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Date of Tuesday, 26th March, 2019 [ Waral |
meeting H

Time 7.0 pm NEWCASTLE
Venue Astley Room - Castle House U N DE R LYM E
Contact Geoff Durham Castle House

Barracks Road
Newcastle-under-Lyme
Staffordshire

ST51BL
Planning Committee
SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA
PART 1 - OPEN AGENDA
4a APPLICATION FOR MAJOR DEVELOPMENT - THE (Pages 3 - 4)

BRIGHTON, SNEYD TERRACE,SILVERDALE. ASPIRE
HOUSING. 18/00714/FUL

Members: Councillors S. Burgess, Mrs J Cooper, S. Dymond, A. Fear (Chair),
H. Maxfield, P. Northcott, S. Pickup, B. Proctor, M. Reddish (Vice-Chair),
S Tagg, G Williams and J Williams

Members of the Council: If you identify any personal training/development requirements from any of the
items included in this agenda or through issues raised during the meeting, please bring them to the
attention of the Democratic Services Officer at the close of the meeting.

Meeting Quorums :- 16+= 5 Members; 10-15=4 Members; 5-9=3 Members; 5 or less = 2 Members.

Officers will be in attendance prior to the meeting for informal discussions on agenda items.

NOTE: THERE ARE NO FIRE DRILLS PLANNED FOR THIS EVENING SO IF THE FIRE ALARM
DOES SOUND, PLEASE LEAVE THE BUILDING IMMEDIATELY THROUGH THE FIRE EXIT
DOORS.

ON EXITING THE BUILDING, PLEASE ASSEMBLE AT THE FRONT OF THE BUILDING BY THE
STATUE OF QUEEN VICTORIA. DO NOT RE-ENTER THE BUILDING UNTIL ADVISED TO DO SO.

Contacting the Council: Switchboard 01782 717717 . Text 07800 140048
Email webmaster@newcastle-staffs.gov.uk. www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk
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Agenda Iltem 4a

Published 22 March, 2019

FIRST SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT
TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE
26" March 2019

Agendaitem 4 Permission ref: 18/00714/FUL
The Brighton, Sneyd Terrace, Silverdale

It is acknowledged by the Council’'s Supplementary Planning Document on Developer
Contributions that in some circumstances an applicant may believe what is being asked for by
the Council will render a scheme unviable. The SPD indicates that in such circumstances, for
the Council to be persuaded to reduce its requirements, the onus is on the applicant to justify
how and why special circumstances apply.

The applicant has submitted some financial information to make a case that the development
will not be viable with the policy compliant obligation to make a contribution towards public
open space and as indicated in the agenda report independent expert advice has been
sought on financial viability and in particular the ability of a development to make policy
compliant public open space contributions.

The methodology followed accords with the National Planning Policy Framework and that set
out within recently issued National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) on viability.

The new NPPF marks a significant change in the approach to be adopted to viability in
planning decisions. It indicates that where up-to-date policies have set out the contributions
expected from the development, planning applications that comply with them should be
assumed to be viable, and it is up to the applicant to demonstrate whether particular
circumstances justify the need for a viability assessment at the application stage. Policies
about contributions and the level of affordable housing need however to be realistic and not
undermine the deliverability of the Plan. In the Borough it is not presently the case that up-to-
date development plan policies, which have been subject of a viability appraisal at plan-
making stage, have set out the contributions expected from development, so the presumption
against viability appraisals at application stage does not apply. That will not be the case until
the Joint Local Plan is finalised.

The NPPG indicates that the weight to be given to a viability assessment is a matter for the
decision maker, having regard to all the circumstances in the case, including the transparency
of assumptions behind evidence submitted as part of the viability assessment.

The Valuer's conclusion is that the scheme is only marginally viable (at best) without any
financial contributions and that the scheme would be unviable with any policy compliant
financial contribution.

The scheme does provide benefits, which include the reuse of a vacant building that has been
left undeveloped for a number of years and by providing new affordable housing thereby
boosting local affordable housing supply. These are material considerations and in light of
such considerations it is concluded that it would not be appropriate, if granting planning
permission, to insist upon the payment of the public open space contribution.

Any planning permission will still need to be the subject of a planning obligation which would
secure a financial viability reappraisal mechanism, should a substantial commencement of the
development not occur within 12 months of the date of any decision on the application, and
then payment of an appropriate contribution towards POS, if the site were to be found
capable of financially supporting these features.
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The recommendation of your officer is therefore revised as follows:

A. Subject to the applicant first entering into a Section 106 agreement by 1st May
2019 to secure a review mechanism of the scheme’s ability to make a policy compliant
financial contribution of £93,727 (index linked) towards public open space at Silverdale
Park, if the development is not substantially commenced within 12 months from the
date of the the grant of the planning permission , and the payment of such contribution
if then found financially viable,

PERMIT the application subject to conditions relating to the following matters:-

. Time limit.

. Plans.

. Materials.

. Prior approval and implementation of landscaping and bin storage.

. Prior approval and implementation of tree protection details.

. Access and car parking provision implementation prior to occupation.

. Prior approval and provision of weatherproof cycle storage.

. Prior approval and implementation of revised bin storage details.

. Restriction of construction and demolition hours to be outside of 6pm and 8am
Monday to Friday, not at any time on Sundays or Bank Holidays, or outside of 8am-
1pm on a Saturday.

10. No external lighting without prior approval.

11. Agreed noise levels for internal and external areas.

12. Prior approval of a scheme for the provision of at least 5 affordable housing units
within the development. The scheme shall include the timing of the construction for
the affordable housing, arrangements to ensure that such provision is affordable for
both initial and subsequent occupiers and the occupancy criteria to be used for
determining the identity of prospective and successive occupiers of such units and the
means by which such occupancy will be enforced, but not requiring such provision to
be “in perpetuity”.

CONOOIA,WN=-

B. Failing completion of the above planning obligation by the date referred to in the
above recommendation, that the Head of Planning either refuse the application on the
grounds that without the obligation being secured, there would be no provision made
to take into account a change in financial circumstances in the event of the
development not proceeding promptly and the potential payment of an appropriate
policy compliant contribution for off site open space should financial circumstances
then permit; or, if he considers it appropriate, to extend the period of time within which
the obligation can be secured.
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