the lawful planning use of
the property as a public house with 2no.flats above would generate a parking
requirement of 27.6 spaces. Thus the lawful use of the site would generate
more traffic movements from the existing access and parking requirements
than the proposed residential use. Furthermore when the premises operated
as a public house the property would have received regular deliveries from
commercial vehicles including from private refuse vehicles to collect
commercial waste.

Although the proposed development would provide 11 car parking spaces,
which is three less than what is required by the Highway Authority, given the
existing lawful use of the site as a public house with 2no.flats above (which
generates a significantly higher parking requirement and deliveries from
commercial vehicles) and taking into account the sites position to Carlisle City
Centre and the local centre at Botchergate South the proposal is clearly
located within walking/cycling distance to a significant number of amenities
(including supermarkets, a gym, takeaways and retail uses). The proposal is
also providing sufficient space on site to encourage more sustainable modes
of transport such as cycling and is within walking distance of a bus stop. It is
also evident from the Officer site visit that parking along the frontage of the
building is prohibited by double yellow lines therefore parking would not be
able to be displaced on London Road. In such circumstances it is not
considered that the proposal would have a significant detrimental impact
upon highway safety, over and above what could take place as existing, to
warrant refusal of the application on this basis. If Members are minded to
approve the application it is suggested that a relevant condition is imposed
within the Decision Notice ensuring that the designated incurtilage parking
and cycling spaces are provided prior to occupation of the residential units.

6. Whether The Method of Disposal of Foul And Surface Water Are
Appropriate

In order to protect against pollution, Policies IP6 and CC5 of the local plan
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6.40

6.41

6.42

seek to ensure that development proposals have adequate provision for the
disposal of foul and surface water. The application form, submitted as part of
the application, outlines that both foul drainage and surface water would drain
to the mains drainage system as is the current arrangement.

United Utilities has not made any representations in respect of capacity of
their system during the consultation period therefore it is presumed they have
no concerns. The Lead Local Flood Authority has noted that drainage details
have not been provided for the extension to the back of the property and
would expect to see both separate foul and surface water drainage details
which can be dealt with via way of a suitably worded planning condition.
Relevant conditions have therefore been imposed within the decision notice
requesting full details of the foul drainage system and ensuring that surface
water drainage details, in accordance with the hierarchy of drainage options
in the NPPF are submitted and approved in writing before commencement of
any development. As these matters can be adequately controlled by the
imposition of relevant planning conditions there is no policy conflict.

7. Impact Upon Biodiversity

Planning Authorities in exercising their planning and other functions must
have regard to the requirements of the EC Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC)
when determining a planning application as prescribed by regulation 3 (4) of
the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c. ) Regulations 1994 (as amended).
Such due regard means that Planning Authorities must determine whether
the proposed development meets the requirements of Article 16 of the
Habitats Directive before planning permission is granted. Article 16 of the
Directive indicates that if there is reasonable likelihood of a European
protected species being present then derogation may be sought when there
is no satisfactory alternative and that the proposal will not harm the
favourable conservation of the protected species and their habitat.

As the proposal would involve the conversion of an existing building within the
urban boundary of Carlisle with extensions over existing hard surfaced areas,
the proposal would not harm a protected species or their habitat; however, an
Informative should be included within the decision notice ensuring that if a
protected species is found all work must cease immediately and the local
planning authority informed.

8. Other Matters

The human rights of the occupiers of the neighbouring properties have been
properly considered and taken into account as part of the determination of the
application. Several provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 can have
implications in relation to the consideration of planning proposals, the most
notable being:

Article 6 bestowing the "Right to a Fair Trial" is applicable to both

applicants seeking to develop or use land or property and those
whose interests may be affected by such proposals;
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Article 7 provides that there shall be "No Punishment Without Law" and
may be applicable in respect of enforcement proceedings taken
by the Authority to regularize any breach of planning control;

Article 8 recognises the "Right To Respect for Private and Family Life".

Article 1 of Protocol 1 relates to the "Protection of Property" and bestows the
right for the peaceful enjoyment of possessions. This right, however, does
not impair the right to enforce the law if this is necessary, proportionate and
there is social need.

Article 8 and Article 1 Protocol 1 are relevant but the impact of the
development in these respects will be minimal and the separate rights of the
individuals under this legislation will not be prejudiced. If it was to be alleged
that there was conflict it is considered not to be significant enough to warrant
the refusal of permission.

Conclusion

6.45

6.46

6.47

In overall terms the site is deemed to be a sustainable location for housing
development given its location within the urban boundary of Carlisle and its
proximity to the City Centre and Local Centre of Bothergate South. The
principle of the development is therefore acceptable. The scale and design of
the proposed alterations are appropriate with existing and original features
retained where possible. The proposed extensions to the building will appear
as subservient additions given their significantly lower eaves and ridge height.
The development will bring a prominent derelict Grade Il Listed Building back
into reuse which will have a positive impact upon the character/appearance of
the Carlisle-Settle Conservation Area and the existing street scene.

The proposal would not harm the living conditions of the occupiers of existing
residential properties and will not have a detrimental impact upon any
protected species or their habitat. Drainage issues can be sufficiently
controlled by the imposition of relevant planning conditions.

Although the proposal will provide three less parking spaces than what it is
required given the existing lawful use of the site (which would generate a
significantly higher parking requirement) and the sites sustainable location,
within walking and cycling distance to a number of amenities, it is not
considered that the proposal would have a significant detrimental impact
upon the existing highway network/highway safety over and above what could
take place from the existing lawful use of the property as a public house. On
balance it is considered that the proposed development would allow the
viable reuse of a prominent Grade Il Listed Building securing the future use of
this heritage asset which would be a wider public benefit that would
significantly and demonstrably outweigh any perceived harm created through
the development failing to meet the exact number of parking spaces required
by the Highway Authority. Overall the development accords with the relevant
Development Plan Policies and the application is recommended for approval.

Planning History
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7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

7.9

7.10

This site has an extensive planning history. The most recent and relevant is
as follows:

In March 2021 Listed Building Consent was approved for the erection of a
rear extension and internal alterations to form 7no.flats; erection of mews
block to rear to provide 2no.dwelling with associated parking (reference
20/0694);

In 2018 Listed Building Consent was granted for the proposed creation of a
gated access to rear of property and new boundary wall (variation of
previously approved consent 17/0021 to include partial backfilling of
underground void and additional ground preparation to new access
(reference 18/0174);

In 2017 a discharge of condition application was granted for discharge of
condition 3 (sample area) of previously approved application 17/0021
(reference 17/1032);

In 2017 Full Planning Permission and Listed Building Consent was granted
for proposed creation of gated access to rear of property and new boundary
wall (references 17/0020 and 17/0021);

In 2010 Full Planning Permission was granted for alterations and extensions
to form one retail unit and new internal access (renewal of expired application
06/1363, reference 10/1150);

In 2010 Listed Building Consent was granted for demolition of redundant W.C
accommodation, erection of extension to rear and internal alterations to form
one retail unit and 4no.residential apartments, general repairs to sliding sash
windows, stonework and roof coverings, construction of bin storage area to
the side of 104 London Road (reference 10/1151); and

In 2010 Renewal of Unexpired Permission was granted for renewal of
unexpired permission of previously approved application 07/1363 for
conversion of first and second floor to create four apartments (reference
10/1156).

In April 2007 an application was submitted (planning reference 07/0445)
seeking Full Planning Permission for the conversion of first and second floors
to form 4no. apartments. This application was refused planning consent on
the recommendation of the Health and Safety Executive as the proposal fell
within the inner consultation zone of a major hazard site. A revised
application was submitted in December 2007 (planning reference 07/1363)
seeking Full Planning Permission for the conversion of first and second floors
to form 4no. apartments. The permission to store hazardous materials on
Watts Yard (the major hazard site) had since been revoked therefore the
Health and Safety Executive no longer raised any objections to the proposal
and planning permission was therefore granted.

In 2007 Full Planning Permission was granted for the construction of a bin
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7.12

storage area to the side of 104 London Road (reference 07/0143);

In 2006 Full Planning Permission was granted for alterations and extensions
to form one retail unit and internal access (reference 06/1363); and

In 2006 Listed Building Consent was granted for the demolition of redundant
WC accommodation, erection of extension to rear and internal alterations to
form one retail unit and four residential apartments, general repairs to sliding
sash windows, stonework and roof coverings (reference 06/1364).

Recommendation: Grant Permission

The development shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 years
beginning with the date of the grant of this permission.

Reason: In accordance with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended by Section 51 of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).

The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

1. the submitted planning application form received 14th October 2020;

2. the site location plan received 14th October 2020 (Drawing
No.AO30/P);

3. the proposed block plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing No.
BO42/P/B);

4. the site parking plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing
No.BO60O/PB);

5. the visibility line plan received 9th February 2021;(Drawing
No.BOG65/P);

6. the proposed basement floor plan received 9th February 2021
(Drawing No. B10O/PD);

7. the proposed ground floor plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing
No. B20OO/PC);

8. the proposed first floor plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing No.
B30OO/PD);

9. the proposed second floor plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing
No. B4OO/PE);

10.  the proposed north east elevation received 5th March 2021 (Drawing
No.B501/PA);

11.  the proposed south west elevation received 5th March 2021 (Drawing
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No. B502/PC);

12 the proposed north west elevation received 5th March 2021 (Drawing
No. B503/PD);

13.  the proposed south east elevation received 5th March 2021 (Drawing
No.B504/PD);

14.  the section on part south west elevation received 9th February 2021
(Drawing No.B537/P);

15.  the proposed roof plan received 9th February 2021 (Drawing No.
BO64/PA);

16.  the proposed ground and first floor plan of the mews received 14th
October 2020 (Drawing No.MOO1/P);

17.  the proposed second floor and roof plan of the mews received 14th
October 2020 (Drawing No.MOQO2/P);

18. the proposed elevations of the mews received 14th October 2020
(Drawing No.MOOG6/P);

19. the Notice of Decision;

20. any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To define the permission.

The designated parking spaces shall be constructed/marked out in
accordance with the approved plans before the residential units hereby
approved are occupied and shall not be used except for the parking of
vehicles in connection with the development hereby approved.

Reason: To ensure adequate access is available for each occupier in
accord with Policy IP2 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
2015-2030.

Prior to the commencement of any development, a surface water drainage
scheme, based on the hierarchy of drainage options in the National Planning
Practice Guidance with evidence of an assessment of the site conditions
(inclusive of how the scheme shall be managed after completion) shall be
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

The surface water drainage scheme must be in accordance with the
Non-Statutory Technical Standards for Sustainable Drainage Systems
(March 2015) or any subsequent replacement national standards and unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

The development shall be completed, maintained and managed in
accordance with the approved details.
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Reason: To promote sustainable development, secure proper drainage
and to manage the risk of flooding and pollution. This condition
is imposed in light of policies within the NPPF, NPPG together
with Policy CC5 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

Foul drainage details shall be submitted to and approved by the local
planning authority before the development is commenced.

Reason: To ensure that adequate drainage facilities are available in
accordance with Policy IP6 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
2015-2030.

Page 115 of 182



BGErI60 0Z0Z/E0/YE

ﬁ.mdmoi ,.m_ua_._m.e.u.__ hmbuu
@ 34z 1VD)
*2jciuen

‘peoy Uopuo 0 |
‘uu) Aemjiey au)
Eee
\212doug 3U0IG 21U ey
“\l

bureixg sy i

UE|J UOIJEDOT
L. S Bumesg /

1 1€ 1 #@1 L0 u0 uedung
L2E99566.L20 o 261029 ‘1
462 022 ‘NOAIa
‘NOLIWYHTIO *Aeuatino) piojdueg
'UET PPEISURRIG 00N SPIudIIG

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

\
ﬂ G55 ER60 0202/E0NVE .v
E ..-a

I ] ]
:

3 23N/
(77 omnkand Sl s 10 Byt a ot ot

sl sy p Ausdoed g1 g sones genlesa e oy

A ey

s eraco e sbee S SRE3 600 W it
it ) it AzeaTioe ag) 4o Agsude Aay S0
A PR e S S 0] P OGTRAG WLy 40
Haunn adey Ao £y e g peuel sonesuoe 3 w0i
L*li !%;'ig -y

wos

evY @ 00S: | II¥OS TWNSIA

wop woe woe wol wo

006G ¢ |
ue|4 UoI3e20T 00G

€V @ 0SZ1:1 JIVOS WNSIA

wegzl  wool we/s wog Emm wo

0sel ¢ |
Ue|d uOI3e20T OGE |

~ Page 116 of 182




GE'SPIB0 0Z0Z/60/YE

@. Aoy Buiue g uw..oo@J
O LI |:W_Iﬂ.ﬁl.>||.a.ﬂ umedq )
3d2 1vD)

*2je1ueD

‘peoy uopuoT yO |

‘uu| Aemjiey s
Psloay

rmuntumo,i 2u03G ] say

p=
C Buigsixg sy i
| ueld 3916

N =1L Bumeag

_ ¥ [ womroy  oqeq anes) | swq

foow | £ @295 uu) Lempry 3y ! gor
——————
_A\| O BRI
E i ST EER LT e
O ORI RO PR
T U I S TH N
| 1% | #@1 L0 v0 uedung
L2EGGEELLO vo 301029 1
462 02x3 "NOAIa
"NOLJWYHTND ' Aeuapinog picjdweg
‘SUET] APEISUSAIT 400U SPIFUEIUS

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

.

(7 P

_ﬁ SEi5H60 0202/601VE u
PGS

it
by
!‘
i
§

S
J

S =N/

_.ﬂ wanoaiand P d ang )0 Begpur oy e dar
slmiwep 251 p Aisdoad 21 g s ik fie o)
Azpqey A el e s Rg (AR S99

e | y UAPG ¥ R e B 40U PRI T
o weelind uogroudde Tusmd a0} Juscayp 3 o peep
YBNOLY URr0n g Gluunes Sl TRSRED 160N W POl
oty vl g ATeaTioe ag) soy Sasuodeis oy
W PR e S A w0 0) papdsd mogTgu Wk 40
Haung adey Adum £ iy n g peeel sonesoe AR S0
douna shuverae smlasd seoua g PR SERNSY g

il s P SO0 By 1 By
s A 3 Apeoninaoes buseir s passacas sy nof g

WA BV NO G TNIAWED Gl eacodnd
st oy RS s 03 ST 803 Buira dam way
AOS JON OO "USRLRED GIpue. oges Frpieieg
0 Jew e o pandon ‘PN 30 0) 3 S W D202

Tnas

EEINIG ROy sning o uliidos sy s ey o

A\ 4

Q0+ |

ueld 2316

# r \ N\
i | i Nicae NG
“zE = RN
) "
[ b e
i _._c‘. ...

Page 117 of 182




L0'9E'60 1 ZOZ/Z0/E0

_\|.. \.
T._.
)

s 142 VD)

‘2lelpe]

‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu) Aemiey 34|
193l00g

.rmuntumo,i 2u03G ] say
r N

pasodoid sy

ueld a3g
=1L Bumeag

( g uowAsy  oqeq anes] ¢ 9wa
{002 : | g% B2rag uy) Aempmy 2y a0r )
(7 — = B
P = o
o BaLn A T P
e ]
ST DU GUE| e v
L2€9Q666.LL0 o 301099
| 1E¥ | #3 1 2L0 U0 uedung a3
462 023 ‘NOAZa
"NOLIWWHTHO “Aeuasino) piojdueg
‘SUET FPESURRIN "H00)]) spisudays

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

10:9€:60 | 202/20/60 u
2nes

=,

= ./—_‘\--\ e

EE=
I 20 20} st sogr spsupsce soyuny| gl
T e s o G iy ....mn_\l,.l
OEORE S0 440 ._..._nus-n.-n.;-n..!n.n:nﬂc,_”. W
B2 ore <

ﬂ\r’_['-
o

S =N/

_.ﬂ wanoaiand P d ang )0 Begpur oy e dar
slmiwep 251 p Aisdoad 21 g s ik fie o)
Apqey Aum scdsooe e SEAIRG (RINTSE Y SRR

e | y UAPG ¥ R e B 40U PRI T

o weelind uogroudde Tusmd a0} Juscayp 3 o peep
YBNOLS URr0n g Gluune Byl TESRED T80 W Paptnad
oty vl g ATeaTioe ag) soy Sasuodeis oy

W PR e S A w0 0) papdsd mogTgu Wk 40
Haung adey Adum £ iy n g peeel sonesoe AR S0
douna shuverae smlasd seoua g PR SERNSY g

il s P SO0 By 1 By
s A 3 Apeoninaoes buseir s passacas sy nof g

WS TV NO G DNIAYED Gl “sasodind
manarsl Jog Pesn b o TR 8 ) Buwes sag oy
ATYIS J0ON O] UOUPGMECD WA N0EM FRTIMSLEL
0 Jew e padon 'PIn 30 O) 3N S 202

EEINIG ROy sning o ulidos sy eyl o

A\ 4

Page 118 of 182




90'CE'60 | ZOZZO/60

= =~ (" .
__\m L_Gmom. |l Buiue) 4 uw..cum./_
Ko el _/ eI ..Am umeag) |/

34z 1V0)
*2je1peD

‘Peoy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu) Aemiey 34|

Pslo]
| s21padol] 2uoiG 2jdu] wayp)

>~

=) 7

ﬁlumomc‘_n_ sy
burey 2315

#3L Buwieag |

L O0Z : | € B=ir3g uu) Aempey 2y ! nqu.ﬂ.__

2

|
\
_\_M f ¢ uoiaTy e Snes) u.mh_,.J
b
!

W R S e
[ R fae B LN P

IS
L2EIQCE6LLO o F0I099
| 1E¥ | #8 1 9L0 uo usdung 133
452 02)3 ‘NOAJa
*NOLIWYHTND fAeuapno] paojdueg
'SUET FPESUIIIG) HD0STD) SPIREIIS

GIDINYIS
WANLOILIHDAEY
3133

i S0:SE:60 1202120060 J
anss) |

=

£330 /

Py e g t._]

Potad i S 19000 Byl 0 B
o A 3 Aprouosoe buaseip sqy pesisas aney tod g

WA Y NG Gl “eoeodin
R 10p RS e OB 814 Buvr S mouy
TTVIG SO 0] SO R R FIEIRES
30 e fue wa pdon ‘peen =4 0 9 & U 1207
EINUBG EENIFRROsY S o i T s

LY J

€V @ 002:| WIS WNSIA

woe

| DL

wa| wg |

i
wg Wi wo

= b
\

ooe ¢ |

buiuey ueld 231G

— & esue uq
—— Aoeu 9049
..Jf

/ sapiyen
9 40y Bunjied

@

Page 119 of 182




LO'EE'60 1 ZOZIZ0/E0

m\.ﬁwm@ﬂ Buiuely uw.au.u./_

oo own  dgeeeg)

s 3dz 1v2)
‘2|siped

‘peoy uopuo Q|
‘uu) Aemiey 34|
sl
_/mu_ﬁun_oLn_ 2u03G ] say

@ pasodoid sy 3

saur] Aqigesip

=31 Bumeag

[ = LDisInT eq anes| - =g
{006 ¢ | g¥ @235 uu) Aempey 2y qor
= e = ™
Vs Sl L e p s o
e e

ST DU GUE| e v
L2€9Q666.LL0 o 301099
I HER | #@ 1 QLO U UBIUNG 3
462 023 ‘NOAZa
"NOLIWWHTHO “Aeuasino) piojdueg
‘SUET FPESURRIN "H00)]) spisudays

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

10°€E: 60 | 202/20/60 .J
anss|

4
_ﬂ\.
S

—_—————,

j

8 =N/

(- = [ ==y —F 1Y
suiwap 254 p Aiadoad 2g1 e sees gl fue iy
Aapqey e el e S g (RIS g

s n sy Wak # e ERe 53 6 PR B
s sasdnd uonrusdde Taiwmd a0) JecypsE 3 o peiEp
YEnouy oD e stuoness SRR Je0 W Papiiad
ot 3 i Aararroe ag) 4 Snpsuodeas Poy S0

W PR D S A W 0 Paptud MogTs Wl 40
Hauns adey A £ way n Aq peueel sOnPALOHE E W05
Ao sher e amdasd s ag pRE Ry saeg

Popiid use BES 10007 ) o
s A 3 Apeoninaoes buseir s passacas sy nof g

WA EV O G INIAED Gl “eecodnd
manarsl Jog Pesn b o TR 8 ) Buwes sag oy
FTVI% IO O] UDDFIGRWIT UITRS 00T FRTILSIEY
0 e e pandon ‘paen 3oy 00 B (202

005 *
saul| A1qis

NO,

BIOIAG IRy s o dltdoo e L o

A\ 4

Page 120 of 182




¥0'8riE0 DZ0Z/E0YE

gV ® 001:1 II¥vIS WNSIA

ﬁuhoo@ ﬁ Buweyy  oBwsy

R PUWWE. UoissFA Ag umeaq
=

i 3dz 1vD)

‘ajsiped

‘peoy uopuo 0|

uu| Aempiey 24|

welosy

sa1uadol] suoig adiu] wepn )

a \

Buijsixg oy
Juswaseq
o =111 Bumeag 1/

L ] @380 Snes) : =EQ
00| ¢ | Y @2e3g uu| Aemiey 2L aor

)
>

| IE¥ | #81@L0 uo ueung
LBEIFSEELLO w0 FBiozg 2y
462 02xd 'NOAda
“NOLAWVHTND *feuapnog piojdweg
‘BUET SpERUSRIG HOdI) Spisudayg

SI0IANIS
WANLOILIHONY
L daaxa

ﬁ YOOk CO0 0Z0Z/C0NE u
eS|

P

o202 20 rE| oot v buTengh )

(7 .Evli_-_.i:h._.ul.t:_.._._:!uﬂu.:)
b i g Apadost 1 e exnes gnkoiars fur
Agpey e 3R00F 00D SE0MIBE (RINTEPYLY Mg

SR S0 S ¥ G P B J0U PR P
Anio sl uogrdde Buname oy WSO 3 o) pep
ulninz usiuin g shaneg sy Seerd 1Sou o racad

OO Y i Apatar an Jop AR frn) G
AN e R BT AL A o P s sk 0
danans adey pchims @ oy 90 L3 e sonencp B3R S

Aziaz shurra sadasd sRwRG (RN Y 1)

papad umpe Aeos 2ALOD By 0
0 fna 3 At B sy PRl awe aok y

ALY EF NO G OND G sesodnd
e 0y PEEn P 03T W 4 Buses g ey
TWIE LON O UOGRURED LIS 0NRE PRTRRLEL
200 Jarm Aie wa bty ‘P o o100 @ 0 OR0E
SIFAG NIy g 0 wludaD B e O

~ @

T s WS ESEEEnE

45 @FE1

2|
G
ed

5 6662
FrE
2095

— ool ¢ |
40 paAociq S 3nq juawoaseq
jsixs ©0F pawnsse
Sl B3l Siy |
#5 5692
i iZ
201G
ed
=y
45 g8l
¥ gl
g N
s 0
| ~
1 Y—
(©)
| o
_. AN
- -
O]
()
©
o
GOZL| 2W 9| OIS 1id uBwssEg
Sg30e W g2 = old |
EFEa| el oG ed Juaueseg
SlL0O] W {7 Wooy ad JUBWSSEG
1 LEOI LR Ellesl=g Fi=| uFWISEY
CRELI 2w 3| |G 2d Juelizerg
sslee W L 201G sd uPwaseq
GOSS | EL S Elleeis g uBwzseg
e9rie g L H5 ed elizeng
BS8LLI 2 gl 24016 2d JusLzseq
25v2¢ 5l Y Id uswaseq
YL lEM |Ysiug Jooyy| Jajawiay | Eddy _._UaE_._z _ [2A7

2INPaUOG Wooy Juswaseq




Z5°2¢ 60 0Z0ZB0/VE

UG Ag umesq

A W JO0ZY Buwwely  sbuosg
uwedq
-

3de 1vD)

‘21SIpED

‘peoy uopuo 0 |
‘uu) Kemjiey oy
Falod
SP1pado.] Fuosg Fjdu] wor

(7 N

Buiisixg sy
Jooy] puncig
s 2131 Buwieag

2 N
T P A L T Tn
Epy g e
R g s e e e
T TR GUE| G T e
1 |E¥ | #@ 1940 vo ueung
LZEIGEEELLO vo FBI05Y 03
462 02X "NOAZD
‘NOLIWYHTND feuspine) piojdueg
_u_..N._ uﬁu.—m-ﬁﬁ._m.‘. oxDG._U n%ﬂ

GIDINYIS
WVANLOILIHDEY

€Y ® 001:| IIWIS WNSIA

T S T S EaEny

._\ Y oruswnIE  @qe @nss| ¢ 2]
001 1 | £ B2e2g uy) Aewpry UL 900

by wooy oy
59

0ol :
JOO|] punoJs

23133

\ J

ﬂ 2S:0#160 0202/60/FZ u
e

Gee L0 re| e

o

\_ BEE0N

samistand Buund a0 Bl Jo pee amry
sluimey oy p Apiadosl ayg e sanee seanbogns due o
S T U SIS RS g

Ry ARG § SE PIGE B J0U PROYE pur
#po sesodand uoneowldr usind .0) wEcys 29 0

sinpe shumeey pradid foowwes Ry e

P w00 S o s
I M 3 AT AR BT S PRNITR P 004

A O MO 51 SNIYAG SiH) “saeoded
PRSI 10y POEN 09 o) TR ¢ 4 Pukep fag oy
TWIG LON 0 "HOGRULIGOD GITIUe 0N PORMCIESG

Page 122 of 182

si035| g 19[ie3=q Jood punoin
usyogny| 2 19[ieseq w00l puncig
cape]| | |9|Ie39g ooy punoig
sue9|  0|9|Ieseq 4004 punoig
lleH 69|Ie32q 40014 punoig
JEIS @9||e320 40014 puncug
wood|  /9||e320 Joold punoig

ubry wooy Jesy

29

|leja ] JOOo] punals)

Wby wooy jucly

s9

11£32Q 40014 PUNOID

oo o ¥ (18320 Jooid puncg
U] Wooy ey E9D|I832Q o0l puncig
HF Wooy Juesd €9 |1'e32Q 40014 pPuno.g
2ouesjug 191320 Jooid puncug
| ysiuitg jiem ._;m.:i J0014] s2PwRd | slep [12qunp | [ErE

a0 feme Aer s pandos P @ o100 B W O20F
SERIRG IENIRINEY a0 Wlulho B B il o

' J

FANPPUPG WOOY JOOIY PUNOIS




ey ([ oams oo ev ® 001: | TIVIS WNSIA
‘i

34z 10) T o WS WS ERann

PIspeD | wp | wg w9 Wi wg wo

‘peoy uopuoT 40 |
‘uu| Aemjiey 24
Paloig =L == =

| S912d0uy U0IG 2jd] wap) —— = i . -

Buigsing sy B ___

Joo|] Jeu1
3 23 bumesg )

LE6FB0 0Z0Z/E0/YE

N

i TR
00| : | £ 8235 wi) Aemprs 2y 401 156607 i 56 +0al Gzi%e
P L 2L ™ ¥Z
f b i ubry 0.y SIPPIN Juo. P oLy
FEtEAS SR 4 ed
e e -

I 1EF I1+31 QL0 Ud uEIUNg T ......\ \\\\
£2E9QSEE4L0 vo 9I029 '
452 0gxd "NOAIa
*NOLIWYHIND *Aeuapnes paojduwes
PUE FPRSUIAIG 00T SRlEdRIG

SIDINYIS
WHNLOTLIHONY
¥Ilaxa

LE660 02Z02/E0IVZ u
NG|

45 FO02

421 JeTy
4 il

D )

Page 123 of 182

O20F 10 vl et e bt

Wl
B e 7 | .u

SEILI W I wooy Zld 40014 354
lgesl a2 | wooy e 400 J2dld

2169 e wooy Old A00L] 31
L¥92| ] IIBH JBFy 22| JO01] 38di]
cecesl g L Jielg @4 40014 3e41d
- 61021 e 1[EH Uiey Ld 40014 3541
‘o e B unp o Buifar a0y Feee sy

Hhnnmep ) p pcsciond B im S sesrlioae v 0y | 12221 20 PPN JeTy 94 J00| 541

, |

,r,ris.niaiaiiiz _ _ _ _ moS_NEm_ rma_h&mL goomue_m
O Wb e b i _ ! e 290 A
U PR AT ) A ) PRl WO WOl 4 | QN.NN. I 2l L] FIPPIN Lo mﬂ_ ._OQ_L Jsad
s st s i R _ | 99102 2w bz wlwon| 24 3001 35i1J|

SEegl|  uw gl yo Jeay F 40014 1541

i dam B 3 Ag o _
P 3 Aoty bumeap i pareri dimg nod g

W _nunﬂ_ ] m_}s& .r_wE “wanailind [ |
Koyl % S 3 Ehe n SUPWWED | USIIY [|BA |YSii] Joojd | sejpuay |  Esay Fwey _ JFquiny _ [@na]
ah Ao fasw 5 e 34 & W e DE08 i
L WAL Iy _ _nu?fauuﬁzc.cn.\ _ INPIY2G WOy JOo| 4 2501
m 1
[ |




GZ'05'60 0ZOZ/E0/YE

«.LGOV@ i Buiue|y o.w..oou)_
- albecains uoRoA g umeig)
f

3d2 1vD)

‘2lelpe]

‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu| Aemjiey s

Peloiy
rmu_“tumo.._n_ 2u0ig m._mc | ey )

("~ N

buigsixa sy

Joo| puosag
N S Bumesg /

[ v wewsy  seq e e

{001 ¢ | g¥ B2rag uy) Aempmy 2y 9er

7 = —
OIS S

[ o bR AP gaREah

T ORI TS
e

1 1€4 | #@1 QL0 uo ueaung
L2E9GSEELLO0 vo 361099 |
462 023 ‘NOAJa
"NOLIWWHTHO “Aeuasino) piojdueg
"SUEFT APEISUIRIG 00U SPIAdIUS

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

.
(7 s
ﬁ 62:0560 amomgwmsﬁw

i =
| {0207 £0 r2| e e -
| [ ==g [Er =] V]

9 i /)
7 -

S =N/

_‘\ wanoaiand P d ang )0 Begpur oy e dar
|| sl s p Aiadoad 2g3 e s gl fie iy
Haapqey i s ey B BG (RTINS S

| a0y WREG F U PORE B 0 Pl A

o weelind uogroudde Tusmd a0} Juscayp 3 o peep
YBNOLY URr0n g Gluunes Sl TRSRED 160N W POl
oty vl g ATeaTioe ag) soy Sasuodeis oy
Bl L R e e
| Hauns adey A £ way n Aq peueel sOnPALOHE E W05
deaa s mimdasd s g RISy e

P i S 19003 Bl 1 8
w3 Aprominaoes buseie s pasecas sy nol g

WA BV NO G TNIAWED Gl eacodnd
manarsal oy Pesn b o ST 8 ) Buwes sag oy
AOS JON OO "USRLRED GIpue. oges Frpieieg
45 ew e w4 pandon “paon 3 OF 3 8 W Q02

ool ¢ |
JOO|] PU029G

AN RN b i

LT
111

|
LT

LLLI

1l

Li 1 111

LT I:]Il:,_

'J]l|—.l

LT

LITTT]

| 1 L1
LTTTT it
3—_'—9;:;1;]_—; i
il {0 B B S S
LTI | T
T

P
SIRALN b M

T L

]
I I g
J'r]'l?l"l £ aamt |l g )

I‘II'I]J-: -
ARl

LITTT
T
(]
]I
LL r

I
LA R

EEINIG ROy sning o uliidos sy s ey o

A\ 4

Page 124 of 182




LP'LE60 LZOZIZ0/E0

@.&ca Buueyy  sksosg

O UV, UoISZA Ag umeaq

_\_\l

342 VD)

‘3s1MED

‘peoy uopuo 0|
‘uu| Kem|iey 24|
welosy

sa1uadol] suoig adiu] wepn )

_\\

3

pacodol sy R

Juswaseq
S Buweag J

0 : sy @380 Snes) : =EQ
00| ¢ | BV @2e3g uu| Aemiey 2L aor

-

LEEIRGEELLO vo uoag
|1 EF | #318L0 uo ueung "33
452 02x3 ‘NOAda
NOLAAVHIND “Aeuaiinog paoidueg
‘Sue) Spey 9 eai] spisydayg

GIDINYIS
IWENLOILIHDEY

¥alaxa

115160 1202720060 u
B

vt i 0L R o s v il i)

i
8
B
j
i
f
i
EI—
*!muél

L

i
R

wo |

gV ® 001:1 II¥vIS WNSIA

B N
o Wy

We

QG

WG9

WED

WOP

2Wpg = OF + #5

Wil = G2 + 64

W@l | = €L + 84

L 1IN
9 1IN
S 1INN
¥ 1IN
€ 1INN
2 lINN
| 1INM

N

NEL

A

2

"

«

‘ezsodnd b d unp oo Byt g e E._.J
Enmep oyt p Ajsadosd 3y yise s penkowes. fur
Agpey e 3R00F 00D SE0MIBE (RINTEPYLY Mg

RGO 0§ HEAY ¥ G PR 5 30U PROS P

A sndnd vogr nddy Busemd 0 pacypw ag o) sy

ulninz usiuin g shaneg sy Seerd 1Sou o racad
g B P AmatTar ) Jo) ARG P 5

U e EUR YT A3 A 1 e pamand el Wy 40
Aanns adrs i v g 80 L poiris sonrsope S S

Aaia shuveran sadasd sETARG MR IY S

g e AESs JRELOD B o) R
1 Ao 3 Ay g B sy paasad aves aokh

AW EV N S TS Gl eseadnd
e 0y PEEn P 03T W 4 Buses g ey
TG LON D UOTRLARCD LIRS DTS FRMIED
a0 Jgrm Agsp a pancdiry PN B oy e W 1209

SIFALG Dy g 0 uludaD B s O

J

f!
L
Jd e

SONMYEAD 336 ISvT1d
SMIW JO STIW.L30 HOd

Page 125 of 182




0Z'1e'60 LZ0Z/Z0/E0

(

Gaooes) ([ ooema 7ooes)
Sphiaingy N, Yomea  dg uski
C 3dz VD)
‘ojs1uen

'PECY uopuo 0|

‘uu) Aemiey ay)

Palouy

.fmu_tumoi 2u0IG ] woyy )

_ pasodoid sy _
Jooj puncus

% 2|3 Buwed |

__\.. 5 oI D380 IN6G| oﬂ.wm/

. 001 ¢ | EY B=rag uu) Aemjmry Iy |: e /
o ../_

L2EIQSEGLLO WO 761039
| | E¥ | 2 1 QL0 HE urung ‘=]
462 02)d "NOMIa
"NOLJWVHTND ‘feuapnog pioidweg
'JUE PEESUIRIG 00l spiydaS

GADINYIS
VANLDALIHOEY
([ daa
\ 02: 1£:60 1202120060\
R anss) |
_m T ._/

€Y ® 001:| IIWIS WNSIA

00l ¢ |
JOO|] punoJs

_ [ e e p RN
wo | weg we Wi we wo
5| 6d3ad wioL
a3d g = g LUNN
aig e = | LUNN
SLINM SMIM
dag e = £ LN
aig | =9 LNM
aig | =& LUNN
aig | =¥ LNN
aldd g = £ 1NN
gag g =g UNN
gige = | LUNN
woe M Z LNN
59 [T 1 9 1NN
o [ S LN
dov | | LINN
WG = OF + ¥G 0 € LINM
gl | =69 + 62 | € 1INN
WOy | = €L + GL | ] LN

=

/

Ve

/_
7

Page 126 of 182




L OE60 LZ0ZIZ0/60

=
_ |

| | Buue)d ququ_
You e r; [TeVEr ..6 umeag )
s Tr—
[ ad2 VD)

*2jc1pe)

‘PeCY Uopuc 0 |

‘uu) Aemiey 34|

210,
\ saipadouy auoig ajdu ._.ﬁu,u__“\__

-

(fa aooea)

o

( vm.nlnio._m sy

JOOL] Jsai
2L mcs.q._n_.‘.

[ @ ‘vownsg  =qeq anes| | o
.../ 00| ¢ | g @=r3g uu| Aempery Sy | )
“ =

SIS
22€9Q666.LL0 vo 1099
|1 EF 1 #@19.L0 uo ueaung |3
462 02X3 "NOA3a
"NOLJWYHTND ' Aeuapinog picjdweg
‘SUET IPEISUIRIG 00D spiAydayc

GADINYIS
WANLOILIHDAEY
3133

4
= -
| 1#:0g°60 | 202/20/60 |

PGS,

U

LN

o4
At ey i £ 1) 6 4 PR sonpcHe
| i shuperse ammland ges oG ARy e

ol umm BPoE 190003 Byl M8
10w Ana 3 Aprouoaome bamee s paso sy o

WL VNG 1 DN Gy saeadind

Tl oy e b o8 0 44| e sa oy

ATVOR AN 0 uDGRaMET LI N0EN FIRIMIES

o Apm e o Pl e 2

Fr IIRG IRy sang o uiniidon s ey 0

J

EY @ 0011 1¥DS WNSIA

wo | we

2Wge

Colote )

Mg

20y

Wpe = OF + ¥#S
il = 82 + 6L

2UGP| = gL G

Wi

Z 1INN
2 1INN
S LINN
¥ L1INN
€ 1INN
¢ 1INN

I LINN

i i JOO |
= ::E;__o_ |d 3sdid

Page 127 of 182




01'0E'60 LZ0ZZ0/E0

P — =
(3 00ova) | Buiuey uw.buo/_
Ay, L o dg e

34z VD)

‘aleiuen

‘pecy uopuo 0 |
‘uu| Aem|iey 24|

Peloay
| Sa1padol ] 3u0IG jdu] wep)
[ |esodouy sy

JOO| | pUoIag
LY e m;..su._n /

\ J ¢ uDishTy 380 2nes| - =g
{00! : | Y @295 uu) Aemiey 2y qor
- =

LZEIQGEELLO O 009D
| | E¥ | #8140 uo uesung 12]
452 02x3 "NOAda
*NOLAWWHITND *Aeuspnog piojdweg
‘aue SpeEuRaIn Yool spuaydayg

GADINE3S
IVANLOILIHDEY
134

01:0g°60 _NQN_.ND__.mOu.._

o
g

N

=Tl

=
\

_./ =N/

[ [ »l..«/

Aunan adel Mibum ¥ i) 40 5 P souruacns G e
103 shureesr soadaid SRoIBG (RN SRRy

Pl g e 30a000 B 03 84
100 A 3 Agrmaos bueri Sq1 parated ey 0o

P PEER
WG 40N DA

LS

€Y ® 001:1 TvIS WNSIA
Eo_m Em__ Em_ _ Ev__ [ EN____.____;_a_u__H
awge [ | 2 1NN ¥
09 [ | 91NN
g9 [ ] G LNN
oy [ | ¥ 1NN
pg=0ob++s || £ LINM
wppl =s3+62 || & 1NN _
gy =g£+s2 L | LlINA |

i, @
JOO|| puoo2g

Page 128 of 182




0Z:1CI60 OZ0Z/60/YE

Gaem) (o i
342 1v2)

Dleipe)

‘peoy uopuo Q|
‘uu| Aemjiey s
Peloiy
| s21padouy auoig L s ))
(7 =

buigsixg sy
uoieAs)] jsel yMoN

L L bumeag |

¥ (UowATYd  oqeq anes| ¢ eed
00| ¢ | g B=e2g uu| Aempey 24| gor

e e
1 1€ 1 #@1 L0 u0 uedung
L2E9GSEELLO0 vo 361099 |
462 022 ‘NOAIa
"HOLJWYHTHO 'Aeuapno) puojdues
'UET PPEISURRIG 00N SPIudIIG

GADINYIS
WANLOILIHDHY
p=El =)

" A
ﬁ 027 15:60 0202/60IVE u
PGS

% 23N/
‘“

sanontnd Futand ungs S0 Buear Joy g Y
slmiwep 251 p Aisdoad 21 g s ik fie o)
Haapqey i s ey B BG (RTINS S

| 6y GREG F IR BRe 54 0 PRIl fuT

4 g any s oy
3 i PUR e S g 0 papudd ioonE way J0
Hauns adey A £ way n Aq peueel sOnPALOHE E W05

s shuera smdisd veag iy i

P i S 19003 Bl 1 8
10w Aes 3 Apeouonom busesr i pasasas ey 0ol g

WA £V NO S NI Glky “sacodind
snusnceR sog PRS s o T 94| Buwre sag may

esg ROy sig o piuldes s e By B

A\ 4

wo|

g

w9

€V @ 001:1 JIVOS WNSIA

T s T SRR

wo

wir

we

Page 129 of 182




ZL'Z5'80 0Z0ZBOIvE

ﬁd JEZ0 Buuey  2Bsosg
Lou a:_xu UOIGITA Ag uwean

342 1VD)

‘2|sIpeD

‘Peoy uopuo 0|
‘uu) Aemiey 2u|
aloly

| S21adou] Fu0sG Fjdu] way
-

Burysixg sy )

uoifers|3 J59p Y3INog
A 2L e |

L Py INss] T D
00| ¢ | B B21Eag u| fempey 241 a9

8 B
T AR S g
O PO S e aE
F o Bl RS S RS
T T A
| |EF 1 #@18L0 uo ueung
LZESFCEELLO vo 36u009 "
462 02X3 "NOAda
*NOLIWYHIND *Aeuatineg piojdueg
'SUE] SPEISUSRID OO S pIBYdog

GIDINIIAS
WVANLO3LIHDAY

N

ﬁ 2 1:26:60 0202/60I¥Z v
IneE|

L o/
(-

st s p Apiadiad By i Sono Benbesns dur o
Agpqe L e U ST RS RIRTERY Y TG

B0 SOy Bt ¢ G0 RINS B J0U PROYE s

i R S A B 08 S
3 A 3 A o D a4y Passsa sus tod

Wi £ MO G SHIAYEG Gl sacdind
PRGN JOy [N 3 O T 8 1] U S ey
AWIGC 20N OO ORI UTTUS 0N Parjmsura

€V @ 00|11 IIVIS WNSIA

Wiz

e

wo

ool ¢ 1

JSOM YINog

Page 1300f 182




GG'Z560 DEOZEOIPE

(asom) (o oo eV ® 001:1 I¥IS WNSIA

i 34z 1vD) [E— L
BlepeD | wo| wg w9 Wi wg wo

‘Pecy uopuo 0 |
‘uu| Kemjiey 24|
Peloy
fmuﬁtumc‘i 5u0IG F1dl] oy )

7 \

buiysixg sy

UOKEAB|T JSIM YHON
3L buieig

F

ﬁ.\L ¥ 3 votsnay e s ¢ FEg
00| i | £V 821895 uy| Aemey UL g9

r T RO O E WP A

i e

E=2 T
TR A

| 1E¥ | #8190 vo ueaung
LZEIGCECLLO vo 96i03D "oy
462 02x3 ‘NOAID
"NOLANVHIND *feuapiney piojdues
‘BT SPLEUIIIG 40017 SPISYIYG

GI0INY3G
WANLDILIHONY - |
¥aExa _ | a2 ; ||.,*

66:26:60 0202/60/FZ q
INES)

iy Ly

= R A

i

E T
i e T v \w E
(] R

N\l ]
t
7

=N/

-ﬂluﬁraﬁssatgﬁfzf:aﬁunlxj
whuimep ayd p Agiadensd @3 i sanos emiboces due o)
AT AT RO JOUET SRTITG |ERITRRRRY

e 0y ST ¢ S e 5 Jou PR pur

AR e Fredasl SRTWEG IIMTRRAY T

Pepasl wm A oo g 03 B
I Aea 3 AETuCooEE PesEn GY) PRI e 0F 5

v BV MO S SHiMeHD Sily “sacadind
PSR 40y PRI 25 0TI ) Furee sun wal)
TWIS 10N O SOMuMET UIILe WOMM POThUCUES

Page 131 of 182




EEDE-G1 0Z0TB0ST

. <)
s | 2.5 (B8
0iin &
s8l i
ol |y (EEEHE S
. i i it
I , "Ir. [ E}. Al ® S g
gl ey ekl 5
£ ETHHE TR LT = Ega‘-
il Al 1 §§3 AL
} 2 3 el Jiidsg
Fgs:0lE | R T T Cc= > =
| " i 3l' o
| :
g = 7 xi_/
4 J
gy 1 il
il il
it 4 b
i
;E‘!f Ea Eiiggigr}
CiHEL

Page 132 of 182




LL0LLL 1Z0Z/e0rc0

\I o _Omm_ _\ Buwey  oBwoso)
ey A A A €Y @ 001:1 TIVOS WNSIA

(= ~
[ ade I¥D) | ; | , A
it _ _ | s NN
peoy wopuot po1 | O e e e e .

‘uu) Aemiey 34|

| sarpadol ] auog adi ._.ﬁ“__unﬂ\__

X 2 _.J

pasodold sy \

. uoijenz|] j5ed Yo
% S euwweg )

. ugum_

\ j 2 X = P \ Vv f o d \ “
R St Bl e s B s ._m.u,to uoijeAdRSUODUBIS UBgLn m?mm._r J2Bpoy ypm
e -,

S S \ . “.UUWLN pue P3|lelap PacconIsip 34 O 2Je SMopuim (e - J1ON
e T .

[ v owsy =g aneq

A A A | A

L2E9QGEELLO Yo P09
| |1 #@19.L0 uo ueaung 131
462 02x3 "NOAIa
"HOLJWYHTHO 'Aeuapno) puojdueg
‘SUET IPEISUIRIG 00D spiAydayc

GADINYIS

WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

L1301 | 20E=0/S0 J_
nss) |

=5

OLOHd
MOTNIM TYNATLNI
40074 ANNCES

Sv.13d MOANIM TWNSEILXI

e A

P um SIS 19003 ) o s
iou Aee 3 Apeomioaoms buseis s pasacas sy nol g

i0 Jeww fue Pk oy
eoniag punTemOsy A o uiie s B |

N J

Page 133 of 182




8F 80 L1 1Z0Z/E0/G0

(7~ o ~

|[24z0sq) || Buwuely  @Bwosg |

b athmencoin A VO e g umeig/

o o— - —

( 342 1¥D)
‘Bjsipe]

‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu) Aemiey 34|

weloiy

| saipadouy auoig adii) o

_ﬁ\

N

pasodoid sy )
UOITEAZ|] 1SM YINOG

ERTR T LI

(7 5 : UDiengy ELEL R

ool ¢

| €% B21eag uu) Aempey 2y a1

o=
|

o~

=3

W R S e \

o oA S e
e G

e T o
£22E90666LL0 vo buoany
11 €41 #@19.L0 e ueaung ‘123
4GZ 02X3 "NOAd
NOLJAWHTNO 'feuaunog piojdues
‘SUET IPEISUIRIG 00D spiAydayc

GADINYIS
WANLOILIHDAEY
3133

Gwel | | | 202/80/S0 |

anes| |

J
>

===

5=

R

Sanorand Futneyd ung s
Biwap 2543 p Apiadoad 21 g s
Ane A s T REAIPG §

T Y

P wm G 19000 Bl o ey
s A 3 Apeoninaoms buseir s passases sy nof g

WL £V NO G NI Uy sasoding
RERLSGER A0y PRS- O SO0 8 3 Buwes SaE way
VIS A0 ] UODRGMKCT LT N0 PRSI
30 Ao A w4 padon oy 3 8 1202
BIDVIRG IRy g o plnaidon Fys B Byl S

4

EV @ 00!: 1 TIVOS WNSIA
] i s S TNENN

wg wo Wi wg wQ

y v v \ |
Lu.u_EO uoesszsuogubBisaq ueqln subbiy sabpoy yam
posbie pue pa|ielep Passnosip aq 03 aJe sMopuIm |8 -iJ10N

A A A A A
A ”~ s P\ , N\

_.S.G—h.c___a.h/Uuu \..... - - o k. - e N2 - |...\.. . OO_ 5 \I\I//
Ul pRSALOD _

g oo ~ 159 Ugnog '/

OLOHd dv3d SNILSIXT

WoQEKKE |
MOPLIA, JOOY 1M 23U
PaiguiueT] auid _._.U_uﬁ?._uﬂ_kuo
OLGE $ONN 199 XMAA

Page 134 of 182




128011 LZ0Z/EQ/GO

8

spnk Uoul Jeen

( oy = (F = ™
ﬂeﬂomm E.EE um.uw@ m_.."_m Ivo ﬁ 12:90: 1 | _momaamosiu BT S U~ o SO =
2ISINED \il...f}t!_asii!fha;
\.\”vj A AT GITANHAE TYAMLI LMY W33
T OT LI AEPG O ELE ‘pecy uopuol 10 | .
TR AR DTS 40§ I € SR OGN 4 T PN Pl Ao
L£2E90566L20 ' ‘| §__£ uﬁ i Ao W o St i il
1 0 AmaAsi ) 40 ruOaEi By 3 Sou B
452 02x3 "NOAa wNEuL.Q.._ =17 (8] !Iﬂuﬁ”!&]‘ﬁtiﬂ:&llﬂ!?
RS it Euuh“._am _M. 4 2U0yg 2)d ._.ERU hah.hﬁmfm_uﬁlviwﬁii!
‘e SpeeoRIg oouD) cpuedayg | = ALY I
SIDINYIS . e
UOIEAD(T 152M HHMON sosoind
IVANLOILHOAY (L o Sune) R L
¥313x3 T I o e s | P i o S S
J N 001 ¢ | £V Bawu Aewany 2ul: qor A J
€Y @ 001: JIvIS TVNSIA
woi we ws Wiz w wo
Jaou0 uoensuedubBisaq uequn subbiy JaB ygim v ool ¢ |
22bie pue paje 25EM08 Dle SMOPUIM ||B -
poabue pue pajiesop p P 29 03 P r_@\ 3S2M Y3JON
- ﬂ|la.1§. ™ r_-,|\I ra ..-J_|l 23 T T y 5 L Fr oY T 2 p— o O OO W G A, TP T OO A IP__...W_\r.)._. —
Sss | e s
o = -
= o = =
(o]
— [rem———— A o)
_ 4 o
! | ~
| i S
== . (®)]
e ©
E o
U e e T I T T N T R A Y i m
T Tt I I .ﬂaw......,u- o e e e e an
Het= e e m— .
i __h_..........._._....... z e L L T P
..._.1... TPty r_m.uﬁi i e - - — %ﬁ%&%ﬁ
I ._ iE _"_.h_.. T S o i B e o
pouiedos pue N = = _
paliedsy o4 07 b=
Jank uol Jseo pajuiedss pue
pauiedau 29 o3
42306 uoul j5e0 pasiedsy 2q o3




fmﬁmm [ Gwwmg  obwsg) ([ 34z 1vD) ﬂ E1:L0° | | 120Z/E0IS0 Jan N )

prees wosading bwusd ung o@o Bugter 1oy PN e shuwes
Dz wiciavnd ) N, i ‘2|5ilET . ) p Amdd s e een uashinan fie ) Apgn
T A e T GITNACHAG TYAMAD ALHIRY WAL
e ‘pecy Uopuol 0 | E )

| LD 40§ BI] E AR JDCN D4 T PYI0NE Pl A

[T e —— Enows
L2EIQCEELLO Y ‘uu) Aemjiey 24| | s i ms  oms do  Shh aepit
yoaloay

6LL0°L1 LZ0Z/ED/SO
N

S o AeaaIe et a8 ettt PR i o e

. = o O o Wy 40 A3Ans

462 02X3 "NOA3a L s21uFdol FUoig 2l u 2 prevEey e o 0 ghe s oo It

HNO LW HIHO “fAeusnes piodueg (202 T 08| Fwiind o pope s e v g chumeip amdasd S35\ K43S AN LIALIHTEY M3
‘SuE JpeEuIDIg ‘Yoo cpuedsyg (7 = frer=g Il

uoneAs|J 1563 YINOG S T ey

.._(.M:._:UMF_IDM( i SUMEL] 807 80 20| Pod 2 20 weu v o £ pesmoseg il 4

SIDIANIS pasadoly sy | Lnseln r,.MEHWMEiEi&“LWJ e R Vg g i ol

Hldvd W NO G O] L) sesadand

WISURAVE DY A I B ) B e o wosy

“ : | Ponde P o 01 900 © 3 0802 ST

Mul_lmxu q ok 230 20ss) ¢ 2380 | woulicsan T=al ] 11 —— THAMLIILICRAY HILIXD o bdde 2 @ ey 3

L I 001 1 1 £v Baeus dempey s qor i TS S -

€V @ 0011 II¥OS WNSIA

o0l ¢ |
T S S AN
J ise] yjnog

o — cr————— m— — e -
e T L S | T
= : = e —— : - __
; § 5 3 g . = .rl.ﬁl...!. T & _ |
] P = — N 2 < E— . . : = I
=T — T R | e o T 7 Neam 5 g o i | _
- = e — g e o gy =y e —————— \ — = T L = : - — ~ - %, ik
= = s e = =l i e 2 == = F== — = = = o s
TP T e T e ] A E = i ] =i : -
e — —— . =Sas == -k = == =i
T T g e i e i g o o ) e = 2] Sp Y =t : - a—1 ll}=== % Ioe)
= — = s — =T = = S = e <..~.\ r“ : = = = E = = ~
- E | 0 iy e £ : = 3 vl
i1l
(4p]
~
| i
()]
©
o

.....

A
S G s B s S = e =t - =4
e N i —i= = N e T

11 = =

;zfzJArthuLJ_wm. e =

AN NN

S JPOIH0 uoneadasUonubisa ueqln suibbi seBbpoy yim S
pasbie pue pajielop PISSNISIP 24 07 248 SMOPUIR |8 -:J10N _.\\

/f\s\//|\t\/|\7 \.,/L\r \/L\z \k/l\z\

Am_ammw
b




LELZ60 LZ0ZIZ0/E0

.&Hmm@ i Buiue|y o.w..oou)_

- iacesoiu own  dgeeeg)

f 34z 1V2)
‘2lelpe]
‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu| Aemjiey s
Peloiy
rmuntumo‘_n_ 2u03G idu] ey )

@

pasodoid sy i
MG Jed uo uoijaag

L L bumeag |

_ B

ST DU GUE| e v
L2€9Q666.LL0 o 301099
11 EF1 #@19.L0 U0 ueung ‘12
462 023 ‘NOAZa
"NOLIWWHTHO “Aeuasino) piojdueg
‘SUET IPEISUIRI) H00ST) SRS

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

.
(7 o
ﬁ 1§:£2:60 | momano!ﬁw

S =N/

_‘\ wanoaiand P d ang )0 Begpur oy e dar
|| sl s p Aiadoad 2g3 e s gl fie iy
Haapqey i s ey B BG (RTINS S

| a0y WREG F U PORE B 0 Pl A

o weelind uogroudde Tusmd a0} Juscayp 3 o peep
YBNOLY URr0n g Gluunes Sl TRSRED 160N W POl
oty vl g ATeaTioe ag) soy Sasuodeis oy
Bl L R e e
| Hauns adey A £ way n Aq peueel sOnPALOHE E W05
deaa s mimdasd s g RISy e

P i S 19003 Bl 1 8
w3 Aprominaoes buseie s pasecas sy nol g

WA BV NO G TNIAWED Gl eacodnd
manarsl Jog Pesn b o TR 8 ) Buwes sag oy

EEINIG ROy sning o ulidos sy eyl o

A\ 4

i
i

g

ari ksl Wp e

I;E;im

ool : |
| | uoizoag

Page 137 of 182




PZEE60 LZOZIZ0E0

\m_. 7908 _\_\ Buwey 98099
Noumnelg)  womizn  Agumeig)
._.\..|. ——— —— /
( 142 1)
*2|siue)

‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu) Aemiey 34|

210,
| saipadouy auoig ajdu .rﬁu,u_h\__

-

= —
_ pasodold ey
| Ueld JO0y
% #1711 Fumeag |
(r TR e
{_O0Z : | g% @21r3g uu) Aemimy 3y 91
=

o
( W R S e
s e g e

SIS
22€9Q666.LL0 vo 1099
|1 EF 1 #@19.L0 uo ueaung |3
462 02X3 "NOA3a
"NOLJWYHTNO "Aeuapno) puojdueg
‘SUET IPEISUIRIG 00D spiAydayc

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY

¥313a

4

¥EEE B0 | Z0ZROMB0 )
anes) |

U

—
Y

_‘\\l. Sruoind Fuied unp
| i sy p Apizdod 2y e e
Hapqey Aum sdzone ey REA

o dn S 19003 B o Sy
100 e 3 dpenioaomne busess s pasasas Sy 0ol g

WA TV NO G NI Gy “eacodind
MGG Rl 0y PRS0 T 44| B Sa wouy
VIS A0 ] UODRGMKCT LT N0 PRSI
40 Ao A podon ‘paen 20 0p 00 8 10 | 202
BIDVIRG IRy g o plnaidon Fys B Byl S

N J

€Y ® 00z2: | IIVOS IWNSIA

woge

|

L

wa |

we |

we

wy

wo

Page 138 of 182




P pEIB0 0Z0Z/0L/E0

\

| sa1padol 2uolg Bidu] )
(~ 5

‘Pecy uopuoT 0 |
‘uu) Aemiey 34|

weloiy

pasodoid sy 3

JOO 381 $ PUNcID)

S euwmeag |

X\

: UDIGIATY Feg] Snes) g
00| * | gv Barag swey 3230044 oo

frs s

O IR S S e
e st o e
& O T

L2E9GSEELLO0 vo 361099 |
462 02X3 'NOAJa
"NOLJWYHTNO "Aeuapno) puojdueg
‘SUET IPEISUIRIG 00D spiAydayc

GADINYIS
WANLOILIHDAEY

=N

¥313a
j

#rirE: 60 0202/01 /0 ]
anss| |

Y AT

ED?._\‘_

(7

L%

Seword Tuiad a S Beavior acy poss 5

Adurm # wa un Aq FRuel sOnELOHE E S0s
A T A

ot wmm BP0 Byl 0B
s A 3 Apeoninaoms buseir s passases sy nof g

WA TV NO S ONIAYED Gily “sacodnd
B NSEI) 0y PRS-y 05 T 1.3 Buwels $43 o)
VIS J0N O] "NOTRGRCT UITRIE 0T PREIMSUTS
0 e A s pandon ‘paen 303 00 S 0 0202
EIOMIRG ARy sning (o uiidos Sy s UL o

J

”ﬂn&_On.“EJ_ _\_\\ Buiueld nwﬁn_w)_

s o R ®

1 24z 1v9) EY @ 00I:1 IIVOS TWNSIA
el

__ ___..__f.___amm:__
wo | wg w9 Wi wg Eo+

ZW09 ol INPHEVL
s = g +gz |__| ¢ LINN SMIW
s = 1g+92 || | LINN SMIn

0ol |
40O\ 3541

)

==y

—
—— -

e

==Y

c

Page 139 of 182




£1:CE'60 0Z0Z0L/E0

(T

ey ( Bmpe )
s 3dz 1v2)
‘2|siped

‘peoy uopuo Q|

‘uu) Aemiey 34|

sl

_/mumﬁun_o,hn_ 2u03G ] say
@ pasodoid sy 3

JOOY pue puoosg
=1L Bumeag

| + UDisIATY oaeq] oneg] ¢ SiEg

N 00| : | gv @arag  awey 1220004 o1
i s

r O RS S T

ERl ST Fer T = e o
e T

| 1E% 1 @1 QL0 v0 uesung
L2E9GSEELLO0 vo 361099 |
462 022 ‘NOAIa
"NOLJWYHTND ' Aeuapinog picjdweg
‘SUET FPESURRIN "H00)]) spisudays

GIDINY3S
WANLOILIHONY
¥313a

€ 178€:60 0202/01 /€0 .J
anss| |

4
_ﬂ\‘
S

f————————————————————— =,

% =M,
) = T = 1Y
suiwap 254 p Aiadoad 2g1 e sees gl fue iy

Hanqe A e e SR (RIS S

s n sy Wak # e ERe 53 6 PR B
s sasdnd uonrusdde Taiwmd a0) JecypsE 3 o peiEp
UBNOUY IR0 [ SEREE UL TSNED 800 W P
syl ) it Azearrie ) acy Sl Foy

W PR D S A W 0 Paptud MogTs Wl 40
Haung adey Adum £ iy n g peeel sonesoe AR S0
T Y

ot wmm BP0 Byl 0B
s A 3 Apeoninaoes buseir s passacas sy nof g

WA BV NO G DHIAED Glly eacodind

SEINIRG ROy sning 0wl s s ey o

A\ 4

wo |

EY @ 00I:1 ITIVIS T¥NSIA

_— | ﬁ”l_.._ h_:.a.l._.i. E ; E E —H_

wg wo Wi wg wo

wos || ONIMVL

2GS = |€ + 92 | € 1IN SAaiN
sugs = e +9z [ | LINN SMIN

(5.8 8 el
JOO|} puo23g

Page 140 of 182




GE'GE'B0 DZ0Z/OLED

ﬁeﬁ%@ﬁ ey Wﬁ@ eV @ 0G:| JIvIS WNSIA
z

mmum_m_vMJ g w wg wz w wo 001 ¢ | ool ¢ |
S RS jeed YMON 1s2M H34ON

‘uu| Aemjiey 241
el
rﬂU—fULEL vﬂouﬂm ”_&—LH iﬁ@ I I
- ™
pacodosy sy : : & -l e S

suoijess|g
G 23 Bumesg )

TiowiEE  FIEQ 2Mes| | e
00| ¢ | gy Beeos  aweN 339foi g gor

e ORI  EP i
e e
VB B SRES E

JUEER T

_. .
| 1E¥ | #@ 1940 o ueung
LBEIVSEELLO vo Fhiozg "7}
452 02x3 "NOAda
‘NOLAWYHTIO Aeuaiino] piojdurg
'SUE SPEBUIRIE) HEOI) SPRYdIYG

SI0INYIS
VANLOILIHONY
¥

o

ﬁ GE'SE:60 0ZOZIOI/E0 u
B

b

H{ H

1" i

H

|

NHHHHHHEE

\ =N/

(7 E-E..ia.l..«ulﬁ?‘iib')
e Sup3 p Aqndied Gy e Sanee gl duy o
AP AR IR 0T SEIVIEG (WINTRRE Y S8

O NP QU 34 A S0 O] ER A UOGREN L0 0
Anias aches shim v s 9 Ad Pl somrscne aE @Al
e shuvers aoedind SEvURG IINDEIYY R

Page 141 of 182




Z1:4E'60 LZ0Z/Z0/60

-

_“_\m_ 4000 .ﬁ\. Buiuely umEU.UJ__
Lou buesg _.r M-I EYY Ag ume
142 1¥D)
‘lEIpen
'PEOY Uopuo] 0|
uu) Aemiey 24|
yoalo
[ se1iadouy suoig 2du] o)
(7= —
f pacodoigsy |
231
F. I m.:_.__._‘._D.
”‘_\ T ¢ LT 23EQ 2nes] ¢ e
/.. EY BEg uuj Aemjimy i) er/
I.)_

Li_
LZEIVGEELLO VO FI0PD
| 1€ 1 #@ 1 GLO B0 uPIung 23
452 02x3 "NOA3a
"NOLAAYHIND *Aeuapnes puojdwes
'BUET IPEEUERIG 00D SPIaudIUG

SADINAES
VANLOILIHD AV
¥313x3

ra

J
213 LE80 | 202/20M60 R
1L \

E

=

e

[P
= [T | SP et
..’. HOMRATTY ]
- j
LS eI
(7 Eind P unp] S Baair ) pes ._..J./_

| ehamrp e Ausdoet s g sanes e due oy
Ay A I o MRS (ISR S

o uonrmp sy
s € o o A U soarsLOpR Ay ol
B e

P i e (T 0 0 A
s v 31 Ayrmricinonya Basmeaps ing, pasissas swes nok y

WAV €Y WO B ORIV GiHL  weeodasd

s dmm Aiw w michon ‘pS<n o4 o B0 B 1) | 200
SImag ENEINEy SnEg 0 Wisdon 2 & el G

LN J

Jer] MaiA Buuue

,.1\ . ..«.\ + . ) .._\\ .. i .m .....
(elo]] | 1 ueyoag| © direcd|
(ool 583 yos| divosd|
Ao _A . ISOM UHON| __..Emommw.\.. 002 uel jooy| Jd/r90d
T oor T memmiog|  Jr2osd 002 ue sool 1sud|  J/e90d
00| IsEd ypoN|  J/10sg| 002 UE|] JOOL PUNOIS| 42904
o001 Joo puooag|  JI0ovd| 002 uel Juswased| A/ 190d
00| Jooll 1sd|  J00oEd)| ooz burpey ued 515 0209
ool | Jooy puncss|  J4joozd)| . | Maip e 4JOSOH |
00| wawased| /00 | 4| 00E ueld #U5| 2404
000G saull Apaisin| - 46904 oo 2R 40004
] FUWIEN Ma1A Jaquiny | H SUWEN MIIA dEgquunpy
anep Lo 1@aUg anjeA eog 1@aug

1617 Mmaip Buiue)d

1y
sl \_/

Page 142 of 182




SCHEDULE A: Applications with Recommendation

21/0049
Item No: 07 Date of Committee: 26/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
21/0049 Economic Development.  Carlisle
Agent: Ward:

Cathedral & Castle

Location: Caldew Riverside (Lower Viaduct) Remediation Works, Carlisle

Proposal: Remediation Works To Prepare The Site For Future Development

Date of Receipt: Statutory Expiry Date 26 Week Determination
26/01/2021 28/04/2021
REPORT Case Officer: Stephen Daniel
1. Recommendation
1.1 It is recommended that this application is approved with conditions.
2. Main Issues

2.1 Whether The Proposal Is Acceptable In Principle

2.2 Whether The Proposed Remediation Works Would Be Acceptable
2.3 Impact On Ecology

2.4 Flood Risk

25 Highway Matters

2.6 Other Matters

3. Application Details

The Site

3.1 The site is located in the centre of Carlisle, adjacent to the River Caldew. It
includes the Lower Viaduct Car Park which is a City Council owned pay and
display car park (Parcel C) and a vacant site that contains areas of

hardstanding together with an area of trees and is enclosed by fencing
(Parcel B).
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3.2

3.3

The site is adjoined to the south by the Upper Viaduct Car Park (Parcel A),
which sits at a higher level than the Parcel B and is separated from it by an
embankment that contains a belt of trees. A footpath/ cycleway lies to the
west of the site beyond which lies the River Caldew, with the Viaduct Estate
Road adjoining the eastern site boundary. Cumbria Indoor Bowls Club lies
directly to the north of the Lower Viaduct Car Park.

The site has a varied industrial history including a gas works (Parcel A),
railway sidings (Parcel B and C), and car showrooms (Parcel B).

The Proposal

3.4

3.5

4.1

This proposal is seeking planning permission for the remediation/ enabling
works that would be required to facilitate the redevelopment of Parcel C and
the majority of Parcel B of the site.
The application is accompanied by a Site Remediation Report, a
Preliminary Ecological Report, a Shadow Appropriate Assessment (Under
The Habitats Regs) and a Flood Risk Assessment.

Summary of Representations
This application has been advertised by means of three site notices and a
notification letter sent to one neighbouring property. No verbal or written
representations have been made during the consultation period.

Summary of Consultation Responses

Environment Agency: - no objections subject to conditions (maintain access
to flood defences);

Natural England: - a detailed Construction Environmental Management Plan
should be submitted prior to work commencing on site;

Cumbria County Council - (Highways & Lead Local Flood Authority): - no
objections;

Local Environment - Environmental Protection: - no objections subject to
conditions (submission of remediation scheme; implementation of approved
remediation scheme; reporting of unexpected contamination);

Northern Gas Networks: - no objections;

Cumbria County Council - (Archaeological Services): - no objections;

United Utilities: - no objections subject to conditions (foul and surface water
draining on separate systems; details of surface water drainage scheme).

Officer's Report
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Assessment

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

6.8

6.9

Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990/Section 38(6) of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, requires that an
application for planning permission is determined in accordance with the
provisions of the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate
otherwise.

The relevant planning policies against which the application is required to be
assessed are the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the Planning
Practice Guidance (PPG) and Policies SP4, SP6, CC4, GI3 and CM5 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

The proposal raises the following planning issues.
1. Whether The Proposal Is Acceptable In Principle

Policy SP4 (Carlisle City Centre and Caldew Riverside) of the adopted Local
Plan states that Caldew Riverside constitutes a significant regeneration
opportunity to bring back into beneficial use land for a mix of uses which
would complement those found in the City Centre and in doing so aid its
overall attractiveness.

This proposal is seeking to undertake remediation works to prepare the site
for future development. Any future plans for the site would be considered
under subsequent planning applications.

In light of the above, the proposals to prepare the site for future
development would be acceptable in principle.

2.  Whether The Proposed Remediation Works Would Be Acceptable

Parcel A, which is the former gas works is not included within this planning
application. Contamination under Parcel A is substantial, and via migration,
mobile fractions of gas works residues have impacted approximately the first
third of Parcel B.

Further characterisation of Parcel B and C, is necessary, and a
supplementary ground investigation is proposed. This would provide
information about the ground conditions for assessment and subsequently
help inform the location(s) and degree of remediation required to enable and
make the land suitable for any future development. The proposed
investigation works also include scope to better delineate the extent of
Parcel B that is more seriously affected by migration from the contamination
present beneath Parcel A. It would also allow a better understanding of
which parts of Parcel B are impacted by contamination associated with
suspected former fuel storage tanks.

The level of remediation that would be required to render Parcels B and C

suitable for the proposed development would be determined after the next
phase of ground investigation. Following on from assessment of the
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6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

investigation data, a Remediation Strategy would be prepared for Parcel B
and C detailing the work that would be required. The Strategy would be
agreed with the regulators prior to implementation.

Based on the current knowledge of the site (historical land use and ground
investigation data) the remediation outlined in paragraphs 6.11 and 6.12
below is considered likely for each Parcel.

The remediation of contamination in Parcel C is likely to be mainly the
removal of areas (hotspots). The main aspects of the works are detailed
below:

- remove car parking infrastructure;

- undertake remedial works;

- mark out localised “hotspot” areas identified by the site investigation work /
assessment;

- over-excavate contaminated soils within hotspot areas and undertake
verification to confirm that all contamination has been removed from the
area. Replace contaminated material with certified clean materials and
compact;

- excavated soils to be removed off site to soils re-cycling facility or permitted
landfill;

- grubbing up and removal of significant old foundations or major
obstructions;

- crush hard materials for planned re-use as capping materials in
accordance with a Site Materials Management Plan.

For the maijority of Parcel B, the level of remediation is likely to be consistent
with that of Parcel C and the aspects of work set out above would apply.
However, the southern section of Parcel B, adjacent to the former gas works
(Parcel A) is likely to require the following additional remediation:

- removal of two redundant below ground fuel tanks (in south eastern
corner). If volumes of hydrocarbon impacted soils are significant, on site
treatment could be undertaken;

- installation of an in-ground barrier;

- recovery of NAPL (non-aqueous phase liquid e.g. oil and petroleum) from
the up-gradient side of the barrier (hence on the Parcel A side) would likely
be by skimming pump systems. This would require periodic (1-3 months)
maintenance and disposal of recovered NAPL to off-site disposal facility.

Officers in Environmental Health have been consulted on the application.
They have no objections to the proposal subject to conditions (submission of
remediation scheme; implementation of approved remediation scheme;
reporting of unexpected contamination).

3. Impact On Ecology
A Preliminary Ecological Report has been submitted with the application. A

desk study was undertaken to identify existing information relating to the site
and its surroundings. Following on from this, an extended phase 1 habitat
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6.15

6.16

6.17

6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

survey was undertaken in November 2020, which comprised a walkover of
the land and habitats within and immediately adjacent to the site boundary.

The site sits approximately 5m above the River Caldew’s high-water line at
all points and a flood defence wall forms a significant barrier between Parcel
B and the river. The limited nature of the proposed works (site investigation
to inform remediation) at this stage do not suggest there would be any
impacts to the River Caldew or the flood defence wall, hence no impacts to
the River Eden SAC or River Eden and Tributaries SSSI are anticipated.

Based on the locality and the nature of the proposed works, it is not
considered that any notable flora, invertebrates, badger, otter and water vole
would be significantly affected by the proposed works.

The habitats within and adjacent to the site have the potential to support
common amphibians, breeding birds and foraging and commuting bats, with
some limited potential for roosting bats within the woodland, scattered trees
and flood defence wall. There is a low likelihood that hedgehog may be
present on site.

If trees require removal or works adjacent to trees or woodland is required to
facilitate the proposed works, it is recommended that a BS5837:2012 tree
survey is undertaken to assess the arboricultural value of the site.

The previous ecology survey recommended that an isolated stand of
Japanese Knotweed situated within the site was eradicated. This stand was
not recorded during the recent survey. The survey was, however,
undertaken at a sub-optimal time for identifying vegetation and it is
recommended that precautions are still taken in this area. Furthermore,
Indian Balsam is widespread along the River Caldew and may also be
present within the site. It is recommended that an Invasive Non-native
Species Protocol document should be produced prior to the commencement
of works, detailing the containment, control and removal of any invasive
species present within the site.

There is limited potential for common amphibians and hedgehogs to be
present on site. It is anticipated that their presence would be limited to piles
of rubble, logs or brash that provide refuge for such species. It is
recommended that the proposed works avoid such areas and features and if
their removal is required it is recommended that this is undertaken by hand
to allow animals to disperse.

To avoid the potential disturbance or entrapment of amphibians or
hedgehogs (and other small mammals) it is recommended that any
excavations within the site are not left open overnight unless a suitable
access and egress point (in the form of a roughened plank or mammal
ladder) is provided. Excavations should be inspected every morning prior to
works commencing for any animals that have entered overnight and become
trapped and / or have tunnelled within the structure. If a trapped animal is
encountered, works should be stopped in that area and the advice of an
ecologist should be sought.

Page 147 of 182



6.22

6.23

6.24

6.25

The main breeding season for most UK bird species runs from March to
August (inclusive), therefore it is recommended that any vegetation
clearance works are undertaken outside of this time period. If any trees or
scrub vegetation within the site are to be removed between March to August,
a nesting bird check should precede the start of the works. It should be
undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist no more than 48 hours prior to
the works being undertaken. If an active nest is found during the check, a
protection zone should be put in place around the nest and it must remain in
situ until the chicks within the nest have fledged.

Due to the limited scope of the proposed works (site investigation to inform
remediation), it is not proportionate to recommend enhancements for
biodiversity at this stage. However, should further development works be
proposed then enhancements for biodiversity and specifically biodiversity
net gain calculations should be considered.

A Shadow Appropriate Assessment under the Habitats Regulations has also
been submitted with the application. Assessment under Regulation 63 of the
Habitats Regulations is required in this instance, since the application site
lies in close proximity to the River Caldew, which forms part of the River
Eden SAC.

Mitigation is expected to be required to ensure that there is no adverse
impact on the integrity of the SAC. The following mitigation measures would
be implemented:

- works are separated from the SAC by the existing flood defence wall thus it
is not necessary to segregate the works from the SAC with a visual barrier;

- impacts during remediation works would be controlled through strict
adherence to a project-specific Construction Environmental Management
Plan (CEMP) that would be developed using best practice techniques but
also a suite of bespoke control measures such as avoidance/minimisation of
illumination from sensitive construction areas and scheduling potentially
disruptive works to avoid sensitive periods for specific species/species
groups (i.e. night-time working would be avoided to minimise impacts on
nocturnal animals such as otter);

- all site works would be carried out in accordance with best environmental
working practices to ensure adequate pollution control measures are
implemented during construction and operation with monitoring to ensure
their effectiveness;

- no groundwater extraction is envisaged. However, if groundwater enters
the excavated areas, the water would be removed by pumping or discharge
before refilling to avoid water spilling out across site and into the River
Caldew. Sandbags would also be used around areas to soak up any excess
water;

- short-term airborne pollution resulting from site vehicle emissions and dust
would be controlled through best practice measures such as wetting, if
dictated by very dry weather conditions. Any operations with a high potential
for dust production would be fully enclosed;

- chemicals and hazardous materials would be stored in accordance with the
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6.26

6.27

6.28

6.29

6.30

relevant Environment Agency pollution prevention guidance, which would
prevent discharges into the surrounding environment, thereby protecting
surrounding habitats;

- appropriate measures would be taken to avoid the spread of invasive and
non-native plants.

The Shadow Appropriate Assessment has concluded that the proposed
development would not have any likely significant effects on the River Eden
SAC, either alone or in combination with other plans or project. This is due
to an absence of pathways for potential impacts and/ or because the
proposed mitigation measures set out above would negate any potential
impacts. It is proposed that these mitigation measures along with
construction and environmental management measures for site investigation
and subsequent remediation works are detailed within a project-specific
CEMP. ltis also proposed that works do not proceed until the CEMP has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Natural England has been consulted on the application. It has confirmed that
is has no objections to the proposal subject to the submission of a detailed
CEMP prior to works commencing on site, detailing mitigation required to
protect the adjacent River Caldew, which is designated as part of the River
Eden & Tributaries SSSI and River Eden Special Area of Conservation
(SAC).

4. Flood Risk

The application is accompanied by a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA). Most of
the development site falls within Flood Zone 3 but benefits from flood
defences. The site, therefore, has a high probability of flooding without the
defences, which protect the area against a river flood with a 1% chance of
happening each year, or a flood from the sea with a 0.5% chance if
happening each year.

The remediation work would not impact on the long-term flood risk of the site
as no built structures are planned at this time other than remediation
measures that would be agreed as part of the remediation strategy. During
the remediation works a site welfare unit would be in position for the duration
of the works. It is expected that the works would be undertaken and
completed within 3-5 months.

The FRA states that:

- any temporary structures including the site welfare units would be
anchored down;

- any temporary structures would be located adjacent to the Viaduct Estate
Road and away from the Caldew River;

- materials would not be stock piled on site during the works;

- all waste would be removed from site;

- in the event of imminent flooding, equipment would be removed from site in
good time;

- ground levels would not be altered during the remediation of the site;

Page 149 of 182



6.31

6.32

6.33

- an area of land with an approximate width of 7m from the flood defence
wall would be maintained so that the Environment Agency can gain access
to the flood defences;

- a Site Flood Plan including access and evacuation procedures would be in
place and adhered to if flooding is imminent during the works period;

- the works programme would include a link to the Environment Agency flood
warning system to ensure that early warning is received;

- if excavation is required during the works, material would be placed back
into the voids to the existing ground level.

The Environment Agency has been consulted on the application and has
confirmed that is has no objections to the proposals. It has reviewed the
FRA and is satisfied that it is appropriate to the nature and scale of the
proposed development. The proposed development would, however, only
meet the NPPF policy to avoid flood risk to people and property if a condition
is included in the permission to require the submission of a scheme to
ensure access to, and maintenance of, existing flood defences.

5. Highway Matters

The site currently has a number of existing access points onto Viaduct
Estate Road. Within the application it is stated that the access and egress
points are to utilise the existing access points onto the Viaduct Estate Road
with no new access points being created. Bearing in mind the existing use of
the Lower Viaduct site, the proposal would not lead to an increase in
vehicular traffic to and from the site. The Highway Authority, therefore, has
no objections to the proposal.

6. Other Matters

United Utilities has requested conditions are added to the permission to deal
with foul and surface water drainage. Given that the application is merely
seeking to remediate the site and no drainage works are planned these
conditions are not necessary.

Conclusion

6.34

7.

7.1

7.2

The proposed remediation works would be acceptable and they would not
have adverse impact on any protected species, on the River Caldew, on
flood risk or on the highway network. In all aspects, the proposal is
considered to be compliant with the relevant polices in the adopted Local
Plan.

Planning History

In January 2016, permission was granted for the demolition of car
showrooms and workshops (15/0007/DEM).

In May 2002, outline planning permission was granted for the erection of a
foodstore and associated parking, access and infrastructure works
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(99/0842). A subsequent Reserved Matters application was approved in
June 2009 (07/0857).

8. Recommendation: Grant Permission

1. The development shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 years
beginning with the date of the grant of this permission.

Reason: In accordance with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended by Section 51 of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).

2. The development shall be undertaken in strict accordance with the approved
documents for this Planning Permission which comprise:

1. the submitted planning application form, received 26th January 2021;
Site Location Plan, received 26th January 2021,

2

3. Site Remediation Report, received 22nd January 2021;

4 Preliminary Ecological Report, received 26th January 2021;
5

Shadow Appropriate Assessment under the Habitats Regulations,
received 22nd January 2021;

6. Flood Risk Assessment, received 1st March 2021;
7. the Notice of Decision;
8. any such variation as may subsequently be approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority.
Reason: To define the permission.
3. A detailed Construction Environmental Management Plan should be

submitted prior to works commencing on site, detailing mitigation required to
protect the adjacent River Caldew, which is designated as part of the River
Eden & Tributaries SSSI and River Eden Special Area of Conservation
(SAC). The development shall then be undertaken in strict accordance with
Construction Environmental Management Plan.

Reason: To ensure that the proposed development does not have an
adverse impact on the River Eden & Tributaries SSSI and River
Eden Special Area of Conservation (SAC) in accordance with
Policy GI3 of the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015-2030.

4. The proposed remediation works shall be undertaken in strict accordance
with the mitigation measures set out in the Preliminary Ecological Report
(received 26th January 2021).

Reason: To ensure that the proposed development does not have an
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adverse impact on protected species or on the River Eden &
Tributaries SSSI and River Eden Special Area of Conservation
(SAC) in accordance with Policy GI3 of the Carlisle District
Local Plan 2015-2030.

The development hereby permitted must not be commenced until such time
as a scheme to ensure access to and maintenance of existing flood
defences has been submitted to, and approved in writing by, the local
planning authority. The scheme shall be fully implemented and subsequently
maintained, in accordance with the scheme’s timing/ phasing arrangements,
or within any other period as may subsequently be agreed, in writing, by the
local planning authority.

Reason: To ensure the structural integrity of the existing flood defences
thereby reducing the risk of flooding.

No development other than that required to be carried out as part of an
approved scheme of remediation shall be commenced until a detailed
remediation scheme to bring the site to a condition suitable for the intended
use (by removing unacceptable risks to human health, buildings and other
property and the natural and historical environment) has been prepared.
This is subject to the approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority. The
scheme must include all works to be undertaken, proposed remediation
objectives and remediation criteria, timetable of works and site management
procedures. The scheme must ensure that the site will not qualify as
contaminated land under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990
in relation to the intended use of the land after remediation.

Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users
of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together with
those to controlled waters, property and ecological systems,
and to ensure that the development can be carried out safely
without unacceptable risks to workers, neighbours and other
offsite receptors.

The approved remediation scheme must be carried out in accordance with
its terms prior to the commencement of development other than that
required to carry out remediation, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the
Local Planning Authority. The Local Planning Authority must be given two
weeks written notification of commencement of the remediation scheme
works.

Following completion of measures identified in the approved remediation
scheme, a verification report that demonstrates the effectiveness of the
remediation carried out must be produced, and is subject to the approval in
writing of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users
of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together with
those to controlled waters, property and ecological systems,
and to ensure that the development can be carried out safely
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without unacceptable risks to workers, neighbours and other
offsite receptors

In the event that contamination is found at any time when carrying out the
approved development that was not previously identified it must be reported
in writing immediately to the Local Planning Authority. An investigation and
risk assessment must be undertaken and where remediation is necessary a
remediation scheme must be prepared, which is subject to the approval in
writing of the Local Planning Authority. Further guidance can be found on the
Carlisle City Council website “Development of Potentially Contaminated
Land and Sensitive End Uses — An Essential Guide For Developers.”

Site investigations should follow the guidance in BS10175:2011 (or updated
version) “Investigation of Potentially Contaminated Sites.- Code of Practice ”.

Following completion of measures identified in the approved remediation
scheme a verification report must be prepared, which is subject to the
approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To ensure that risks from land contamination to the future users
of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together with
those to controlled waters, property and ecological systems,
and to ensure that the development can be carried out safely
without unacceptable risks to workers, neighbours and other
offsite receptors.

Page 153 of 182



Scale 1 : 1250

L2 arlisle Site Location Plan
s sl Caldew RRegsite4 @fdwer Viaduct) Remediation Works



ScHEDULE B

Applications
determined by other
authorities.

ScHEDULE B



Lisa.Johnston
Text Box

Lisa.Johnston
Text Box
Applications determined by other authorities.



SCHEDULE B: Applications Determined by Other Authorities
19/0971

Item No: 08 Between 05/02/2021 and 11/03/2021

Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:

19/0971 Mr M Johnson Multiple Parishes

Date of Receipt: Agent: Ward:

30/12/2019 Acorus Rural Property Wetheral & Corby
Services

Location: Grid Reference:

Land adjacent The Coach House, Allenwood, 349034 555859

Heads Nook, Brampton, CA8 9AG

Proposal: Residential Development (Outline)

Amendment:

REPORT Case Officer: Alanzon Chan

Decision on Appeals:

Appeal Against: Appeal against refusal of planning perm.

Type of Appeal: Written Representations

Report:

Appeal Decision: Appeal Dismissed Date: 04/03/2021

A copy of the Notice of the decision of the Planning Inspectorate is printed following
this report.
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| ﬁﬁﬁ The Planning Inspectorate

Appeal Decision
Site visit made on 22 February 2021

by Graeme Robbie BA(Hons) BPI MRTPI

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State
Decision date: 4 March 2021

Appeal Ref: APP/E0915/W/20/3260935
Land adjacent the Coach House, Allenwood, Heads Nook,
Brampton CA8 9AG

e The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
against a refusal to grant outline planning permission.

e The appeal is made by Mr M Johnson against the decision of Carlisle City Council.

e The application Ref 19/0971, dated 27 December 2019, was refused by notice
dated 28 April 2020.

e The development proposed is an outline application for residential development.

Decision
1. The appeal is dismissed.
Procedural Matters

2. I have adopted the address set out on the Council’s decision notice and the
appellant’s appeal form as it is usefully more comprehensive than that initially
set out on the planning application form.

3. The application has been submitted in outline form with all matters reserved
for subsequent consideration. No indicative plans have been submitted and the
application form does not state the proposed quantum of development,
although the accompanying Planning Statement and Appeal Statements both
refer to the proposal being for up to four dwellings. I have determined the
appeal accordingly.

Main Issue

4. The main issue is whether or not the appeal site is an appropriate location for
housing, having regard to the development plan, national planning policy and
other material considerations.

Reasons

5. The appeal site was used as a car park in connection with the former Coach
House public house, which has since been converted to residential use and is
known as Allenwood House. Elements of the former car park use, particular
remaining areas of hard-standing, can still be seen in places within the appeal
site. The appeal site lies adjacent to a small group of houses in the open
countryside formed by the now converted Allenwood House and two cottages
on the crossroads junction a short distance to the west of the appeal. Such
sporadic clusters of houses are not an uncommon feature within the open,
expansive and gently rolling countryside in which the appeal site lies.

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate
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6.

10.

The nearest identified settlement, Heads Nook is less than a mile to the
southeast of the site, whilst the larger settlement of Warwick Bridge lies
approximately 1%2 miles to the northwest. Neither are within easy walking
distance of the appeal site although both settlements would be reasonably
easily accessible by bicycle and, at the time of my visit to the site, I saw
several walkers walking along the road between the appeal site and Heads
Nook. However, the absence of footways, or even reasonably consistent, wide
and smooth grass verges, in either northerly or southerly directions would be
unlikely to encourage pedestrians to access the limited services and facilities in
Heads Nook, or the wider range of facilities in Warwick Bridge, on a day-to-day
basis.

Carlisle Local Plan (CLP) policy SP2 sets out the Council’s settlement strategy
within its approach to strategic growth and distribution of development. Thus,
within the open countryside, development will be assessed against its need to
be in the location proposed. CLP policies HO2, HO5 and HO6 consider windfall
housing development, rural exception sites and housing in the open
countryside, respectively.

It is acknowledged by the appellant that the site does not lie within a
settlement. I agree, there is no doubt in my mind as to the site’s open
countryside location. The site is not well related to settlements with a range of
services or facilities and so the proposal gains no support from CLP policy HO2
in terms of good access to villages or other settlements, whilst the appellant
concedes that CLP policy HO5 is not applicable. Nor has a case been made in
respect of the provisions of CLP policy HO6 in terms of the proposal providing
housing for an essential rural worker. The proposal is clearly not for the
construction of a replacement dwelling or dwellings, nor does it involve the
conversion of existing buildings. There is therefore no support for the proposal
from the provisions of CLP policies HO2, HO5 or HO6, or from SP2.

Although the appeal site does not lie in an isolated location, nor is it, for
reasons set out above, well related to settlements with services or facilities.
There can be little doubt that the appeal site is previously developed land
(PDL), particularly in those parts of the site where the remains of the car park
are clearly visible. CLP policy SP2(6) encourages the re-use and
redevelopment of previously developed land across the District. This is,
however, qualified as only ‘where possible and appropriate’.

The proposal would redevelop PDL, and I concur with the appellant’s view that
this should carry weight in support of the proposal. However, the site is not
well-located relative to services and facilities in Heads Nook or Warwick Bridge
and its development would not, in the parlance of CLP policy SP2(6), be
appropriate. The proposal gains no support from CLP policy SP2(6) in this
respect and the weight I give to the site’s PDL status, whilst noting the broad
encouragement given by the Framework to the efficient use of land, is limited
within its, and the CLP’s, broad aims of encouraging sustainable patterns of
development.

Other Matters

11.

The appeal site lies adjacent to the converted former Coach House public house
and was, I understand, granted planning permission in 2014, Although the

! Appellant Grounds of Appeal Appendix 2 - LPA Ref No: 14/0398

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate 2
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appellant contends that there has been no material change in circumstances
locally since then, the appended decision notice for that permission clearly
refers to an earlier version of the Carlisle District Local Plan. However, that
development was a conversion and change of use of an existing building not
the construction of new-build dwellings, for which the current CLP sets out
specific provision and support.

12. I do not therefore consider the adjacent scheme of conversion to be directly
comparable and it provides little support to the principle of the scheme before
me. Nor does a previously approved scheme for the redevelopment of the
appeal site for the provision of holiday chalets? which lapsed without
implementation.

13. I have noted the absence of objection to the proposal from neighbours and
also, albeit within the context of an outline application for planning permission
with all maters reserved, from the Council in terms of scale and design, living
conditions of occupiers of neighbouring properties and highways and drainage
matters. Together with matters relating to ground conditions arising from the
previously developed nature of the appeal site, such matters could adequately
and appropriately be dealt with by way of standard conditions on an outline
planning permission, and by specific conditions. However, such factors weigh
neither in support of nor against the proposal and do not justify a decision
other than in accordance with the development plan.

Conclusion

14. For the reasons set out, and having considered all other matters raised, I
conclude that the appeal should be dismissed.

Graeme Robbie

INSPECTOR

2 LPA Ref No: 15/0148
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SCHEDULE B: Applications Determined by Other Authorities

20/0213
Item No: 09 Between 05/02/2021 and 11/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
20/0213 Mr R Peart Irthington
Date of Receipt: Agent: Ward:
17/04/2020 Longtown & the Border
Location: Grid Reference:
Land Adjacent Woodside, Newby E ast, Wetheral, 348436 559327

Carlisle, CA4 8RA

Proposal: Erection Of 1no. Dwelling Together With Creation Of New Access (Part
Retrospective)

Amendment:

REPORT Case Officer: Suzanne Osborne

Decision on Appeals:

Appeal Against: Appeal against refusal of planning perm.

Type of Appeal: Written Representations

Report:

Appeal Decision: Appeal Dismissed Date: 16/02/2021

A copy of the Notice of the decision of the Planning Inspectorate is printed following
this report.
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Appeal Decision

Site visit made on 4 February 2021

by L Nurser BA (Hons) Dip UP MRTPI

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government

Decision date: 16 February 2021

Appeal Ref: APP/E0915/W/20/3263334
Woodside Kennels, Woodside, Newby East, Carlisle, Cumbria, CA4 8RA

The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
against a refusal to grant planning permission.

The appeal is made by Mr Rodney Peart against the decision of Carlisle City Council.
The application Ref 20/0213, dated 15 April 2020, was refused by notice dated 28 May
2020.

The development proposed is erection of a dwelling to replace kennels application no
13/1009 decided 7/3/2104 and replacement no 14/0443 decided 23/5/2014 to private
kennels.

Decision

1.

The appeal is dismissed.

Preliminary matters

2.

The appeal site is associated with a former farmstead. Amongst the buildings
on site, are a traditional rendered farmhouse, with a pitched roof, chimneys at
both gable ends and a two storey smaller side extension, with what appears to
be converted agricultural buildings to the rear, as well as a number of other
outbuildings, one of which I understand may not have the benefit of planning
permission. Nonetheless, this is a matter which is not before me.

I am aware of the detailed history of the site, and that it is proposed that the
house would be built on the base which had been constructed as part of the
previously approved, but not completed kennel and ancillary building®.
However, in the interests of clarity, I have determined the appeal on the basis
of the merits of an application for a new market dwelling.

After the refusal of the application, the appellant submitted amended plans.
However, given that there would be a substantive difference in the roof form of
the amended scheme, in the interests of fairness, I have not accepted the
further plans.

The appeal proposal was refused for four reasons. However, the third and
fourth reasons for refusal have now fallen away. It has been agreed by both
parties that the demolition of the nearby kennels could be required by
condition, and therefore, there would be no impact on the living conditions of
future residents as a result of noise and disturbance from dogs barking.

114/0443
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Similarly, the Council no longer considers that it could sustain an objection on
highway safety grounds, and I have no reason to demur from this.

Main Issue

6.

The main issues in this case are whether the proposed development would be
consistent with the settlement strategy of the development plan, and the effect
of the proposed development on the character and appearance of the
surrounding countryside.

Reasons

Location

7.

10.

The wider appeal site falls within open countryside, surrounded by open fields,
set within a defined group of buildings associated with Woodside, which is a
former farmstead. At the time of my site visit I noted a loose cluster of
individual properties further south beyond the bend of the road, and Tyndle,
which is on the same stretch of the C1010 as the appeal site but is physically
separate.

I have been referred to the appeal site’s relative proximity to Carlisle Airport,
and the Golden Fleece Hotel, is on the approach road to Newby East and note
that the site is around 4 miles from Brampton which I understand to be a
market town with a number of amenities. I am also aware that there is a local
Rambler bus that serves the rural area and that if required a bus could collect
school children to attend the local primary and secondary school. However, any
occupants of the proposed dwelling would be dependent on the private car for
their day to day needs.

In my mind, there is no doubt, that the proposed development would lie within
an isolated rural location, within the open countryside. As such Policy SP2 of
the Carlisle District Local Plan 2015- 2030 (LP), which sets out the Council’s
settlement strategy, requires that there be a specific need for development in
the open countryside.

It is no part of the appellant’s case that the proposed development of the
market dwelling would fall within any of the categories of development set out
in Policy HO 6 of the LP. The proposed market dwelling is not for an essential
rural worker, neither is it a replacement dwelling, nor the conversion of a
building. Consequently, I conclude that the appeal proposal would be contrary
to the Policies SP2 and HO6 of the LP which require development to accord with
the settlement strategy and for any development for housing within the open
countryside to accord with a number of criteria.

Character and appearance.

11.

I consider that, in isolation, it would be possible through the use of conditions,
to control materials and to provide a landscaping scheme to make the appeal
proposal appear acceptable. I note an attempt has been made to articulate the
front of the property through the use of varying roof heights, and a recessing
of the secondary access to the garaging and cloakroom. However, the proposed
dwelling’s living accommodation would be of a similar height to Woodside,
together with the attached cloakroom and garaging, and would appear
substantially wider than the rendered element of Woodside.

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate 2
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12. Consequently, both due to its size and its physical proximity to Woodside, the
proposed dwelling would appear to compete visually with the host property.
Therefore, it would not read as being subservient to Woodside. As such, in my
judgment, it would not be sensitive to, nor respond to the local context of the
grouping of farmstead buildings. In coming to this conclusion, I note that the
proposed development would be set back off the road and that the former
stables are to be demolished.

13. I have carefully considered the impact of the proposed development in this
particular isolated, and exposed location, taking the opportunity to view the
wider site from the road and to drive past the site in both directions. I noted
that the avenue of trees to the south of the site, would screen the site to some
extent, as would the hedging at the front. Nonetheless, I conclude, given the
open nature of the landscape, the scale and form of the proposed development,
together with its relationship to Woodside, that the proposed development
would result in adverse harm to the character and appearance of the lowland
landscape. Consequently, the proposal would not accord with Policies SP6 and
GI1 of the LP, which are consistent with the design policies of the Framework in
relation to local distinctiveness, both in relation to the built environment and
the wider landscape. Therefore, it would have an adverse impact on the
character and appearance of the surrounding countryside.

Other matters

14. I have been referred to a number of developments which have been permitted
by the Council. However, I do not have sufficient information to consider if they
are comparable to the case before me. Additionally, I noted that there are
some substantial properties nearby. However, neither of these matters leads
me to a different conclusion other than that set out above.

Conclusion

15. For the reasons set out above, I conclude the appeal should be dismissed.

L Nurser BA (Hons) Dip VP MRIPI
INSPECTOR
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SCHEDULE B: Applications Determined by Other Authorities

20/0630
Item No: 10 Between 05/02/2021 and 11/03/2021
Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:
20/0630 Alight Media Carlisle
Date of Receipt: Agent: Ward:
21/09/2020 Mr C Thomas Cathedral & Castle
Location: Grid Reference:
Land adjacent K C Superbikes, 23-27 Church 339364 555917

Street, Carlisle, CA2 5TJ

Proposal: Display Of 1no. Freestanding Internally llluminated Double Sided 48
sheet Digital LED Display Sign

Amendment:

REPORT Case Officer: Alanzon Chan

Decision on Appeals:

Appeal Against: Appeal against refusal of planning perm.

Type of Appeal: Written Representations

Report:

Appeal Decision: Appeal Allowed with Conditions Date: 15/02/2021

A copy of the Notice of the decision of the Planning Inspectorate is printed following
this report.
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| ﬁﬁﬁ The Planning Inspectorate

Appeal Decision

Site visit made on 4 February 2021

by L Nurser BA (Hons) Dip UP MRTPI

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government

Decision date: 15 February 2021

Appeal Ref: APP/E0915/2/20/3263415
Land at KC Superbikes, Church Street, Carlisle, CA2 5T]

The appeal is made under Regulation 17 of the Town and Country Planning (Control of
Advertisements) (England) Regulations 2007 against a refusal to grant express consent.
The appeal is made by Mr Graeme Hughes against the decision of Carlisle City Council.
The application Ref 20/0630, dated 14 September 2020, was refused by notice dated
16 November 2020.

The advertisement proposed is the erection and display of two freestanding back-to-
back 48-sheet sized digital LED advertising units.

Decision

1.

The appeal is allowed and express consent is granted for the display of the
advertisement as applied for. The consent is for five years from the date of
this decision and is subject to the five standard conditions set out in the
Regulations and the following additional conditions:-

1)  The intensity of the illumination of the sign permitted by this consent
shall be no greater than 300 candela in the hours of darkness. During
the daylight hours the luminance shall be controlled by sensors to reflect
ambient light conditions and ensure that the display is not dazzling and at
all times it shall remain within that recommended by the Institute of
Lighting Professionals in its Professional Lighting Guide 05 (PLG 05)
Brightness of Illuminated Advertisements (or its equivalent in a
replacement Guide).

2) The minimum display time for each advertisement shall be 10 seconds
and the advertisement shall not include any features or equipment which
would permit interactive messages/advertisements to be displayed;

3) The interval between successive displays shall be 0.1 seconds or less and
the complete display screen shall change with no visual effects (including
fading, swiping or other animated transition methods) between displays
and the display will include a mechanism to default to a plain, black
screen if there is a malfunction, or the advertisement is not in use;

4) No images displayed shall resemble official road traffic signs, traffic lights
or traffic matrix signs.

Procedural matters

2.

In refusing the application, the Council refers to conflicts with Policy SP6 of the
Carlisle District Local Plan 2015- 2030, adopted 2016, (LP) which requires that
development proposals should respect local character and minimise visual

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate
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cluttering. The Regulations and paragraph 132 of the Framework both make
clear that advertisements should only be subject to control in the interests of
amenity and public safety, taking account of cumulative impacts. On this basis,
the Council’s policies alone cannot be decisive.

Main Issue

3. The main issues in this case are the effect of the proposed display on the
amenity of the area and its effect on public safety.

Reasons

Amenity

4. Church Street (the A595) forms one of the main routes into Carlisle. It is a

significant thoroughfare, commercial in nature, with a mix of modern
developments such as the large nearby Sainsbury’s Superstore, KC Superbikes,
and older industrial and smaller scale buildings, such as those on John Street.
In sum, it is a typical urbanised roadway, within a commercial area, in which
the planning practice guidance concludes that the principle of large
advertisements can be acceptable.

Nonetheless, I have carefully considered whether the proposed development,
which would be a large, free standing structure, constructed of modern
materials, with a light emitting diode display (LED), the strength of which
would be set to react to the ambient light level, and which would change every
10 seconds, would be in scale and in keeping with the local characteristic of the
area. In doing so, I have had particular regard to the requirements set out
within the Regulations.

It is not a point of dispute that there are no other large format illuminated
advertisements of a similar design, or which operate in the same way, in the
wider area. However, this, of itself, would not be a reason to dismiss the
appeal.

Visually, the proposed development, whilst clearly a contemporary iteration of
an advertisement, would not jar with the surrounding built environment.
Indeed, it would be seen in the context of the modern design of the KC
Superbike showroom. It would be set back off the road, would not extend
beyond the boundary of the appeal site, and would sit some distance from the
flank wall of no 31 John Street. The proposal would clearly be a large display,
designed to be highly visible, nevertheless, in my judgement, the location is
capable of absorbing the advertisement without detriment. Given the particular
locational characteristics of the site, it would not appear out of scale, nor
dominate the wider townscape either side of the road.

Therefore, I conclude that the proposal would not be overly obtrusive,
incongruous or a discordant feature, and would be consistent with both the
Regulations and paragraph 132 of the Framework, and therefore, as I have
found that it would cause no adverse impact on amenity, it would be consistent
with Policy SP6 of the LP.

https://www.gov.uk/planning-inspectorate 2
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Highway Safety

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

When approaching the appeal site from the west, the proposed advertisement
would be on the other side of the dual carriageway and therefore could not
interfere with or be a distraction to drivers.

I took the opportunity to cross the dual carriageway on foot taking advantage
of the central reservation, as well as to drive towards the appeal site from the
eastern direction. In doing so it appeared that the appeal proposal would be
partially visible on approaching, and when stationary at the Bridge Street traffic
light. However, due to the position of the proposed LED display, the traffic
lights would not be viewed directly in front of it. For drivers turning right into
Sainsbury’s there is a right turn lane and single traffic light. However, this
traffic head is in the middle of the carriageway and would not be seen in the
context of the proposed advertisement.

Similarly, I considered the impact of the appeal proposal on drivers leaving the
Sainsbury’s car park from Byron Street. However, it would have a negligible
impact as only the edge, or a sliver of the display panel would be visible, and
when at the traffic lights it would not be in the driver’s view.

Drivers approaching from John Street would only see the proposed
advertisement after having passed the traffic signals and having adjusted to
cope with the prevailing conditions.

I am aware that this form of advertisement is unusual within Carlisle. However,
it would correspond to industry standards in terms of the control of the
intensity of the lighting and the frequency of the change of the advertisement.
There is no evidence before me to suggest that the proposal is such an unusual
form of display, nor its proposed location unacceptable, so as to pose a danger
to road users either during the day or at night, and therefore, to cause a traffic
hazard.

In conclusion, it is important to ensure that advertisements, and especially
internally illuminated ones which have a changing display do not obstruct or
confuse a road-user’s view or reduce the clarity or effectiveness of a traffic sign
or signal. However, for the reasons set out above, the particular proposal
before me, would not result in such dangers and therefore would not be overly
distracting so as to impact on the concentration of drivers. Consequently, the
location and design of the proposed digital advertisement would not result in an
unacceptable risk to highway safety.

Other matters

15.

I have been referred to a number of other examples of advertisements in
support of the Council’s case. However, none appear to be directly comparable,
and in the instance of the appeal proposal at Bradford, I have been given very
little information. Moreover, I have determined the appeal, on the basis of the
evidence before me and the specific merits of the case.

Conclusion and conditions

16.

For the reasons given above I conclude that the display of the advertisement
would not be detrimental to the interests of amenity and public safety, and the
appeal is allowed and consent granted.
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17. I have considered the condition suggested by the Council in terms of the
luminance, but in the absence of any technical evidence, there is no
justification to depart from established industry standards. Therefore, whilst in
the interests of conciseness, I have made some changes to the conditions put
forward by the appellant, I consider that these, together with the five standard
conditions for an advertisement consent, to be adequate in the case of this
development in this particular location. These conditions will protect the visual
amenity of the area and maintain highway safety.

L Nurser BA(Hons) Dip VP MRIPI

INSPECTOR
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SCHEDULE B: Applications Determined by Other Authorities

Item No: 11 Between 05/02/2021 and 11/03/2021

Appn Ref No: Applicant: Parish:

20/9012 Thompsons of Prudhoe Multiple Parishes
Date of Receipt: Agent: Ward:

08/10/2020 Cumbria County Council - Brampton & Fellside

Economy & Planning

Location: Grid Reference:
Silvertop Quarry, Hallbankgate, Brampton, CA8 2PE 358980 561042

Proposal: Erection Of Extension To North Of Quarry
Amendment:

REPORT Case Officer: Alanzon Chan

City Council Observations on the Proposal:

Decision: City Council Observation - Observations Date: 03/12/2020
Decision of: Cumbria County Council

Decision Type: Grant Permission Date: 24/02/2021

A copy of the Notice of the decision of the Determining Authority is printed following
this report.
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CourWCouncil

The Town and Country Planning Act 1990

The Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure)

(England) Order 2015

NOTICE OF PLANNING PERMISSION

To: Thompsons of Prudhoe
Princess Way
Low Prudhoe
NE42 6PL

In pursuance of the powers under the above Act and Order the Cumbria County
Council as Local Planning Authority hereby permit the development described in your
application and on the plans/drawings attached thereto received on 7 October 2020.

viz: Proposed extension to the north of Silvertop Quarry, near Hallbankgate
Silvertop Quarry, Hallbankgate, Brampton, CA8 2PE

Subject to due compliance with the following conditions:

Time Limit for Implementation of Permission

1. The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three
years from the date of this permission.

Reason:

To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as

amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase
Act 2004.

Approved Scheme

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out, except where modified
by the conditions to this permission, in accordance with the following:

@*oQopow

The submitted Application Form — dated 27 September 2020

Planning Statement — dated September 2020

Ecological Impact Assessment — dated September 2020

Bird Breeding Survey — dated November 2019

Great Crested Newt Survey — dated September 2020

Carbon Emissions (Climate Change) Report — dated November 2017
Geotechnics, Surface Water and Flood Risk Assessment — dated
September 2020

Noise and Dust Management Plan — dated July 2020

Assessment of Potential Impacts on Hadrian’s Wall World Heritage Site —
dated April 2019 (updated September 2020)

Survey of Archaeological Earthworks — dated September 2020
Archaeological Desk Based Assessment — dated July 2020

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment — dated September 2020

. Plans numbered and named:

i) NT12629-003 - Location Plan

ii) NT12629-035 - Site Plan
Page 173 of 182
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iii) NT12629-033 - Proposed Restoration Plan-A1
iv) NT12629-036 - Proposed Development-A3
V) NT12629-0NT12629-039 - North Extension Restoration Plan-A3L38
Site investigation Locations-A1
Vi) NT12629-037 - Location of Limestone Reserves-A3
n. The details or schemes approved in accordance with the conditions
attached to this permission.

Reason: To ensure the development is carried out to an approved appropriate
standard and to avoid confusion as to what comprises the approved
scheme.

Timeframe for Working and Restoration

3 The extension area shall be worked for a maximum of three years and shall be
completely restored within 3 years of cessation of working the site. Written
notification shall be submitted within 14 days of commencement of sail
stripping works and 14 days of restoration works starting.

Reason:  To ensure the site is not worked permanently and the amenities of the
nearby residents are protected.

Hours of Operation

4 No operations, including the loading or transportation of minerals or operations
of quarry plant, shall take place on site outside the following hours:-

07.00 to 19.00 hours Mondays to Fridays
07.00 to 13.00 hours on Saturdays

No operation of quarry plant or loading or transportation of minerals, shall take
place on Sundays or on Bank or Public Holidays.

This condition shall not operate so as to prevent the use of pumping
equipment and the carrying out, outside these hours, of essential maintenance
to plant and machinery used on site.

Reason:  To ensure that no operations hereby permitted take place outside normal
working hours which would lead to an unacceptable impact upon the
amenity of local residents.

Access and Traffic

5 There shall be no vehicular access to or egress from the site other than via the
approved access on A689, as approved under planning permission 1/97/9021.

Reason:  To avoid vehicles entering or leaving the site by an unsatisfactory route.

6 The total number of laden heavy goods vehicles leaving Silvertop Quarry shall
not exceed 150 on any weekday and 75 on Saturdays. A record of all laden
heavy goods vehicles leaving Silvertop Quarry each day shall be maintained by
the operator and access to this record shall be afforded to the local planning
authority on request.

Reason:  To keep to acceptable levels the impact of lorry traffic on the amenity of
local residents and other road users.
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Control of Blasting

7 Except in the case of emergency, such instances to be notified to the local
planning authority, blasting shall not take place on site outside the following
hours:-

10.00 to 16.00 Mondays to Fridays
10.00 to 12.00 on Saturdays

There shall be no blasting on Saturday afternoon, Sundays, or Bank or
National Holidays.

Reason:  To restrict blasting to those hours of the day when it will cause least
inconvenience and disturbance to people living and working in the
locality.

8 The number of blasting operations shall not exceed 3 in any one week.

Reason:  To safeguard the amenity of local residents by restricting the number of
blasting events with can take place.

9 Before soil stripping commences in the extension area a scheme for the
monitoring of ground vibration shall be submitted for approval by the mineral
planning authority and shall be subsequently implemented in full. The scheme
shall include the requirement to produce and maintain a regression line model
to inform blast design so that ground vibration from blasting does not exceed a
peak particle velocity of 6mm per second in 95% of all blasts as measured at
the following dwellings:

= Carnetely
* New Garth
= Silver Top

The scheme shall also include locations and types of equipment used to
monitor blasts.

Reason:  To safeguard the amenity of local residents and to protect the structural
integrity of buildings and structures outside the site boundary, by
ensuring that blasting vibration does not cause a nuisance outside the
site boundary.

Control of Noise

10  All plant, machinery and vehicles used on site shall be effectively silenced at
all times and maintained in accordance with the manufacturers
recommendations.

Reason:  To safeguard the amenity of local residents by ensuring that the noise
generated in their operation is minimised and so does not constitute a
nuisance outside the boundaries of the site.

11 The rating levels for cumulative noise from all plant and machinery during the
operational life of the site shall not exceed 5dB above the existing LA90
background levels and 10 dB above the existing LAeq at any noise sensitive
premises as assessed in accordance with British Standard
4142:2014+A1:2019.

Reason:  To protect the amenitielga%f eIo1c7a5l %efs1i%%nts from noise pollution and to
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conform with Policy DC3 of the CMWLP.

12  Before soil stripping commences in the extension area a scheme for the
monitoring of noise shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the
Mineral Planning Authority. When approved the scheme shall be implemented
in full. The scheme shall include:-

i) noise monitoring locations;

ii) frequency of measurements;

i) presentation of results;

iv) modelling procedures;

v) procedures to be adopted if noise limits go above a certain level.

vi) procedure for investigating complaints notified to the operator by the Local
Planning Authority.

Reason:  To enable the effects of the development to be adequately monitored
during the course of the operations.

Control of Dust

13 Drilling equipment shall be fitted with effective dust suppression measures and
maintained in accordance with the manufacturers instructions.

Reason: To safeguard the amenity of local residents by ensuring that dust does
not constitute a nuisance outside the boundary of the site.

14  Before soil stripping commences in the extension area a scheme detailing dust
suppression measures shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the
local planning authority. When approved the scheme shall be implemented in
full.

i) Such measures shall include the spraying of haul and access roads,

i) working areas,

iii) plant and stockpiling areas with water to satisfactorily suppress dust in
periods of dry weather in order that it does not constitute a nuisance
outside the site.

Reason:  To safeguard the amenity of local residents by ensuring that dust does
not constitute a nuisance outside the boundary of the site.

15  All vehicles used to transport mineral from the site onto the public highway
shall be sheeted so as not to deposit any mineral upon the highway.

Reason: To ensure that material is not released into the air or deposited upon the
highway in the interest of local amenity and highway safety.

Control of Artificial Lighting

16 All artificial lighting units installed on the site shall be so sited and shielded as
to be incapable of direct sight from any residential property outside the site.

Reason:  To safeguard the amenity of local residents.
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Safeguarding of Watercourses and Drainage

17  Any chemical, oil or diesel storage tanks on the site shall be sited on
impervious bases and surrounded by impervious bund walls. Bunded areas
shall be capable of containing 110% of the largest tank's volume and should
enclose all fill and drawpipes.

Reason:  To avoid the pollution of any watercourse or groundwater resource.

18  There shall be no discharge of foul or contaminated drainage from the site into
either groundwater or any surface waters, whether direct or via soakaways.

Reason:  To avoid the pollution of any watercourse or groundwater resource.

Archaeology

19 No development shall commence within the site until the applicant has

secured the implementation of a programme of archaeological work in
accordance with a written scheme of investigation which has been submitted
by the applicant and approved by the Local Planning Authority.

This written scheme will include the following components:

i) An archaeological evaluation;

i) An archaeological recording programme the scope of which will be
dependent upon the results of the evaluation;

iii) Where significant archaeological remains are revealed by the
programme of archaeological work, there shall be carried out within
one year of the completion of that programme on site, or within such
timescale as otherwise agreed in writing by the LPA: a post-
excavation assessment and analysis, preparation of a site archive
ready for deposition at a store approved by the LPA, completion of
an archive report, and submission of the results for publication in a
suitable journal..

Reason:  To afford the opportunity for an examination to be made to determine the
existence of any remains of archaeological or historic interest within the
site and to decide on any action to be required for the preservation,
protection, examination or recording of such remains.

Stripping, Storage and Use of Soils and Overburden

20  Prior to any mineral extraction taking place within the extension area the
topsoil and subsoil shall be stripped and mounds shall be constructed in
accordance with drawing no: ‘EP1 rev A - Phasing plan’. Soils shall only be
stripped when dry and friable.

Reason:  To ensure the residential and visual amenities of the nearby residents are
protected.

21  Atleast 48 hours prior notice shall be given to the Mineral Planning Authority of
the commencement and estimated duration of each phase of soil stripping
operations. If the boundary of the area to be stripped is not marked by
identifiable features it shall be clearly marked with suitable pegs.

Reason:  To allow the Mineral Planning Authority to monitor the soil handling
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operations.

22  All available topsoil and subsoil shall be separately stripped from any part of
the site before it is excavated or is traversed by heavy vehicles or machinery
(except for the purposes of stripping that part of stacking topsoil on that part).

Reason:  To ensure that all the topsoil and subsoil is separately removed from the
site prior to the commencement of excavations and to prevent any
avoidable damage to the structure of the soils.

23 All topsoil, subsoil, soil-making material and other overburden which has been
stripped or removed shall be stacked separately in accordance with the
approved plans and prevented from mixing.

Reason:  To secure the satisfactory storage and retention of overburden and soils
for restoration.

24  The stripping, movement and respreading of soils shall be restricted to
occasions when the soil is in a suitably dry and friable condition and the
ground is sufficiently dry to allow passage of heavy vehicles and machinery
over it without damage to the soils and the topsoil can be separated from the
subsoil without difficulty.

Reason:  To prevent any avoidable damage to the structure of the soils.

25  The maximum height of any topsoil, subsoil or overburden mound above the
average original ground level of the land on which they stand shall be:-

» Topsoil 4 metres;
= Subsoil 6 metres.

Reason:  To reduce the damage to the soil structure and fertility.

26  All topsoil and subsoil shall be retained on the site and none shall be sold off
or removed from the site.

Reason:  To ensure that all the available soils are kept for use in the restoration of
the site.

27  Soil storage and screening mounds shall be sown down to grass in the first
available sowing season following their construction.

Reason:  To reduce the washing away of soils in the interests of pollution control
and in the interests of visual amenity.

Control of Weeds

28  All non-cropped areas of the site and all topsoil, subsoil and overburden stacks
shall be kept free from noxious agricultural weeds and all necessary steps shall
be taken to destroy such weeds at early stages of growth to prevent seeding.

Reason:  To properly manage the site and to prevent the spread of weeds onto
adjacent land.
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Dated 24 February 2021

Signed: Angela Jones
Executive Director - Economy and Infrastructure
on behalf of Cumbria County Council.

NOTES

The local planning authority has worked with the applicant/agent in a positive and
proactive manner to seek solutions to any problems that arose in dealing with this
application and has implemented the requirements of the National Planning Policy
Framework.

The policies and reasons for the approval of this planning application are set out
within  the planning officers’ report which can be viewed at:
https://planning.cumbria.gov.uk/Planning/Display/1/20/9012

The conditions attached to this permission may override details shown on the
application form, accompanying statements and plans.

Submissions to discharge planning conditions require a fee and any approval given
in relation to these shall be issued in writing.
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APPENDIX TO NOTIFICATION OF PLANNING DECISION

This Appendix does not form part of any consent, however, you should take careful
notice of the advice given below as it may affect your proposal.

1.

This grant of planning permission does not exempt you from regulation under
Building Control and Environmental Protection regimes. The County Council
regularly shares information with other authorities. Failure to comply with other
regulatory regimes may result in prosecution.

. Any grant of planning permission does not entitle developers to obstruct a public

right of way. Development, insofar as it affects a right of way, should not be started,
and the right of way should be kept open for public use, until the necessary order
under Section 247 or 257 of The Town and Country Planning Act 1990, or other
appropriate legislation, for the diversion or extinguishment of right of way has been
made and confirmed.

. The attention of the person to whom any permission has been granted is drawn to

Sections 7 and 8A of the Chronically Sick and Disabled Persons Act 1970 and to the
Code of Practice for Access of the Disabled to Buildings or any prescribed document
replacing that code.

. Any application made to the Local Planning Authority for any consent, agreement or

approval required by a condition or limitation attached to a grant of planning
permission will be treated as an application under Article 27 of The Town and
Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015 and
must be made in writing. A fee is payable for each submission. A single submission
may relate to more than one condition.

. There is a right of appeal against the failure to determine applications within the

specified period and against the refusal of any consent, agreement or approval for
which application is made (see enclosed “Notes in respect of Appeals to The
Secretary of State”).
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NOTES IN RESPECT OF APPEALS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE

If you are aggrieved by the decision of your local planning authority to refuse
permission for the proposed development or to grant it subject to conditions, then
you can appeal to the Secretary of State under section 78 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990. Please note, only the applicant possesses the right of appeal.

If you want to appeal against your local planning authority’s decision then you must
do so within 6 months of the date of this notice.

Appeals must be made using a form which you can get from the Secretary of State
at Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol BS1 6PN (Tel: 0303
444 5000) or online at: Planningportal.gov.uk/pcs

The Secretary of State can allow a longer period for giving notice of an appeal but
will not normally be prepared to use this power unless there are special
circumstances which excuse the delay in giving notice of appeal.

The Secretary of State need not consider an appeal if it seems to the Secretary of
State that the local planning authority could not have granted planning permission
for the proposed development or could not have granted it without the conditions
they imposed, having regard to the statutory requirements, to the provisions of any
development order and to any directions given under a development order.

Purchase Notices

If either the local planning authority or the Secretary of State refuses permission to
develop land or grants it subject to conditions, the owner may claim that he can
neither put the land to a reasonably beneficial use in its existing state nor render
the land capable of a reasonably beneficial use by the carrying out of any
development which has been or would be permitted.

In these circumstances, the owner may serve a purchase notice on the Council
(District Council, London Borough Council or Common Council of the City of
London) in whose area the land is situated. This notice will require the Council to
purchase his interest in the land in accordance with the provisions of part VI of the
Town and Country Planning Act 1990.
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