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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 1 July 2019 at 12.30 pm 

 

 

PRESENT: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

    Councillor JD Craig (Chairman) 
 
    Councillor O Gawith (Vice-Chairman) 

 
         Alderman D Drysdale  
         Councillors  M Gregg, J McCarthy, John Palmer  
         and A Swan  

 
OTHER MEMBERS: 

 
 
IN ATTENDANCE: 

 
 

 
 
 
         Director of Service Transformation 
         Head of Planning and Capital Development 
         Principal Planning Officer (RH) 

Senior Planning Officers (MCO’N and RT) 
Member Services Officer  
Attendance Clerk 

 
Legal Advisor: 
B Martyn - Cleaver Fulton & Rankin  
  
Department for Infrastructure Representatives 

       Mr Lionel Walsh  
       Mr Stephen Cash 

 
 

Commencement of Meeting 
 
The Chairman, Councillor JD Craig, welcomed everyone to the meeting.  
 
Introductions were made by the Chairman and some 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 WJ Dillon, 
Alderman A Grehan, Councillor U Mackin and Councillor C McCready.  It was 
noted that Alderman D Drysdale would be arriving late to the meeting. 
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Councillor J Palmer updated the Committee on Alderman Dillon’s progress and 
indicated that he was hoping to be discharged from hospital quite soon. 

 
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. 
 
During the course of the meeting, the following Declaration of Interest was 
received: 

 
• Alderman D Drysdale declared an interest in Item 4.2.3 

“LA05/2019/0643/PAN - For Industry and Commerce as zoned in the Belfast 
Metropolitan Area Plan 2015, Approved for Use Classes B1(b) call centre, 
B1(c) research and development, B2 Light Industrial, B3 general industrial 
and B4 storage and distribution.  Main entrance from Carrowreagh Road”, on 
the basis that he was Chairman of a competing business park.   

 
Alderman Drysdale was advised by the Head of Planning and Capital 
Development in consultation with the Legal Advisor that, as this item was for 
noting only and the Committee would not be taking a decision on it at this 
stage, it was not necessary for him to leave the meeting. 

 
3. Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on Monday 17 June 2019. 

 
It was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by 
Councillor M Gregg, and agreed that the Minutes of the Committee Meeting held 
on Monday 17 June 2019 as circulated be confirmed and signed. 

 
4. Report of 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 
determination of an application.  If absent for any part of the discussion they would 
render themselves unable to vote on the application. 
 
The Legal Adviser highlighted paragraphs 46 - 48 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. 
 
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. 
 
The Chairman also advised that representatives of the Department for 
Infrastructure, Roads Service, were present at the meeting to assist with 
consideration of applications that had road safety or traffic management issues. 
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(1)   LA05/2015/0466/F – Demolition of residential premises and the erection of 
26 nr semi-detached dwellings and 1 nr detached dwelling (27 nr dwellings in 
total) site access works, development roads, associated siteworks and 
landscaping at 54 Saintfield Road, Lisburn and lands to the south and west of 
54 Saintfield Road, Lisburn 

 
(The Head of Planning and Capital Development left the meeting at 12.49 prior to 
consideration of this item.) 
 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined in the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Keith Trimble who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• Mr Trimble indicated that he was speaking on behalf of local residents who 

had no objection in principle to housing development on the site but were 
concerned regarding road safety and management issues 

• He stated that there were so many aspect of the design that did not meet 
road safety requirements 

• He indicated that the only suggestion by the designers to deal with road 
safety issues had been the provision of a yellow box and this would have 
failed to address the problems 

• He referred to traffic problems in Plantation Road and neighbouring roads. 
 

There being no questions for Mr Trimble, the Chair then invited questions for the 
Planning Officers. 
 
In response to Members’ questions, the Principal Planning Officer provided further 
information regarding proposed measures to mitigate against noise nuisance.  
Comment provided included detail on the provision of acoustic fencing and 
additional planting along the motorway boundary and installation of acoustic 
glazing in properties backing on to that boundary. 

 
Mr Lionel Walsh from the Department for Infrastructure, provided additional 
information regarding road safety and traffic management issues arising from the 
proximity of the development to the Saintfield Road roundabout and Plantation 
Road junction. 
 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Principal Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 6:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 
 
(The Head of Planning and Capital Development returned to the meeting at 1.12 
pm and Mr Lionel Walsh, Department for Infrastructure, left the meeting at 1.14 pm 

 
(5)  LA05/2017/0909/F – Residential development to include 1 no. replacement 

dwelling and 12 no. new dwellings and the realignment of Plantation Mews 
Road at Plantation Road, Lisburn 
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The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Keith Trimble who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application highlighting the following: 

 
• Mr Trimble stated that he was a resident in the Mount Royal development off 

Plantation Road and was speaking on behalf of residents 
• He said there were no issues with the housing itself but a number of 

objections had been raised regarding parking, road safety and access issues. 
• He said that planning policy indicated that unsatisfactory piecemeal 

development would not be permitted 
• He expressed concerns about a house with a particularly large garden to the 

north of the site and about the provision of a 6 metre wide road with 
footpaths, indicating that these features could facilitate further intensive 
housing development on an adjoining site 

• He stated that, while the proposed site was not right on the Saintfield Road 
roundabout, even a small increase in traffic using that roundabout would 
exacerbate current traffic congestion. 

• Both BMAP and Lisburn Area Plan had indicated that new housing 
development should not have vehicular access via Plantation Road. 

 
In response to Members’ questions, Mr Trimble provided further clarification 
regarding BMAP and LAP guidelines.  With regard to the issue of piecemeal 
development, he accepted that the development was a relatively small one but 
referred to the cumulative and adverse impact of ongoing housing development on 
residential amenity and road safety.  He also provided clarification regarding bus 
and pedestrian access to the site from Hillhall Road. 

 
The Committee received Mr Richard O’Toole who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• Mr O’Toole stated that the applicant already had consent for a small number 

of houses allowing access in the same place on Plantation Road via 
Plantation Mews.   

• There was no adverse road impact as a result of this application; the 
realignment of access with Princetown Road would improve access and the 
replacement of an old house would create a better entrance 

• The road impact issue had been considered at a previous appeal hearing in 
connection with this development and the number of houses on the site had 
been deemed to be acceptable 

• When this development has been completed, the developer might apply to 
develop an adjoining site with access from Hillhall Road and at that stage the 
issue of cumulative impact on local residential amenity could be considered 

 
Officers then responded to Members’ questions as follows: 

 
• The Legal Adviser stated that each planning application must be considered 

on its own merits and possible future development could not be taken into 
account.   
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• The Principal Planning Officer provided clarification in relation to separation 
distances for two sites which the report noted fell below standards set out in 
Creating Places. Using visuals from the presentation, Members were advised 
that separation distances had been considered to be acceptable on balance 
due to the difference in levels, nature and orientation of the houses within the 
respective sites and that windows in gables were en suite bathrooms with 
obscured glass.   

• Mr Stephen Cash, Department for Infrastructure, provided further clarification 
on access arrangements and the extent of the footpath provision into the site 
and how this was connected to Plantation Mews. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Principal Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 5:1 with 0 abstentions to approve the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report and subject to the conditions contained therein. 
 
(Alderman D Drysdale arrived at the meeting at 1.51 pm; Mr Stephen Cash, 
Department for Infrastructure, left the meeting at 1.52 pm) 
 

(2) LA05/2018/1094/F – Erection of two storey dwelling with attached double 
garage on a farm at 88 Steps Road, Donaghcloney 

 
The Senior Planning Officer (RT) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Edwin Poots MLA who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• Mr Poots advised that the applicant was getting married next year and 

wished to build a family home on his farm 
• He advised that there was intensive farming on the site with 350 cows and 

70,000 chickens 
• There was a difficulty in that the farm was land locked on 3 sides and a site 

was possible on only one side.   
• There were drainage issues on the site immediately next to the farm where a 

drainage pipe on occasion was unable to deal with water from the farm and 
from streams coming from higher land  

• The land started to rise steeply in the only site closer to the farm that was 
available and any dwelling on that site would be very prominent 

• The applicant and his father had replaced a dry storage shed on the farm 
with a milking parlour and it would be their intention to construct a new 
storage shed on the land immediately next to the farm 

• The proposed site for the new dwelling was only 30 metres away from the 
farm  

• He suggested that a site visit would be useful in clarifying the issues raised 
 

In response to Members’ questions, Mr Poots confirmed that the proposed site for 
the dwelling was much less visible in the landscape than a site closer to the farm 
but on rising ground.  He also provided clarification on regulations on separation 
distances between farm buildings and dwellings. 
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Following consideration of the information provided in the report of the Senior 
Planning Officer and by those making representation, it was proposed by the Vice-
Chair, Councillor O Gawith, seconded by Alderman D Drysdale, and agreed by a 
majority of 4:3 that determination of this application be deferred for a site visit. 

 
(4) LA05/2017/0868/O – 2 No. dwellings beside 42 Halfpenny Gate Road, 

Broomhedge, Moira 
 

The Senior Planning Officer (MCON) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 

 
The Committee received Mr Andrew McCready who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• The site was located to the north of the road and formed a gap in a 

substantial stretch of road frontage development 
• The issues were whether the site was an infill opportunity and did it impact 

on the distance between countryside and the existing settlement  
• A gospel hall had recently been constructed at the edge of the existing 

settlement and this changed the settlement limit.   
• The proposed site was located between the gospel hall and the line of built 

up frontage and therefore should be considered to meet the criteria for an 
infill site. 

• He referred to examples in Hillhall and Rathvarnet villages where planning 
permission had been granted for sites outside the settlement limits 

 
In response to queries by Members, Mr McCready confirmed that it was the 
applicant’s contention that the existence of the gospel hall meant that the site 
could be considered to meet the criteria for an infill gap. 
 
The Committee received Mr Edwin Poots MLA who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• PPS21 sought to prevent scattered or random development within the 

countryside  
• The Planning Officers placed great emphasis on the fact that there was a 

separation between Broomhedge and Halfpenny but driving along the road 
you saw a continuous row of built up frontage. 

• Broomhedge was one settlement and was made up of Lower and Upper 
Broomhedge;  

• Sustaining the gap at the proposed site did not do anything in terms of 
conservation of the countryside 

 
In response to a query by Members, the Senior Planning Officer clarified that 
PPS21 CTY8 applied to infill gaps in a rural context outside settlement limits; in 
this instance the built up frontage in Halfpenny was part of an existing settlement 
and could not be taken into account when considering an infill site.   
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development advised that the gospel hall had 
been granted planning permission in 2016 on the basis that it was a community 
facility and that it was located within the countryside. 
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He further clarified that the gospel hall was the only building with a rural context 
and explained in two other cases in the Council area how the Planning Appeals 
Commission had interpreted the planning policy and how this informed the advice 
in terms of which buildings should be taken into account when assessing these 
types of application.     

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Senior Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 6:1 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 

 
Adjournment of meeting 
 
The Chairman, Councillor JD Craig, declared the meeting adjourned at 2.45 pm 
 
Resumption of meeting 
 
The Chairman, Councillor JD Craig, declared the meeting resumed at 3.17 pm 

 
(3) LA05/2018/0914/F – Extension to garage (in matching materials) to 

accommodate vintage car and forklift at 80 Moneyreagh Road, Moneyreagh 
 

The Senior Planning Officer (RT) presented this application as outlined within the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Ewart Davis and Mr John Spratt who wished to speak 
in support of the application highlighting the following: 
 
• the site lay within a cluster of housing; the site was half an acre and had 

mature hedging 
• There had been no objections from neighbours or from statutory consultees 
• The site was located 55 metres from the road entrance 
• Only the front up and over door of the garage could be seen and the 

proposed extension extended further back in the site 
• The house and gardens were well maintained and screened with flowers, 

hedging and fencing 
• The applicant had two jobs and had a works van and his own van; he also 

had a fork lift truck and a vintage car  
• The proposal did not impact on amenity space, parking space or 

manoeuvring space within the site 
• The planners had measured the garage space as being 280 sq. metres but it 

was in fact 220 sq. metres 
• The issue about the scale of the garage space had not been raised 

previously by the planners and the applicant had not been given the 
opportunity to mitigate against this 

• The proposal would not affect the amenity of surrounding properties 
 

In response to a Member’s query as to whether a meeting had taken place with 
planners to discuss the scale of the garage provision, Mr Davies indicated that it 
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had not and that he would have expected the planners to raise this issue with the 
applicant in writing. 
 
In response to queries by Members, the Senior Planning Officer clarified the 
amendment to a previous planning approval for a garage and why the location 
within the site could be distinguished from an earlier refusal of permission. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Senior Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 7:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 
 

(6)  LA05/2018/0254/F – Replacement dwelling and retention and change of use 
of existing dwelling to crèche at 17a Upper Mealough Road, Carryduff 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Gary Thompson who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• The proposal was for a much needed child care facility in the rural community 
• The planning system was set up to regulate planning in the public interest 
• NI Executive had identified a need for several thousand child care places in 

Northern Ireland, 2,000 of which were needed in rural areas 
• A 2010 NI Childcare survey pointed to the need for more child minding 

places. 
• In relation to the proposal for a replacement dwelling, the site was located off 

the main road and behind existing outbuildings and mature hedging 
• The crèche building was ideal for children with opportunities for nature walks 

and an equestrian centre in the vicinity 
• The Rivers Agency flood map did not indicate that the area was a flood area 
• Existing drainage on the site was more than adequate 
• The proposal did not involve the removal of any existing buildings so a bat 

survey was not relevant 
• DCAM 13 stated that detached dwellings were more suitable for child 

minding facilities which was the case in this instance 
• The proposal would be an employment opportunity within the countryside 
• 3 dwellings had been constructed at the end of the lane and there had been 

improvements to the road which would satisfy Transport NI requirements  
 
In response to Members’ queries, Mr Thompson responded as follows: 
 

• He provided information on the existence of other creches within the locality;  
• The applicant did not have personal experience of running a crèche but had 

plans for the development of the business.   
• The applicant had provided responses on two occasions to issues raised by 

Roads Service.   
• A pre-application meeting had been requested but had been refused by 

planning officers.   
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• The bio-diversity survey included a check list that could be completed and 
submitted but a full risk assessment would be very costly and was not 
considered necessary since the site did not lie within a flood plain. 

• The laneway was wide and included cycling facilities in both directions and 
was therefore more than adequate for the development 

• The applicant’s businesses on the site were an equestrian centre and a farm 
 

In response to a Member’s question, the Head of Planning and Capital 
Development advised as follows: 

 
• The request for a pre-application meeting had been turned down because the 

scale of development proposed did not justify a meeting.   Written planning 
advice was offered instead and a letter issued.   

• The PAD request related to the change of use to a crèche and not for the 
replacement dwelling.   This was a different proposal.     

• There would have to be demonstrable reasons why a replacement dwelling 
must be located off-site.  That said, if Members were not minded to accept 
the advice of the officers, normally planning conditions or a legal agreement 
would be put in place to ensure that a new dwelling was not occupied until 
the crèche business was fully operational.    

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Principal Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 7:0 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 

 
(7)  LA05/2018/1017/F – Change of use from dwelling to office accommodation 

at 34b Plantation Avenue, Lisburn 
 

The Senior Planning Officer (MCON) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Keith Trimble who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• Residents would support the planning recommendation to refuse the 

application 
• The location of an office within a residential area was not necessary or 

appropriate 
• The office was linked to other developments but a portakabin facility at those 

development wold be more suitable 
 

In response to Members’ queries, Mr Trimble advised that the office was 
continuing to operate and had been there for some time.   
 
The Committee received Mr Brendan Starkey who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• The building was formerly a dwelling and was converted to a site and sales 

office for the Mount Royal development; the office remained to co-ordinate 
other developments within the area 
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• The applicant wished to retain the office for a temporary period of up to 5 
years 

• The office was no longer used as a sales office; it was used by 3 members of 
staff and was not visited by members of the public 

• Under planning policy, an office in an out of centre location would be 
acceptable when it was demonstrated that no other suitable site was 
available 

• There were no designated centres in close proximity to the development 
location 

• There was no prospect of the office being relocated to the city centre and 
instead the developer would place temporary site offices in other 
developments 

• The office caused no harm to the character of the area or residential amenity 
• The office had no impact on the viability and vitality of the town centre 
• There were no objections from statutory consultees 
• The administrative hub was a more sustainable operation than providing new 

temporary offices at other sites as allowed under permitted development 
 
In response to Members’ questions, Mr Starkey advised as follows: 
 

• The offices were functioning well and, as a matter of practicality and 
prudence, the applicant did not wish to relocate the office functions to 
temporary structures on other sites 

• The office conversion had been completed several years ago in association 
with the Mount Royal Gate development which had been completed 12 
months ago. 

• The building was used originally as sales and administration; sales and 
marketing had ceased on the site and it now functioned as an administrative 
hub to coordinate other developments 

• Mr Starkey was unable to provide information on the developer’s business 
address or whether they had other office accommodation 

 
The Committee received Mr Edwin Poots MLA who wished to speak in support of 
the application, highlighting the following: 

 
• The planning reasons for refusal included impact on the viability and vitality 

of the city centre but the office has had no impact on this over the past 5 
years and would have no impact in the future.  It was not a town centre type 
of office 

• The developer was making a substantial contribution to the economy of the 
area; there were a considerable number of people whose jobs were 
supported by this company 

• The office was central to the surrounding residential land use and had no 
impact on the character of the area 

• Planners could issue an approval but apply conditions in respect of its 
continued use  

• It made practical sense to continue to use it as an office and it would revert to 
a dwelling when that use had finished. 

 



   PC   01.07 2019 
 

420 
 

In response to Members’ questions and queries, Mr Poots stated that, although 
the Mount Royal development was completed, there were other developments in 
the immediate vicinity.  In response to a comment that approval could create a 
precedent, he stated that portakabin provision on other sites would have a more 
detrimental effect on a building site. 
 
In response to a Member’s question, the Senior Planning Officer confirmed that 
the office had originally been allowed under permitted development while the 
Mount Royal development was being constructed. 
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development read an extract from the 
legislation setting out the parameters for permitted development and the actions 
that should follow when the development was complete.   The context was 
changed and the site was now surrounding by housing.   
 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Senior Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a 
majority of 6:0 with 1 abstention to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 

 
(8)  LA05/2019/0500/F – Conversion and single storey extension to existing 

garage to provide ancillary accommodation and front porch alteration at 6 
Rivergate Lane, Blaris, Lisburn 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer responded to Members’ queries providing 
clarification on planning policy regarding housing annexes to meet the particular 
domestic circumstances of a family. 
 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Principal Planning Officer, agreed by a majority of 7:0 with 0 abstention to 
approve the application as outlined in the Officer’s report and subject to the 
conditions contained therein. 

 
4.2 Submission of Pre-Application Notices (PAN)  

 
4.2.1 LA05/2019/0582/PAN - Residential Development on Lands at 

numbers 43, 47 and 49 Lurgan Road and lands to west of 33 Lurgan 
Road, Moira 

 
The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor A 
Swan, seconded by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, and agreed to note 
the information provided in relation to the above Pre-Application Notice. 

 
4.2.2 LA05/2019/0589/PAN - Construction of new build 14 classroom, 

2,300 square metres, 400 pupil primary school on existing school site 
with additional land and associated works to the proposed school site 
at 18 Clarehill Road, Moira, Craigavon   
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The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor M 
Gregg, seconded by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, and agreed to note 
the information provided in relation to the above Pre-Application Notice. 

 
4.2.3 LA05/2019/0643/PAN - For Industry and Commerce as zoned in the 

Belfast Metropolitan Area Plan 2015, Approved for Use Classes 
B1(b) call centre, B1(c) research and development, B2 Light 
Industrial, B3 general industrial and B4 storage and distribution.  
Main entrance from Carrowreagh Road 

 
Alderman Drysdale indicated that he wished to make a Declaration of Interest in 
respect of this item on the basis that he was Chairman of a competing business 
park.  He was advised by the Head of Planning and Capital Development in 
consultation with the Legal Advisor that, as this item was for noting only and the 
Committee would not be taking a decision on it at this stage, it was not necessary 
for him to leave the meeting. 

 
The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, 
Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by Councillor J Palmer, and agreed to note the 
information provided in relation to the above Pre-Application Notice. 

 
4.3 Statutory Performance Indicators May 2019 

 
The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, 
Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by Councillor M Gregg, and agreed to note a 
draft monthly performance indicator from the Department of Infrastructure. 

 
4.4 Annual Statistical Bulletin – 2018/2019 Business Year 

 
It was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by 
Councillor A Swan, and agreed to note the issue by the Department for 
Infrastructure on 21 March 2019 of the DfI Northern Ireland Planning Statistics 
2018/19 Third Quarterly Statistical Bulletin  

 
5. Any Other Business 

 
5.1  Use of IPads for Viewing Planning Applications – Councillor M Gregg 

 
In response to a comment by Councillor M Gregg that the iPads were not fit for 
purpose when it came to viewing planning applications, the Head of Planning and 
Capital Development advised there was an issue with regard to compatibility of 
Apple technology with the planning portal and the Director of Service 
Transformation was discussing this with the Council’s IT section.  He advised that 
a report would be brought back to Committee on this matter.  
 
5.2 Emails to Members from Residents – Councillor A Swan   

 
In response to a query by Councillor A Swan, the Head of Planning and Capital 
Development advised that Members should forward emails received regarding 
planning applications to the Planning In-box rather than to individual officers.  He 
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advised however that there could be a GDPR issue arising and he would provide 
Members with an update on this. 
 
‘In Committee’ 
 
It was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by 
Councillor A Swan, and agreed to go ‘In Committee’ in order to receive an update 
on a legal matters. 
 
5.3 Update on Legal Matter – Head of Planning and Capital Development 
 
Members noted an update report on a legal matter from the Head of Planning and 
Capital Development 

 
Resumption of Normal Business 
 
It was proposed by the Deputy Mayor, Councillor J McCarthy, seconded by 
Alderman D Drysdale, and agreed to come out of committee and normal business 
was resumed. 

 
 
 
There being no further business, the meeting concluded at 5.23 pm. 
 
 
 
 

      
 ____________________________________        
  CHAIRMAN / MAYOR    

   


