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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 3 December 2018 at 10.00 am 

 

 

PRESENT: 
 
 
 

 

Alderman D Drysdale (Chairman) 
 
Aldermen  J Dillon MBE JP, and T Jeffers 
Councillors  N Anderson, J Craig, O Gawith, A Givan, 
B Hanvey, L Poots and N Trimble  

 
OTHER  
MEMBERS: 
 
 
IN ATTENDANCE: 

 
Councillor A Redpath 
 
 
 

          Director of Service Transformation 
Head of Planning and Capital Development 
Principal Planning Officer (RH)) 
Senior Planning Officers (MB) 
Member Services Officer  
Attendance Clerk 

 
Legal Advisor: 
Brendan Martyn - Cleaver Fulton & Rankin  
  

 
Commencement of Meeting 
 
The Chairman, Alderman D Drysdale, 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. 
 
1.     Apologies 

 
It was agreed that apologies from Councillor A Girvin be recorded and it was noted 
that Councillor N Anderson and Councillor L Poots would be arriving 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 Declaration of Interest was made: 
 

• Alderman T Jeffers declared an interest in Item 4.4(5) Application 
LAO5/2017/0805/F on the basis that he would be speaking on the 
application. 
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3. Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on Monday 5 November 2018 
 

It was proposed by Alderman J Dillon, seconded by Alderman T Jeffers, and 
agreed that the above Minutes as circulated be confirmed and signed. 

 
4.  Report of the Director of Service Transformation 
 

It was agreed that the report and recommendations of the Director of Service 
Transformation be adopted, subject to any decisions recorded below:-  

 
4.1 Schedule of Applications to be Determined 
 
It was agreed to consider Agenda Item 4.4.1 ‘Schedule of Applications to be 
Determined’ at this stage in the meeting. 
 
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 43 - 46 of the Protocol for the Operation 
of the Lisburn & Castlereagh City Council Planning Committee which, she 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. 
 
It was agreed that the following 3 applications would be considered together. 
 

(1) LA05/2016/0957/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Construction of indoor 
arena, ancillary facilities and associated landscaping works with amended 
access arrangement on lands to the west of 41 Drennan Road Lisburn. 

 
(2) LA05/2017/0703/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Construction of 

commercial equestrian stables, ancillary facilities, associated landscaping 
works and an amended access arrangement (amended plans and 
supporting information) on lands to the west of 41 Drennan Road, Lisburn. 

 
(3) LA05/2018/0265/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Re-grading of land to 

allow for levelling of site for provision of a parking and turning area in 
association with equestrian activities and part agricultural field. Creation of 
new access and landscaping on lands immediately south-east of 41 
Drennan Road, Lisburn. 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented these applications as outlined within 
the circulated reports. 

 
The Committee received Mr Brendan Starkey who wished to speak in support of 
the applications, highlighting the following: 
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• Incartus Pony Foundation was a self-funded charity providing therapy sessions 
for children with autism and special educational needs and about 100 children 
were using the service. 

• The charity was one of only a few organisations providing this type of therapy in 
Northern Ireland 

• DAERA has commissioned Deloitte to undertake an analysis of the benefits of this 
therapy and that report was expected by the end of the year. 

• The charity’s current funding model was not sustainable and it could face closure 
if alternative funding was not found.  This plan was for the development of a 
commercial business that would help to sustain the charity 

• The business would involve buying and selling Grand Prix standard show jumping 
horses 

• Refusal reasons for the indoor arena and stables were the visual impact and the 
amenity impact. 

• The buildings would not be entirely visible from the road; applicant would be 
planting 1,000 plants in and around the site to aid integration 

• The separation distances and the planting would mean that the buildings would 
not be prominent in the environment 

• With regard to amenity impact, Environmental Health had raised no objection and 
all consultees were supportive of the proposal and had offered no objections. 

• The applicant has no interest in staging large scale equestrian events in the future 
and would be willing to enter into a S76 agreement restricting the use of the site 
for such events 

• With regard to the car park, the principal planning concerns were the need for a 
large car park and intensification of the site.   

• The proposal was for a car park with 17 spaces, 10 standard spaces and 7 larger 
spaces.  This would provide adequate space for car parking and manoeuvring 
larger vehicles; it would allow children to be dropped off and cars parked adjacent 
to the site 

• An equestrian development that had been approved by Mid-Antrim Council 
proposed 22  car parking spaces; that development did not have a charitable 
element and was smaller in scale 

• There would be no intensification of activity on the site and Environmental Health 
did not feel that the proposal would impact on neighbouring residential amenity 

• He asked Members of the Committee to look at the overall benefits of the scheme 
in terms of health and well-being, creation of jobs and encouraging a vibrant rural 
community 

 
Mr Starkey and the applicant, Mr Stephen Harvey, then responded to Members’ 
questions commenting as follows: 
 

• There was a need for a commercial element on the site in order to sustain 
the charity which cost over £100k per annum to keep going; 100 children 
were participating and there was no similar facility available to them. 

• The business involved breeding, training and selling horses and show 
jumpers for the US and European markets 

• Activity on the site did not involve providing riding lessons or livery services; 
it would not be fully open to the public 

• The indoor arena would be used for training horses as well as for the 
therapy sessions for children;  Exercise and training of horses would be 
carried out in the early morning from 6.30 am while the charity’s activities 
would take place from 10.00 am to 4.00 pm in winter and to 6.00 pm in 
summer 
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• Without an indoor arena, therapy session could not continue in adverse 
weather conditions which meant that they had to be suspended over the 
winter period 

• The business plan was based on 27 horses and provision of stabling, tack 
and other facilities had been based on that level of activity 

 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development then responded to Members’ 
queries.  He advised that the Planning Officer’s assessment had been based on 
the material facts provided with the application and it was felt that the scale and 
size of the proposed facilities were inappropriate for the site. 
 
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 1 abstention to refuse application LA05/2016/0957/F as 
outlined in the Officer’s report.  
 
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 1 abstention to refuse application LA05/2017/0703/F as 
outlined in the Officer’s report.  
 
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 1 abstention to refuse application LA05/2018/0265/F as 
outlined in the Officer’s report.  

 
(4) LA05/2018/0228/F – Local Application (Exceptions apply) – Part demolition 

of existing office building and double height extension to provide play and 
adventure centre, associated car parking and ancillary works at 11 Altona 
Road Lisburn. 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Chris Bryson and Ms Aoife Hamilton who wished to 
speak in support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The speakers endorsed the Planning Officer’s recommendation and 
advised that they had engaged positively with the Planning Unit from pre-
application stage onwards. 

 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development responded to Members’ questions 
explaining the material consideration that were taken into account when reaching 
the planning decision. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Principal Planning Officer, agreed by a majority of 8:0 with 0 abstentions to 
approve the application as outlined in the Officer’s report and subject to the 
conditions and legal agreement stated therein. 

 
Having declared an interest in the next application, Alderman T Jeffers left the 
meeting at 11.36 pm. 
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(5) LA05/2017/0805/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Proposed dwelling 

with associated hard and soft landscaping on Lands to the rear of 1011 
Upper Newtownards Road, Dundonald. 

 
The Senior Planning Officer (MB) presented this application as outlined in the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Alderman T Jeffers who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application highlighting the following: 
 

• Alderman Jeffers indicated he was objecting on behalf of residents of 
Burton Avenue as the proposed development overlooked their houses 

• Some changes to the design had been made including the reduction of the 
ridge height and removal of a window 

• Access arrangements did not meet with PPS3 requirements and prejudiced 
road safety.  Access was from the main entrance to the Asda Supermarket 
in Dundonald and this was a one way system 

• He urged refusal of the application on the grounds of access. 
 
Alderman Jeffers responded to Members questions regarding various issues 
relating to access arrangements on the road.  Alderman Jeffers then left the 
meeting. 
 
The Committee received Mr Denis Duncan who wished to speak in support of the 
application, highlighting the following: 
 

• The site had been an unoccupied plot of land and had a history of anti-
social behaviour and neighbours welcomed development of the land. 

• During the construction phase, the development would be creating local 
jobs 

• There was a need for affordable housing in the area and the proposal would 
be targeted at first-time buyers and those wishing to down size 

• The developer had worked with the Planning Office to mitigate concerns 
raised by local residents and had amended the design to meet those 
concerns 

• The driveway of the next door dwelling opened out onto the road and the 
clients of the hairdressing business at the corner parked along the road 

• The road was not a one way road.  The Asda car park had a one-way 
system but the road up to the car park was a 2 way road. 

 
Mr Duncan responded to Members’ questions and clarified that the road was a 
private road owned by Asda and had not been adopted by DfI  
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development responded to Members’ 
questions, advising as follows: 
 

• DfI had considered the application from a safety aspect and had 
recommended approval 

• Ownership of the road and access permission would not form part of the 
planning process 
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• Asda had been notified of the planning application and had not submitted 
an objection 

• A condition would be applied to the approval that no development could 
commence at the site unless and until vehicular access had been agreed. 

 
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 approve the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report and subject to the conditions stated therein. 
 
Adjournment of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared the meeting adjourned at 12.11 pm 
 
Resumption of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared the meeting resumed at 12.21 pm 
 
Alderman T Jeffers returned to the meeting at 12.21 pm 

 
(6) LA05/2017/1148/O – Local Application (Previously deferred) – Proposed 

off-site replacement dwelling and garage with the retention of the host 
building for use as a farm building at a dwelling located 50 metres NNW of 
85 Burren Road, Burren, Ballynahinch to location 50 metres NW of 85 
Burren Road, Burren. 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented this application as outlined in the 
circulated report. 
 
Councillor N Anderson arrived at 12.28 pm 
 
The Committee received Mr Sam Hawthorne who wished to speak in support of 
the application highlighting the following: 
 

• Application was for replacement of a dwelling located on a farmyard 
• External amenity space was shared with the farmyard 
• Replacement on the existing site would mean that cattle housing and slurry 

tanks would be only 12 metres away from the replacement dwelling 
• Development on the farmyard would have health and safety issues 
• Planning policy permitted off-site replacement when the curtilage was so 

restricted 
• There were demonstrable benefits in locating the replacement dwelling at 

the proposed alternative location 
• Access and egress would not be viable at the existing unsafe road 
• The replacement site location would mean that the building would cluster 

with the farm buildings and would blend into the countryside 
• It was not possible to obtain a mortgage on a dwelling where access was 

through a farmyard 
 

Mr Hawthorne then responded to Members’ questions and advised that the field 
immediately behind the building to be replaced was not considered to be a suitable 
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replacement site as it was a marshy field and access would still have to be through 
the farmyard.  He also confirmed that the farm was being sold as a result of 
conditions in the will of the previous owner. 
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development responded to Members’ questions 
and advised that there was no planning history available to indicate that this 
particular building had been replaced previously.  He also advised that the 
Planning Officer could find no evidence that farming activity was ongoing at the 
site and there were therefore no health and safety issues. 
 
Councillor N Anderson indicated that he would be abstaining from the vote on this 
application as he had not been present for the entirety of the discussion. 
 
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 6:1 with 2 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 
 
Adjournment of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared an adjournment at 12.47 pm 
 
Resumption of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared the meeting resumed at 1.32 pm 
 
(Councillor L Poots and the Director of Service Transformation arrived at 1.32 pm) 

 
(7) LA05/2017/1030/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Demolition of existing 

garage and erection of 1 no. detached dwelling with associated access and 
parking (Amended proposal/drawings) at a site adjacent to 13 Hillside 
Crescent, Lisburn.  

 
The Senior Planning Officer (MB) presented this application as outlined in the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Jimmy Walker who wished to speak in opposition to 
the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The application has been a nightmare for local residents 
• The dwelling would be situated about 1 metre from the boundary with 15 

Hillside Crescent and would create overlooking and loss of amenity 
• A first floor gable window would have clear sight of rear private amenity 

space 
• Small front grassed area to both the new dwelling and to No 13 would be 

out of character with the area 
• The safety interface of pedestrian and vehicular traffic would cause issues 

and prevent vehicles from egressing from the driveway without the need to 
reverse 

• There was a 90° road bend in the direct vicinity of the site 
• DfI should revisit the application and reconsider their response 
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• Hillside Crescent was a busy road with issues caused by on street parking; 
bin lorries had to mount the pavement to get through 

• There was Fold housing in the area 
• The main entrance was located in the front elevation and there would be 

problems as delivery drivers would street park to access the entrance  
 
Mr Walker responded to Members’ questions regarding the following issues 
 

• The development was out of character in an established residential area 
• Other properties with access directly on to the road at the bend were on the 

opposite side of the road and had better visibility than at the inside of the 
bend. 

 
The Committee received Mr Colin McAuley who wished to speak in support of the 
application highlighting the following: 
 

• With the agreement of the Chairman, Mr McAuley distributed layout plans 
for the local area 

• The Planning Officer had confined the assessment to the character of 
Hillside Crescent only and an appropriate assessment should be that of the 
surrounding neighbourhood 

• The development of corner plots already formed part of the character of the 
neighbourhood 

• Established corner plot sizes varied in size from 276 to 368 sq metres and 
this plot was 373 sq metres. 

• Other comparable corner sites had much smaller garden provision; the 
proposed site had 70 sq metres of amenity space and 98 sq metres was 
retained for the existing development at No 13. 

• In terms of scale and massing, ridge height was below the adjoining 
development at No 13; the proposal respected the building line; and 
separation distances came within the norms for similar corner sites. 

• There had been considerable objections to previous proposals for the site 
that included a pair of semi-detached dwellings and a larger dwelling.  This 
particular scheme has attract a petition letter with 6 signatures. 

• The corner plot was becoming an eyesore and was not suitable as private 
amenity space for the existing dwelling. 

• The proposal did not cause overlooking or overshadowing 
• This was a finely balanced planning decision and permission should be in 

favour of the development 
 

Mr McAuley then responded to Members’ questions advising that the design of the 
proposal had been amended to reduce ridge height and change window design in 
order to meet planning concerns.   
 
The Committee received Mr Robbie Butler MLA who wished to speak in support of 
the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The applicant and the planners were in agreement with regard to important 
aspects of the application  

• Main reason for refusal was a difference in interpretation of SSPS policy 
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• The applicant has sought to ensure that the application was in keeping with 
the character of developments within the neighbourhood 

• In finely balanced planning cases, there was a presumption in favour of the 
applicant 

• The developer had sought to meet objectors’ concerns by changing the 
design 

 
Mr Butler responded to Members’ questions pointing out that the development 
would transform a neglected corner site and the finished building would enhance 
the character of the area. 
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development responded to Members’ questions 
regarding aspects of the development. 
 
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 8:2 with 0 abstentions to refuse the application as outlined in the 
Officer’s report. 

 
(8) LA05/2017/1298/F – Local Application – (Called in) – Single dwelling house 

CTY10 on lands opposite 21 and 23 Halftown Road, Lisburn.  

The Senior Planning Officer (MB) presented this application as outlined in the 
circulated report. 
 
The Committee welcomed Mr Conor McKenna and the applicant, Mr Hinds, who 
wished to speak in support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The application was an exceptional case; the business was an active farm 
and there had been ongoing maintenance which met the requirements of 
farming activity 

• The flood plain was relevant in that it had influenced the choice of site for 
the dwelling 

• The impact of the dwelling had been overstated; significant development 
on the other side of the road mitigated against the dominance issue 

• There was mature boundary on two sides and the other two sides of the 
plot would be planted with hedging to ensure integration. 

• The dwelling would be 1.5 storeys high and built in the vernacular style 
and would not be dominant 

• The farm had been in the applicant’s family since the 19th century; it had 
been retained by the family but has been let out in conacre 

• Single farm payment scheme had not been applied for in favour of an 
arrangement with tenant 

• The applicant now wished to farm the land himself  
 

Mr McKenna and Mr Hinds then responded to Members’ questions advising as 
follows: 
 

• The farm comprised 25-30 acres 
• The applicant owned a plot of land nearby that had farm buildings on it 
• The applicant had a farm business ID 
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• The leasee maintained the grounds and hedges  
 

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

• An issue for planning was whether this was an established farming 
business but this had not been an issue raised with previous planning 
applications for a dwelling on the farm 

• The farm was an active farm and the applicant owned farm buildings near 
the farm 

• The site for the dwelling had been pushed away from the flood plain as far 
as possible 

• There was a strong, heavily treed boundary to the site 
 
Mr Poots responded to Members’ questions stating that the critical viewpoint to the 
site was from Halftown Road and there was mature boundary planting.   
 
The Committee received Councillor Alexander Redpath who wished to speak in 
support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The main planning issues were the validity of the farm business and the 
nature of the site 

• This land had been actively farmed for over 100 years  
• The previous site for the dwelling was subject to flooding and the new 

location was located as far away as possible from the flood plain 
• There was no DAERA number but there was an existing conacre 

agreement with the tenant carrying out maintenance works in lieu of 
conacre payment 

• A cluster of trees at the roadside as well as mature hedging provided 
screening for the site. 

 
The committee received Mr Trevor Lunn MLA who wished to speak in support of 
the application highlighting the following 
 

• The farm had been in existence for 3 to 4 generations and was still being 
actively farmed.  

• The farm had a business ID and satisfied the criteria regarding 
maintenance of the land 

• The fact that the applicant did not claim single farm payments should not be 
a factor 

• It was the intention of the applicant to take over the farming of the land 
himself 

• Para 27 of the Planning Officer’s report referred to exceptional 
circumstances for the siting of a new building and in this case the 
exceptional circumstances were the history of flooding 

 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development responded to Members’ 
questions. 
 
Following discussion on the application, it was proposed by Councillor N 
Anderson, seconded by Councillor J Craig, and, by a majority of 6:2 with 1 
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abstention, it was agreed to defer the determination of the application pending a 
site meeting being arranged to enable Members to view the site and context.  
Officers were asked to obtain  
information regarding the flood plain and the history of flooding at the location. 
 
Adjournment of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared the meeting adjourned at 3.20 pm 
 
Resumption of Meeting 
 
The Chairman declared the meeting resumed at 3.44 pm 
 
It was agreed that the following two applications would be considered together. 
 

(9) LA05/2017/1038/O – Local Application – (Called in) – Dwelling and garage 
on lands 30m north of 75 Dromore Road, Hillsborough. 

(10) LA05/2017/1039/O – Local Application – (Called in) – Dwelling and garage 
on lands 55m north of 75 Dromore Road, Hillsborough 

 
The Principal Planning Officer (RH) presented these applications as outlined within 
the circulated report. 
 
The Committee received Mr Andrew McCready and the applicant, Mr Paul 
Stanfield, who wished to speak in support of the applications highlighting the 
following: 
 

• The applications complied with PPS21 CTY 1 and CTY 8 in that this was a 
gap site that would accommodate 2 dwellings 

• This stretch of the Dromore Road contained a line of at least 8 buildings to 
the south of the sites and 6 to the north of the sites 

• The Planning Officer considered that 69a lay entirely to the rear of No 69 
but it was clearly visible from the road and had road frontage; Mr McCready 
circulated a photograph of No 69a to support this statement 

• The concrete access driveway and building materials stored to the side on 
the grassed area were open to the road. 

• The palisade fencing around the building did not interfere with the frontage 
and was a security measure 

• Plot dimensions for the proposed dwellings lay within the range of 
comparable plots in the local area 

• The applications were compliant with CTY13; the rising ground to the rear 
of the sites and trees and hedging on the boundaries would aid integration 
in the countryside 

• The design of the buildings meant that they would not be prominent and 
would not cause a detrimental change to the character of the area 

 
Mr McCready and Mr Stanfield then responded to Members’ questions confirming 
that the grassed area to the front of 69a was used for storing building materials 
and advising that this area could not be considered as an infill site because the 
building would constitute development directly to the rear. 
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The Committee received Councillor Alexander Redpath who wished to speak in 
support of the application highlighting the following: 
 

• The one issue at stake was the primary purpose of the grassed area to the 
front of 69a  

• The grassed area formed part of the plot and part of the frontage of 69a 
which was a building materials business 

• The area was used as a storage area that expanded or decreased 
depending on the needs of the business 

• The proposed development was very much in keeping with the local area 
• Plot sizes were large but were in keeping with plot sizes in the area 

 
Councillor Redpath responded to Members’ questions regarding plot sizes and the 
curtilage of 69a. 
 
The Head of Planning and Capital Development then responded to Members’ 
questions on a range of issues including plot size, town settlement boundaries and 
boundary planting for the proposed sites. 
 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a majority of 
8:1with 1 abstention that the recommendation of the Planning Officer to refuse 
planning application LA05/2017/1038/O would not be upheld. 
 
The Chairman stated that the Professional Officer recommendation to refuse 
planning permission had fallen and that a new motion was now under 
consideration. 
 
It was proposed by Councillor N Trimble and seconded by Councillor L Poots that 
planning permission for the application be approved. 
 
In Committee 

 
It was proposed by Councillor L Poots, seconded by Councillor J Craig, and 
agreed to go ‘In Committee’ in order to receive legal advice in the absence of 
press and public. 
 
Members noted the advice received from the Legal Advisor. 
 
Resumption of Normal Business 
 
It was proposed by Councillor L Poots, seconded by Councillor J Craig, and 
agreed to come out of committee and normal business was resumed. 
 
It was agreed by a majority of 8 to1with 1 abstention, that the debate was finely 
balanced and that the reason cited for the recommendation for approval of 
application LA05/2017/1039/O was considered to  be: 
 

• that the proposal was compliant with Policy CTY8 of PPS 21 in that there 
was a small gap in a substantial and continuously built up frontage as No 
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69a Dromore Road was deemed by reason of the use of the land in front of 
the building and adjacent to the access for the sale of building supplies to 
have a frontage to the Dromore Road. 

 
The Committee, having considered the information provided within the Report of 
the Planning Officer and by those making representations, agreed by a majority of 
8 to1with 1 abstention that the recommendation of the Planning Officer to refuse 
planning application LA05/2017/1039/O would not be upheld. 
 
The Chairman stated that the Professional Officer recommendation to refuse 
planning permission had fallen and that a new motion was now under 
consideration. 
 
It was proposed by Councillor N Trimble and seconded by Councillor L Poots that 
planning permission for the application be approved. 
 
It was agreed by a majority of 8 to1with 1 abstention, that the debate was finely 
balanced and that the reason cited for the recommendation for approval of 
application LA05/2017/1039/O was considered to  be: 
 

• that the proposal was compliant with Policy CTY8 of PPS 21 in that there 
was a small gap in a substantial and continuously built up frontage as No 
69a Dromore Road was deemed by reason of the use of the land in front of 
the building and adjacent to the access for the sale of building supplies to 
have a frontage to the Dromore Road. 

 
(Councillor L Poots left the meeting at 5.02 pm) 
 
4.2 Budget Report – Planning Unit 

 
The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor N 
Anderson, seconded by and Councillor N Trimble, and agreed that the Committee 
note information contained within a Budget Report for the Service Transformation 
Department for the year to 31 March 2019 as at 31 October 2018. 

 
4.3 Prescribed Training and Competency Framework for the Operation of the 

Planning Committee 
 
The Committee was provided with copy extract from a report by the Northern 
Ireland Office together with copy correspondence from the Council to the Northern 
Ireland Local Commissioner for Standards in relation to training provision for 
Councillors who were decision makers for planning matters.   
 
It was proposed by Councillor N Anderson, seconded by Councillor N Trimble, 
and agreed that the Committee note the need for a competency framework for the 
operation of the Planning Committee; and the need for engagement of Members 
and, in particular, Planning Committee Members, in planning related training over 
the coming months. 
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4.4 Quality Risk Register 
 
The Committee was provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor N 
Anderson, seconded by Alderman T Jeffers and agreed that the Committee note 
the Departmental Risk Register. 

 
4.5 Report of the Head of Planning and Capital Development 

 
4.5.1 Schedule of Applications: 

    
It was noted that this item had been dealt with earlier in the meeting at Item 4.1 
above. 
 
Items for Noting 
       

4.5.2 Statutory Performance Indicators April-October 2018 
 

Members were provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor N Trimble, 
seconded by Councillor A Givan, and agreed that the Committee note the draft 
monthly performance indicator from the Department of Infrastructure. 

 
4.5.3 Mobile Operators Annual Network Update Plans 2018/2019 
 

Members were provided with copy and it was proposed by Councillor N Anderson, 
seconded by Alderman T Jeffers, and agreed that the Committee note the 
notification in respect of proposed mobile network operators’ proposed upgrade of 
equipment. 
              

4.5.4   Information in relation to Telefonica’s proposed upgrades 
 
It was proposed by Councillor J Craig, seconded by Councillor N Anderson, and 
agreed that the Committee note information provided in respect of Telefonica’s 
proposed upgrades of equipment at the following locations: 
 

4.5.4.1  Footpath at Kirkwoods Road, Lisburn  
4.5.4.2  Footpath outside of 1031 Upper Newtownards Road, Belfast 
4.5.4.3  At Down Royal, 60 Ballinderry Road, Lisburn  
4.5.4.4  Footpath to the front of 152 Longstone Street, Lisburn  
4.5.4.5  Footpath at Rathvarna Avenue, Lisburn 
4.5.4.6  Blaris Industrial Estate, Altona Road, Lisburn  
4.5.4.7  Millars Farm, Loughview, 46 Upper Braniel Road, 

Castlereagh. 
 
5.  Confidential Report from the Director of Service Transformation 

 
 It was agreed that the report and recommendations of the Confidential Report of 
the Director of Service Transformation be noted, subject to any decisions recorded 
below. 

 
The Chairman advised that the following items would be discussed ‘in Committee’ 
for the reasons indicated on the meeting Agenda. 

 



  PC   03 12 2018 

1143 
 

‘In Committee’ 
 
It was proposed by Councillor N Anderson, seconded by Councillor J Craig, and 
agreed that the items in the Confidential Report of the Director of Service 
Transformation be considered ‘In Committee’, in the absence of press and public 
being present. 

 
5.1.1 Legal Cases 
 

It was proposed by Councillor N Anderson, seconded by Councillor N Trimble and 
agreed that the Committee note a verbal update on the lessons learned and 
interdependency of any Court decision from the challenge to the PAC. 

 
5.1.2 Enforcement Cases with Court Proceedings in December 2018 

 
Having been provided with information on Enforcement Cases with Court 
Proceedings in December 2018, it was proposed by Councillor J Craig, seconded 
by Councillor N Trimble, and agreed that the Committee note the information 
provided within the Report. 

 
5.1.3 Rolling Year Absence Figures for the Planning Unit 

 
It was proposed by Councillor J Craig, seconded by Councillor A Givan and 
agreed that the Committee note information showing monthly absence figures for 
the Planning Unit and the steps being taken to address this. 
 
 Resumption of Normal Business 

 
It was proposed by Councillor N Anderson, seconded by Councillor A Givan, and 
agreed to come out of committee and normal business was resumed.  
 

  
6. Any Other Business 

 
Councillor N Anderson 
Presentation of Planning Committee Agenda and Reports 
 
Councillor N Anderson thanked the Member Services Unit for taking up Members’ 
suggestion regarding the use of additional colour tabs for the Committee’s agenda 
and reports and stated that this was a helpful tool in navigating around the papers. 
 
Councillor N Trimble  
Quality of Presentation Maps 
 
Councillor N Trimble referred to the poor quality of some location and layout maps 
included with application reports.  He acknowledged that these documents had 
been submitted by the applicants but enquired whether clearer maps could be 
obtained in those instances where the submitted map was of poor quality.  
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Councillor N Trimble 
Scheduling of Planning Committee Meeting in March, April and May 2019 

 
In response to a query by Councillor Trimble, the Director of Service 
Transformation advised that the Planning Committee meetings would proceed as 
scheduled in March and April 2019 but that, in light of local government elections, 
advice was awaited from the Department for Communities regarding scheduling in 
May 2019. 

 
    
          
 
There being no further business, the meeting concluded at 5.38 pm. 
 
 
 
 

       ____________________________________    
      CHAIRMAN / MAYOR    


