
 

 
Ally Brown 

Director of Corporate Services 

6 December 2018 

Your reference:  
Our reference: LAS/ZB 
Ask for:  
 

 
 
 
To:  Members and Officers of  
 the Planning Committee 
 Councillors Iqbal (Chair), Borrow (Vice-Chair), Bax, Mrs Brown, Mrs Crompton, Ms Eaves, 
Greenhalgh, Hart, Henshaw, Moss, Swindells and Mrs Whittam 

 
 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Planning Committee - 6 December 2018 
 
I am now able to enclose, for consideration at the above meeting, the following report 
that was unavailable when the agenda was printed. 
 
Agenda No Item 

 
 5. Planning Applications List  (Pages 1 - 4) 

 
  Report by the Director of Development is enclosed giving details of: 

 
(i) late changes list. 
 

 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Ally Brown 
Director of Corporate Services 

Member Services 
Corporate Services Directorate 

Town Hall 
Lancaster Road 

Preston PR1 2RL 
 

www.preston.gov.uk 
tel. 01772 906309 

z.bapu@preston.gov.uk 
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PRESTON CITY COUNCIL 
PLANNING COMMITTEE meeting 6 December 2018 
LATE CHANGES LIST 
 

Listed below are changes to the list of planning applications made as a result of additional 
information received since the publication of the agenda. 

__________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Agenda Item 5c: 06/2018/0732 
Address Land to the rear of 126A Whittingham Lane, Broughton, Preston, PR3 5DD 
Pages 1 – 24 (Reports to follow pack) 
 
Changes: 
Section 2 Decision recommended   
Amend the decision recommended in Section 2 to read as follows:  
 
Defer the application 
 
Officer comment 
Page 9 of the committee report states that once the Broughton Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (BNDP) is adopted it becomes part of the Development Plan, however in 
accordance with Section 38A(4)(a) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 
approval by referendum (18 October 2018) is the point at which the BNDP forms part of the 
Development Plan. Therefore the BNDP must now be given full weight in the assessment of 
the planning application, hence the report needs amending to ensure clarity in the decision 
making process.   

 
Change recommendation to defer the application.  

__________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Agenda Item 5d: 06/2018/00811 
Goosnargh Cottage, 826 Whittingham Lane and land to the south/rear of Chingle Hall 
Cottage, 780-818 Whittingham Lane and Goosnargh Cottage, 826 Whittingham Lane 
Pages 25-44 (Reports to follow pack) 
 
Changes: 
 
Section 2.1 Conditions and Informatives 
 
Conditions 
16. Site access  
17. Estate roads constructed in accordance with Lancashire County Council’s Specification 
for Construction of Estate Roads  
18. 2.0 metre wide footway across the front of the development site 
19. Future management and maintenance of streets within the development 
 
Informatives  
4. County Highways 
 
Section 3.5 Consultation Responses  
County Highways – The proposed revised site access is considered acceptable. List of 
highways conditions provided. 
 
Councillor Lona Smith objects to the application and her concerns are listed with other 
concerns raised in the main body of the report under the publicity heading on page 29 of 
the additional reports.   
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Section 3.6 Analysis 
Highways and parking 
The applicant has provided an amended site access plan to overcome concerns raised by 
County Highways relating to the proposed visibility splays. County Highways consider the 
revised access acceptable subject to a condition requiring a detailed access scheme to be 
submitted prior to development commencing. As such, it is considered the proposed access 
complies with Policy ST2 of the Adopted Local Plan and the Framework. 
 
The applicant has agreed in principle to providing a financial contribution towards improving 
public transport in the village, subject any contribution being fully justified and proven 
necessary to meet the tests for planning obligations. Such a financial contribution would be 
secured via a Section 106 Agreement. Subject to this contribution, it is considered the 
proposed development would improve the sustainability of the village of Goosnargh and 
therefore complies with Policy 3 of the Adopted Core Strategy, Policy ST2 of the Adopted 
Local Plan and the Framework in this regard. 

 
No change to the recommendation. 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Agenda Item 5e: 06/2018/0867 
Land north of Whittingham Lane, Goosnargh, Preston, PR3 2AY 
Pages 45 – 64 (Reports to follow pack) 
 
Changes: 
 

Section 2.1 Conditions and Informatives 
 

Conditions 
16. Construction Environmental Management Plan 
17. Site access  
18. Estate roads constructed in accordance with Lancashire County Council’s Specification 
for Construction of Estate Roads  
19. Future management and maintenance of streets within the development 
 
Informatives  
4. County Highways 
 
Section 3.5 Consultation Responses  
County Highways – The proposed revised site access is considered acceptable. List of 
highways conditions provided. 
 
Publicity – Two further letters of objection have been received, however they raise no 
further issues beyond those already reported. 
 

Section 3.6 Analysis 
Highways and parking 
The applicant has provided an amended site access plan to overcome concerns raised by 
County Highways relating to the proposed visibility splays. County Highways consider the 
revised access acceptable subject to a condition requiring a detailed access scheme to be 
submitted prior to development commencing. As such, it is considered the proposed access 
complies with Policy ST2 of the Adopted Local Plan and the Framework. 
 

The applicant has agreed in principle to providing a financial contribution towards improving 
public transport in the village. Such a financial contribution would be secured via a Section 
106 Agreement. Subject to this contribution, it is considered the proposed development 
would improve the sustainability of the village of Goosnargh and therefore complies with 
Policy 3 of the Adopted Core Strategy, Policy ST2 of the Adopted Local Plan and the 
Framework in this regard. 
 
No change to the recommendation. 
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Agenda Item 5f: 06/2018/1042 
Land off Halfpenny Lane, Preston, PR3 2EA 
Pages 67 – 84 (Main agenda pack) 
 
Changes: 
 
Section 3.5 Consultation Responses  
Whittingham Parish Council – Objects to the application, for the following reasons: 

 Notwithstanding the presumption in favour of development, it is considered that the 
site is not in a sustainable location.  

 The benefit of increasing the supply of housing does not outweigh the loss of rural 
villages. 

 The application is contrary to Core Strategy Policy 1(f), which requires such 
developments to be small scale and limited to appropriate infilling, conversion of 
buildings and proposals to meet local need. 

 The approval of other residential units at neighbouring sites is considered sufficient to 
meet local need. 

 The application does not meet any of the exceptions to Local Plan Policy EN1, and is 
contrary to this policy. 

 The proposal would have an adverse impact upon the rural identity and 
distinctiveness of the local area. 

 The application should be refused until a comprehensive traffic modelling exercise is 
carried out to assess surrounding new developments.  

 The access would be situated too close to the junction with Halfpenny Lane. 

 The affordable housing provisions would not be acceptable, given the site is not 
sustainable. 

 The surface water from the site may lead to flooding. There is no supporting 
information to suggest the existing sewerage system can cope with the additional 
development. The pumping station would be situated close to residents. 

 No open space is proposed as part of this development. 

 Any piling work would cause undue noise and disturbance. 
 
Publicity – One further letter of objection has been received. The following issues are 
raised: 

 There is no identified need for additional housing in this area. 

 Longridge is not defined as a smaller rural settlement, and therefore the development 
would not constitute infilling, as per the exception within Policy EN1 of the Local 
Plan. 

 52 dwellinghouses within a backland location would not meet the definition of infilling. 

 The lack of 15 car parking spaces would create highway safety concerns. 
 
Officer comment 
The committee report is clear on page 73 that the site is bordered on three sides by existing 
development (this is considered to include the substantially built up frontages of Halfpenny 
Lane and Whittingham Road), therefore the proposed development is considered to be 
appropriate infilling in accordance with Core Strategy Policy 1.   

 
No change to the recommendation. 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
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