
  

  

KIDSGROVE PENTECOSTAL CHURCH, THE AVENUE, KIDSGROVE                    
STORM ADF DEVELOPMENTS LTD                                                           22/00883/FUL 
 

The application is for full planning permission for the change of use and conversion of the church to 
form 12 no. supported housing apartments (Use Class C3b). 
 
The building is on the Council’s Register of Locally Important Buildings and Structures and is located 
on the edge of but beyond the urban area, on land designated as Green Belt and an Area of 
Landscape Restoration, as indicated on the Local Development Framework Proposals Map. 
 
Access to the site is via a new vehicular access point off The Avenue. 
 
Trees beyond the rear and western boundary are protected by Tree Preservation Order number 1. 
 
The application has been called in to Committee by two Councillors on the grounds of access and 
highways issues. 
 
The statutory 8 week determination period for this application expired on the 12th December 
but the applicant has agreed to an extension of time to the statutory determination period to 
the 25th August. 
 

 

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

1. Standard Time limit for commencement of development  
2. Approved Plans 
3. Materials 
4. Conservation style roof lights 
5. Window details 
6. Boundary treatments 
7. Soft landscaping scheme 
8. Prior approval of a construction phase Tree Protection Plan and Arboricultural 
9. Method Statement to BS5837:2012  
10. A detailed schedule of works for retained trees 
11. Permanent closure of existing access and provision of pedestrian access only 
12. Provision of new vehicle access, parking and turning 
13. Vehicle access to remain ungated 
14. Prior approval of bin collection area 
15. Cycle parking provision 
16. Design measures to secure noise levels 
17. Construction hours 
18. Electric Vehicle Charging Points  
19. Prior approval of detailed security measures for the building 

 
 

 
Reason for recommendation 
 
The proposed development would bring back into use a vacant building in a highly sustainable area 
and the conversion represents appropriate development within the Green Belt. The design of the 
scheme would result in less than substantial harm to the locally important building and the limited 
harm identified is outweighed by the public benefits. Parking and highway safety matters are 
considered acceptable subject to conditions. 
 
The applicant has submitted financial information to substantiate their claim that a policy compliant 
scheme would be financially unviable. Officers have obtained independent advice that concludes that 
the scheme would not be financially viable if policy compliant Public Open Space contributions are 
required. Therefore, it is recommended that this policy compliant requirement is not sought, and given 



  

  

the benefits arising from the reuse of this locally listed building, the development is acceptable.  
 
Statement as to how the Local Planning Authority has worked in a positive and proactive 
manner in dealing with this application   

The LPA and the applicant have engaged in extensive discussions. The proposed development is 
considered to be a sustainable form of development and so complies with the provisions of the 
National Planning Policy Framework. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
KEY ISSUES 
 
The application is for full planning permission for the change of use and conversion of Kidsgrove 
Pentecostal Church to form 12 no. supported housing apartments (Use Class C3b). 
 
Access to the site is via a new vehicle access point off The Avenue.  
 
The application site is located on the edge of but beyond the urban area, on land designated as Green 
Belt and an Area of Landscape Restoration, as indicated on the Local Development Framework 
Proposals Map. 
 
Trees beyond the rear and western boundary are protected by Tree Preservation Order number 1. 
 
The application has been called in to Committee by two Councillors on the grounds of access and 
highways issues. 
 
The building is on the Council’s Register of Locally Important Buildings and Structures and the 
neighbouring property, Bourne Cottage, is a Grade II Listed Building. The conversion of the church 
would not raise any issues of impact on the setting of Bourne Cottage. It is also not considered that 
the proposal will result in a significant impact on protected trees, subject to suitably worded conditions, 
and on this basis the key issues in the consideration of the application are; 
 

 The appropriateness or inappropriateness of this development in Green Belt terms; 

 The principle of residential development in this location; 

 The impact of the conversion on this Locally Important Building;  

 The impact upon residential amenity levels of neighbouring occupiers;  

 The impact on highway safety; 

 What financial contributions, if any, are required? 

 Planning Balance.  
 
Is the development an appropriate form of development within the Green Belt? If not, do very special 
circumstances exist to justify the inappropriate development? 
 
Paragraph 138 of the NPPF indicates that the Green Belt serves five purposes, one of which is to 
assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment. 
 
Paragraph 147 of the NPPF states that inappropriate development is, by definition, harmful to the 
Green Belt and should not be approved except in very special circumstances. 
 
Paragraphs 149 and 150 of the NPPF state that other than in the case of a number of specified 
exceptions the construction of new buildings and other forms of development should be regarded as 
inappropriate. Exceptions include, amongst other things, the re-use of buildings provided that the 
buildings are of permanent and substantial construction.  
 
The proposal is to convert a former church which is of a facing brick and tile roof construction. 
Structurally it appears in a good state of repair.  
 
No extensions to the building are proposed but the conversion of the building will result in a cycle 
storage structure and an off street car parking area. However, these would have no greater impact on 
the openness of the Green Belt than the existing uses of the site.  
 



  

  

On the basis of the above it is accepted that the proposal represents appropriate development in the 
Green Belt and there is no requirement to demonstrate very special circumstances. 
 
Does the proposal comply with policies on the location of new housing? 
 
The application site lies on the edge but outside of the urban area. The building is within easy walking 
distance of Kidsgrove town centre and other services and amenities, including local schools and 
public transport.  
 
The proposal is to convert the existing building and bring it back into use. It will provide 12 apartments 
for individuals who need supported housing accommodation. Care staff will need to visit the 
accommodation but will not live on site.  
 
Saved Newcastle Local Plan (NLP) policy H1 supports new housing within village envelopes.  Policy 
ASP5 of the Core Spatial Strategy (CSS) setting a requirement for at least 4,800 net additional 
dwellings in the urban area of Newcastle-under-Lyme by 2026. 
 
Saved Policy H13 of the local plan states that “Development for supported and special needs housing 
in accordance with the Council's Housing Strategy will be encouraged. When considering any 
applications for such development, the positive contribution that it would make towards the Council's 
Housing Strategy would be weighed against any concerns raised in the context of other policies of the 
Plan.” 
 
The National Planning Policy Framework (the Framework) seeks to support the Government’s 
objective of significantly boosting the supply of homes. It also sets out that there is a presumption in 
favour of sustainable development. 
 
Paragraph 119 of the Framework states that planning policies and decisions should promote an 
effective use of land in meeting the need for homes and other uses, while safeguarding and improving 
the environment and ensuring safe and healthy living conditions.   
 
The Council’s published position is that it has a five year housing land supply (5YHLS) of 7.3 years. 
However, work as part of the emerging Local Plan and a recent appeal has resulted in the Council 
identifying that its current position is 4.84 years. 
 
Paragraph 11 of the Framework states that plans and decisions should apply a presumption in favour 
of sustainable development. For decision-taking this means approving development proposals that 
accord with an up-to-date development plan without delay; or where there are no relevant 
development plan policies, or the policies which are most important for determining the application are 
out-of-date, granting permission unless: 
 
i. the application of policies in the Framework that protect areas or assets of particular importance 
provides a clear reason for refusing the development proposed; or 
ii. any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits, when 
assessed against the policies in this Framework taken as a whole. 
(Para 11(d) 
 
Local Plan Policy H9 sets out the criteria for the conversion of rural buildings for living 
accommodation.  It indicates that before the conversion of rural buildings for living accommodation 
can be considered, evidence must be provided to show that the applicant has made every reasonable 
attempt to secure a suitable business use for the premises, subject to Policy E12. However, the policy 
pre-dates the NPPF which sets out at paragraph 79 that planning policies and decisions should avoid 
the development of isolated homes in the countryside unless one or more of circumstances apply, 
including the re-use of redundant or disused buildings that enhance the immediate setting. 
 
The reuse of an existing building is a form of sustainable development and is located immediately 
adjacent to the urban area, within easy walking distance of Kidsgrove town centre and other services 
and amenities, including local schools and public transport. The proposed development is also 
appropriate development in the Green Belt and so does not conflict with specific policies of the NPPF.  
 



  

  

The proposed development is considered an acceptable and sustainable form of development, in 
terms of its location and proposed use. 
 
The impact of the conversion on this Locally Important Building 
 
The building is on the Council’s Register of locally important buildings and structures on the basis that 
it is considered to have heritage value and contribute to the character of the area. 
 
A Heritage Asset Statement (HAS) supports the application and sets out that Kidsgrove Pentecostal 
Church was built as a Primitive Methodist Church in 1930. The HAS concludes that the historical and 
aesthetic value of the building is low and moderate respectively.   
 
It is advised that the proposal seeks to have minimal impact on the aesthetic value of the building. 
Externally, the existing brick plinths, stone detailing, buttresses, parapets, and arches over the 
windows, which form the key aesthetic features in the neo-Gothic style, are to be retained. 
 
The NPPF states that in determining planning applications, local planning authorities should take 
account of: 
 

 the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and putting 
them to viable uses consistent with their conservation 

 the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable 
communities including their economic vitality; and 

 the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and 
distinctiveness. 

 
Paragraph 199 of the NPPF states that when considering the impact of a proposed development on 
the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 
conservation. The more important the asset, the greater the weight should be. This is irrespective of 
whether any potential harm amounts to substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its 
significance.  
 
Paragraph 202 of the NPPF states that where a development proposal will lead to less than 
substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed 
against the public benefits of the proposal. 
 
Saved policy B8 of the local plan states that the Council will ensure the conservation of locally 
important buildings and structures by encouraging their retention, maintenance, appropriate use and 
restoration. Where permission is granted for demolition or alteration of locally important buildings 
which would result in the loss of historic fabric, the Council will ensure that provision is made for an 
appropriate level of archaeological building recording to take place prior to the commencement of 
works.  
 
The scheme for 12 apartments and communal areas would alter the character and appearance of the 
building and following concerns raised by the Council’s Conservation Officer regarding the number of 
apartments proposed and the windows and rooflights, the scheme has been amended. 12 apartments 
are still proposed.  
 
The HAS enables an assessment of the proposed development on the impact of the building. It is 
accepted that previous changes have already resulted in the significance of the building being 
diminished and the conservation officer advises that the scheme directly impacts what significance is 
left.  In particular, a new use and the division of the space into apartments will have an impact on the 
significance of the former use as a church, which was its original purpose when it was built in 1930 by 
F C Crimes, a local architect for the Primitive Methodists.  
 
The main structure of the building is still apparent and readable and whilst a reduction in the number 
of apartments would have provided more improvements in terms of the impact on windows and the 
number of roof lights, the reordering of the apartments now allows the full height of the sanctuary to 
be retained and experienced by the residents. Therefore, the impact of the use and proposed 
conversion works are considered to be at the lower end of less than substantial harm and the 



  

  

conservation officer advises that overall the scheme now presented is a positive outcome for the 
building that will bring it back into a viable use.  
 
It is considered that the previous concerns raised by CAWP have also been suitably addressed.  
 
The Police Designing Out Crime Officer has made a number of security measures that will further 
impact the building and these will need to be controlled carefully, particularly because the Highway 
Authority are requesting the vehicle access to remain open. A suitably worded condition will secure 
security measures, as well as boundary treatments.  
 
The less than substantial harm that has been identified is outweighed by the public benefits that 
would be achieved by bringing this vacant and important building back into use. The external changes 
are limited and the applicant has provided the necessary level of information to support the 
application. On this basis the proposed development is considered to accord with the NPPF and the 
local planning policies and guidance set out above. 
     
Impact upon residential amenity levels 
 
Criterion f) within Paragraph 130 of the National Planning Policy Framework states that development 
should create places that are safe, with a high standard of amenity for existing and future users. 
 
SPG (Space Around Dwellings) provides guidance on privacy, daylight standards and environmental 
considerations. 
 
The eastern gable of the building faces towards the nearest residential property, Bourne Cottage 
which has windows in its side elevation. The eastern gable of the church also has windows at ground 
floor which will be utilised as a bedroom and a lounge area and staff room. These would be principal 
rooms.  
 
The church is elevated above Bourne Cottage but a 3-4 metre high conifer hedge is located between 
the two which will provide a suitable screen between corresponding windows.  
 
There is very limited private amenity space for the occupants but the site is within easy walking 
distance of Bathpool Park, Clough Hall Park and the canal towpath which offers access to good 
quality public open space for future residents to enjoy.  
 
The Environmental Health Division has raised no objections to the proposals subject to conditions 
which provide appropriate design measures to minimise noise impact on future occupiers and a 
restriction on constructions hours.  
 
Some concerns have been raised about air quality in this area and an air quality assessment has 
been requested. An assessment has been submitted which raises no significant concerns and it is 
concluded that the site is suitable for residential purposes.  
 
The proposed development is unlikely to result in significant impacts on the living conditions of 
neighbouring properties or the future occupiers and on this basis it accords with the guidance and 
requirements of the NPPF. 
 
Car parking and any highway safety implications 
 
The application has been called in to Committee by two councillors on the grounds of access and 
highways issues. A number of objections have also been received on the grounds of parking and 
highway safety concerns regarding the access arrangements.  
 
Paragraph 110 of the NPPF states that safe and suitable access to a site shall be achieved for all 
users and paragraph 111 states that development should only be prevented or refused on highways 
grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual cumulative 
impacts of development would be severe. 
 



  

  

Policy T16 of the Local Plan states that development will not be permitted to provide more parking 
than the maximum levels specified in the Local Plan Table 3.2. The policy goes on to specify that 
development which provides significantly less parking than the maximum specified standards will not 
be permitted if this would create or aggravate a local on street parking or traffic problem. Such a 
policy is however of limited weight as it not in accordance with the NPPF. The NPPF indicates at 
paragraph 108 that maximum parking standards for residential and non-residential development 
should only be set where there is a clear and compelling justification that they are necessary for 
managing the local road network, or for optimising the density of development in city and town 
centres and other locations that are well served by public transport. 
 
The building is a former church with an existing vehicle access onto The Avenue, close to the junction 
with Boathouse Road. The site has limited space available for car parking.  
 
The proposal is for the change of use of the building to form 12no.supported housing apartments 
(Use Class C3b). The use of the site will require staff to support occupiers of the units. 
 
The proposed development, following the submission of amended plans, proposes to close off the 
existing access to the east of the site frontage and a new access is proposed to the west. Parking 
provision on the site frontage is proposed for 4 cars which has had to be reduced from 6 spaces, as 
originally submitted. 
 
There is a Traffic Regulation order on The Avenue which prevents on street car parking. 
 
Objectors raise significant concerns about the proposed car parking levels and the number of people 
visiting the site on a daily basis. They believe that parking demand will cause highway safety 
implications from cars parking on the highway.  
 
Policy T16 requires a maximum of 1 space per 3 units which equates to 4 spaces for this 
development.  
 
The Highways Authority has raised no objections to the application following the revised access, 
parking and turning areas, subject to conditions which secure the permanent closure of the existing 
access, the provision of the new access, parking and turning areas, the access being ungated, details 
of bin collection arrangements and the provision for 10 cycle parking spaces.  
 
It is acknowledged that car parking spaces have been reduced for the site but Policy T16 only 
requires a maximum of 4 spaces. Therefore, the level of parking proposed is acceptable and the 
highly sustainable location, within easy walking distance of Kidsgrove town centre and the railway 
station, provides alternative modes of travel. There are bus stops adjacent to the site with parks and 
other local amenities and employment opportunities within easy walking and cycling distance also.  
 
On the basis of the above, the applicant has suitably addressed concerns raised and it is now 
accepted that the proposed development would not lead to significant highway or car parking 
implications and accords with policy T16 of the local plan and the requirements of the NPPF.    
 
What financial contributions, if any, are required? 
 
The Landscape Development Section (LDS) has indicated that the proposed development would 
require a contribution of £59,196 (£4,933 per one bedroom unit x 12) towards off site public open 
space (POS). The contribution would be used for improvements to Clough Hall Park which is 
approximately 210m away.  
 
Any developer contribution to be sought must be both lawful, having regard to the statutory tests set 
out in Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations, and take into account guidance. It must be:- 
 
• Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms 
• Directly related to the development, and 
• Fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development. 
 
The financial contribution sought is considered to meet the tests and to comply with relevant policies. 



  

  

 
However, the applicant has stated that the scheme cannot support the requested policy compliant 
contribution towards POS. 
 
The NPPF sets out 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 a Local Plan is 
finalised. 
 
The applicant has submitted financial information to substantiate their claim that the Council’s 
requirements would render a policy compliant scheme unviable. This information has been sent to an 
independent valuer who has been instructed by the Council to consider the position put forward by the 
applicant. In receiving their response it has been concluded that the scheme would be unviable if any 
level of POS contribution was secured.  
 
In previous circumstances the Council has felt it necessary in cases relating to financial viability to 
grant consent subject to a planning obligation which would secure a viability re-appraisal mechanism 
should a substantial commencement of the development not occur within 12 months of the date of 
any decision on the application.  However, an appeal decision in the consideration of development at 
New Farm Audley (Ref. 18/00122/FUL) saw the inspector conclude that seeking such an obligation 
would not be reasonable or necessary. The Inspector detailed that Planning Practise Guidance 
advises that viability appraisals should be informed by current costs and values wherever possible 
and that there is no requirement set out within Policies CSP5 and CSP6 of the Spatial Strategy for 
applicants to review the viability. 
 
The viability information provided by the applicant has been independently reviewed and based on 
current costs, values and market conditions, the scheme cannot support any level of financial 
contribution. It is accepted that the scheme in this case is for conversion, and so does not require any 
substantial groundwork or preparation to allow for a substantial commencement which cannot be said 
to be directly comparable to the case of New Farm, Audley. However, the figures presented are 
unique to this case and officers must consider issues relating to viability on a case by case basis.  
 
It is the case that the Council’s Developer Contributions SPD has not been revised to set out when a 
review mechanism could be requested, and there is no policy in place to require that. On this basis, 
and on reflection, it is considered that this case also does not pass the reasonableness test and any 
requirement for a S106 must be set aside.  
 
Planning Balance  
 
In conclusion, subject to the imposition of suitable conditions, it is not considered that there would be 
any adverse impacts that would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits which comprise 
the contribution of additional supported housing within this sustainable area and bringing back into 
viable use a non-designated heritage asset through appropriate conversion.   
 
Reducing Inequalities  
 
The Equality Act 2010 says public authorities must comply with the public sector equality duty in 
addition to the duty not to discriminate.  The public sector equality duty requires public 
authorities to consider or think about how their policies or decisions affect people who 
are protected under the Equality Act.  If a public authority hasn’t properly considered its public sector 
equality duty it can be challenged in the courts. 
 
The duty aims to make sure public authorities think about things like discrimination and the needs of 
people who are disadvantaged or suffer inequality, when they make decisions. 



  

  

 
People are protected under the Act if they have protected characteristics.  The characteristics that are 
protected in relation to the public sector equality duty are: 
 

 Age 

 Disability 

 Gender reassignment 

 Marriage and civil partnership 

 Pregnancy and maternity 

 Race 

 Religion or belief 

 Sex 

 Sexual orientation 
 
When public authorities carry out their functions the Equality Act says they must have due regard or 
think about the need to: 
 

 Eliminate unlawful discrimination 

 Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who don’t 

 Foster or encourage good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who don’t 

 
The development will not have a differential impact on those with protected characteristics.   
 
 



  

  

APPENDIX  
 
Policies and Proposals in the approved Development Plan relevant to this decision:- 
 
Newcastle-under-Lyme and Stoke-on-Trent Core Spatial Strategy (CSS) 2006-2026 
 
Policy SP1: Spatial Principles of Targeted Regeneration 
Policy SP3: Spatial Principles of Movement and Access 
Policy ASP6: Rural Area Spatial Policy 
Policy CSP1: Design Quality 
Policy CSP2:     Historic Environment 
Policy CSP3: Sustainability and Climate Change 
Policy CSP4: Natural Assets 
 
Newcastle-under-Lyme Local Plan (NLP) 2011 
 
Policy H1: Residential Development: Sustainable Location and Protection of the Countryside 
Policy H9: Conversion of Rural Buildings for living Accommodation 
Policy H13:        Supported Housing 
Policy S3: Development in the Green Belt 
Policy T16: Development – General Parking Requirements 
Policy B5:          Control of Development Affecting the Setting of a Listed Building 
Policy B8:          Other Buildings of historic or Architectural Interest 
Policy N3: Development and Nature Conservation – Protection and Enhancement Measures 
Policy N12:        Development and the Protection of Trees 
Policy N17: Landscape Character - General Considerations 
Policy N21: Area of Landscape Restoration 
 
Other material considerations include: 
 
National Planning Policy Framework (2021) 
 
Planning Practice Guidance (2018 as updated) 
 
Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations (2010) as amended and related statutory guidance 
 
Supplementary Planning Guidance/Documents 
 
Developer contributions SPD (September 2007) 
 
Newcastle-under-Lyme Open Space Strategy – adopted March 2017 
 
Space Around Dwellings SPG (SAD) (July 2004) 
 
Newcastle-under-Lyme and Stoke-on-Trent Urban Design Guidance Supplementary Planning 
Document (2010) 
 
Relevant Planning History 
 
The building has been the subject of two recent full planning applications. The first, reference 
21/00212/FUL, was in February 2021 for the conversion of the former church into 12 residential units 
and the demolition of existing single storey rear extensions. This application was subsequently 
withdrawn. 
 
The second application, reference 21/00803/FUL, for the conversion of the former church to a single 
residential dwelling, was permitted in November 2021.  
 
 
 
 

https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/sites/default/files/IMCE/Planning/Planning_Policy/SpatialStrategy/Core%20Strategy%20Final%20Version%20-%2028th%20October.pdf
https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/sites/default/files/IMCE/Planning/Planning_Policy/Newcastle%20Local%20Plan%202011.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/planning-practice-guidance
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2010/9780111492390/contents
https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/all-services/planning/planning-policy/newcastle-under-lymes-local-development
http://moderngov.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/documents/s22542/Newcastle-under-Lyme%20Open%20Space%20Strategy%20Final.pdf
https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/sites/default/files/IMCE/Planning/Planning_Policy/NonLocal/Space%20About%20Dwellings%20SPG.pdf
https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/sites/default/files/IMCE/Planning/Planning_Policy/DevelopmentPlan/5217%20Stoke%20Interactive%20web%2020-12-10.pdf
https://www.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/sites/default/files/IMCE/Planning/Planning_Policy/DevelopmentPlan/5217%20Stoke%20Interactive%20web%2020-12-10.pdf


  

  

Views of Consultees 
 
The Council’s Urban Design and Conservation Officer has raised concerns about the number of 
apartments proposed and the impact that this has on the character of the building both in relation to 
impact on windows and addition of large number of rooflights. The lack of information originally 
submitted made it hard to make an assessment. However, following the submission of a Heritage 
Asset Statement, along with amended and additional plans, the scheme has reordered the same 
number of apartments to allow for the full height of the sanctuary to be retained and experienced by 
the residents. This is a positive outcome for the building and the experience of the full height space, 
as a former chapel. The significance of the building has already been diminished by the incremental 
changes but it still retains value, as stated in the heritage statement. The scheme directly impacts 
what significance is left but the main structure of the building is still apparent and readable. Any new 
use and division of the space will have an impact on the previous use and significance of the church 
probably at the lower end of less than substantial harm. The NPPF states that a balanced judgement 
is needed having regard to the scale of harm. Taking into account the alterations which have already 
been undertaken to the building and the previous permission, the scheme will bring a vitality and new 
use into the building. The survey and heritage statement also provide an archive. 
 
The Conservation Advisor Working Party (CAWP) expressed their concerns about the over 
intensification of the use that they felt did not respect the character and nature of the former chapel 
and the area. It lies adjacent to a Grade II listed building on the edge of the former Clough Hall estate 
and the church makes an important contribution to the townscape. They felt that even as a non-
designated heritage asset the building should have a scheme which was informed by a statement of 
significance. The roof lights were considered an unacceptable addition and there were clear issues 
with the external appearance of the windows by the introduction of a floor and partitions. The loss of 
the interior features was poorly thought out given the fittings were originally oak. The gothic aesthetic 
may enable well designed dormers as a better addition, particularly on the road side elevation and the 
group would like consideration to be given to the stained glass. 
 
The Environmental Health Division raises no objections subject to conditions regarding construction 
hours and design measures to minimise noise impact on future occupiers. They have also requested 
that an air quality assessment is submitted on the basis that the site is within a designated Air Quality 
Management Area and monitoring in the area has identified Nitrogen Dioxide to be present.   
 
The Highways Authority has previously raised concerns with the access, parking and turning 
arrangements for the site but following the submission of amended plans they now raise no objections 
subject to conditions which secure the permanent closure of the existing access, the provision of the 
new access, parking and turning areas, the access being ungated, details of bin collection 
arrangements and the provision for 10 cycle parking spaces. 
 
The Landscape and Development Section raise no objections following the submission of a tree 
report and revised tree protection plan. Permission should be subject to provision of a construction 
phase Tree Protection Plan and Arboricultural Method Statement to BS5837:2012 in addition to a 
detailed schedule of works for retained trees. A revised landscaping scheme should be submitted to 
switch the locations of the birch tree and apple tree so that the larger growing birch is a greater 
distance from the building. 
 
A S106 contribution is requested for capital development/improvement of offsite open space. This will 
be used for improvements to Clough Hall Park which is approximately 210m away. For the single 
bedroom units the OSS details that £512 of the total £4,427 capital element is for play areas and the 
required sum should be reduced by that amount (£3915) as well as a proportionate amount for the 
maintenance element (£134). The reduced amount would therefore be £4,933 per unit. 
 
The Crime Prevention Design Advisor advises, amongst other things, that external lighting around 
the front and entrance area of the building will need to be such that it provides a safe environment for 
residents, staff or legitimate visitors coming and going during the hours of darkness, as well as 
contributing towards to deterring the site attracting unwanted attention. There may be merit in the 
applicant blocking of unauthorised access down the side of the building closest to the building 
entrance to deny easy casual intrusion to the rear at that point. A number of other crime prevention 



  

  

design measures are also advised, including lighting, contained within the Secured by Design Homes 
2019 design guide document. 
 
Comments were also invited from Kidsgrove Town Council but in the absence of any comments 
from them by the due date of the 16th November 2022 it must be assumed that they have no 
observations to make upon the application. 
 
Representations 
 
13 objections have been received from 7 addresses raising the following issues with the proposed 
development; 
 

 A previous application was refused and this application is similar to that proposal; 

 The site is on a busy road and vehicular access is a potential hazard; 

 The site is on a dangerous bend that already has double yellow lines and speed restrictions in 
place also a turning spot on a junction; 

 Existing on street car parking is a problem; 

 Increased pressure and possibility for on street car parking in the area that will lead to conflict 
and highway danger; 

 Highway danger due to proximity to a school; 

 30 people could be on site at the same time and 6 parking spaces would be inadequate; 

 A lack of disabled spaces; 

 The church moved to an alternative location due to lack of safe parking; 

 The site is in very close proximity of The Kings School and the proposed facility is not a 
suitable location; 

 Inappropriate proposal for that size of development; 

 There is a property opposite that is unused; 

 The proposed waste water and foul sewage disposal arrangements need to be clarified; 

 There is a property opposite that is unused; 

 
Applicant/agent’s submission 
 
All of the application documents can be viewed via the following link.   
 
http://publicaccess.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/online-applications/PLAN/22/00883/FUL 
 
Background Papers 
 
Planning File  
Development Plan  
 
Date report prepared  
 
1st August 2023  

http://publicaccess.newcastle-staffs.gov.uk/online-applications/PLAN/22/00883/FUL

