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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 7 March 2016 at 6.00 pm 

 
 

 

PRESENT: 
 
 
 
 
 

OTHER 
MEMBERS: 

Councillor A Girvin (in the chair) 
 
Aldermen :  D Drysdale, G Rice MBE 
Councillors: P Catney, U Mackin, John Palmer,  
R Butler, M Tolerton 
  
Alderman J Tinsley, Councillor N Anderson, Councillor B 
Mallon, Councillor T Jeffers, Councillor R Walker 

  
 

IN ATTENDANCE: 
 

Lead Head of Planning and Building Control 
Planning Manager 
Principal Planning Officers (RH and LJ) 
Senior Planning Officers (AS, RT and PS) 
PCSP Manager 
Committee Secretary  
Attendance Clerk 

 
Cleaver Fulton & Rankin 
Kate McCusker (Legal Advisor) 

 
 
Commencement of Meeting 
 
The Vice-Chairman, Councillor A Girvin, welcomed everyone to the meeting. 
   
Introductions were made by the Vice-Chairman and some Housekeeping and 
Evacuation announcements were made by the Lead Head of Planning and Building 
Control. 
 
1.     Apologies 

 
It was noted that apologies had been received from The Right Worshipful The 
Mayor, Councillor R T Beckett, the Chairman, Alderman M Henderson MBE and 
Councillor L Poots. 
 

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: 
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• Councillor U Mackin advised that he had attended a public meeting as the 
Planning Chairman of the former Lisburn City Council re: Application 
Number Y/2014/0895/F and had provided advice, but he did not consider 
that this constituted an interest. 
 

• Councillor P Catney advised that he had also attended the public meeting 
as outlined above re: Application Number S/2014/0895/F, as well as a 
further residents’ meeting on site, but as he had not yet formed an opinion, 
he did not consider that this constituted an interest. 

 
• Councillor U Mackin referred to the additional Confidential Report 

regarding Application Number S/2013/0169/F and advised that he had 
been the Planning Committee Chairman of the former Lisburn City Council 
when this application had first been discussed and whilst he had been 
lobbied by both parties, he had not yet formed an opinion and did not 
consider that this constituted an interest. 
 

• Councillor R Butler advised that he worked for the same employer as Mr 
Gary King who was speaking in opposition of Application Number 
LA05/2015/0686/O, but he did not consider that this constituted an interest 
 

• During the course of the meeting Councillor U Mackin advised that he had 
attended a meeting in relation to Application Number S/2015/0255/F as 
the Chairman of the Planning Committee of the former Lisburn City 
Council but he had not yet formed an opinion and did not consider that this 
constituted an interest. 

 
3. Minutes of Meeting of Planning Committee held on Monday, 1 February 2016 
 
 It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Alderman G Rice and 
 agreed that the above Minutes be signed. 
    
4. Report from the Lead Head of Planning and Building Control 
 
   It was agreed that the report and recommendations of the Lead Head of 

  Planning and Building Control be adopted, subject to any decisions recorded 
 below:- 
 
  4.1 Change of Time for Planning Committee Meetings 
 

Members were asked to consider a change of time for Planning Committee 
meetings, following prior consultation with the Chairman, because of the 
business needs of the Council as the Planning Authority and due to the 
workloads involved and complexity of the planning issues facing the Planning 
Committee. 
 

 It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Alderman G Rice and 
following a vote by a majority of 6:2, with no abstentions, it was agreed that the 
Planning Committee meeting should commence at 2.00 pm on the first Monday 
of the month from April 2016 moving forward, with lunch being served at 1.30 pm. 
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4.2 “The New Northern Ireland Planning System : One Year On” - Conference 
 
It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Alderman D Drysdale and 
agreed that the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Planning Committee, or their 
nominees, should attend ‘The New Northern Ireland Planning System : One Year 
On” Conference taking place on Thursday, 24 March 2016 in Riddel Hall, 
Queens University Belfast, Stranmillis.   
 
Furthermore, any member of the Planning Committee who also wished to attend 
this Conference should contact the Committee Secretary as soon as possible.  

  
4.3 Report from the Planning Manager 

 
It was agreed that the report and recommendations of the Planning Manager be 

 adopted, subject to any decisions recorded below:- 
 
  Items for Decision 
 

  4.3.1 Schedule of Applications to be Determined 
    
 The Vice-Chairman reminded Members that they needed to be in for the entire 
item.  If absent for any part of the discussion they would render themselves unable 
to vote on the application. 
 

The Legal Advisor referred to the Protocol for the Operation of the Lisburn &  
Castlereagh City Council Planning Committee which provides guidance on decisions 
made which are contrary to Officers’ recommendations. 
 
Reference was made to Paragraphs 43-46 within the Protocol which states that 
‘the decision as to whether planning permission should be approved or refused 
lies with the Committee.  The views, opinions and recommendations of planning  
officers may on occasion, be at odds with the views, opinions or decisions of the 
Planning Committee or its Members.  This is acceptable where planning issues 
are finely balanced.’ 

 
The Legal Advisor further advised Members that ‘The Committee can accept  
or place a different interpretation on, or give different weight to, the various arguments 
and material considerations’. 
 
Members were reminded that ‘Committee decisions contrary to officer recommendation 
may be subject to legal challenge.  Members must therefore ensure that the reasons 
for the decision are set out and based on material planning reasons.  Furthermore, the 
Planning Officer should always be given the opportunity to explain the implications of 
the Planning Committee’s decision.’ 

 
Therefore ‘Decisions contrary to an Officer’s recommendation must be formally 
recorded in the Committee minutes and a copy placed on the file.’ 
 

 The Vice-Chairman advised that there were a number of speakers in attendance 
 making representation on some of the applications and therefore the Schedule of 
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 Applications would be taken out of order to enable these applications to be taken 
 first. 

 
  (3) LA05/2015/0055/F - Major – Housing Development at Lands situated 188 

  metres (approx.) north-west of 58 and 60 Greengraves Road, Dundonald 
 

 The Senior Planning Officer (AS) advised that 8 late representations had been 
received since the original report had been circulated to Members as a result of 
an independent traffic report.  However, he wished to reiterate that Transport NI 
had recorded no objections to the planning application. 

 
   The Committee considered the Application as outlined within the Report.  The 
  Senior Planning Officer highlighted the following issues: 
 

• Principle of Development 
• Planning History 
• Quality Residential Environments 
• Access, Movement and Parking 
• Flood Risk 
• Natural Heritage Interests 

 
  The Committee received Ms Brenda Ashenhurst who wished to speak in  
  opposition to the Application highlighting the following: 
 

• The Millmount Village Master Plan refers to a spine road; 
• Article 40 stipulates a developer covenant to complete the spine road 
• To date, this spine road has not been completed despite it being a 

requirement of previous planning applications; 
• As a result of the covenant being unfulfilled prior to this development, 

many local residents were wary of developers and planners; 
• The traffic statistics quoted were grossly under-estimated and unrealistic 

and could not be predetermined at this stage; 
• The Greengraves Road was currently being used as a ‘rat-run’ from the 

Upper Newtownards Road to the Comber Road; 
• The Greengraves Road had no overtaking areas and a number of ‘pinch 

points’ and was poorly maintained; 
• Many of the vehicles currently travelling on the Greengraves Road were 

driving at speed, due to the lack of restrictions; their unfamiliarity with the 
dangerous road conditions; and the 60mph speed limit;  

• That the response from Transport Department had not been included in 
the Planning file;  

• That local residents had been disappointed with the lack of feedback; 
• There were flooding issues on parts of the Greengraves Road and 

surrounding area 
• That if the development was routed out to the spine road it would be 

deemed more favourable 
 

   
  The Committee received Mr John Cowan, TSA Planning, who wished to speak in 
   support of the Application highlighting the following: 
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•  That Engineers had been engaged by the developer to look at the existing 
roads for this development; 

• That although the spine road was the preferred option, the proposed road 
improvements for this planning application were only an interim measure; 

• That, as the application site did not include the spine road, it was not 
within the gift of the developer to complete it, but the developer would 
improve what was there at present; 

• The Greengraves Road was within a rural area and such locations had a 
tendency to flood; 

• Whilst it was not within the developer’s brief to address the issue, there 
would be a storm surface system put in place; 

• The traffic statistics had been derived from an industry database 
comparing similar sites and predicting the anticipated traffic levels 

 
  This was followed by a question and answer session and debate. 
 

 The Committee, having considered the information provided within the report of 
the Senior Planning Officer and, as provided by Ms Brenda Ashenhurst and Mr 
John Cowan, voted 6:2 with no abstentions. 
 
It was agreed to uphold the recommendation of the Planning Officer which was to 
grant planning approval as outlined in the Officer’s report for the reasons stated 
therein. 

 
   (4) S/2014/0895/F – Local (Called In) – Development of 10 No. Cat 1  
    apartments in 2 No. blocks and 1 No. wheelchair adapted bungalow and 
    associated site works and car parking (Amended Access and Road  
    Layout) 

 
   The Committee considered the Application as outlined within the Report.   
  The Senior Planning Officer (RT) highlighted the following issues:  
 

• Principle of Development 
• Access, Movement and Parking 
• Quality Residential Environments: 

- Impact on Character of Area 
- Residential Amenity 
- Layout/Design/Materials 
- Landscaping 
- Parking Provision 

• Open Space 
• Flood Risk 

 
The Committee received Mr Vincent Kealy who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application highlighting the following: 
 

• That he was speaking on behalf of the residents of Iniscarn, many of 
whom had bought their Executive homes on the understanding that the 
green space site would remain as it was; 

• That he was unaware that the land had been zoned for social housing; 
• That the proposed reduction in green space would be impracticable 
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• That the green space site was used by the community throughout the 
year; 

• That the nearest green spaces were over a mile away and their location 
was totally unsuitable for children; 

• PPS8 stresses the importance of protecting open space within urban 
areas; 

• There is very strong feeling within the local community opposing this 
proposal; 

• There has already been two previous builds within the estate which were 
not objected to; 

• This proposed development would be located right in the centre of the 
estate 

 
The Committee received Mr Conor Hughes, Agent, who wished to speak in 
support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• SPPS has zoned this land for social housing and as such, this is a 
material planning consideration; 

• 50% of the open space has been retained; 
• There will be comprehensive landscaping provided which will serve the 

visual amenity and improve the open space; 
• The scheme is mainly for older residents over 55 and a specially adapted 

complex needs bungalow targeted to serve the specific needs of one local 
family; 

• This scheme has to be balanced against other needs as it serves a very 
specific local need; 

• This site has been determined by an analysis of the Development Plan; 
• The NIHE has specified the type of need required for this social housing; 
• Habinteg Housing Association have not looked at other zoned sites as a 

need has already been established at this site; 
• This site has been considered as part of BMAP and zoned accordingly; 
• A community engagement exercise was carried out and the views sought 

from 96 residents through a door to door survey; 
• That, whilst residents did voice their objections to the scheme, it had to be 

weighed against the planning merits of the scheme; 
• Whilst there is a requirement for new developments over 25 units to 

provide a specified area of open space - this development will only have 
11 units and 50% of the open space will be made accessible to the local 
community with the overall quality of the land being enhanced by 
landscaping; 

• This development for older residents will free up 3 bedroomed homes for 
local families in the area 

 
The Committee received Mr Trevor Lunn, MLA who wished to speak in 
opposition to the application highlighting the following: 
 

• This planning application creates a collision between 2 planning 
statements, namely – BMAP and PPS8 ‘Open Spaces’ policy; 

• When the estate was originally built in mid-1970’s, the green space had 
been left as an amenity to be enjoyed by the residents and community 
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• Whilst he would usually support social housing, in terms of OS1 of PPS8  - 
loss of open space – this development would not provide local community 
benefits and had received no community support ; 

• This development will create no detrimental impact on amenity but will 
have a detrimental impact on the local community; 

• That if this application is approved, the 50% of green space remaining will 
be very vulnerable under present conditions; 

• That as this estate was originally built in 1975 and the zoning of the land 
happened at a later stage, it contravened Policy OS1 

 
The Committee received Mr Edwin Poots MLA who wished to speak in opposition 
to the application highlighting the following: 
 
(The Senior Planning Officer (AS) temporarily left the meeting at 8.05 pm and 
returned at 8.10 pm) 
 

• The existing dwellings at Iniscarn have experienced historical drainage 
problems which have been ongoing and he had concerns that any 
additional housing would exacerbate the problem; 

• That PPS8 should take precedence over any other planning regulations; 
• That PPS8 requires 2.4 hectares of open space for every 1,000 population 

and he challenged the planners to demonstrate that this amount of open 
space was available;  

• That PPS8 included exceptions for the ‘public good’ -  if the loss of open 
space was outweighed any community benefit;  

• That the extent of public opposition to this development was very 
significant; 

• That PPS8 outlined the importance of open space as a valuable resource 
and once it had been built on, it was lost to the community forever; 

• That the policy sets out a minimum of 400m walking distance to a 
playground; 

• That the benefit derived from social housing had not been demonstrated 
clearly and the extent of opposition could be viewed from the large number 
of people in attendance in the Council Chamber; 

• That PPS8 overrides existing and future development plans as the 2.4 
hectares limit has not been met 

 
 This was followed by a question and answer session and at the culmination of 
further discussion and ensuing debate, the decision was put to a vote and by a 
unanimous majority of 0:8, it was agreed that the recommendation of the 
Planning Officer would not be upheld. 

 
 The Vice-Chairman stated that the Professional Officer's recommendation to 
 approve the planning permission had fallen and that a new motion was now 
 under consideration.  Section 45 of the 2011 Planning Act states that in dealing 
 with planning applications, the Council must have regard to the local 
 development plan, so far as material to the application, and to any other 
 material considerations. 
 

 It was proposed by Councillor U Mackin, seconded by Councillor M  Tolerton and 
by a unanimous majority, it was agreed that the reasons cited for the refusal of 
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the application were due to the PPS8 conditions relating to the adverse impact 
on open space and amenity; the loss of visual impact due to the varying heights 
of the proposed development and due to emerging policies in a local 
development plan that have not yet been approved or adopted. 
 
It was stated by the Planning Manager that although the refusal reasons had 
been agreed in principle at the Committee meeting, the precise wording of any 
conditions will be delegated to the Head of Planning in accordance with Section 7 
of the Local Government (Northern Ireland) Act 2014. 

  
  The Vice-Chairman declared the application refused for the reasons stated 
 above. 
 

 It was further unanimously agreed that the Planning Committee, as a Planning 
Authority, recommend that the Council write to the NIHE inviting them to explain 
their rationale for selling off their land in such circumstances. 
 

Adjournment of Meeting 
 
At this stage (8.28 pm) the Vice-Chairman acceded to a request from Alderman D 
Drysdale and declared the meeting adjourned for a short comfort break. 

 
Resumption of Meeting 
 
The Vice-Chairman declared the meeting resumed at 8.40 pm.   
  

 (6) Y/2015/0079/F -  Local (Called in) – Change of use of part of Warehouse 
  to use as a Family Adventure and Indoor Trampoline Centre   
  (Retrospective) 

 
 It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Councillor M Tolerton and 
 unanimously agreed that consideration of this planning application be deferred to 
 enable a site meeting to be arranged, at a date and time to be agreed in liaison 
with the Chairman. 

 
 The Vice-Chairman apologised to Mr Prenter, Mr Cummings, Councillor N 
Anderson, Councillor B Mallon and Ms E Pengelly MLA who had attended 
tonight’s meeting to speak in relation to the above planning application. 

  
(7)  LA05/2015/0686/O – Local (Called in) – Replacement Dwelling approx. 

255m East of 74 Tullynore Road, Hillsborough  
 

  The Committee Considered the Application as outlined within the Report, the 
Senior Planning Officer (PS) highlighted the following issues: 

 
• Principle of Development 
• Siting and Design 
• Road Safety 

 
 The Committee received Mr Gary King who was speaking in opposition to the 

application highlighting the following: 
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• That he had initially purchased his house on the basis that there would be 
no houses built opposite; 

• That new legislation still stipulated that there should be no residential 
buildings on greenbelted land; 

• That there was no dwelling to replace as it did not comply with CTY3 
requirements, in that all of the walls were not substantially intact; 

• That the building had not been previously used as a dwelling; 
• That agricultural buildings did not qualify for replacement dwelling under 

planning legislation and were excluded as such; 
• That there was no historical evidence of a dwelling ever being there and the 

evidence submitted had been based on hearsay; 
• That SPPS must be taken into account; 
• That settlement limits would prohibit this development; 
• That the conditions within PPS21 and CTY1 did not support this 

development; 
• That this development contravenes the conditions of BMAP in relation to 

Drumlough and the surrounding area; 
• That if approved, the new dwelling would affect the line of sight and 

overshadow most of the neighbouring properties; 
• That if the Council approves this application - this would set a dangerous 

precedent; 
• That the rounded gable end wall structure did not reflect the characteristics 

of a dwelling 
 
The Committee received Ms V Baird, Applicant, who was speaking in support 
of the application highlighting the following: 
 
• That she came from a longstanding family from the Drumlough area and 
 wished to remain in the area;  
• She had been gifted the land; 
• That a former long-standing resident had advised her that the property 

 had been occupied in the past by two brothers, who were listed on the 
 1911 census as living in Drumlough; 

• That the property had not been lived in since 1963; 
• The building had evidence of a chimney; 
• The details within the building such as the design of the windows would be 

 classed as too intricate for a cattle shed; 
• She outlined the changes made to the property over the years which had 

 affected its shape; 
• An element of maintenance work had been carried out to stop it falling into 

 further disrepair; 
• It was her intention not to upset anyone but to build a modest 

 traditional cottage; 
• That she had caring responsibilities in relation to her grandparents 

 
The Committee received Mr E Poots, MLA, who was speaking in support of the 
application and highlighted the following: 

 
• The applicant came from a long-standing family with 200 years of 

historical links to the Drumlough area; 
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• The current building would not do demonstrable harm to the area; 
• If this building was classified as an agricultural building, it had the potential 

to be added to by up to 3000 sq feet per year which would create 
substantially more detrimental visual harm; 

• This building was largely intact; 
• Parts of the building had the essential characteristics of a dwelling as 

opposed to a purpose-built agricultural dwelling; 
• He had known the former long-standing resident who had recounted the 

residential history of the dwelling and stated that he would have no need 
to doubt her statement 

 
 Mr E Poots advised that he had photographs of a property in Ballymena which 
had been recently approved at Council which had a similar structure to this 
proposal. 

  
 Following a suggestion from Councillor U Mackin, it was agreed that Mr Poots be 

permitted to circulate the photographs he had brought to the  meeting and this 
was subsequently done. 

 
 This was followed by a question and answer session debate 
 

At the culmination of the discussion and ensuing debate, the decision was put to 
a vote and Members voted 4:4 with no abstentions.   As the Vice-Chairman had a 
deciding vote, he chose to vote in favour of the Officer's recommendation and it 
was agreed to uphold the recommendation of the Planning Officer which was to 
refuse planning approval as outlined in Officer’s report for the reasons stated 
therein. 

 
 It was therefore agreed that the Committee agree to refuse the application as 
 outlined in the Report and subject to the conditions stated therein 
.  

(1)  S/2015/0771/F – Major – Provision of new single storey steel clad building 
 housing 3 nr portacabins and covered parking for 2 nr vehicles and 
 associated external car parking 

 
 The Committee considered the Application as outlined within the Report, the 

Senior Planning Officer (PS) highlighted the following issues: 
 

• Principle of Development 
• Flooding Considerations 
• Natural Heritage Considerations 

 
  The Committee, having considered the information provided within the  

 Report, agreed by a unanimous vote of 8:0 with no abstentions to refuse the 
 application as outlined in the Report and subject to the conditions stated therein. 

 
 It was further unanimously agreed that immediate enforcement be taken in 

relation to this planning application. 
 

(2) S/2015/0255/F – Major – Change of Use of a redundant 
telecommunications building and compound to a tourist amenity complex 
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to include, extension and alterations to the existing structure to provide a 
new porch, roof extension and first floor enabling the provision of seven 
bedroom guest house and 1 self-catering unit and required parking 

  
 The Committee considered the Application as outlined within the Report, the 

Senior Planning Officer (RT) highlighted the following issues: 
 

• Principle of Development 
• Sustainable Development in the Countryside 

- Development in the Countryside (CTY1) 
- Conversion and re-use of existing buildings (CTY4) 
- Design and Integration (CTY13) 

• Tourism 
- Tourist amenities in the Countryside (TSM2) 
- Hotels, Guest Houses and Tourist Hostels in the Countryside (TSM3) 
- Self-Catering Accommodation in the Countryside (TSM5) 
- Criteria for Tourism Development (TSM7) 

• Access, Movement and Parking 
 

  The Committee, having considered the information provided within the  
 Report, agreed by a unanimous vote of 8:0, with no abstentions, to approve the 
 application as outlined in the Report and for the reasons stated therein. 

 
 (5) S/2015/0133/O – Local (Called In) – Proposed infill dwelling under PPS21, 
    the site forms a gap in a built-up frontage containing more than 3 buildings 
    to road frontage – Between 14 and 18 Corrstown Road, Upper Ballinderry 
 

  The Committee considered the Application as outlined within the Report, the 
Senior Planning Officer (PS) highlighted the following issues: 

 
• Principle of Development 
• Ribbon Development 
• Integration and Design 
• Rural Character 
• Additional Supporting Information 

 
 The Committee received Mr Michael Hanna, Applicant, who was speaking in 

support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• This application satisfied PPS21 conditions; 
• He outlined the curtilage of the properties;  
• He referred to the gap site of the existing building; 
• He advised that the proposed dwelling would not constitute a ribbon 

development; 
• He outlined the improvements made to the entrance; 
• This development would blend sympathetically with existing dwellings; 
• This development can be absorbed as an additional building within the 

existing ribbon; 
• The dwelling to the rear was approved despite being set back with no 

garden fronting onto the road; 



  PC   07.03.2016 

244 
 

• Within the last month, as outlined in the PACNI website, there have been 
200 appeal decisions in which 23 related to CTY1 and PPS8.  Following 
appeal, 10 applications had been allowed with the planning refusal 
overturned.  These statistics proved that the legislation was open to 
interpretation; 

• Further clarification was provided on the developments at the location; 
• The applicant and his family came from the local area, and he wished to 

remain in the area; 
• He referred to a previous appeal decision relating to the Scotstown Road 

area which was, in his view, an almost identical proposal and had been 
overturned at planning appeal 
 

Mr Hanna advised that he had photographs which would clarify the frontage of 
the site and it was agreed that Mr Hanna be permitted to circulate the 
photographs he had brought to the meeting and this was subsequently done. 
 
(The Legal Advisor temporarily left the meeting at 10.15 pm and returned at 
10.17 pm). 

 
  The Committee, having considered the information provided within the  
  Report, agreed by a majority vote of 5:3, with no abstentions, to refuse the 
  application as outlined in the Report and for the reasons stated therein. 
 

 (At this stage in proceedings – 10.20 pm - the three Senior Planning Officers (AS, 
  RT and PS) left the meeting) 

  
    4.3.2 Local Development Plan – Statement of Community Involvement 
     (SCI) 
 

Members noted the content of a report on the consultation process associated with 
the Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) and considered a final version of 
the Statement of Community Involvement. 

 
It was proposed by Councillor R Butler, seconded by Alderman G Rice and agreed 
that the report on the Consultation process be noted. 
 
It was proposed by Alderman D Drysdale, seconded by Alderman G Rice and 
further agreed that the Statement of Community Involvement be approved for 
submission to the Council for agreement by the Department of the Environment. 
 

Items for Noting 
 
  4.3.3 Local Development Plan – Housing Growth Indicators (HGIs) 
 
It was proposed by Councillor R Butler, seconded by Councillor U Mackin and 
agreed that the copy of a report which refers to the Summary Paper produced for 
revised Housing Growth Indicators be noted. 
 
It was proposed by Alderman D Drysdale, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed that the letter from DRD to the Chief Executive in relation to revised 
Housing Growth Indicators for the Council area attaching DRD Methodology for 
HGIs be noted. 
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It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Councillor R Butler and 
agreed that the letter from the Lead Head of Planning in response to DRD be 
noted. 
 
  4.3.4 Local Development Plan – Development Plan Amendment  
   Regulations 
 
Members noted a letter from Angus Kerr, Director of Planning Policy Division, 
Department of the Environment, referring to The Planning (Local Development 
Plan) (Amendment) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2016.  These Regulations 
amend the transitional provisions in the Planning (Local Development Plan) 
Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2015 to include development plans prepared and 
adopted by the Department under the Planning (Northern Ireland) Order 1972 
within the definition of a departmental development plan under the Planning Act 
(Northern Ireland) 2011. 
 
It was proposed by Councillor P Catney, seconded by Councillor R Butler and 
agreed that the amendment made by the Department in respect of the transitional 
provisions in the Planning (Local Development Plan) Regulations (Northern 
Ireland) 2015 be noted. 
 
  4.3.5 Development Management – Decisions Issued February 2016
  
It was proposed by Councillor R Butler, seconded by Councillor M Tolerton and 
agreed that Members note that the Decisions Issued Report for the month of 
February 2016 would be circulated by e-mail during the week commencing 7 
March 2016, with the report being posted to the Planning Portal thereafter. 
 
  4.3.6 Development Management – EIA Determination for Proposed Gas 
   Pipeline 
 
Members noted the content of a letter from RPS to the Planning Manager in 
respect of an EIA Determination for a proposed gas pipeline to connect 12 towns, 
several of which fell within the jurisdiction of Lisburn & Castlereagh City Council.  
Members were advised that this submission was for information purposes only at 
this point. 
 
Members further noted the content of a letter from RPS to the Planning Manager of 
Newry Mourne and Down Council attaching a related Environmental Management 
Plan and associated drawings. 
 
It was proposed by Councillor U Mackin, seconded by Councillor R Butler and 
agreed that the detail associated with the proposed gas pipeline be noted. 
 
4.4 Correspondence received from Mid & East Antrim Borough Council 
 
It was proposed by Councillor M Tolerton, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed that a copy of a letter received from Mid & East Antrim Borough Council 
regarding support for sustainability appraisal and strategic environmental 
assessment, along with a draft Service Level Agreement, be noted. 
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It was also agreed that a further report would be brought to a future meeting. 
 
4.5 Budget Report – Planning Unit 
 
It was proposed by Councillor M Tolerton, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed that the content and information contained within the Summary Budget 
Report for the Planning Unit for the year to 31 March 2016, as at 31 January 2016, 
be noted. 
 
4.6 Rolling Year Absence Figures for the Planning Unit for the Period: 1 April 
  2015 – 31 December 2015 
 
It was proposed by Councillor M Tolerton, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed that the content and information contained within the Absence Report for 
the Planning Unit for the period 1 April 2015 – 31 December 2015 be noted. 
 
4.7 Corporate Risk Register 
 
Members were advised that the Corporate Risk Register had been approved by 
the Governance and Audit Committee in January and was being presented to the 
Planning Committee for information.   
 
Members were asked to note the specific elements of the Corporate Risk Register 
relating to Planning.  The associated risk action plans detail the arrangements 
within Planning to manage these particular corporate risks and, as the Corporate 
Risk Register was a living document, it would be subject to regular review and 
amendment as such. 
 
It was proposed by Councillor M Tolerton, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed to note the Corporate Risk Register.  

 
5. Confidential Report from the Lead Head of Planning and Building Control 
 
‘In Committee’ 
 
It was proposed by Councillor R Butler, seconded by Councillor J Palmer and agreed 
that the following items be considered ‘In Committee’ in the absence of press or 
members of the public for the reasons outlined on the Agenda. 
 
(The Legal Advisor left the meeting at 10.25 pm.) 
  
 Items for Noting 
 
 5.1 Development Management – Appeals Notification 
 

Members had been furnished with a copy of a Costs Decision letter from the 
Planning Appeals Commission in respect of an appeal (2015/A0043) against the 
refusal of full planning permission in respect of planning application 
Y/2014/0343/F for one infill dwelling, in substitution for previously approved 
dwelling and garage (Y/2014/0064/F) and the Commissioner’s report in respect 
of the Appeal and the Appeal Decision. 
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Following discussion, Officers agreed to take on board Members’ comments. 
 

It was proposed by Alderman G Rice, seconded by Councillor M Tolerton and 
agreed to note the position with regard to this appeal and the recent Award of 
Costs. 

 
 5.2 Enforcement – Cases with Court Proceedings for March 2016 
 

Having been provided with information on Enforcement Cases with Court 
Proceedings for March 2016, it was proposed by Alderman G Rice, seconded by 
Councillor R Butler and agreed that the information provided within the 
Enforcement Update should be noted. 
 

(The Legal Advisor returned to the meeting at 10.37 pm.) 
 

 
6. Additional Report by the Lead Head of Planning and Building Control 
 
It was agreed that the additional report and recommendations of the Lead Head of 
Planning and Building Control be adopted, subject to any decisions recorded below:- 
 

6.1 Judicial review Proceedings regarding Planning Permission for a Wind 
Turbine 

 
Members were furnished with a report detailing information regarding Judicial 
Review proceedings in connection with planning permission for a wind turbine. 
 
Members discussed the information and content contained within the report. 
 
It was proposed by Alderman D Drysdale, seconded by Councillor P Catney and 
agreed that the Planning Committee concede the judicial review challenge.  

 
Resumption of Normal Business 
 
It was proposed by Councillor R Butler, seconded by Councillor M Tolerton and agreed 
to come out of committee and normal business was resumed.  
   
7. Any Other Business 

 
 7.1 Planning Applications relating to Dwellings of Potential Historical Merit 
 
 Following a suggestion from Councillor J Palmer, it was agreed that Officers 

ensure, where possible, that any planning applications involving dwellings deemed 
to merit further consultation with NIEA or Historical Buildings, should be brought to 
the attention of the Planning Committee. 

 
 7.2 Scheme Delegation and Protocols 
 
 Following a request from Councillor U Mackin, it was agreed that the outstanding 

review of the Scheme Delegation and Protocols be progressed as soon as 
possible. 

 



  PC   07.03.2016 

248 
 

 It was further agreed that, in the interim, Officers would liaise with other Councils to 
ascertain what their Schemes and Protocols involved and a report would be 
brought to a future meeting of the Planning Committee.  

  
There being no further business, the meeting concluded at 10.45 pm. 
 
 

       ____________________________________    
      CHAIRMAN / MAYOR    

 
 
 


