
List of delegated planning applications 

with objections received / 

recommendation to refuse 

Week Ending 19th May 2017 

 
 

Item Number 1 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2016/0725/RM Date Valid 11.07.2016 

Description of 
Proposal 

3 No two storey dwellings Location Adjacent to 7 Knockbracken 
Road 
Carryduff 

Applicant  
 

Ms Maureen Gwynne Agent Porter & Co 

Group 
Recommendation 

Approval Case 
Officer 

Grainne Rice 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

All relevant planning material considerations have been satisfied. 
 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

3 
 

N/A N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 

Building these 
houses would 
promote further 
development  
 

The proposed site is located within the development limit of Castlereagh 
within the Belfast Metropolitan Area Plan 2015. The principle of a 
development has already been established on the proposed site by the 
grant of outline planning permission (Y/2012/0324/O) for a housing 
development. The information submitted meets the relevant policy 
requirements. 

Will a further 
application be 
submitted 

This application is for 3 dwellings and is phase 1 of the original outline 
approval.  A subsequent application maybe received by the Council for 
the additional matters reserved at the initial outline stage. 

Traffic and Parking 
issues 
 

TNI were consulted on the planning application and have no objections 
subject to conditions & informatives. This proposal meets the policy 
tests of PPS 3 Access Movement and Parking. 

Potential impact on 
hedges/trees and 
natural habitat 
 

A landscaping plan has been submitted detailing the retention of existing 
planting and additional planting.  Appropriate informatives will be applied 
to any decision notice. 
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Item Number 2 
 
Application 
Reference 

LA05/2016/0951/O Date Valid 14.09.2016 

Description of 
Proposal 

Replacement Dwelling Location Approx 225m east of 74 
Tullynore Road 
Hillsborough 

Applicant  
 

Victoria Baird Agent McCready Architects 

Group 
Recommendation 

Approval Case 
Officer 

Zara Stewart 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

All relevant planning material considerations have been satisfied. 
 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

1 
 

N/A N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 

This is not a bona 
fide application but 
a late submission 
of additional 
information.   

While the development description and application site are the same as 
the previous application, new material has been submitted and as such 
the application cannot be declined by the Council 

Additional 
submission to 
demonstrate that 
someone lived on 
the site was dealt 
with in the 
previous 
application 

It is acknowledged that the majority of the material was submitted and 
assessed as part of the previous application (LA05/2015/0686/O); 
however, a Griffiths Valuation of Tenements schedule and map 
connected to the site has also been submitted and these are new pieces 
of information.  A revised assessment of the application is therefore 
justified and necessary 

Additional material 
gives examples 
made by other 
Councils. It is for 
LCCC Planning 
Committee to 
make their own 
decision based 
entirely on the 
evidence. It 
offends the 
Wednesbury 

Noted and considered. Agreed that the application must be determined 
on its own merits. 



List of delegated planning applications 

with objections received / 

recommendation to refuse 

Week Ending 19th May 2017 

 
 

Principle. There is 
no system of 
precedent when it 
comes to findings 
of fact. 
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Item Number 3 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2016/0285/F Date Valid 21.03.2016 

Description of 
Proposal 

Retention of 1.8m high 
fence to rear and side 
of back garden 

Location 17 Haddington Hill 
 Lisburn 
 BT28 3AU 

Applicant  
 

Mr Gavin Kane Agent Rosetta Design Services Ltd 

Group 
Recommendation 

Approval Case 
Officer 

Kevin Maguire 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

All relevant planning material considerations have been satisfied. 
 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

1 
 

N/A N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 

Question the 
validity of the 
application 

It is considered that in this case the submission is a valid application as it 
relates specifically to the fence and not the retaining structure and portion 
of infilled land which had previously been advised to be permitted 
development 

The retaining 
structure is not 
structurally sound 

As stated previously the retaining structure and infilled land is not 
considered under this current planning application.  Notwithstanding this 
point, the structural integrity of the wall would be a civil matter between 
the Applicant and concerned third party 

Further loss of 
private amenity 
space 

It is not envisaged that the fence would lead to a loss of private amenity 
for neighbouring residents.  The application site is at a higher level than 
the dwelling to the rear and the fence along with the existing trees would 
assist in reducing the potential for overlooking.  In addition, due to the 
existing trees and location of the fence relative to the objector (to the 
north) it is not likely to result in a loss of light or overshadowing to a 
significant degree 
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Item Number 4 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2016/1152/O Date Valid 22.11.2016 

Description of 
Proposal 

Site for replacement 
dwelling, garage and 
ancillary works 

Location 7 River Road 
Cargacreevy 
Boardmills 

Applicant  
 

Mr & Mrs Andrew 
Tollerton 

Agent Planning Services 

Group 
Recommendation 

Approval Case Officer Catherine Gray 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

All relevant planning material considerations have been satisfied. 
 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection 

Petitions 
Support Petitions 

2 
 

N/A N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 

Concerns over 
where the 
soakaway would be 
located as the 
current soakaway is 
located within the 
objector’s field 

The application is for outline permission to establish the principle for 
development only.  No details are provided to the positioning of the 
septic tank and soakaway however Environmental Health and Drainage 
and Water have raised no objections in principle.  It is the applicant’s 
responsibility to ensure that they own or control all lands necessary to 
implement a development.  Ownership of the land is not a material 
planning consideration. 

Design and height 
of the proposal 

The design of the proposal would be considered at reserved matters 
stage if this outline application is approved.  A ridge height of 6.0m 
above the finished floor level is recommended to avoid a negative 
impact on the character of the area or the amenity of neighbours. 

Asks if the dwelling 
would be of similar 
size to that which it 
would be replacing 

The proposed replacement dwelling would be modest in size due to the 
restrictions of the site and to comply with policy a replacement dwelling 
should not have a visual impact significantly greater than what it is 
replacing.  This would be dealt with at reserved matters stage 

Visual amenity The proposal must not have a visual impact significantly greater than 
the existing and it must also be in keeping with rural design principles 

Will the existing be 
demolished prior to 
the replacement 
commencing 

A condition would be place on any approval that the existing dwelling be 
demolished prior to construction of the new dwelling 

Impact on privacy It is acknowledged that the neighbouring dwellings rear amenity is 
adjacent and to the east of the application site.  The replacement 
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dwelling would be sensitively designed as not to have a negative impact 
on neighbouring privacy/amenity 
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Item Number 5 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2015/0131/F Date Valid 12.05.2015 

Description of 
Proposal 

Proposed installation of 
a wind turbine on a 
tubular tower of up to 
40m (to hub height) 
with blades up to 
55.5m (to tip height). 

Location Lands 359m East of 10 Monlough 
Road West 
Monlough 
Ballygowan 

Applicant  
 

Mr John Gibson Agent CD Consulting 

Group 
Recommendation 

Refusal Case 
Officer 

Richard Mc Mullan 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

The proposed development is unacceptable in that insufficient information has been submitted 

to enable the Planning Authority to make an informed decision on the proposal regarding 

potential impacts upon the aquatic environment  

 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

0 N/A N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 
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Item Number 6 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2016/0403/O Date Valid 25.04.2016 

Description of 
Proposal 

Site for 2 Infill Dwellings Location 80m South of 6 Brookmount 
Road, Lisburn 

Applicant  
 

Brian Dawson & Joan 
Fleming 

Agent Park Design Associates 

Group 
Recommendation 

Approval Case 
Officer 

Peter McFadden 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

All relevant planning material considerations have been satisfied. 
 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

4 N/A 
 

N/A N/A 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue 
 

Consideration of Issue 

Roads issues 
 

Transport NI are content with the proposal and have supplied appropriate 
conditions should permission be forthcoming. 
 

Design of the 
dwelling 

This would be conditioned via ridge height restriction and all design 
matters would be matters reserved at this stage. 
 

Privacy issues  
 
 

There is adequate separation distance across a roadway in addition to 
the siting of the dwellings and the existing boundary treatments. 

Previous 
applications 

These do not relate to this specific site and every application is 
considered on its own merits and relevant policy tests. Living at the 
adjacent address is not a planning issue or policy test. 
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Item Number 8 
 

Application 
Reference 

LA05/2017/0286/F Date Valid 21.03.2017 

Description of 
Proposal 

Proposed site for 2 no 
dwellings, development of 
a small gap site within an 
otherwise substantial and 
continuously built up 
frontage - PPS 21. CTY 8 

Location Between 4 & 6 The New Road 
Hillsborough BT26 6ND 

Applicant  
 

Mr C & G Edgar Agent Aidan Johnston 

Group 
Recommendation 

Refusal Case 
Officer 

Peter McFadden 

Reasons for Recommendation 
 

The proposal is contrary to the SPPS and Policy CTY8 of Planning Policy Statement 21, 
Sustainable Development in the Countryside in that the proposal does not respect the existing 
development pattern in terms of proposed plot widths along this section of New Road. 
 
The proposal is contrary to the SPPS and Policy CTY14 of Planning Policy Statement 21, 
Sustainable Development in the Countryside in that: the buildings would, if permitted result in a 
suburban style build-up of development when viewed with existing and approved buildings do 
not respect the traditional pattern of settlement exhibited in that area and would therefore result 
in a detrimental change to the rural character of the countryside. 

Representations 
 
Objection Letters Support Letters Objection Petitions Support Petitions 

0 N/A N/A N/A 
 

Consideration of Objections 
 

Issue Consideration of Issue 
 

  

  

 

 


