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LISBURN & CASTLEREAGH CITY COUNCIL 

 
Minutes of Meeting of the Planning Committee held in the Council 
Chamber, Lisburn & Castlereagh City Council Offices, Island Civic Centre, 
The Island, Lisburn on Monday 2 December 2019 at 12.30 pm 

 

 

PRESENT: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Councillor J Craig (Chairman) 
 
Councillor O Gawith  (Vice-Chairman) 
 
Aldermen  J Dillon MBE JP,  A Grehan 
Councillors  M Gregg, U Mackin, J McCarthy, C McCready, 
John Palmer, A Swan 

IN ATTENDANCE: Director of Service Transformation 
Head of Service – Planning and Capital Development 
Principal Planning Officer (RH) 
Senior Planning Officers (RT and MB) 
Committee Secretary  
Attendance Clerk 

 
Cleaver Fulton & Rankin 
Brendan Martyn (Legal Advisor) 
Department for Infrastructure (Roads) 
Mr B Finlay 

 
The Chairman, Councillor J Craig, welcomed everyone to the meeting.   
 
Introductions were made by the Chairman and housekeeping and evacuation 
announcements were made by the Director of Service Transformation who also 
highlighted to those in the public gallery that information on the procedures of the 
Committee was available at the rear of the Council Chamber. 
 
1.     Apologies 

 
It was agreed that apologies be recorded on behalf of Alderman D Drysdale and it 
was noted that Councillor C McCready had advised that he would be late. 
 

2. Declarations of Interest  
 

The Chairman sought Declarations of Interest from Members and reminded them 
to complete the supporting forms which had been left at each desk. 
 
The following Declarations of Interest were made: 
 

• Councillor U Mackin referred to LA05/2019/0226/F and stated that whilst he 
had been approached by the land owner and objectors but had not 
provided any advice on the planning process.  He further confirmed that  
whilst he was recently appointed as a member of the Board of the Lagan 
Valley Regional Park, he had not attended any meetings at which this 
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matter may have been discussed.  He had not formed an opinion on the 
merits of the application. 

• Councillor U Mackin referred to LA05/2018/1100/O stating that whilst he 
had not attended the site meeting he felt he had sufficient information to be 
able to make a decision. 

• Councillor U Mackin referred to LA05/2018/0887/F and stated that whilst he 
had met the applicant and had called the application in at his request, he 
had not formed an opinion on its merits.  He said that he had not attended 
the site meeting but felt he had enough information to be able to make a 
decision. 

• Alderman J Dillon, Councillor A Swan, Councillor J Palmer, Councillor J 
Craig and Councillor J McCarthy referred to LA05/2019/0226/F and advised 
that they had been approached by the land owner but had not formed an 
opinion on the merits of the application. 

• Councillor J McCarthy referred to LA05/2018/1100/O and stated that his 
employer had previously made representations in respect of this application 
and therefore he would be withdrawing from the meeting during its 
determination. 

• During the course of the meeting Councillor J Craig referred to 
LA05/2019/0226/F stating that whilst he had been a former member of the 
Board of the Lagan Valley Regional Park he had not formed an opinion on 
the merits of this application. 
 

The Chairman, Councillor J Craig, then advised that Members of the Planning 
Committee (by virtue of being Members of the Council) had significant private or 
personal non-pecuniary interest in Planning Application LA05/2017/1009/F.  
However, the dispensation under paragraph 6.6 of the Code of Conduct applied 
and therefore Members might speak and vote on this application.  He advised 
that, as all Members had the same interest in this case, it was not considered 
necessary for each Member to individually declare their interest. 

 
3. Minutes 
 
 It was proposed by Councillor M Gregg, seconded by Councillor A Grehan and 
 agreed that the following Minutes be confirmed and signed. 
 

• Minutes of the Meeting of Planning Committee held on 4 November 2019. 
 

 4.  Report from the Head of Planning and Capital Development  
 
   4.1 Schedule of Applications: 

    
 The Chairman reminded Members that they needed to be present for the entire 

 item.  If absent for any part of the discussion they would render themselves 
 unable to vote on the application. 
 
He also advised that application LA05/2019/0595/0 had been removed from the  
Schedule of Applications. 
The Legal Adviser highlighted paragraphs 43 - 46 of the Protocol for the 
Operation of the Lisburn & Castlereagh City Council Planning Committee which, 
he advised, needed to be borne in mind when determinations were being made. 
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 The Chairman advised that there were a number of speakers in attendance 
 making representation on some of the applications and therefore the Schedule of 
 Applications would be taken out of order to enable these applications to be taken 
 first. 

   
(1) LA05/2017/1009/F – Full application for a park including pathways, 

boardwalks, car park play area, art features, mounding, gates, outdoor gym 
equipment and planting at Duncan's Glen open space north of Duncan Park 
between Stockdam Road – BT28 3SD, Magherlave Road – BT28 3BE, 
Duncan’s Road – BT28 3PL and Derriaghy Road 

 
The Senior Planning Officer (MB) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Ms Mary-Alice Phoenix who wished to speak in 
opposition to the application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• She acknowledged the work done by the Council for the community 
• She was supportive of the park overall however she and other residents 

had issue with the pedestrian access 
• Residents were dismayed at the amount of neighbour notification which 

had taken place and were concerned that anti-social behaviour could take 
place at the park as there was no indication that it would be gated. 

• She also outlined residents’ concerns regarding parking 
• She outlined an alternative access point which, she stated, would be more 

acceptable to residents 
 
  This was followed by a question and answer session during which Ms Phoenix 
  was asked to elaborate on the alternative access arrangements alluded to above 
  and was asked to indicate this on the drawings projected onto the overhead 
  screens. 
 

The Committee received Mr Chris McNabb who wished to speak in support of the 
application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• He referred to the location of the pedestrian access and clarified that this 
was further north than was indicated previously 

• Regarding the alternative proposed by residents, he outlined why this 
would not be appropriate 

• He advised that there would be a kissing gate to restrict access at the 
entrance but that this would be unlocked 

• He stated that the possibility of anti-social behaviour should not be used to 
hinder the development of parks as it can be demonstrated that the 
provision of parks can help reduce instances of anti-social behaviour and 
that one of the aims of the development was to promote a sense of 
ownership of the park 

• He advised that both community consultation and statutory consultation 
had been positive 

• Regarding conservation, he stated that there would be a robust 
compensation process regarding any trees removed and that there would 
be a management plan in place to oversee this 

• He stated that leaving the area as it was would result in deterioration 
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• There was a lack of open space in the area 
 
  The Committee then explored the comments made previously by Ms Phoenix 
  with Mr McNabb who advised that in regards to safety and security, the  
  developers would work with PSNI to ensure as much security was in place as 
  possible to minimise the risk of anti-social behaviour and to encourage a sense 
  of ownership. 
 
  The Director of Service Transformation outlined the history to this portion of land 
  and advised that design standards would be explored during the Capital  
  Development process. 
 
  The Head of Planning and Capital Development referred to paragraph 54 of the 
  Protocol for the Operation of the Planning Committee and clarified the three 
  reasons for deferring applications. 
 
  At this juncture, the Chairman advised the Committee that he had been made 
  aware that there were issues around the amount of appropriate public  
  consultation outside of the planning process which had taken place in respect of 
  this application and it was proposed by the Chairman, Councillor J Craig,  
  seconded by Councillor A Swan and unanimously agreed that the determination 
  of the application be deferred pending receipt of further information. 

 
  (2) LA05/2019/0226/F – Erection of social housing development consisting of 62 

no. residential units (47 townhouses and 15 apartments) associated access, 
internal roads, car parking, traffic calming measures, open space, hard and 
soft landscaping, bin stores, drainage, foul pumping station and other 
associated site works on lands east of 71-99 Meeting House Lane, north of 
41a, 43 and 45 Meeting House Lane and south of Church Lane. 

 
 The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr G Sleator who wished to speak in opposition to the 
application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• He was speaking on behalf of residents 
• He welcomed the recommendation of the planning officers 
• The application was contrary to SPPS, PPS21 and did not represent an 

exception to the policy and would encroach into Lagan Valley Regional 
Park 

• The application was suburban in style and would result in urban sprawl 
• The application would adversely impact the area 
• There was information outstanding in respect of parking and turning and it 

has not been proven that there would be no impact on road safety 
• A social housing need has not been demonstrated 
• An application on this scale would prejudice the Local Development Plan 
• Residents were not against social housing but this site does not meet 

exception standards 
• He considered that the recommendation should be upheld 
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The Committee received Mr Ryan McBirney and Mr James Wright who wished to 
speak in support of the application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• The chronology of the application was outlined and the timing of requests 
for information and related meetings which had taken place with planning 
officers 

• Mr McBirney advised that there were issues which they would like to 
address before the application would be refused and he requested the 
application be deferred for the consideration of further information. 

• He referred to the need for social housing stating that the Northern Ireland 
Housing Executive were supportive of housing on this site and provided 
the Committee with statistics to support this 

• He advised that alternative sites had been assessed but none had been 
identified 

 
  This was followed by a question and answer session which focused on the 
  reasons why further information had not been submitted and why e-mails seeking 
  a deferral had been circulated to members of the Committee.  Alderman J Dillon 
  stated that he felt there was an issue around the principle of development rather 
  than design. 
 
  Mr McBirney then outlined the series of events which had taken place and which 
  had resulted in the information not being submitted and stated that he believed 
  that there were reasons to make this an exception and therefore the principle of 
  development could be demonstrated. 
 
  (During the above discussion Councillor C McCready arrived at 1.45 pm). 
 
  Councillor U Mackin then addressed Mr McBirney requesting his comments on 
  the issue of the Lagan Valley Regional Park and drainage. 
 
  Mr McBirney responded advising that a drainage assessment had been  
  submitted and discharge applied for but no response had yet been received, he 
  advised that this information would be submitted once received but assured that 
  there would be no net impact. 
 
  Regarding the Lagan Valley Regional Park he advised that he had submitted a 
  case setting out the exceptional circumstances regarding the weighting of this 
  which was focused around the issue of social housing need.  He felt that this 
  application was a logical extension to the settlement as it was   
  surrounded on three sides by development.  He felt that the exceptional  
  circumstances i.e. the issue of need, provided the Committee with material 
  considerations to take into account. 
 
  Clarification was sought by Councillor U Mackin on the green space provided for 
  in the proposals and Mr McBirney advised that the percentage was in line with 
  policy requirement of 10%.  The roadside verge had been bolstered and there 
  was synergy  with the play park and the tow path to the Lagan Valley Regional 
  Park.  It was felt therefore that this would be the green space.  He advised that 
  further open space would be provided along Church Lane and that this would be 
  outlined should a deferral be acceded to. 
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  Alderman A Grehan asked whether any other sites had been considered and Mr 
  McBirney advised that an alternative site assessment had been carried out and 
  that 41 sites were considered in the area but none found to be suitable. 
 
  The Chairman, Councillor J Craig then referred to the request for a deferral and 
  asked the Head of Planning and Capital Development to comment. 
 
  The Head of Planning and Capital Development outlined a meeting which had 
  taken place on 9 October 2019 and outlined that the principle of development 
  had been discussed in the context of the location of the development in the 
  Lagan Valley Regional Park.  The layout was also discussed and issues  
  highlighted and confirmed that there was no agreement to hold the application to 
  allow for the design to be amended.   He also advised that a meeting had taken 
  place with the Housing Executive to discuss the need in the area and to ascertain 
  how housing  was allocated and that this information had been included in the 
  Planning Officers’ report. 
 
  The Chairman then sought comments regarding the granting of a deferral in 
  respect of this application however no proposal in this respect was put forward 
  by the Committee. 
 
  Councillor J Palmer stated that it was clear to him that this application was 
  contrary to planning policy. 
 
  Councillor M Gregg stated that there was no doubt that there was a housing 
  shortage but there were too many issues stacked against this application for it to 
  be approved. 
 
  Councillor U Mackin stated that in normal circumstances he was favourably 
  disposed to granting a deferral but in this case, after hearing all of the comments 
  made by those making representations, he had not heard anything to make him 
  wish to change the recommendation. 
 
  Councillor A Swan stated that it was his opinion that houses could not be built in 
  an Area of Natural Beauty and stated that he would not be content about  
  extending the settlement limits. 
 
  The Chairman, Councillor J Craig advised that he was a long time supporter of 
  the erection of social housing but always in an appropriate location.  The issue 
  here was that there was no overwhelming evidence to support this application 
  and he would therefore be supporting the recommendation.   

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit and by those making representations, agreed by a majority of 
9:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application for the reasons outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 
 
(Councillor C McCready was unable to vote as he was not in attendance for the 
entire discussion on the application under consideration). 
 
Adjournment of Meeting 
The Chairman, Councillor J Craig declared the meeting adjourned at 2.10 pm 
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Resumption of Meeting 
The Chairman, Councillor J Craig declared the meeting resumed at 2.25 pm 

 
 (Alderman A Grehan did not return to the meeting) 
 (Councillor J McCarthy did not return to the meeting at this stage having declared 
 an interest in the next application under consideration).      

 
      (3) LA05/2018/1100/O – Proposed infill dwelling and garage on lands between 

nos 124 and 126 Moira Road, Hillsborough (Previously deferred). 
  

 The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Andy Stephens who wished to speak in support of 
the application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• Initially there had been a recommendation to approve this application 
• The issue in this instance was the size of the gap and a small gap is not 

defined in the policy 
• He outlined the orientation of the housing and the gap size  
• He stated that no appeal had been upheld due to a gap being too small 
• He outlined how the gap had been measured by planners which he stated 

was incorrect 
• He referred to similar instances which had gone to appeal and had been 

allowed 
• He urged members to exercise their own judgement stating that there was 

a lack of objections, the gap size was undefined in policy, the gap had 
always been there, this would not create a ribbon of development and 
there was no demonstrable harm 

• He emphasised that the presumption in such circumstances was in favour 
of development 

 
  Alderman J Dillon clarified the reasons Mr Stephens considered that this  
  application met the gap site policy and at the request of the Chairman, Councillor 
  J Craig, the speaker outlined the gap sizes again emphasising the importance of 
  the gap between the buildings. 
 
  Councillor J Palmer sought clarification on the access point which was provided 
  by Mr Stephens. 
 
  Councillor O Gawith referred to the comment that ‘there were no over-riding 
  reasons why this is necessary’ and sought comment from Mr Stephens who 
  stated that, if the policy test was met, there was no need for reasons as the 
  principle of development would have been met, he emphasised that there would 
  be no demonstrable harm in this instance. 
 
  The Chairman then sought any questions which the Committee wished to ask of 
  the Planning Officers and Alderman J Dillon asked the Head of Planning and 
  Capital Development to comment on the Planning Unit’s recommendation. 
 
  The Head of Planning and Capital Development outlined that side gardens had 
  been considered before and have gone to appeal, as has been referred to.  He 
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  clarified the plot sizes and read from the appeal wording which, he considered, 
  would indicate that 126 retains adequate amenity space but the plot next door 
  was considered by the Planning Unit not to have a plot size reflective of the 
  surrounding area.  He stated that he felt that the Planning Unit had been  
  consistent with policy in their recommendation in that the application needed to 
  respect the plot sizes surrounding it. 
 
  Councillor U Mackin requested that the sizes of the plots be clarified and  
  was advised that this was 1460 metres squared and 1876 metres squared which 
  when divided by two resulted in one plot of 980 metres squared and one plot of 
  952 metres squared. 
 
  In response to a question from Councillor O Gawith, the Head of Planning and 
  Capital Development advised that the garage was not considered as a separate 
  plot to be measured with its own frontage. 
 
  Debate then ensued during which Alderman J Dillon stated that this was a finely 
  balanced decision which in his opinion should be approved. 
 
  Councillor U Mackin concurred stating that he did not feel there was a very 
  significant difference in area plot sizes and that there should be a presumption in 
  favour of approval in such finely balanced circumstances. 
 
  Councillor A Swan stated that he considered that this was a gap site and met 
  policy. 
 
  Councillor M Gregg said he considered that this did create a variance in plot 
  sizes and illustrated this using frontage sizes as an example. 
 
  Councillor J Palmer said that, in his opinion, this was a gap site but this would be 
  dependent on the size of the dwelling. 
 
  Councillor O Gawith stated that he felt conflicted and for that reason would be 
  abstaining from the vote. 
 
  The Chairman, Councillor J Craig stated that for him the use of area sizes had 
  re-enforced the recommendation of the Planning Officers and he found himself in 
  support of that.  He then addressed those finding themselves in favour of voting 
  for an  approval to put forward their reasons for doing so in planning terms. 
 
  Alderman J Dillon stated that this was a finely balanced decision and he was of 
  the opinion that policy stated that presumption should be in favour of approval. 
 
  The Head of Planning and Capital Development was asked to comment that in 
  relation to a contrary recommendation coming forward that the members of the 
  Committee engage with the policy and the reasons for refusal detailed in the 
  report by the Planning Unit. 
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 ‘In Committee’ 
 
 It was proposed by Councillor U Mackin, seconded by Councillor C McCready, 

and agreed to go ‘In Committee’ to obtain legal advice in the absence of press 
and public being present. 

 
   Legal Matters 

 
          The Legal Advisor provided the Committee with legal advice as requested. 
 

 Resumption of Normal Business 
 

 It was proposed by Councillor A Swan, seconded by Alderman J Dillon, and 
 agreed to come out of committee and normal business was resumed. 
 
 The debate continued with Councillor C McCready asking if there had been any 
 objections to the application and he was advised that there had not. 
  

 Councillor A Swan then addressed the three reasons set out for refusal in the 
 report stating that he considered that it was his opinion that the plot size was 
 consistent and regarding the third reason he did not consider that this 
 development would  result in suburban style development. 
 
 Councillor U Mackin acknowledged that this was a finely balanced decision 
 stating that it was a matter of judgement. 
 
 Regarding comments made in the report in respect of CTY1 of PPS 21 which 
 outlined that the planning officers considered that there were no over-riding 
 reasons for this development he stated that he did not concur with these 
 comments. 
 
 Regarding the SPPS he stated that it was his understanding that where there is 
 no demonstrable harm there should be a presumption in favour of development. 
 
 He stated that when the area of the plot size was used as the measure he 
 considered that there was not a considerable difference in size and he also 
 referred to the fact that that the plot sizes at the site in question were replicated 
 in plot sizes further along the road. 
 
 Regarding the issue of suburban build up he stated that he did not feel that one 
 additional dwelling would have a significant impact as per CTY14. 
 
 Councillor M Gregg stated that he could understand the difficulty with this 
 application however, after consideration of the plot sizes and frontage sizes, he 
 felt that he did not feel the policy requirements were met and that a precedent 
 could be set.  
 
 Alderman J Dillon stated that he did not consider that a precedent would be set 
 as he felt the application was policy compliant. 
 
 Councillor J Palmer stated that he also felt the application was policy compliant 
 and that any issues could be dealt with under Reserved Matters. 
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 Councillor McCready acknowledged this to be a finely balanced decision but 
 stated that he could not see any reason why the application could not be 
 approved. 
 
 The Head of Planning and Capital Development was asked to comment on 
 whether the policy was engaged.  He confirmed that the officers had accepted 
 there was a gap and that the members had engaged with the part of the policy in 
 respect of pattern of development and provided reasons why they disagreed with 
 the officer’s interpretation of the policy. 
 

  At the culmination of further discussion and ensuing debate, the decision was put 
  to a vote and by a majority of 5:2 with 1 abstention, it was agreed that the  
  recommendation of the Planning Officer would not be upheld. 

 
  The Chairman stated that the Professional Officer's recommendation to refuse 
  planning permission had fallen and that a new motion was now under  
  consideration.   

 
  It was then proposed by Alderman J Dillon, seconded by Councillor U Mackin 
  and by a majority of 5:1 with 2 abstentions it was agreed that the reasons cited 
  for the approval of the application would be: 

 
• That the Committee consider that this application complies with 

PPS21 as far as plot size is concerned and that it does respect the 
existing pattern of development.  It is considered that from any angle 
there was a gap large enough to accommodate a dwelling the detail of 
which could be dealt with under Reserved Matters.  

 
   The Chairman declared the application approved for the reasons stated above. 

 
 The Chairman then highlighted that because the application had been 
 recommended for refusal, no conditions had been drafted.  It was agreed by the 
 Committee that the drafting of Conditions be delegated to the Planning Unit. 
 
  The Committee further agreed that conditions be drafted which ensured that the 
 dwelling be consistent in height and footprint with those dwellings on either side 
 and that it should be generally in accordance with what was submitted. 
 
  There was some discussion on the need for a Section 76 Agreement to limit 
 Permitted Development on 124 Moira Road but after consideration it was agreed 
 by the  Committee that this would not be necessary. 
 

Adjournment of Meeting 
The Chairman, Councillor J Craig declared the meeting adjourned at 3.50 pm 
 
Resumption of Meeting 
The Chairman, Councillor J Craig declared the meeting resumed at 4.15 pm 

 
 (Councillor J McCarthy returned to the meeting at 4.15 pm) 
 (Councillor U Mackin did not return at this stage) 
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       (4) LA05/2018/0887/F – Replacement dwelling in conjunction with detached 
garage/wood store at 60 Ballynhinch Road, Dromara (previously deferred) 

 
 The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Jonathan Wilson who wished to speak in opposition 
to the application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• He stated that he had been dismayed at the last meeting and intended to 
take matters further, he went on to outline issues he had with the 
documentation circulated 

• He questioned a number of comments and procedural matters made at 
the last meeting 

• He felt this application should be deferred pending clarification on a 
number of issues 

 
  There were no questions from the Committee for Mr Wilson. 
 
  The Committee then asked the Planning Officer for clarification on the bat  
  surveys submitted, the installation of foam at the dwelling and the replacement of 
  roof tiles on the dwelling. 
 
  The Principal Planning Officer explained that a further consultation took place 
  with the consultee in respect of this matter and that no objection was raised. 
 
  Councillor A Swan sought comments from DfI (Roads), who were represented at 
  the meeting, and was advised that this proposal would be viewed by them as 
  betterment. 
 
  The Chairman, Councillor J Craig asked whether the new visibility splays met the 
  minimum requirements required by DfI (Roads) and was advised by the DfI 
  (Roads) representative that whilst they would not meet the requirements of a 
  greenfield site they were an improvement on the status quo and that the  
  Department would not require the same standards to be met in these  
  circumstances as it would expect from a greenfield site. 
 
  During the ensuing debate Councillor M Gregg stated that during the site meeting 
  there was evidence on site of a vehicular access.  He outlined the evidence and 
  concurred that this entrance would provide an improved scenario and that he 
  would therefore agree with the recommendation. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit and by those making representations, agreed by a majority of 
8:0 with 0 abstentions to approve the application as outlined in the Officers’ 
report and subject to the conditions stated therein. 
 
(During the above discussion Councillor U Mackin returned to the meeting at 
4.32pm but, as he was not present for the entire discussion, was unable to vote). 

 
       (5) LA05/2018/1137/F – Proposed dwelling (amended address) on lands 24 

metres west of 21 Belmont Grove, Lisburn 
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 The Senior Planning Officer (RT) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Patrick Johnston who wished to speak in support of 
the application and whose comments included the following: 
 

• This application met the requirements of PPS7 
• The application would not be overlooked 
• Neighbouring properties will retain privacy 
• He outlined the development and access 
• The proposal respects the pattern of development in the area 
• He outlined a similar proposal which had been approved 
• He stated that the rear garden would not be over-looked due to planting 
• He stated that this would be a large rear garden which met the 

requirements of Creating Places 
• He outlined the separation distances and how orientation prevented 

overlooking 
• He compared the development to Belmont Grove and stated that this 

would have larger gardens and more privacy 
• He outlined a similar development on vacant land which had been allowed 

on appeal 
• He outlined two other properties which were approved in close proximity to 

this 
• He stated that there were no objections 
• He stated that it was policy compliant and should be approved 

 
 
  This was followed by a question and answer session during which the site  
  dimensions were clarified as were the details of the two dwellings referred to by 
  Mr Johnston in the immediate vicinity.  There was also discussion on another 
  application in the immediate vicinity of the site which was currently in the  
  planning system and to be discussed as the next item on the Schedule. 
 
  The Committee then posed questions to the Planning Officer which focused on 
  details of the two houses referred to by Mr Johnston and the differences between 
  them and this proposal.   
 
  Clarification was sought by Councillor O Gawith on any side access to the rear of 
  the property from the front of the property during which it was confirmed that this 
  was very narrow.  The Head of Planning and Capital Development asked for the 
  actual dimensions of the dwelling and site to be provided to the members. 
 
  In response to a question from Councillor J Palmer it was confirmed that there 
  were no Tree Preservation Orders on the site. 
   

The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit and by those making representations, agreed by a majority of 
9:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application for the reasons outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 
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       (6) LA05/2019/0147/F – Proposed erection of 1 no detached dwelling, proposed 
retaining walls and all associated landscaping and site works on lands 
approximately 28m to the north of Pond Park Care Home, 2 Derriaghy Road, 
Lisburn. 

 
 The Senior Planning Officer (RT) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
 There were no speakers for or against the proposal. 
 

  During questions to officers Councillor C McCready sought information on the 
  land-ownership in this instance and the previous application and how this would 
  affect any recommendation.  It was confirmed that the two applications had 
  different land owners and that each application should be considered on its own 
  merit. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit, agreed by a majority of 9:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the 
application for the reasons outlined in the Officer’s report. 

 
   (7) LA05/2019/0595/O – Proposed infill dwelling and garage on lands 75m south 

of 157 Old Ballynahinch Road, Lisburn. 
 

 The Committee noted that the above application had been removed from the 
schedule. 

 
      (8) LA05/2019/0565/F – Glamping site associated with existing open farm 

comprising 20 no luxury glamping pods, 1 no reception pod, gravel access 
lane and car parking, landscaping and associated site works on lands at 
Streamvale Open Farm, 250m eas of 38 Ballyhanwood Road, Belfast. 

 
 The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
There were no speakers for or against the proposal.  There were no questions for 
the officers. 
 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit, agreed by a majority of 9:0 with 0 abstentions to approve the 
application for the reasons as outlined in the Officer’s report. 
 
(9) LA05/2019/0894/F – Proposed single storey rear and side extension to 
 provide a single bedroom with en-suite shower room and storage for a 
 person with a disability.  Ramped access to the front and rear with new 
 hard car standing to the front at 89 Killultagh Avenue, Glenavy. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer (MB) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
There were no speakers for or against the proposal.  There were no questions for 
the officers. 
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The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Unit, agreed by a majority of 9:0 with 0 abstentions to approve the 
application for the reasons as outlined in the Officer’s report. 
 

  4.2. Statutory Performance Indicators – October 2019 
 
 Members had been provided with information on Statutory Performance 
 Indicators for October 2019 and it was proposed by Councillor A Swan, 
 seconded by  Councillor J McCarthy and agreed that this information be noted. 

 
 4.3     Appeal Decision in respect of Planning Application LA05/2016/0973/A 
 
 Members had been provided with information on the above appeal decision 
 which advised that the appeal had been dismissed. 
 
 It was proposed by Councillor M Gregg, seconded by Alderman J Dillon and 
 agreed that the above information be noted. 
 
 4.4 Letter from the Royal Society of Ulster Architects. 
 
 Members had been provided with a copy of correspondence from the Royal 
 Society of Ulster Architects in relation to the use of the title ‘architect’. 
 
 It was proposed by Alderman J Dillon, seconded by Councillor A Swan and 
 agreed that the information circulated be noted. 
 
 4.5 Notification of the intention to install electronic communications apparatus 
  on land to the rear of 33 Glenavy Road, Lisburn 
 
 The Committee had been provided with information from Telefonica UK Limited 
 in respect of the intention to install electronic communications apparatus on land 
 to the rear of 33 Glenavy Road, Lisburn and it was proposed by Councillor M 
 Gregg, seconded by Councillor J McCarthy and agreed that the information be 
 noted. 
 
 Councillor U Mackin wished to highlight that, whilst this was an item for noting 
 rather than for decision, there was a concern within the community at the health 
 risks associated with 5G.  
 
 The Head of Planning and Capital Development advised the members that the 
 correspondence was only advisory and that no application for a Certificate of 
 Lawful is made on behalf of the company to ask if the works are lawful.  
 
 Councillor M Gregg suggested that the Council write to Ofcom to seek 
 assurance on the safety of 5G.  In response to this the Director of Service 
 Transformation advised the Committee that work was ongoing within the Council 
 to obtain statutory advice in this regard. 
 

5.    Report from the Director of Service Transformation 
 
 It was agreed that the reports and recommendations of the Director of Service 
Transformation be adopted, subject to any decisions recorded below.  
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5.1 Direction from DfI in respect of planning application LA05/2015/0342/O 

  comprising of an extension of existing established industrial estate at 
  Lurgan Road, Moira 
 
Members had been provided with copies of correspondence dated 31 October 
2019 from the Department for Infrastructure in respect of the above and it was 
proposed by Councillor A Swan seconded by Councillor M Gregg and agreed 
that the information be noted and that it also be noted that a further Report may 
be required should the applicant and the Council invoke the right to be heard at  

  Public Inquiry. 
 
6.  Confidential Report of the Director of Service Transformation 
 

  It was agreed that the Confidential Reports and recommendations of the Director 
of Service Transformation be adopted, subject to any decisions recorded below. 
The Chairman advised that the item(s) would be discussed ‘in Committee’ for 
 the following reason:   

   
    It related to information in relation to which a claim to legal professional privilege 

 could be maintained in legal proceedings. 
 

 ‘In Committee’ 
 
 It was proposed by Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by Councillor J Palmer, and 

agreed that the items in the Confidential Report be considered ‘In Committee’, in 
the absence of press and public being present. 

 
  6.1 Update on Legal Matters 

 
          Members were provided with an update on ongoing legal issues by the Director 
 of Service Transformation and the Legal Advisor after which it was proposed by 
          Alderman J Dillon, seconded by Councillor J McCarthy and agreed that the  
         information be noted. 
 

 Resumption of Normal Business 
 

 It was proposed by Councillor C McCready, seconded by Councillor M Gregg 
 and agreed to come out of committee and normal business was resumed.  

 
6.  Any Other Business 

 
  There being no further business, the meeting concluded at 5.52 pm with the 

 Chairman wishing everyone the compliments of the season and advising that the 
 January 2020 meeting of the Committee would begin at 10.30 am. 

 
 

       ____________________________________    
      CHAIRMAN / MAYOR    


