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Minutes                                   
    

Planning Sub-Committee 
 
Venue: Council Chamber 
  
Date: 
 
Time: 

Wednesday 22 February 2017 
 
10 am 

 
Present: Councillors Cattanach (Chair), B Marshall, and  

D Peart. 
 
Apologies for Absence: None 
 
Officers Present: Johnathan Carr, Lead Officer – Planning, Keith 

Thompson, Senior Planning Officer, Jill Low, 
Principal Planning Officer, Louise Milnes, Principal 
Planning Officer, Diane Wilson, Planning Officer, 
Kelly Dawson, Senior Solicitor, Janine Jenkinson, 
Democratic Services Officer and Robert Illingworth, 
Technical Engineer (Yorkshire Water). 

 
Public: 6 
 
Press: 0 
 
 

23. DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST 
 
There were no disclosures of interest. 

 
24. CHAIR’S ADDRESS TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 
There was no address from the Chair. 
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25. PLANNING APPLICATIONS RECEIVED 
 

25.1 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The Senior Planning Officer introduced the application. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
in the context of the Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the West Berkshire Case. 
 
The Sub-Committee was informed that following the Court judgement, the proposal was 
contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan, but there were material considerations 
which would justify approving the application without the need to secure an affordable 
housing contribution.  The Senior Planning Officer reported that the council had accepted it 
did not have a five year housing land supply and therefore 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 Senior Planning Officer reported that the development would bring economic, social 
and environmental benefits to the immediate locality and therefore recommended that the 
application be approved. 
 
With regard to consultation responses, the Chair asked the representative from Yorkshire 
Water if as a consultee it always provided comments on applications received. 
 
Mr Illingworth reported that Yorkshire Water was not a statutory consultee on the 
application; however he advised that there was adequate capacity in the existing drainage 
network to support the proposal.  In addition, members were advised that Yorkshire Water 
had an obligation to maintain the drainage networks and would investigate and repair any 
issues raised by residents.   
 
A proposal to approve the application, in-line with the Senior Planning Officer’s 
recommendation was moved and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 4.0 of the report. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Application:  2016/1029/FUL 
Location:  East End Cottage,  

Main Street, Thorganby    
Proposal:  Proposed demolition of existing dwellings, 

outbuildings and garages and the erection of 4 No. 
residential dwellings, garages and associated works 
and infrastructure. 
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25.2 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The Senior Planning Officer introduced the application. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
as it related to a full detailed application on the agenda which was also being presented to 
the Sub-Committee for consideration. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer reported that the application was for works to the listed 
farmhouse.  Members were advised that the proposal was considered to be acceptable 
and would not adversely affect the setting and integrity of the building. 
 
Mr M Newby, the applicant’s agent, spoke in support of the application. 
 
A proposal to approve the application, in-line with the Senior Planning Officer’s 
recommendation was moved and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 3.0 of the report. 
 

25.3 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The Senior Planning Officer introduced the application. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
in the context of the Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the West Berkshire Case. 
 
The Sub-Committee was informed that following the Court judgement, the proposal was 
contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan, but there were material considerations 
which would justify approving the application without the need to secure an affordable 
housing contribution.  The Senior Planning Officer reported that the council had accepted it 
did not have a five year housing land supply and therefore proposals for housing should be 
considered in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable development and 
paragraph 49 of the NPPF. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer reported that the development would bring economic, social 
and environmental benefits to the immediate locality.  Members were informed that there 
would be no adverse impact of granting planning permission that would significantly and 
demonstrably outweigh the benefits.  The proposal was therefore considered acceptable 

Application:  2016/1234/LBC 
Location:  Yew Tree Farm,  

Main Street, Thorganby        
Proposal:  External and internal alterations to the listed building 

including new doorways and windows and internal 
alterations. 

Application:  2016/1233/FUL   
Location:  Yew Tree Farm,  

Main Street, Thorganby        
Proposal:  Demolition of agricultural buildings, conversion of 

farmhouse and barns to form 2No. dwellings and 
garages and erection of 4No. new dwellings. 
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when assessed against the policies in the NPPF, Selby District Local Plan and the Core 
Strategy. 
 
Mr M Newby, the applicant’s agent, spoke in support of the application. 
 
A proposal to approve the application, in-line with the Senior Planning Officer’s 
recommendation was moved and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 3.0 of the report. 

 
25.4 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The Senior Planning Officer introduced the application. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
in the context of the Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the West Berkshire case. 
 
The Sub-Committee was informed that following the Court judgement, the proposal was 
contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan, but there were material considerations 
which would justify approving the application without the need to secure an affordable 
housing contribution.  The Senior Planning Officer reported that the council had accepted it 
did not have a five year housing land supply and therefore proposals for housing should be 
considered in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable development and 
paragraph 49 of the NPPF. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer reported that the development would bring economic, social 
and environmental benefits to the locality and members were recommended to approve 
the application. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer’s recommendation to approve the application was proposed 
and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 4.0 of the report. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Application:  2016/1389/OUT 
Location:  Back Lane,  

Barkston Ash 
Proposal:  Outline application with all matters reserved for the 

erection of a detached bungalow. 
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25.5 
  
 

 
 
 
 
The Principal Planning Officer introduced the application and referred the Committee to 
the information provided in the Officer Update Note.  The Update Note reported that a 
response from the council’s Contaminated Land Consultant had not yet been received, 
and therefore members were requested to grant delegated authority to officers to 
determine the application, in accordance with the Contaminated Land Consultee’s 
recommendations. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
in the context of the Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the West Berkshire Case.   
The Sub-Committee was informed that following the Court judgement, the proposal was 
contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan, but there were material considerations 
which would justify approving the application without the need to secure an affordable 
housing contribution.  The Principal Planning Officer reported that the council had 
accepted it did not have a five year housing land supply and therefore proposals for 
housing should be considered in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development and paragraph 49 of the NPPF. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer reported that on balance there were no adverse impacts of 
granting planning permission that would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 
benefits.  The proposal was considered acceptable when assessed against the policies in 
the NPPF, Selby District Local Plan and the Core Strategy.  Members were therefore 
recommended to approve the application. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer’s recommendation to approve the application was proposed 
and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE delegated authority to officers to approve the planning 
application, subject to the conditions detailed in section 2.19 of the 
report and any recommendations of the council’s contaminated land 
consultant. 

 
25.6 

 
 

 
 
 
The Principal Planning Officer introduced the application and referred the Committee to 
the information provided in the Officer Update Note.  The Update Note reported that a 
further letter had been received from a neighbour, commenting on the application and 
raising concerns in relation to drainage. 
 

Application:  2016/1352/FUL 
Location:  Brotherton Garage MOT Centre, 

Old Great North Road, 
Brotherton           

Proposal:  Proposed extension to existing premises to form 
staff living accommodation (1 No flat). 

Application:  2017/0006/FUL   
Location:  Land west of Blackthorne House, 

Park Lane, Barlow          
Proposal:  Proposed erection of 1 No self-build dwelling. 
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Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
in the context of the Court of Appeal judgement in relation to the West Berkshire Case.   
The Sub-Committee was informed that following the Court judgement, the proposal was 
contrary to the provisions of the Development Plan, but there were material considerations 
which would justify approving the application without the need to secure an affordable 
housing contribution.  The Principal Planning Officer reported that the council had 
accepted it did not have a five year housing land supply and therefore proposals for 
housing should be considered in the context of the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development and paragraph 49 of the NPPF. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer reported that on balance there were no adverse impacts of 
granting planning permission that would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 
benefits.  The proposal was considered acceptable when assessed against the policies in 
the NPPF, Selby District Local Plan and the Core Strategy.  Members were therefore 
recommended to approve the application. 
 
The Principal Planning Officer’s recommendation to approve the application was proposed 
and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 2.18 of the report. 

 
25.7 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The Principal Planning Officer introduced the application. 
 
Members were advised that the application had been brought before the Sub-Committee 
as Officers considered that although the proposal was contrary to Policy SP9 of the Core 
Strategy and Criterion 1 of Policy H12 of the Local Plan, there were material 
considerations which would justify approving the application. 
 
Members were informed that Policy H12 of the Local Plan should be given limited weight 
due to the conflict between the requirements of Criteria (1) of the Policy and the less 
onerous approach set out in the Core Strategy and within the NPPF.  As such, the 
applicant was not required to meet the tests set out in Criterion 1 of Policy H12 of the 
Local Plan. 
 
The Sub-Committee was advised that whilst the scheme was contrary to Policy SP9 of the 
Core Strategy, the West Berkshire Court of Appeal decision was considered a material 
consideration of substantial weight which outweighed the policy requirement for a 
commuted sum.  Officers reported that having had regard to Policy SP9 and the Planning 
Policy Guidance (PPG), on balance, the application was acceptable without a contribution 
for affordable housing and therefore recommended the application be approved. 

Application:  2016/1466/FUL 
Location:  Stillingfleet Grange, 

Escrick Road, 
Stillingfleet     

Proposal:  Demolition and conversion of redundant agricultural 
buildings to a dwelling house with associated works 
and infrastructure. 
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The Principal Planning Officer’s recommendation to approve the application was proposed 
and seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 2.14 of the report. 

 
25.8 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The Planning Officer introduced the application and informed members that the application 
had been brought before the Sub-Committee as officers considered that although the 
proposal was contrary to Policy SP9 of the Core Strategy, there were material 
considerations which would justify approving the application. 
 
The Senior Planning Officer reported that the council had acknowledge it did not have a 
five year housing land supply and as such the proposals 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 NPPF. 
 
With regard to Policy SP9, members were informed that the Court of Appeal judgement in 
relation to the West Berkshire Case was a material consideration of substantial weight, 
which outweighed the policy requirement for a commuted sum.  Members were therefore 
recommended that, having had regard to Policy SP9 and the PPG, on balance, the 
application was acceptable without a contribution for affordable housing. 
 
The Planning Officer’s recommendation to approve the application was proposed and 
seconded. 
 
RESOLVED:  

To APPROVE the planning application, subject to the conditions set out 
in section 2.14 of the report. 

 
 

The Chair closed the meeting at 10.50 a.m. 
 
 

Application:  2016/1372/FUL 
Location:  Mulberry House,  

High Street, 
Brotherton                

Proposal:  Proposed erection of a detached house with integral 
garage and a detached house with detached single 
garage to include the creation of a new access and 
removal of existing access. 


