
  

  

ADVANCE SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT  

TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 

18
th
 August 2015 

 
Agenda item 3                       Application ref. 15/00448/OUT 

Land to the North East of Eccleshall Road, South East of Pinewood Drive and North 
West of Lower Road, Hook Gate 
 
Since the preparation of the agenda report the views of the Waste Management Section 
have been received. They state that although the turning heads seem a suitable size, the 
surfaces within the development are block paved and thus unsuitable for their lorries to drive 
across to make collections due to the insurance risks. The entrances from Pinewood Drive, 
Lower Road and Eccleshall Road don’t appear to have sufficient space for residents to bring 
their containers down for presentation on collection day without causing a traffic hazard and 
blocking visibility. For some properties the pulling distance exceeds the 10m that the 
Council’s own staff would pull bins on a level surface in order to make collections.   
 
One further representation letter has been received. The issues raised are already reported 
and addressed in the agenda report. 
 
A letter has been received from Hookgate Residents’ Group. It refers to a letter that has 
been received by the Council from Loggerheads Residents Action Group regarding the 
conduct of the Planning Committee meeting held on 21

st
 July 2015. That letter requests the 

following actions: 
 

1. That the Council issues a public statement confirming that it does  in fact have a five 
year land supply. 

2. The Council will give proper direction to the Planning Committee to treat all future 
planning applications in light of the existence of that land supply. 

3. The Council will use its powers under section 97 of the Town and Country Planning 
Act 1990 to revoke the planning consents that were made in error at the meeting on 
the 21

st
 July 2015, applications 15/00202/OUT and 15/00353/FUL. 

 
Hookgate Residents’ Group request that given the contents of the above letter and the fact 
that the Group have not been made aware of any progress on the above actions,  that point 2 
is addressed in advance of the meeting of 18

th
 August. If this is not possible due to timescales 

then a postponement is requested to the applications to be heard on 18
th
 August as this 

application would not be on the agenda if it wasn’t for the mis-guidance surrounding the 5 
year land supply issue.  
 
With respect to the issue of the Unilateral Undertaking, the County Council’s views on it have 
been obtained and a verbal report and advice is expected to be able to be given at the 
meeting 
 
Officer comments 
 
In relation to the comments of the Waste Management Section, this is an outline application 
with all matters other than access reserved for subsequent approval. On that basis, it is 
considered that the dwellings could be sited in such a way to include the provision of a bin 
collection point at each access. This would negate the need for waste collection vehicles to 
enter the site. Details of the waste collection points could be required by condition. 
 
With respect to the letter from Hookgate Residents Group members will wish to note that the 
correspondence from the Loggerheads Residents Action Group, received following the 21

st
 

July meeting (and which members have been provided with a copy of), has been replied to.  
 
The response indicates, inter alia, as follows :- 
 



  

  

“Members of the Planning Committee determining all planning applications have to have 
regard to national policy set out within the National Planning Policy Framework.  
 
Paragraph 47 provides that LPAs must:  
 
“identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to provide five 
years worth of housing against their housing requirements” [Additional buffers are then set 
out] 
 
Paragraph 49 of the NPPF then states that:  
“Housing applications should be considered in the context of the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development. Relevant policies for the supply of housing should not be 
considered up-to-date if the local planning authority cannot demonstrate a five year supply of 
deliverable housing sites”. 
 
The National Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) provides further advice and guidance on the 
approach to be adopted.  
 
The question of whether a Local Planning Authority has a five year supply of housing land 
therefore requires assessment of a number of technical considerations and an ultimate 
exercise of a planning judgment. 
 
In determining a given application, it is not sufficient for a Local Planning Authority simply to 
state that there is a five year housing land supply, the LPA has to be satisfied that it can 
demonstrate it. 
 
The Officer’s position as set out in the committee report that introduced the latest Housing 
Supply Statement made it clear that in the Officers’ opinion the Borough Council is unable to 
demonstrate a five year supply by reference to applicable national planning policy and 
guidance. 
 
As you indicate the Planning Committee at its meeting on 21st July 2015 first passed the 
following resolutions: 
 
1. That the results of the 5 year housing supply report to the 3rd June Planning 
Committee be noted  (my emphasis);  
 
2. That, Officers give active consideration to the preparation of a revised supply 
statement following the publication of the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA); 
 
3. That the significance of the 5 year supply position in Development Management 
decision making as described in the report to the 3rd June Planning Committee be noted (my 
emphasis). 
 
The Committee subsequently considered the two applications to which you have referred on 
the basis of the Reports provided and all applicable statutory and policy requirements. 
 
One of the Councillors referred during the discussion on the first application (15/00202/OUT) 
to having earlier during the meeting voted that they did not have a 5 year housing land supply.  
The Officers’ interpretation of that remark is that the councillor was in his own terms seeking 
to say that the majority of the Committee were of the view that it was not possible at present 
for the Council to demonstrate a 5 year housing land supply (in the meaning of paragraph 49) 
and accordingly that they were accepting that paragraph 14 of the NPPF was engaged - i.e. 
that to refuse the application they would have to demonstrate that any adverse harm arising 
from the development before them significantly and demonstrably outweighed any benefits.  
 
Whilst there is no statutory obligation upon the planning officers to comment on the 
robustness of the housing land supply figures (as you state), officers are required and 
expected to advise the Planning Committee as to the Authority’s position in respect of 
compliance with the National Planning Policy Framework. 



  

  

 
 
The reason for the officers’ view that the Council cannot demonstrate a five year supply of 
deliverable housing sites is set out in the Report itself. In summary, it concerns the Officer’s 
view that the supply is being measured on the basis of household projections to which limited 
weight can be given.  That is a view that the Officers maintain on the basis of their 
professional planning experience.” 
 
The response also addresses various other complaints that have been made. If members 
wish to have sight of the letter it can be provided. Copies of the correspondence will be made 
available for members at the Committee. 
 
 A response will also be sent to the more recent letter from the Hookgate Residents Group 
referring to the above correspondence.  
 
Members will note the request for a deferment of the decision on this application. That is a 
matter for the Committee to decide but members are reminded that Local Planning Authorities 
are required to determine application in a timely manner, and not to prevent or delay 
development which clearly should be permitted. The statutory 13 week period for this 
application expires on the 2

nd
 September. Your officers are of the view that the complaints 

and concerns of the Loggerheads Residents Action Group are not justified and thus that their 
concerns are not a basis for deferment of the determination of further applications for 
housing. There being no other identified substantive reasons to justify delaying determination 
in this case members are advised that the application should be determined. 
 
The RECOMMENDATION remains as per the main agenda report with an additional 
condition being recommended requiring the submission of details of waste collection 
points.  
  


