
DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

20th April 2011
Present:
Councillor M Williams (Chairman)

Mrs G Hayward, Messrs R Howells, D Ellis and E Sangster; Councillors JA Brinsden, RR Evans, HM George, RN Hancock, M James, RM Lewis and PJ Morgan.

(NPA Offices, Llanion Park, Pembroke Dock: 10.00a.m. – 10.45am)
1.
As there were again late representations submitted by members of the public, the Chairman, with the agreement of the Committee, adjourned the meeting for 5 minutes to allow Members to read the correspondence.

2.
Apologies

Apologies for absence were received from Mrs F Lanc, Councillors JS Allen-Mirehouse, ML Evans, SL Hancock and WL Raymond.
3.
Disclosures of interest

The following Member(s)/Officer(s) disclosed an interest in the application(s) and/or matter(s) referred to below:

	Application and Reference
	Member(s)/Officer(s)
	Action taken



	Minute 9(b) below Fachongle Isaf, Cilgwyn

	Councillor RR Evans
	Withdrew from the room while the item was being considered


4.
Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on the 23rd March 2011 were presented for confirmation and signature.

It was RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on the 23rd March 2011 be confirmed and signed.

5.
Right to speak at Committee

The Chairman informed Members that due notification (prior to the stipulated deadline) had been received from interested parties who wished to exercise their right to speak at the meeting that day.  As agreed at the meeting of the Policy Committee held on the 26th February 2003, when the right to speak scheme was reviewed, interested parties would now be called upon to speak in the order that the applications appeared on the agenda (the interested parties are listed below against their respective application(s), and in the order in which they addressed the Committee):

	Reference number
	Proposal
	Speaker



	NP/11/058 (Minute 8(ac) refers)
	Erection of one detached dormer bungalow, Land at Little Castle Grove, Little Castle Grove, Herbrandston
	Mr Peter Watson, Agent


6.
Planning Applications received since the last meeting

The Head of Development Management reminded Members of the protocol that had been introduced whereby “new” applications would now be reported to Committee for information.  These “new” applications were ones that had been received since preparation of the previous agenda and were either to be dealt with under officers’ delegated powers or at a subsequent meeting of the Development Management Committee.  The applications referred to under Minutes 6(a) to 6(aa) below were, therefore, reported for information.

	(a)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/137

	
	APPLICANT:
	O’Donovan

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Remove existing railings & replace.  New access and external steps

	
	LOCATION:
	Old Lifeboat Station, Castle Hill, Tenby


	(b)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/136

	
	APPLICANT:
	Benson

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Change of use & conversion of redundant outbuilding and internal alterations

	
	LOCATION:
	Adj Penrhyn, Newport


	(c)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/131

	
	APPLICANT:
	Well Chime Ltd

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Demolish existing dining room, re-build plus first floor extension to form bedrooms

	
	LOCATION:
	Rickeston Mill Nursing Home, Rickeston Bridge, Haverfordwest


	(d)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/130

	
	APPLICANT:
	H Garlick

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Proposed Extensions

	
	LOCATION:
	Poultry Court, Stackpole


	(e)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/129

	
	APPLICANT:
	G John

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Change of use retail to taxi office & erection of antennae

	
	LOCATION:
	Shop Unit 1 Supermarket Complex, Upper Park Road, Tenby


	(f)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/128 (Listed Building)

	
	APPLICANT:
	A Gill

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Smoking shelter

	
	LOCATION:
	Swan Lake Inn, Swanlake Inn Road, Jameston


	(g)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/127

	
	APPLICANT:
	J Bell

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Installation of ground level photo voltaic panels

	
	LOCATION:
	Druidstone Hotel, Druidston, Haverfordwest


	(h)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/126

	
	APPLICANT:
	S Wheeler

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Summer season mobile catering/ice cream van concession

	
	LOCATION:
	National Trust Car Park, Freshwater West


	(i)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/125

	
	APPLICANT:
	Maritime and Coastguard Agency

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Replacement & upgrade of Radio Communications Equipment

	
	LOCATION:
	Units 10/11, Salterns Industrial Estate, The Salterns, Tenby


	(j)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/124

	
	APPLICANT:
	D Arthur

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Renovation & Extension

	
	LOCATION:
	Charlwood, Cresselly, Kilgetty


	(k)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/122

	
	APPLICANT:
	G Birt

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Demolition of existing buildings (not office) and use of land as temporary car park with associated landscaping

	
	LOCATION:
	Tenby Ford Garage, South Parade, Tenby


	(l)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/121

	
	APPLICANT:
	L Skelly

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Removal of Existing Green House, Construction of wooden Summer House

	
	LOCATION:
	Tan Yr Allt, 10 Main Street, Solva


	(m)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/120

	
	APPLICANT:
	G Morris

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Granny annexe, conservatory link & garage

	
	LOCATION:
	Nolton Croft, Burton Road, Houghton


	(n)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/119

	
	APPLICANT:
	J Norman

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Retrospective application for single-storey side extension

	
	LOCATION:
	3 St Margarets Way, Herbrandston


	(o)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/118

	
	APPLICANT:
	E Hucks

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Extension to enlarge garage & create 1st floor boxroom

	
	LOCATION:
	Pen y Cae, Maes Elfed, St Davids


	(p)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/117

	
	APPLICANT:
	J Beer

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Agricultural Building

	
	LOCATION:
	Upper Porthmawr, St Davids


	(q)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/116

	
	APPLICANT:
	B Wright

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Agricultural Building

	
	LOCATION:
	Alltycoed, Poppit, Cardigan


	(r)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/114

	
	APPLICANT:
	AM Wells

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Conservatory and garden shed NP/10/275 – variation of condition 2

	
	LOCATION:
	Brynmor, Feidr Brenin, Parrog, Newport


	(s)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/113

	
	APPLICANT:
	C Down

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Photovoltaic panels, fitted to the south facing side of an existing barn roof

	
	LOCATION:
	Rhyndaston Villa, Hayscastle, Haverfordwest


	(t)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/110

	
	APPLICANT:
	P Easy

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Garden shed to be constructed and erected

	
	LOCATION:
	Pencoed, Narberth Road, Tenby


	(u)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/109

	
	APPLICANT:
	H Wood

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Proposed Sun Rooms & location of oil tank

	
	LOCATION:
	Ysbryd y Craig, Llanwnda, Goodwich


	(v)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/108

	
	APPLICANT:
	N Squire

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Retaining wall (retrospective)

	
	LOCATION:
	17 Puffin Way, Broad Haven


	(w)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/101

	
	APPLICANT:
	T Unsworth

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Hay Barn & Stable for Forestry work-horse

	
	LOCATION:
	Y Stabl, Bancau, Brynberian, Crymych


	(x)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/099

	
	APPLICANT:
	J Horner

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Change of Granny Annex to Holiday Let

	
	LOCATION:
	Ivy Cottage, Landshipping, Narberth


	(y)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/096

	
	APPLICANT:
	S George

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Removal of condition no 2 of NP/06/450

	
	LOCATION:
	9 Millmoor Way, Broad Haven


	(z)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/093

	
	APPLICANT:
	RRC Izzard

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Erection of one 17.7 metre high 5kw Evance wind turbine

	
	LOCATION:
	Beavers Hill Farm, The Ridgeway, Manorbier


	(aa)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/088

	
	APPLICANT:
	Griffin

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Conversion of barn to residential use

	
	LOCATION:
	Middle Farm Cottage, Hodgeston, Pembroke


It was RESOLVED that the planning applications referred to under Minutes 6(a) to 6(aa) above be noted.
7.
Human Rights Act

The Head of Legal Services reminded the Committee that the Human Rights Act provided that, from the 2nd October 2000, the rights set out in the European Convention on Human Rights would be accessible direct in the British Courts.

The Act required that, as far as was possible, existing legislation had to be read and given effect in a way which was compatible with the Convention rights.  Furthermore, it would be unlawful for public authorities to act in a way that was incompatible with Convention rights.

In the planning sphere, relevant rights could attach both to applicants for planning permission, and also to third parties who might be adversely affected by a proposed development.  Consequently it was essential that the way in which the Authority decided planning issues was characterised by fairness, and that the Authority struck a fair balance between the public interest, as reflected in the Town and Country Planning legislation, and individual rights and interests.

Accordingly, the following reports of the Head of Development Management, which were before Members that day, had been prepared with express and due regard to the Convention on Human Rights.  In particular:

A.
In assessing each application, every effort had been made to consider, and place before Members, all the arguments put forward:

(i)
by those seeking planning permission;

(ii)
by those opposing the grant of planning permission, and 

(iii)
by those suggesting conditions deemed appropriate if permission was to be granted.

B.
Each planning application to be considered by the Committee was the subject of an individual Appraisal and Recommendation.  These embraced a balancing of any competing interest.

It was RESOLVED that the report of the Head of Legal Services be noted.

8.
Reports of the Head of Development Management
The Committee considered the detailed reports of the Head of Development Management, wherein were listed the comments of various organisations that had been consulted on a number of applications for planning permission.  Upon consideration of all available information, which included late representations that were reported verbally at the meeting, the Committee determined the applications as recorded below (the decision reached on each follows the details of the relevant application):

	(ab)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/141

	
	APPLICANT:
	Dr Thelma Hardman

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Alterations to existing agricultural building to provide permanent toilet and shower facilities to complement existing camping and caravan site

	
	LOCATION:
	Porthclais Farm, St Davids


Full planning permission was sought for the alteration of an existing agricultural building to provide replacement w/c and shower facilities on this camp site, which was also a working farm.  Officers apologised for the fact that the plans for this and the following application had been displaced. The site had permission for 24 static caravans on land behind the main farm complex and the use of 5 adjacent fields for 12 tourers and 30 tents (between Easter and the end of October each year).  The farm also benefitted from the ‘28 day’ rule for an unlimited number of tent pitches at this location.  In 2009 and 2010 retrospective applications had been made for the siting of unauthorised portacabins on the site over the summer season.  The first of these was refused and enforcement action sanctioned, the later application being withdrawn when the portacabins were removed from the site in September 2010.

The current proposal involved the remodelling of the western end of an existing portal framed agricultural shed.  The amenity block would offer separate male and female toilet facilities, together with wash basins and showers.  The central area would also include a unisex disabled shower and w/c, a baby changing unit, communal deep sinks and a cleaner’s store cupboard.  It was reported that the proposal had been amended since submission to reduce the amount of facilities being provided and also to include the removal of the existing amenity block on the site.  
St Davids City Council supported the application on condition that the size of the new toilet block met the precise requirements of the site licence issued by Pembrokeshire County Council (PCC) and that the conditions for the removal of both the old and temporary facilities were precisely defined to follow completion of the new toilet block.  A comprehensive representation of objection had been received from a near neighbour, whose main concern related to the proposed facilities being significantly greater than required by PCC and thereby allow a more intensive use of the site.  An additional letter had been received since the report had been written and this had been distributed to Members prior to the meeting.
At the meeting, the Planning Officer advised that proposed Condition 4 of any consent would be amended to require removal of the existing amenity block within 6 months of the first usage of the new facility.  He also noted that temporary w/c and shower facilities had again been brought on site and an application was in the process of being submitted.  A report on this would be brought to a future meeting of the Committee.

Officers considered that the application, as amended, met planning policy whilst also offering planning gain through the removal of the existing amenity block, the improvement of another agricultural shed and the provision of some additional landscaping.  The proposal was therefore recommended for approval subject to a number of planning conditions to safeguard the character and amenity of the area.
DECISION:  That the application be approved subject to conditions relating to standard time limits, development in accordance with amended plans, finishes and samples of external finishes to be further agreed, removal of existing amenity block within 6 months of first usage of the approved amenity block, facilities to be used only by patrons of the camp site, the facilities within the new amenity block shall not be increased or added to in any way, landscaping in accordance with Pembrokeshire hedgebank detail.
	(ac)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/058

	
	APPLICANT:
	Mr John Williams

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Erection of one detached dormer bungalow

	
	LOCATION:
	Land at Little Castle Grove, Little Castle Grove, Herbrandston


Full permission was sought for the erection of a detached 5 bedroom dormer bungalow and integral garage on this site which was located within the built up perimeter of Herbrandston.  An earlier proposal for a similar development was refused in 2010 under the Authority’s scheme of delegation and the current submission had benefitted from pre-application discussions with officers.  
The application was before the Committee as the view of Herbrandston Community Council was contrary to the officer’s recommendation.  Three letters had also been received from neighbouring properties. These comments were all considered in the officer’s report. 
The Planning Officer again apologised that the plans for this and the previous application had been confused in the Committee report.  He went on to say that the principle of developing the site for residential purposes was supported by planning policy and this was accepted by the objectors, however they consider that any permission should only be for a bungalow as this was the prevailing form of the existing properties on the estate.  However officers considered that the current proposal offered an acceptable form of development for this site and was therefore recommended for approval subject to a number of planning conditions to safeguard the character and amenity of the area.
Mr Peter Watson, the applicant’s agent, was given the opportunity to address the Committee, however he stated he had nothing further to add to the officer’s report and was satisfied that approval had been recommended.
DECISION:  That the application be approved subject to conditions relating to standard time limits, development in accordance with submitted plans, velux to be deleted from dormers, finishes to be agreed, removal of permitted development rights, development to meet Code for Sustainable Homes, landscaping and boundary treatments, foul drainage and highway conditions.
	(ad)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/11/091

	
	APPLICANT:
	Countryside Council for Wales

	
	PROPOSAL:
	2 new interpretation panels

	
	LOCATION:
	Ty Canol National Nature Reserve, Felindre 


This application was brought before the Committee as it proposed to erect 2 information panels along the public right of way routes of the Ty Canol National Nature Reserve, which was owned by the National Park Authority.  Officers considered that the proposed information panels represented a sensitive and acceptable approach to providing public information in association with the Reserve.  They were not considered to cause an unacceptably detrimental impact upon the existing nature conservation interest or visual attractiveness of the area and would promote the public understanding and enjoyment of the Reserve.  The application was therefore considered to comply with the relevant policies of the Local Development Plan and as such was recommended for approval.
DECISION:  That the application be approved subject to standard conditions relating to time limits and compliance with plans.
9.
Enforcement
(a)
NP/09/273 – EC06/114 – Higney, Rhodiad, St Davids
Members were reminded that at the meeting of the Committee in April 2010, it was reported that an appeal for lifetime permission to continue to use the chalet at the above location as a separate unit of residential accommodation had been allowed by an Inspector from the Planning Inspectorate and the Committee had agreed that the Enforcement Notice, (ENF/07/08) which was then redundant, should be formally withdrawn.
In September 2010 a judicial review of the Inspectorate’s decision was undertaken which resulted in the decision being quashed by the High Court in Cardiff and as a result the appeal was re-determined by a different Inspector who, in his correspondence dated 7th March 2011, dismissed the appeal.  In view of this, authorisation was sought to re-commence enforcement action to ensure the chalet was not used for human habitation.  
Officers went on to say that, since the introduction of the Human Rights Act, the Head of Development Management did not consider it sufficient, in her view, to rely solely on the planning position but to judge the action against the Act, especially Article 8 which provided everyone with the right to respect for private and family life and home.  The necessary five tests had been applied, and the details of which were included in the report before Members that day.

At the meeting the Planning Officer apologised for the references to the caravan that were contained within the report, noting that these should have referred to a chalet.  Correspondence had been forwarded to the owner asking if there were any facts or representations they wished to be taken into account prior to a decision being made on the matter, and at the meeting it was reported that a letter had been received from supporters of the chalet’s occupier asking that they be allowed, as an exception, to address the Committee under the Authority’s public speaking procedures, this normally being limited to representation on planning applications.  They added that their prime purpose in wishing to address the Committee would be to make representations regarding the length of time for compliance.  The Planning Officer noted that the request had not been acceded to as it did not comply with the Committee’s approved ‘Right to Speak at Committee’ schedule, but if Members were minded to approve the serving of an Enforcement Notice, he recommended that a 12 month compliance period be given to allow the occupier to find alternative accommodation.

It was RESOLVED that authority be given to serve an Enforcement Notice to cease the use of the chalet as a separate unit of accommodation for human habitation.
[Councillor RR Evans disclosed an interest in the following matter and withdrew from the meeting while it was considered]
(b)
EC11/062 – Fachongle Isaf, Cilgwyn
It was reported that following investigations by the Authority’s Enforcement Officer, a retrospective application had been submitted for the erection of a detached building to be used for storage and a workshop at Fachongle Isaf.  The application was subsequently refused by delegated powers as it was considered to be detrimental to the special qualities of the National Park and due to the submission of inaccurate and conflicting drawings.  The unauthorised building remained on site and a Planning Contravention Notice had been served on the applicant regarding the unauthorised works.

A letter had been received from the applicant, which Members had had the opportunity to read prior to the item being considered, stating that new drawings had been prepared asking that enforcement action be held in abeyance until a new application had been determined and also that this new application be determined by the Committee rather than under the scheme of delegation.
Members of the Committee asked what concerns officers had over the structure.  The Head of Development Management replied that the principle of a replacement building was acceptable, but officers were concerned over the detail, particularly the height of the building and its prominence from the highway, as well as insufficient information having been provided regarding its use.
It was RESOLVED that the appropriate enforcement action be taken to remove the unauthorised works.
(c)
NP/10/336 – EC10/072 – Static Caravan on land at Shortlands Farm, Druidston, Haverfordwest
It was reported that in February 2010 an application for a Certificate of Lawful Use had been refused under delegated powers for a static caravan in open countryside to be used for full residential purposes.  The applicant had not provided sufficiently precise and unambiguous evidence/information to show the lawful use claimed.  A second Certificate of Lawful Use application had also been refused for the same reasons.
The caravan was situated in open countryside, and therefore in order to prevent this use in the future being established, it was necessary to serve an Enforcement Notice on the owner immediately.  A caravan had been situated on the land since the 1960’s therefore no action could be taken to have it removed, only in respect of its use.

Officers went on to say that, since the introduction of the Human Rights Act, the Head of Development Management did not consider it sufficient, in her view, to rely solely on the planning position but to judge the action against the Act, especially Article 8 which provided everyone with the right to respect for private and family life and home.  The necessary five tests had been applied, and the details of which were included in the report before Members that day.

A letter had been received from the applicant’s agent, which Members had had the opportunity to read prior to the meeting, stating that his client was in the process of collecting more evidence to support his claim that he had resided in the caravan continuously for a period of more than 10 years and asking that a decision on enforcement action be deferred for one month to allow a further application to be submitted.  Officers, however, noted that the applicant had a right of appeal and that any enforcement action would be held in abeyance if a further application was received.  
Members sought clarification on the nature of the information that would be required to demonstrate a residential use, and this was provided.  However the Head of Development Management noted a further complication was that the caravan was close to a dwelling and it was difficult to prove that it was being lived in as a separate entity, rather than ancillary to the dwelling house, for the duration of the 10 year period.
It was RESOLVED that the appropriate enforcement action be authorised to cease the use of the caravan at Shortlands Farm, Druidston for residential purposes within 6 months.
(d)
EC10/127 – Land at Cardigan Bay Holiday Park, Poppit
Planning approval was granted for a replacement pool, plant room and toilet facilities, etc at the above mentioned site through two applications in 2008 and 2009.  Works commenced on site, and a visit was made by the Authority’s Enforcement Officer who noted that a large volume of excavated material resulting from the re-development works had been deposited to the north-east of the site.  The developer claimed that the storage of the excavated material was only a temporary measure and it was to be reused in the landscaping of the site following the completion of the building works.
However on further site visits it was noted that while some of this had been removed, most had not and the remaining material had been levelled off creating an infill area to the north east of the Holiday Park, with no planning permission approved for these works.  Following letters to the Site Manager and Applicant’s Agent advising that the deposited material needed to be removed, a Planning Contravention Notice had been served.
At a meeting on site in March 2011, the owner had claimed that to remove the surplus material to a registered waste site would be costly, unnecessary and environmentally unsound and he still intended to use some of it in landscaping the Caravan Park.  He also indicated that he intended to apply for planning permission to retain the excavated material on site.  However as the site fell within a C2 Zone on the Development Advice Maps referred to in Technical Advice Note 15, the owner had been advised to contact the Flood Control Team at Pembrokeshire County Council who were responsible for flood defence issues in this location.
At the meeting it was reported that no application had yet been received and the waste material remained on site.  Concern was therefore expressed as the land fell within an area that might be at risk of flooding.  It was also considered that the tipping of the waste material adversely affected the sensitive environment and landscape value of the National Park, together with its natural beauty and wildlife which the Authority had a statutory duty to conserve and enhance.  

It was RESOLVED that the appropriate enforcement action be authorised to secure removal of the unauthorised deposit of waste material at Cardigan Bay Holiday Park, Poppit, and to reinstate the land to its former condition.
10.
Appeals
The Head of Development Management reported on 5 appeals (against planning decisions made by the Authority) that were currently lodged with the Welsh Assembly Government, and detailed which stage of the appeal process had been reached to date in every case.

NOTED.

11.
Delegated applications/notifications
31 applications/notifications had been issued since the last meeting under the delegated powers scheme that had been adopted by the Committee, the details of which were reported for Members’ information.
NOTED.
12.
Conservation Areas Review and the Consideration of Article 4 Directions
Members were reminded that following a report to the National Park Authority in February 2011, a review had been undertaken of the Authority’s 14 Conservation Areas to establish the effectiveness of the Conservation Strategy and to consider whether the implementation of Article 4 Directions was required in any of the Conservation Areas.
The report outlined some of the tools used to conserve the historic buildings and Conservation Areas within the Authority.  It noted that a baseline survey of the key features of the Conservation Areas had been undertaken in 2000 and a further survey had recently been completed which allowed changes to be monitored over the ten year period.  A synopsis of the changes that had taken place was appended to the report, and this showed that few could be categorised as comprising a loss of historic fabric and detail, but mainly consisted of inappropriate modern alterations (particularly satellite dishes), the majority of which could be enforced against. 
The survey showed that the majority of Conservation Areas showed positive conservation trends and did not appear to be under any real or specific threat.  The report therefore concluded that as Article 4 control was to be used in exceptional circumstances only, where there was a real and specific threat, it was not considered that there was sufficient reason at present to consider the use of Article 4 control for any of the Conservation Areas.
One Member was disappointed with this conclusion, considering that it was better to have this additional tool in order to protect the built heritage of the National Park.  However the Building Conservation Officer pointed out that Planning Policy Wales advised that Article 4 Directions be made only in exceptional circumstances where there was a real and specific threat.  No such threat had been found in the National Park.  Other Members, however, were reassured by recommendations for closer monitoring and greater enforcement action on, for example, satellite dishes and the Building Conservation Officer reassured the Committee that more suitable locations could be found for these dishes in most cases.
It was RESOLVED that:

a) 
Article 4 Directions were not implemented at present within any of the Authority’s Conservation Areas.

b)
The current broad based conservation strategy (awareness raising, grants, community projects, enhancement, development control and enforcement) continued with the broad based objectives of combining conservation with regeneration and sustainability.

c)
A three-year rolling programme of Reviews was undertaken to establish what actions were necessary in the future to maintain the integrity of the Conservation Areas.

d)
The Building Conservation Officer work with the Enforcement Team to identify unauthorised developments (eg satellite dishes) and that the appropriate remedial action be taken.


_____________________________________________________________________
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