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Minutes                                   
    

Planning Committee 
 
Venue: Council Chamber 
  
Date: 
 
Time: 

8 July 2015 
 
2.00 p.m. 

 
Present: Councillors Cattanach (Chair), R Musgrave (Vice 

Chair), Mrs L Casling, I Chilvers, J Deans,  
D Mackay, C Pearson, J Crawford and B Marsall  

 
Apologies for Absence: None 
 
Officers Present: Richard Sunter – Lead Officer, Planning, Ruth 

Hardingham – Senior Planning Officer, Kelly 
Hamblin – Senior Solicitor, Palbinder Mann – 
Democratic Services Manager and Janine 
Jenkinson – Democratic Services Officer.  

 
Public: 15 
 
Press: 0 
 

2. DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST 
 
In relation to 2015/0322/FUL – Wheatsheaf Inn, 87 Main Road, Hambleton, Selby - 
Councillor Richard Musgrave for the reasons of openness and transparency declared 
that the applicant was a resident in his Ward and was known to him.  He stated that 
he had not discussed the application with him.  
 

3. CHAIR’S ADDRESS TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 
There was no address to the Committee. 
 
4. MINUTES  
 
RESOLVED: To APPROVE the minutes of the Planning Committee on 10 June 
2015, and they be signed by the Chair. 
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5. PLANNING APPLICATIONS RECEIVED 
 
The Chair agreed to amend the running order of the agenda so that application 5.7 
was considered as the first item. 
 

 
5.7 
 
 
 
 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and reported that additional 
information in relation to education, contamination, sustainable urban drainage and 
development policy was provided in the update note. 
 
The application had been brought before Planning Committee due to the number of 
objections received and the proposal being a departure from the Development Plan. 
 
Note – at this point Councillors E Casling and R Musgrave entered the Council 
Chamber.  In-line with the Council’s procedure they spoke in relation to the 
application but took no part in the vote thereon. 
 
The application sought to establish the principle of residential development only and 
all reserved matters would require a further detailed application.  The Design and 
Access statement which accompanied the application indicated that up to 64 
properties could be provided on site.  The site was located in an area of open 
countryside immediately adjacent to the defined development limits of Eggborough.   
 
Councillors were advised that whilst the scheme failed to comply with Policy SP2A (c) 
of the Core Strategy; the Policy was out of date, in so far as it related to housing 
supply, due to the Council not having a five year housing land supply.  As such, the 
proposal for residential development on the site should be considered in the context of 
the presumption in favour of sustainable development and paragraphs 14 and 49 of 
the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).  The application would deliver open 
market and affordable housing in Eggborough, promoting sustainable and balanced 
communities and would assist the Council in achieving a five year supply of housing 
land.   
 
Colin White spoke in objection to the application. 
 
Councillor Mary McCartney, spoke in objection to the application. 
 
Rachael Bartlet, the applicant’s agent responded to the points raised. 
 
Some Councillors highlighted that Eggborough was a Designated Service Village and 
felt the application was appropriate development in the location. 
 
 

Application:  2015/0356/OUT  
Location:  Land east of Selby Road, Eggborough 
Proposal  Outline planning permission for residential 

development, all matters reserved. 
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Some Councillors expressed concern regarding the appropriateness of the location for 
residential development, on the basis that the village of Eggborough had met its 
housing provision target, as set out in the Selby District Core Strategy. 
 
It was proposed and seconded that the application be approved.  The proposal was 
not supported by the Committee and fell accordingly. 
 
Subsequently, it was proposed and seconded that the application be refused.  In-line 
with Council’s procedure, Councillors’ considered whether to defer the application to 
the next Committee meeting, before making a decision, in order to obtain further 
advice on the proposed reasons for acting contrary to the Planning Officer’s 
recommendation. 
 

RESOLVED: To DEFER in order to obtain further advice on the proposed 
reasons for acting contrary to the Planning Officer’s recommendation. 
 

5.1 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The application had been brought before the Planning Committee following a request 
for the application to be heard by the Committee from Councillor Andrew Pound on the 
grounds that ‘to refuse on grounds of sustainability do not stand up’. 
 
Councillors’ attention was drawn to the additional information provided in the update 
note.  Further to the publication of the agenda, comments had been received from the 
applicant regarding the Officer’s interpretation and implementation of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in respect of the inter-relationship of paragraphs 
55, 89 and 90.  The Planning Officer concluded that the cases put forward by the 
applicant in support of the application, may not refer to paragraph 55 for a variety of 
reasons and these were detailed in the update note.  In addition, it was considered 
that the applicant’s case did not form a reliable basis for concluding that proposals in 
the Green Belt were precluded from assessment under paragraph 55 of the NPPF. 
 
The Planning Officer reported that the development would result in two new isolated 
homes in the countryside.  Paragraph 55 of the NPPF was clear that ‘local planning 
authorities should avoid new isolated homes in the countryside unless there are 
special circumstances’.  Councillors were advised that there were no special 
circumstances, as outlined in paragraph 55 of the NPPF, which would justify approval. 
 
Shelia Hawking, the applicant spoke in support of the application. 
 
The Committee considered that the proposal failed to accord with the overarching 
aims and objectives of the NPPF and in particular the requirements of paragraph 14. 
 
RESOLVED: To REFUSE for the reasons detailed in section 2.20 of the report. 
 

Application:  2014/0372/FUL 
Location:  Pollums House Farm, Lumby, South Milford, Leeds, 

West Yorkshire, LS25 5LD 
Proposal  Erection of 2 no dwellings following demolition of 

existing commercial storage building and the 
ceasing of commercial use.  
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5.2 
 
 
 

 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and drew Councillors attention to the 
additional information provided in the update note.   
 
The application had been brought before the Planning Committee as Officers 
considered that although the proposal was contrary to the provisions of the 
Development Plan, namely SP9 of the Core Strategy, there were material 
considerations which would justify approval. 
 
Councillors’ were advised that the proposal would bring economic, social and 
environmental benefits to the village of Hambleton and would provide an appropriate 
type of accommodation, as identified in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment 
(SHMA).  It was considered that there were no adverse impacts that would 
significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of the scheme.  The proposal 
was considered to be acceptable when assessed against the policies in the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) taken as a whole and Selby District Local Plan 
and the Core Strategy.  The application was therefore, recommended for approval. 
 
Roger Miles spoke in objection to the application. 
 
Robert Pilcher, the applicant spoke in support of the application. 
 
 
RESOLVED: To APPROVE subject to conditions detailed in section 3.0 of the 
report. 

 
5.3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and referred the Committee to the 
additional information provided in the update note. 
 
Councillors were informed that the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
encouraged the development of sustainable and renewable energy schemes and 
having had regard to all relevant policies and material considerations the proposal 
was considered acceptable in principle.   

 Application:  2015/0322/FUL  
Location:  Wheatsheaf Inn, 87 Main Road, Hambleton, Selby 
Proposal  Proposed demolition of public house and 

redevelopment to crate 8 No dwellings, including 
roads, sewers, external works and landscape. 

Application:  2015/0415/FUL 
Location:  Sudforth Lane, Beal, Goole, East Yorkshire 
Proposal  Construction and operation of a solar photovoltaic 

farm including site access, ancillary infrastructure, 
access tracks, fencing, inverter and transformer 
stations, substations, cabling, CCTV, fencing and 
landscaping on land to the south of Kellingley 
Colliery, west of Sudforth Lane, north-west of Stubbs 
Bridge 
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The main issue for the Committees consideration was the impact on the Green Belt 
when weighed against the benefits of renewable energy generation. 
 
The Planning Officer reported that the harm to the Green Belt was outweighed by the 
public benefits of the renewable energy scheme, and special circumstances had 
been demonstrated by the applicant that justified approval. 
 
Davis Baker, the agent, spoke in support of the application. 
 
The Committee unanimously elected to approve the application. 
 

RESOLVED: To APPROVE the application subject to the conditions detailed at 
section 4.0 of the report. 

 
 

5.4 
 
 
 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and referred the Committee to the 
additional information provided in the update note.     
 
The Council’s Contaminated Land Consultant had now confirmed there were no 
objections to the application, subject to the inclusion of suitable conditions. 
 
The application had been brought before the Planning Committee as Officers 
considered that although the proposal was contrary to the provisions of the 
Development Plan, namely SP2 and SP9 of the Core Strategy, there were material 
considerations which would justify approval.  The Council accepted it did not have a 
five year housing land supply and Councillors’ were advised that proposals for housing 
should be considered in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development.   
 
Mark Newby, the agent spoke in support of the application.   
 
The proposal was considered to bring economic, social and environmental benefits to 
the village of Great Heck and to be acceptable in principle in respect of matters of 
acknowledged importance. 
 
 

RESOLVED: To APPROVE subject to the conditions detailed in 2.17 of the 
report and additional conditions as detailed in the update note. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Application:   2015/0238/OUT   
Location:   Four Winds, Long Lane, Great Heck, Goole 
Proposal  Outline application with all matters reserved for the 

erection of a new dwelling. 
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5.5 
 
 

 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and advised the Committee that there 
was a formatting error at section 2.24 of the report and condition 8 had been printed 
as the later section of condition 7. 
 
The application had been brought before the Planning Committee as Officers 
considered that although the proposal was contrary to the provisions of Policy SP2A 
(c) of the Core Strategy there were material considerations which would justify 
approval.  In addition, Councillor McSherry had requested the Committee consider the 
application, on the basis that the site was outside the development limits of the 
settlement and constituted a departure from the Development Plan. 
 
Councillors were advised that the Council did not have a five year housing land supply 
and proposals for housing should be considered in the context of the presumption in 
favour of sustainable development and paragraph 49 of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF).  The development was considered to provide economic, social 
and environmental benefits to the village of Hemingbrough. 
 
Matthew Mortonson, the agent spoke in support of the application. 
 
The Committee considered the proposal to be acceptable. 
 

RESOLVED: To APPROVE subject to delegation being given to Officers to 
negotiate and complete a Section 106 Agreement to secure 40% on-site 
affordable housing provision, an off-site recreational open space contribution 
for a scheme to be agreed with the Parish Council and waste and recycling 
contribution and conditions as detailed in paragraph 2.24 of the report. 

 
 
 
5.6 
 
 
 

 
 
The application had been brought before the Planning Committee as Officers 
considered that although the proposal was contrary to the provisions of Policy SP2A 
(c) of the Core Strategy, there were material considerations which would justify 
approval.  In addition, in excess of three objections had been received. 
 
Councillors were advised that the Council did not have a five year housing land 
supply and proposals for housing should be considered in the context of the 
presumption in favour of sustainable development and paragraph 49 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).  Having had regard to paragraph 49 of the 
NPPF, it was considered that Policy SP2 was out of date, in so far as it related to 

Application:  2015/0103/OUT 
Location:  Woodland House, School Road, Hemingbrough 
Proposal  Outline application with all matters reserved for 

residential development on land adjoining 

Application:  2015/0175/FUL  
Location:  Orchard Haven, 122 Main Street, Monk Fryston 
Proposal  Proposed erection for 2 storey 4 bedroomed 

detached house in garden. 
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housing supply and the proposal was considered to be sited within a sustainable 
location and to provide economic, social and environmental benefits to Selby. 
 
 
RESOLVED: To APPROVE subject to conditions detailed in paragraph 2.18 of 
the report. 

 
 

The Chair closed the meeting at 4.00 pm. 


