DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

26th January 2011
Present:
Councillor M Williams (Chairman)

Ms C Gwyther, Mrs G Hayward and Mrs F Lanc, Messrs D Ellis and E Sangster; Councillors JA Brinsden, ML Evans, RR Evans, HM George, RN Hancock, SL Hancock, M James, RM Lewis and PJ Morgan.
[Councillor JS Allen-Mirehouse arrived prior to consideration of NP/10/484, Minute 6(a) refers]
(NPA Offices, Llanion Park, Pembroke Dock: 10.00a.m. – 11.40a.m)
1.
Apologies

Apologies for absence were received from Mr R Howells and Councillor WL Raymond
2.
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 6(a) below NP/10/484 - Change of use from business premises to business and apartments for tourists, North Beach Café, Tenby

	Councillors JA Brinsden and ML Evans
	Withdrew from the meeting while the item was being considered 

	Minute 6(c) below NP/10/511 - 6 dwellings, Blockett Farm, Little Haven

	Councillor PJ Morgan
	Withdrew from the meeting while the item was being considered

	Minute 7(b) below

EC07/198 (ENF/13/10) – Wooden Structure at The Royal Hotel, Broad Haven

	Councillor ML Evans
	Withdrew from the meeting while the item was being considered

	Minute 8(a) below

NP/10/510 Replacement Notice Board, Village Car Park, Moylegrove
	Councillor M James
	Withdrew from the meeting while the item was being considered


3.
Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on the 15th December 2010 were presented for confirmation and signature.

It was RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on the 15th December 2010 be confirmed and signed.

4.
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/10/484 Minute 6(a) refers
	Change of use from business premises to business and apartments for tourists, North Beach Café, Tenby

	Mr G Blain, Agent

	NP/10/508 Minute 6(b) refers
	Proposed new stables and horse walker for existing racing stables (resubmission of NP/10/289), Fforest Farm, Dinas, Newport


	Mr P Harries, Newport Town Council
Mr J Curtis, Applicant

	NP/10/511 Minute 6(c) refers

	6 dwellings, Blockett Farm, Little Haven
	Mrs J Lewis, Objector
Mrs L Jones, Agent

	NP/10/541 Minute 6(d) refers
	Minor alterations, Lower Dale Hill, Dale
	Ms C Deacon, Agent


5.
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.

6.
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):

.
[Councillors JA Brinsden and ML Evans disclosed an interest in the following application and withdrew from the meeting while it was being considered.  Councillor JS Allen-Mirehouse joined the meeting at this juncture]
	(a)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/484

	
	APPLICANT:
	Mr J Taylor

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Change of use from business premises to business and apartments for tourists

	
	LOCATION:
	North Beach Café, Tenby


It was reported that this was a full application for the change of use of an existing café and shop to a retail unit, with extensions above to provide six holiday rental apartments.  The application was before the Committee for consideration as Tenby Town Council’s support for the scheme was contrary to the officer’s recommendation.  Responses from statutory consultees were set out in the report and these included a number of issues which needed to be addressed.  Also provided was the response from Tenby Civic Society who had raised a number of concerns.
Officers considered that while the principle of redeveloping the site was to be supported, the proposal raised a number of issues that were contrary to both national and development plan policy, and it was also considered to have a detrimental impact on the special qualities of the National Park and the character and appearance of the Tenby Conservation Area, and the settings of the Listed Buildings along The Croft.  The application was therefore recommended for refusal.
Mr G Blain, the applicant’s agent then addressed the Committee.  He explained that the building was owned by Pembrokeshire County Council who had asked his client to develop the site based on drawings they had provided.  Pre-application discussions had been ongoing for over two-years, with National Park Officers also providing suggested designs.  Advice had been received from the Countryside Council for Wales (CCW) during that time, which he read to the meeting, suggesting that the development would be unlikely to impact upon the adjacent Site of Special Scientific Interest and Mr Blain was therefore disappointed to learn that CCW had now objected to the application.  A copy of the earlier letter from CCW was circulated, together with a photo montage of the scheme.  Finally, with regard to the requirement of the Highway Authority that the applicant would be required to enter into a legal agreement to make a transport contribution as no parking provision had been made, Mr Blain argued that his client was already investing in the town by making a substantial contribution for extension of the lease on the building.
Having been made aware that the building was owned by Pembrokeshire County Council, those Members appointed by the County Council then sought the advice of the Monitoring Officer, who advised that on balance they did not have a prejudicial interest in the meeting.
Whilst acknowledging that the site was in need of redevelopment, Members agreed with officers that the proposed building was too large, particularly with regard to its height, and too prominent for the location.  The site was a difficult one to develop, however it was important that the Authority got the design right in such an important location.  They also sought clarification on objections made by the Countryside Council for Wales, and the officer replied that the organisation, together with other consultees, had identified a number of requirements that needed to be addressed before any future application could be considered favourably.
The problem of redevelopment of the toilet block was also raised, but officers advised as this was not in the control of the applicant, it could not be considered as part of the current application.

DECISION:  That the application be refused for the following reasons:
1.
Policy 1 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires development to be compatible with the conservation or enhancement of the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the National Park.  Policy 7 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires the conversion of appropriate buildings to a range of uses with affordable housing being given priority over other uses, and that the conversion must not result in unacceptable impacts upon the structure, form, character or setting of the building.  Policy 8 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan seeks to protect and enhance the special qualities of the National Park, including amongst other things, the identity and character of towns, the protection and enhancement of the historic environment, and the pattern and diversity of the landscape.  Policy 15 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan states that development will not be permitted where it would adversely affect the qualities and special character of the National Park.  Policy 29 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires all proposals for development to demonstrate an integrated approach to design and construction, and that they will be required to be well designed in terms of place and local distinctiveness.  Policy 30 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan states that development will not be permitted where it has an unacceptable impact on amenity, including amongst other things, if it is of a scale incompatible with its surroundings and is visually intrusive.  The proposal by reason of its large size and height, its design and detailing, the loss of the visual continuity of the cliffside, and its prominent and sensitive location in the historic townscape, is considered harmful to the special qualities and character of the National Park, the character and appearance of the Conservation Area, and the settings of the nearby Listed Buildings.  The proposal is therefore considered contrary to both national and local policies.  

2.
Policy 1 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires development to be compatible with the conservation or enhancement of the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the National Park.  Policy 8 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan seeks to protect and enhance the special qualities of the National Park, including amongst other things, the protection of local biodiversity action plan species and habitats for their amenity, landscape, and biodiversity value.  Policy 11 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan states that development that would disturb or otherwise harm protected species or their habitats or the integrity of other habitats, sites or features of importance to wildlife and individual species including Local Biodiversity Action Plan species and habitats, will only be permitted where the effects will be acceptably minimised or mitigated through careful design, works scheduling or other measures.  Policy 29 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires development to be well designed in terms of environment and biodiversity.  The proposal by reason of the lack of information and detail in the application concerning the redevelopment of the site and the protection of the Carmarthan Bay and Estuaries Special Area of Conservation and the Tenby Cliffs and St Catherine’s Island Site of Special Scientific Interest, and the inadequacy of the proposed arrangements and their potential for pollution, is insufficient to enable a comprehensive assessment to be made of the works and necessary mitigation measures required to protect these nationally and internationally protected habitats.  The proposal is therefore considered contrary to both national and local policies.

3.
Policy 1 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires development to be compatible with the conservation or enhancement of the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the National Park, and the need to foster the economic and social well-being of the local communities within the National Park.  Policy 7 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires the conversion of appropriate buildings to a range of uses with affordable housing being given priority over other uses.  Policy 37 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan states that proposals for flats and other forms of self-catering development will only be permitted where there is no affordable housing provision needed in the area.  Policy 45 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires the delivery of affordable housing at a level of 50% provision.  The application has not made any provision for affordable housing provision, either on or off site, and the proposal is therefore considered contrary to both national and local policies.

4.
Policies 52 and 53 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan seek to ensure opportunities are taken to improve and promote accessibility and reduce the need to travel by car, and provide appropriate access to development.  The application has not provided any dedicated parking provision nor has it provided the required contribution to help finance traffic or parking schemes within the town.  The proposal is therefore considered contrary to both national and local policies, and detrimental to highways safety.

5.
Policy 29 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan requires all proposals for development to demonstrate an integrated approach to design and construction, and be well designed in terms of place and local distinctiveness.  Policy 30 of the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Local Development Plan states that development will not be permitted where it has an unacceptable impact on amenity, including amongst other things, if it is of a scale incompatible with its surroundings and is visually intrusive.  The proposal by reason of its height and design, the close proximity of the cliff-face to the western elevation of the tourist accommodation and its habitable rooms, the absence of waste storage and management provision, and the lack of sustainable energy, waste, water and drainage measures, is considered to result in a proposal that does not maximise sustainable design, and is therefore considered contrary to both national and local policies.

	(b)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/508

	
	APPLICANT:
	Mr John Curtis

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Proposed new stables and horse walker for existing racing stables (resubmission of NP/10/289)
Fforest Farm, Dinas, Newport

	
	LOCATION:
	


This application was for the erection of new stables and a horse walker for the racing stables at Fforest Farm, Dinas.  Members were informed that apart from changes to the visibility splays on the site’s access onto the A487 Trunk Road and the provision of additional explanatory information, the submitted scheme was identical to the proposal refused by the Committee in August 2010.  Although the current scheme no longer raised highway safety objections from the Welsh Assembly Government, the applicant had not revised the design of the scheme.  As a result, the application was again recommended for refusal because of its detrimental impact on the National Park and Historic Landscape.
Mr Paul Harries from Newport Town Council then addressed the Committee.  He explained that the Council’s planning subcommittee had not had time to meet and his comments were therefore restricted to those made in the full Council meeting.  The Council supported the application on what it considered to be an ideal site, welcoming local enterprise and encouraging sustainable local jobs.  Speaking on a personal level, Mr Harries commented that the proposed building would be similar to the existing stock sheds on what was a fully functioning farm.  The diversification was to be welcomed and he hoped that this would enhance the well being of a community that was heavily reliant on tourism.
Mr John Curtis, the applicant, then spoke.  He emphasised that the Trunk Road Agency objections had been resolved and the height of the building had been reduced.  He did not consider that the building would be seen, particularly as it would be cut into the slope and screened.  He noted that there were thousands of similar buildings across Wales and referred to one recently erected on land owned by the National Trust that did not offend.  The location of the buildings was away from the dairy farm, but close to the sand school and he noted that it was paramount that race horses were kept in optimum conditions with sufficient head room - recent use of temporary stables had resulted in the horses becoming ill and he circulated photographs of these conditions.  Mr Curtis drew attention to Newport Town Council’s support for the proposals and clarified that seven full-time and four part-time staff were employed.  The stables had enjoyed considerable success, with 60 wins to date, and had a high profile within the industry.
Recalling the discussions held on the previous application, Members had not considered the stables to be an issue, but believed the application had been refused due to the recommendation of the Trunk Road Agency, which had now been overcome.  They commended the example of diversification and the opportunities this gave for training and employment and the consequent benefit to the local economy.  The support of the local community was also noted.  While Members were pleased that the height of the building had been lowered, they noted there were many large barns in the County and welcomed the screening that was to be provided.  It was further suggested that timber boarding be used which would mellow more quickly and noted that green sheds tended to blend in more.  It was proposed and seconded that the application be approved, subject to conditions.
The Head of Development Management clarified that the previous application had been refused for both highway and design reasons.  She noted that the reduction in height of the building had been achieved through an amendment to the earlier submitted application and reminded Members of their primary duty to conserve the landscape.  Officers had no objection in principle to an acceptable diversification scheme, but were concerned that the proposals did not relate to buildings already on the site.  They were happy to explore alternative designs and locations with the applicant – this had not been carried out to date due to the challenge to determine the application within 8 weeks.
An amendment was therefore proposed and seconded that the application be deferred for one month to allow officers to explore options on siting and design.  A vote took place on this amendment but was lost 4 votes to 12.  The substantive motion to approve the application, subject to conditions relating to landscaping and detailing, was then put to the vote and this was approved, with one abstention.
As the application was approved contrary to the officer’s recommendation, Members provided the following reasons for granting permission: 
· the economic benefit that the stables would bring to the local economy (particularly jobs);
· the reduced height, alterations to the proposed materials (ie wood and green coloured cladding), and proposed landscaping would minimise its impact in the landscape; and
· the previous highway concerns had now been addressed to the Welsh Assembly Government's satisfaction.  
DECISION:  That the application be approved subject to conditions relating to compliance with approved plans, standard time limits, external materials, landscaping, levels, access, surface water, manure arrangements, portable structures and external lighting.
[Councillor PJ Morgan disclosed an interest and withdrew from the meeting while the following application was being considered]
	(c)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/511

	
	APPLICANT:
	Mr C Baggs

	
	PROPOSAL:
	6 dwellings

	
	LOCATION:
	Blockett Farm, Little Haven


The application sought full planning permission for the erection of six dwellings.  The site had a complex planning history, and had been designated as an Environmental Improvement Area under the former Local Plan, however no planning permission was implemented under that Plan.  The current Local Development Plan would not support such a development and the application had been advertised as a departure from it.
However the history of the site was a relevant material consideration and it was considered that this justified the development of the site subject to the proposal providing a conclusion to the environmental improvement of this part of the site and to the development providing for local needs housing.  The development provided three units of affordable housing, would contribute to the infrastructure in the area and provided a comprehensive landscaping scheme for the site.  It was considered to be of an appropriate layout, scale and design and could be appropriately accessed and serviced.  It was also reported that satisfactory amended plans had been received relating to Plot 1.  As such the proposal was recommended for approval subject to the completion of a Section 106 Agreement in relation to affordable housing and infrastructure payments.

Members were reminded that outline planning permission had been granted in 2003 for five plots on this site. An application for reserved matters had been refused at the meeting of the Development Management Committee in April 2010 (the time for submission of the reserved matters having been extended by an extra year on two occasions) on the grounds that the development:

· was of a scale and mass that would dominate the site;

· would not allow for sufficient private amenity space or the necessary landscaping; and 
· would have a detrimental impact on the special landscape character of the National Park.

A number of other reasons were also included in the decision notice.  Although the current application was for six dwellings, it was considered that the scale, design and layout were much improved, with sufficient amenity space and the introduction of landscape features to better integrate the site into its surroundings.
The application was considered by the Committee as the recommendation was a departure from the Development Plan and contrary to the view of The Havens Community Council.  One letter of objection had also been received; the main issues raised were set out in the report.

An objector, Mrs Lewis, then addressed the Committee.  She began by noting that the site analysis report incorrectly stated that Mr Baggs lived in the farmhouse, and that all the farm outbuildings were sited to the east of the farm cottage.  She further noted that public funds had been used to clear the area, but that the proposed dwellings were not on the site that had been cleared – historically there had not been a dwelling on the land.  She was also concerned that the new dwellings would not be screened and would dominate the skyline.  Mrs Lewis feared that there would be a huge increase in traffic, noise and congestion on Blockett Lane and that the steep incline into the site was potentially hazardous.  She also believed that the development would obstruct the access needed to service her cesspit and oil tank.  Finally she did not understand how five dwellings could be refused in 2010, but that six dwellings were now acceptable.
Mrs Jones, the applicant’s agent then spoke, addressing some of the concerns expressed.  She believed that the principle for some form of development had already been accepted, and noted that 50% of the development would be for affordable housing.  With regard to traffic concerns, the Highway Authority had been consulted and a large contribution had been agreed which would provide three passing places – she further noted that Mrs Lewis had no legal right of access onto her client’s land.  The reasons for refusal on the previous application had been taken on board with the scale and massing reduced, and while she acknowledged the site was visually exposed, the proposed landscaping would screen the area, while the entrance splay would help to break up the site in long distance views. 
Members sought and received reassurance on details of landscaping on such an exposed site and that there would be no damage to hedgerows in the creation of the passing places.  They were pleased that affordable housing would be provided, but were concerned that there should be no overlooking from Plot 1 into the garden of neighbouring property Heddfan.  Officers advised that a condition could be imposed that the affected window be of obscured glass.  With regard to the Section 106 Agreement, it was hoped this would be finalised within three months, however if that was not the case the application would be brought back to the Committee.

DECISION:  That the application be approved subject to obscure glazing in the eastern elevation bedroom window and with conditions relating to compliance with approved plans, standard time limits, materials and finishes, implementation of the landscaping scheme, protection of existing hedges and trees, removal of permitted development rights, undergrounding of services, a requirement to provide interim and final certificates in respect of the Code for Sustainable Homes and any conditions recommended by consultees.
	(d)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/541 (Listed Building)

	
	APPLICANT:
	Mr & Mrs G Potter and Brett Jones

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Minor alterations

	
	LOCATION:
	Lower Dale Hill, Dale


Members were reminded that an application for Listed Building Consent for alterations to this Grade II Listed Farmhouse had been reported to the meeting of the Development Management Committee in December 2010 but had been withdrawn.  

The application currently before Members was a resubmission, omitting some elements from the previous proposal and providing additional information.  The proposed works to the farmhouse included replacement rainwater goods, replacement of artificial slates with natural ones, rooflights to the rear elevation of the property, replacement windows, the removal of the cement render on the western elevation and its replacement with lime render and the removal of modern ceilings and their replacement with insulation, building board and lime hemp plaster.  Most of the proposed works to the building were considered acceptable in principle, but it was proposed that some of the sash windows were to be double glazed, and this was considered to be detrimental to the building and contrary to national guidance.  In addition no information had been submitted concerning the removal and replacement of the render and ceilings which meant that no assessment could be made of these aspects of the proposal.
Due to the concerns raised, the application had been recommended for refusal, however the applicant had initially challenged the grounds of such a refusal and cited the approval of double glazed windows on other properties in the National Park.  The Building Conservation Officer was considering the application in the light of slim line double glazing having been proposed and was asking Cadw for its views.  However it was reported at the meeting that additional information and a revised scheme had been submitted which addressed the concerns of the Building Conservation Officer.  It was therefore recommended that consent be granted, subject to conditions.
The agent, Ms Claire Deacon, then addressed the Committee.  She explained that although the alterations were minor, they would restore the character of the house, which had been eroded over many years.  She noted that the north face of the building suffered from heat loss and therefore damp.  The existing non-traditional windows were in a poor state of repair, and their replacement with carefully detailed double glazed sash windows would have a huge planning gain in terms of the character of the building.  However she confirmed that it was now proposed that the replacement windows would be single glazed to avoid delays in the granting of consent.
Some Members expressed concern over Cadw’s attitude to double glazing given the current drive for sustainability.  The Head of Development Management explained that discussions had been held with Cadw regarding this issue, but they had maintained their position.  However they did look at each case on its merits and it was noted that technology was changing continuously.
DECISION:  That the application be approved, subject to conditions compliance with approved plans, standard time limits, materials and finishes, use of single glazed windows and work to be undertaken in accordance with the schedule of works.
7.
Enforcement and other planning matters
[Mrs F Lanc and Ms C Gwyther were not present when the following two items, 7(a) and 7(b) were considered]
(a)
Appeals

The Head of Development Management reported on 9 appeals (against planning decisions made by the Authority) that were currently lodged with the National Assembly for Wales, and detailed which stage of the appeal process had been reached to date in every case.

     NOTED.

[Councillor ML Evans disclosed an interest and withdrew from the meeting while the following item was considered] 

(b)
EC07/198 (ENF/13/10) – Wooden Structure at The Royal Hotel, Broad Haven
Members were reminded that authority had been given at the meeting of the Committee in June 2010 to serve an Enforcement Notice on the owner of the above-mentioned hotel to remove both a large smoking shelter and small garden shed.  Notice had been served, and should have been complied with by 29th December 2010.
Both structures remained on the land and it was recommended that authority be given to prosecute the owner in the Magistrates Court for failure to comply with the terms of the Enforcement Notice.  However the owner had asked for application forms to be sent to him and it was therefore recommended that any prosecution be deferred for three weeks to give the developer a reasonable opportunity to submit a valid planning application.
It was RESOLVED that authority be given to prosecute the owner of the Royal Hotel, Broad Haven in the Magistrates Court for failure to comply with the terms of the Enforcement Notice, but that any prosecution be deferred for three weeks to give the developer a reasonable opportunity to submit a valid planning application.
(c)
NP/10/342 – Temporary siting of mobile trailer for sale of ice cream at The Castle Hotel, Little Haven
Members were reminded that at the previous meeting of the Committee, authority had been given to serve Enforcement Notices to remove the above-mentioned ice cream trailer if it remained on the land after the first week of 2011.  The ice cream trailer had been removed and no further action would now be taken.
     NOTED.

(d)
EC10/042 – Gerddi Windsor, Bridge Street, Newport
Planning permission for street enhancement and landscaping works had been approved at this site in 2006 subject to conditions, including one requiring both sides of the retaining wall on the western boundary of the site to be finished in a traditional rough cast render.  To date the condition had not been complied with, despite numerous letters advising them of this breach of planning control.
Officers considered that the lack of any render on this concrete shuttered wall in the Conservation Area was inappropriate and contrary to adopted development plan policies.  A Planning Contravention Notice had been served on the owner/applicant regarding non-compliance with the planning condition, and it was recommended that authority be given to serve a Breach of Condition Notice with a view to resolving this breach of planning control.

It was RESOLVED that authority be given to serve a Breach of Condition Notice on the owner/applicant of Gerddi Windsor, Bridge Street, Newport with a view to resolving this breach of planning control.

(e)
EC10/145 – Rainbow’s End, New Road, Hook
It was reported that a metal container unit had been sited within the front garden of the above-mentioned property without the benefit of planning permission, and as a result was unauthorised.
The owner and tenant of the property had been contacted and advised that the siting of the container unit was unauthorised and both had verbally advised officers that it would be removed.  At the time of writing the report, it remained, and authorisation was sought to serve an enforcement notice to secure its removal.
However it was reported at the meeting that the container unit had been removed from site, and the recommendation was therefore withdrawn.

NOTED.
(f)
EC10/004 – New Wall at 17 Puffin Way, Broad Haven
It was reported that a 2½ metre high concrete block wall had been constructed across the rear garden of the above-mentioned property without the benefit of planning permission.  The owner was informed of this, however despite site visits and telephone conversations the necessary planning application had not been submitted.  A planning contravention notice was served on the owner and advice provided that the matter would be reported to the Development Management Committee if the planning application was not submitted by 30th November 2010.  Officers considered that the wall, by virtue of its height, appearance, location and impact on the amenities of adjacent occupiers was unacceptable and contrary to adopted development plan policies and it was considered expedient to take appropriate action to secure its removal.
However it was reported at the meeting that the application had been received and it was recommended that 21 days be allowed for the application to be registered before any enforcement action was taken.
It was RESOLVED that authority be given to serve an Enforcement Notice on the owner of 17 Puffin Way, Broad Haven to remove the wall from the land if a planning application to regularise the development had not been registered within 21 days of the meeting.
(g)
Delegated applications/notifications

22 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.

8.
Planning applications in which the Authority has an interest

     The Head of Development Management reminded Members that the National Park Authority had, at its meeting held on the 19th November 1997, resolved that all planning applications in which the Authority had an interest should be submitted to, and determined by, the Development Control Committee (now the Development Management Committee).  In accordance with that decision, the application referred to below was submitted to the Committee for consideration.

     The Head of Legal Services reminded the Committee that, while the Authority may have an interest in the planning application, or in the land the subject of the application, Members had to set aside this aspect and confine their consideration and determination of the application exclusively to the merits of the planning issues arising.  The Authority’s land owning function, or other interest in the matter, were not to be taken into account when determining the planning application.

[Councillor M James disclosed an interest in the following application and withdrew while it was being considered]

	(a)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/510

	
	APPLICANT:
	Cymdeithas Trewyddel

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Replacement Notice Board

	
	LOCATION:
	Village Car Park, Moylegrove


Approval was sought for a replacement notice board in the public car park in Moylegrove.  The existing notice board had deteriorated with age, and the proposed notice board would be located in the same location as the existing.  It would be slightly larger in scale and would comprise a simple and traditional design approach.  The proposal was considered to remain in-keeping with the rural village character of Moylegrove whilst improving the level of amenity enjoyed.  It was therefore recommended for approval.
DECISION:  That full consent be granted.
	(b)
	REFERENCE:
	NP/10/531

	
	APPLICANT:
	Ms K Lindley, Planed

	
	PROPOSAL:
	Interpretation Panel

	
	LOCATION:
	Land in front of tennis court, nr end of Long Street, Newport, Pembs


Approval was sought for the provision of an interpretation panel to be sited adjacent to the public footpath and tennis courts at Long Street, Newport.  The panel would provide an enhanced level of interpretation to the old castle whilst also providing this in sustainable local materials.  The panel would add to the public understanding and enjoyment of the castle and would cause minimal visual intrusion, with sympathetic siting within the landscape.  It was therefore recommended for approval.
It was noted that the land on which the board was to be erected was not in the ownership of the National Park Authority, however the application had been submitted by an officer of the Authority as Agent.

It was reported at the meeting that Dyfed Archaeological Trust had recommended conditional consent, subject to there being no change to the area of archaeological interest on erection.

DECISION:  That the application be delegated to the Head of Development Management to issue consent on receipt of satisfactory consultee responses and subject to appropriate conditions.
9.
Appeal Decisions in respect of Bettws Newydd, Newport (Reference NP/10/033 and ENF/08/10)
The report of the Chief Executive set out the steps that had been taken following receipt of a letter from the Bettws Newydd Opposition Group (BNOG) dated 28th December 2010 requesting, amongst other things, that the Authority seek legal advice in respect of launching a legal challenge to the Inspector’s decision to allow the retention and completion of the dwelling at Bettws Newydd, Newport and to quash the enforcement notice in respect of the same.
The report outlined the extensive consultation undertaken with Members, as a result of which officers were confident that Members did not consider that the Authority should challenge the Inspector’s decision in the High Court and that consequently no action had been taken to lodge such a challenge.

The BNOG had also requested that the Authority give consideration to making a Discontinuance Order under Section 102 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, but to postpone consideration of making such an Order until the outcome of any challenge they themselves had made was known.

It was reported at the meeting that the BNOG had informed the Chief Executive that they were not going to challenge the Inspector’s decision, and accordingly a report regarding a Discontinuance Order would be brought to a forthcoming meeting of the Committee.

It was RESOLVED that the report of the Chief Executive be noted, and that the action taken, as set-out therein, be endorsed.

_____________________________________________________________________
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