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OFFICIAL 

 

Planning Committee 
 

 

AGENDA 

 

PART I – PUBLIC MEETING 

  

1. To Note the Appointment of Chair and Vice Chair for the 

Municipal Year 2022/ 2023   

 

  

 For the committee to note the appointment of Councillor Darcy as chair, and Councillor 

Ms Watkin as vice-chair for the forthcoming municipal year 2022-23.  

  

2. Apologies    

  

 To receive apologies for non-attendance submitted by Committee Members.  

  

3. Declarations of Interest    

  

 Members will be asked to make any declarations of interest in respect of items on this 

agenda. 

  

4. Minutes   (Pages 1 - 6) 

  

 The Committee will be asked to confirm the minutes of the meeting held on 14 April 

2022.  

  

5. Chair's Urgent Business    

  

 To receive reports on business which, in the opinion of the Chair, should be brought 

forward for urgent consideration. 

  

6. Questions from Members of the Public    

  

 The Chair will receive and respond to questions from members of the public submitted in 

accordance with the Council’s procedures. Questions shall not normally exceed 50 

words in length and the total length of time allowed for public questions shall not exceed 

10 minutes. Any question not answered within the total time allowed shall be the subject 

of a written response. 

  

7. Planning Applications for consideration    

  

 The Service Director for Strategic Planning and Infrastructure will submit a schedule 

asking Members to consider Applications and Development proposals by Local 

Authorities and statutory consultations under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

and the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990. 
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 7.1. 25 Furneaux Road  Plymouth  PL2 3ET- 22/00504/FUL (Pages 7 - 12) 

   

  Applicant:  Stephen Pascoe 

Ward:   Peverell 

Recommendation: Grant Conditionally 
 

   

 7.2. 58 Devonport Road  Plymouth  PL3 4DF - 22/00092/FUL (Pages 13 - 20) 

   

  Applicant:  Mr Murat Kaya 

Ward:   Stoke  

Recommendation: Grant Conditionally 
 

   

 7.3. 55 Sharrose Road  Plymouth  PL9 9QF- 21/01905/FUL (Pages 21 - 30) 

   

  Applicant:  J Hart 

Ward:   Plymstock Radford 

Recommendation: Grant Conditionally 
 

   

 7.4. Chelson Meadow  Plymouth  PL9 7JS - 22/00219/FUL (Pages 31 - 74) 

   

  Applicant:  PEC Renewables And Plymouth City Council 

Ward:   Plymstock Radford 

Recommendation: Grant Conditionally 
 

   

8. Planning Enforcement:   (Pages 75 - 76) 

 

9. Planning Application Decisions Issued (Pages 77 - 114) 

  

 The Service Director for Strategic Planning and Infrastructure, acting under powers delegated 

to him by the Council, will submit a schedule outlining all decisions issued from 05/04/2022 to 

10/06/2022, including – 

 

1)  Committee decisions; 

2)  Delegated decisions, subject to conditions where so indicated; 
3)  Applications withdrawn; 

4)  Applications returned as invalid. 

 

Please note that these Delegated Planning Applications are available to view online at: 

http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/planningapplicationsv4/welcome.asp  

  

10. Appeal Decisions   (Pages 115 - 116) 

  

 A schedule of decisions made by the Planning Inspectorate on appeals arising from the 

decision of the City Council will be submitted.  Please note that these Delegated Planning 

Applications are available to view online at:  

http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/planningapplicationsv4/welcome.asp  

  

 

http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/planningapplicationsv4/welcome.asp
http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/planningapplicationsv4/welcome.asp
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OFFICIAL 

Planning Committee 

 

Thursday 14 April 2022 

 

PRESENT: 

 

Councillor R Smith, in the Chair. 

Councillor Wakeham, Vice Chair. 

Councillors Corvid, Dr Mahony (substitute for Councillor Partridge), Mrs Pengelly 

(substitute for Councillor Nicholson) Shayer, Stevens, Stoneman and Tuffin. 

 

Apologies for absence: Councillors Cresswell, Derrick, Nicholson and Partridge. 

 

Also in attendance: Carly Francis (Area Planning Manager), Julie Parkin (Senior 

Lawyer), Jake Metcalfe (Democratic Advisor) and Helen Rickman (Democratic 
Advisor). 

 

The meeting started at 4.00 pm and finished at 4.45pm. 

 

Note: At a future meeting, the committee will consider the accuracy of these draft minutes, 

so they may be subject to change.  Please check the minutes of that meeting to confirm 

whether these minutes have been amended. 

 

98. Declarations of Interest   

 

The following declaration of interest was made by members in accordance with the 

code of conduct.  

 

Name Minute Reason Interest 

 

Councillor Dr 

Mahony 

 

Minute 104 

Land at Sugar 

Quay, East Quay, 

Sutton Harbour, 

Plymouth - 

20/02046/FUL 

Shareholder in 

Sutton Harbour 

Holdings.  

Pecuniary Interest 

 

99. Minutes   

 

Agreed the minutes of the meeting held on 17 March 2022 as an accurate record. 

 

100. Chair's Urgent Business   

 

There were no items of Chair’s urgent business. 

 

101. Questions from Members of the Public   

 

There were no questions from members of the public. 
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102. Planning Applications for consideration   

 

The Committee considered the following applications, development proposals by 

local authorities and statutory consultations submitted under the Town and Country 

Planning Act, 1990, and the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservations Areas) Act, 

1990. 

 

103. 79 Dean Hill, Plymouth, PL9 9AF - 22/00195/FUL   

 

Mrs Hayley Johns 

Decision: 

Application GRANTED conditionally. 

 

104. Land at Sugar Quay, East Quay, Sutton Harbour, Plymouth - 

20/02046/FUL   
 

Sutton Harbour Group 

Decision: 

Application Granted Conditionally subject to delegated authority to Director of 

Strategic Planning and Infrastructure to refuse the application if the S106 is not 

signed within the agreed timeframes (3 months).  

 

New condition 50 recommendation agreed: 

 

PRE-COMENCEMENT 

Prior to the commencement of development full detail of the proposed sound 

attenuation measures and their technical specification shall be submitted to and 

approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  Once approved development 

shall be constructed in full accordance with the approved detail. 

 

Reason: 

To protect the residential amenity of the proposed development from noise 

emanating from the business and avoid conflict with Policies DEV1 (Protecting health 

and amenity) and DEV2 (Air, water, soil, noise, land and light) of the Plymouth and 

Southwest Devon Joint Local Plan 2014-2034. 

 

Justification: To protect the residential amenity of the development from noise 

emanating from the surrounding business uses. 

 

(The Committee heard from Mr Jones, speaking on behalf of the applicant) 

 

105. Planning Enforcement   

 

The Committee noted the Planning Enforcement Report. 

 
106. Planning Application Decisions Issued   

 

The Committee noted the report from the Service Director for Strategic Planning 

and Infrastructure on decisions issued since the last meeting. 
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107. Appeal Decisions   

 

The Committee noted the schedule of appeal decisions made by the Planning 

Inspectorate. 

 

VOTING SCHEDULE  (Pages 5 - 6) 
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PLANNING COMMITTEE – 14 April 2022  

 

SCHEDULE OF VOTING  
 

Minute number and 

Application 

Voting for  Voting 

against 

Abstained Absent 

due to 

interest 

declared 

Absent 

6.1 79 Dean Hill, Plymouth, 

PL9 9AF – 22/00195/FUL 

 

Decision: 

Application Granted 

conditionally. 

 

Councillors 

Corvid, Dr 

Mahony, Mrs 

Pengelly, Shayer, 

Stevens, 

Stoneman, Tuffin, 

Wakeham and 

Smith. 

 

   Councillor 

Cresswell, 

Derrick, 

Morris, 

Nicholson 

and 

Partridge. 

   

6.2 Land at Sugar Quay, East 

Quay, Sutton Harbour, 

Plymouth – 20/02046/FUL 

 

Decision: 
Application Granted 

Conditionally subject to 

delegated authority to 

Director of Strategic 

Planning and Infrastructure 

to refuse the application if 

the S106 is not signed 

within the agreed 

timeframes (3 months). 

 

 

Councillors 

Corvid, Mrs 

Pengelly, Shayer, 

Stevens, 

Stoneman, Tuffin, 
Wakeham and 

Smith. 

 

  Councillor 

Dr 

Mahony 

Councillor 

Cresswell, 

Derrick, 

Morris, 

Nicholson 
and 

Partridge.  

  

Page 1 Minute Annex Page 5



This page is intentionally left blank

Page 6



 

   

PLANNING APPLICATION 
OFFICERS REPORT 

 
 

Site Address 25 Furneaux Road  Plymouth  PL2 3ET       

Proposal Replacement of flat roof on existing garage with a dual pitched roof 

Applicant Stephen Pascoe 

Application Type Full Application 

Target Date    20.05.2022 
Committee 
Date  

Extended Target Date 30.06.2022   

Decision Category PCC Employee 

Case Officer Mr Mike Stone 

Recommendation Grant Conditionally 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Application 
Number   22/00504/FUL  Item 01 

Date Valid 25.03.2022  Ward PEVERELL 
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The application comes before Planning Committee because the applicant is an 
employee of the City Council. 
 
1. Description of Site 
Number 25 Furneaux Road is a semi-detached dwellinghouse located close to the junction of 
Furneaux Road and Vine Gardens in the Beacon Park Neighbourhood. Ground levels rise slightly 
from front to back so that the front entrance is reached by a short flight of steps. At the side and to 
the rear of the house is a detached, flat roofed single garage, built on the side boundary and accessed 
by a driveway at the side of the house. 
 
2. Proposal Description 
Replacement of flat roof on existing garage with a dual pitched roof. 
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The garage is just over 5 metres long, 2.5 metres wide and 2.2 metres to the flat roof. The new 
pitched roof would be 3.2 metres to the ridge and 1.9 metres to the eaves. Materials would be slate 
to match the main house. 
 
3. Pre-application enquiry 
There was no pre-application enquiry with this proposal. 
 
4. Relevant planning history  
There is no planning history for this property. 
 
5. Consultation responses 
None required. 
 
6. Representations 
None received. 
 
7. Relevant Policy Framework 
Section 70 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act requires that regard be had to the 
development plan, any local finance and any other material considerations. Section 38(6) of the 2004 
Planning and Compensation Act requires that applications are to be determined in accordance with 
the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  For the purposes of 
decision making, as on March 26th 2019, the Plymouth & South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014 - 
2034 is now part of the development plan for Plymouth City Council, South Hams District Council 
and West Devon Borough Council (other than parts South Hams and West Devon within Dartmoor 
National Park. 
 
Other material considerations include the policies of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), Planning Practice Guidance (PPG), National Design Guidance, the scale and urgency of the 
climate change emergency, and Plymouth City Council's Declaration on Climate Emergency (March 
2019) for a carbon neutral city by 2030. Additionally, the following planning documents are also 
material considerations in the determination of the application:  
The Plymouth and South West Devon Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (2020). 

 
8. Analysis 
1.  
This application has been considered in the context of the development plan, the adopted Joint Local 
Plan, the Framework and other material considerations as set out in Section 7. The relevant policies 
are: DEV1 (Protecting health and amenity) and DEV20 (Place shaping and the quality of the built 
environment). 
 
2. Principle of Development 
Joint Local Plan policies indicate that the proposal is acceptable in principle.  
 
3. Negotiations Undertaken 
The original plans submitted were considered acceptable and the assessment has been based on the 
original plans. 
 
4. Visual Impact 
Officers have considered the visual impact of the development against the guidance in the SPD and 
consider it acceptable.  
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5. The garage is located to the side and rear of the house in a slightly elevated position. It is just 
over 15 metres from the road. Behind the garage is the gable wall of the property to the rear in Vine 
Gardens. The new pitched roof would be smaller, but follow the style of this gable. 
 
6. Given the distance from the public road and the modest scale of the work, the case officer 
does not feel the proposal would have a significantly harmful impact on the quality of the street 
scene. 
 
7. Amenity 
Officers have considered the impact on neighbouring amenity against the guidance in the SPD and 
consider it acceptable. No neighbour objections have been received. 
 
8. The nearest neighbour is a bungalow with a side extension built up to the boundary with the 
garage. The garage projects slightly beyond the rear elevation of the bungalow.  
 
9. The case officer does not consider that there would be any significantly harmful impact on 
neighbour amenity in terms of loss of light, overshadowing or outlook. 
 
10. The case officer considers that the application complies with JLP polices DEV1 and DEV20 
and is recommended for approval. 
 
9. Human Rights 
Human Rights Act - The development has been assessed against the provisions of the Human Rights 
Act, and in particular Article 1 of the First Protocol and Article 8 of the Act itself. This Act gives 
further effect to the rights included in the European Convention on Human Rights. In arriving at this 
recommendation, due regard has been given to the applicant's reasonable development rights and 
expectations which have been balanced and weighed against the wider community interests, as 
expressed through third party interests / the Development Plan and Central Government Guidance. 
 
10. Local Finance Considerations 
No Local Finance Considerations. 
 
11. Planning Obligations 
The purpose of planning obligations is to mitigate or compensate for adverse impacts of a 
development, or to prescribe or secure something that is needed to make the development 
acceptable in planning terms.  Planning obligations can only lawfully constitute a reason for granting 
planning permission where the three statutory tests of Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations 2010 
are met. 
 
No planning obligations have been sought in respect of this application. 
 
12. Equalities and Diversities 
This planning application has had due regard to Section 149 of the Equality Act with regard to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty and the case officer has concluded that the application does not cause 
discrimination on the grounds of gender, race and disability.  
 
13. Conclusions and Reasons for Decision 
Officers have taken account of the NPPF and S38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004 and concluded that the proposal is acceptable and accords with policies DEV1 and DEV20 and 
national guidance. The application is recommended for approval. 
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14. Recommendation 

In respect of the application dated 25.03.2022 it is recommended to   Grant Conditionally. 

 

15. Conditions / Reasons 
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following approved 
plans:  

  
1 CONDITION: APPROVED PLANS 

  
   Location Plan PP-11138650/001 Rev A  received 24/03/22 
   Block Plan PP-11138650/002 Rev A  received 24/03/22 
   Plans and Elevations Existing and Proposed PP-11138650/003 Rev A  received 24/03/22 
 
Reason: 
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning, in accordance with the Plymouth & 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014–2034 (2019). 
 
 
 2 CONDITION: COMMENCE WITHIN 3 YEARS 
 
The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years beginning 
from the date of this permission. 
 
Reason: 
To comply with Section 51 of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 
 

 
INFORMATIVES 

 
 
 1 INFORMATIVE: (NOT CIL LIABLE) DEVELOPMENT IS NOT LIABLE FOR A 
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY CONTRIBUTION 
 
The Local Planning Authority has assessed that this development, due to its size or nature, is 
exempt from any liability under the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended). 
 
 2 INFORMATIVE: UNCONDITIONAL APPROVAL (APART FROM TIME LIMIT 
AND APPROVED PLANS) 
 
In accordance with the requirements of Article 31 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010 and the National Planning Policy 
Framework, the Council has worked in a positive and pro-active way and has granted planning 
permission. 
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PLANNING APPLICATION 
OFFICERS REPORT

Site Address 58 Devonport Road  Plymouth  PL3 4DF      

Proposal
Alterations to shopfront and removal of a Post Office mailbox inc. 
replacement glass panel (retrospective)

Applicant Mr Murat Kaya

Application Type Full Application

Target Date   25.04.2022
Committee 
Date 23.06.2022

Extended Target Date N/A

Decision Category Councillor Referral

Case Officer Miss Emily Godwin

Recommendation Grant Conditionally

Application 
Number  22/00092/FUL Item 02

Date Valid 28.02.2022 Ward STOKE
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This application has been referred to Planning Committee by Cllr Laing.

1.  Description of Site
58 Devonport Road is a mid-terrace property consisting of a hot-food takeaway (Sui Generis) at 
ground floor with residential uses above. The surrounding area is mixed use in character, mainly 
comprising of commercial units at ground floor level with residential accommodation on upper 
floors. The site falls within the Stoke Conservation Area and the Stoke Village local centre.

2.  Proposal Description
The proposal is for alterations to shopfront and removal of a Post Office mailbox inc. replacement 
glass panel (retrospective).

3. Pre-application Enquiry
None.
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4. Relevant Planning History
19/00033/FUL - Change of use of 3-bed flat into two 1-bed flats (retrospective) (Refused)

19/01346/FUL - Change of use of 3-bed flat into 2x dwellings (1x 1-bed flat and 1x studio flat) 
(resubmission of application 19/00033/FUL) (Granted Conditionally)

20/01254/FUL - Change of use of the ground floor (Class A1) to a hot-food takeaway (Class A5) inc. 
installation of extractor duct to rear (Granted Conditionally)

21/01826/FUL - Replacement Shopfront (retrospective) (Application Returned)

5. Consultation Responses
Designing out Crime Officer - No objections to the proposal from a designing out crime, fear of 
crime and anti-social behaviour perspective. 

Office for Nuclear Regulation - No comments on the application.

Historic Environment - No objections to the application, 

6. Representations
The application has been referred to Planning Committee by Cllr Laing

16 Letters of representation were received objecting to the scheme, which drew upon concerns 
related to the removal of the post box as part of the shop front alterations: These concerns 
included:
- Detrimental impact of postbox removal on the community and local businesses
- Concerns that the postbox was of historic significance, and the works have an impact on the 
wider Stoke Conservation Area
- Setting a precedent for the removal of further community assets
- Isolation of residents
- Concerns of the nature of removal - without consideration of the due process

Letters of representation also raised concerns over the use of the property as a hot food takeaway, 
regarding the operation hours, litter, highways issues in relation to deliveries and the rear service 
lane, dangers to public safety, smell and noise, bin storage and attraction of pests as well as 
disorderly behaviour. Officers note that whilst these concerns have been raised, the change of use to 
a Hot Food Takeaway (Sui Generis) has already been approved at 58 Devonport Road as part of the 
approval 20/01254/FUL. As this application relates to alterations to the shopfront, officers are of the 
view that these works are minor in scale and themselves would therefore be unlikely to lead to any 
detrimental impact in relation to the above concerns raised.

7. Relevant Policy Framework
Section 70 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act requires that regard be had to the 
development plan, any local finance and any other material considerations. Section 38(6) of the 2004 
Planning and Compensation Act requires that applications are to be determined in accordance with 
the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  For the purposes of 
decision making, as on March 26th 2019, the Plymouth & South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014 - 
2034 is now part of the development plan for Plymouth City Council, South Hams District Council 
and West Devon Borough Council (other than parts South Hams and West Devon within Dartmoor 
National Park.
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Other material considerations include the policies of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), Planning Practice Guidance (PPG), National Design Guidance, the scale and urgency of the 
climate change emergency, and Plymouth City Council's Declaration on Climate Emergency (March 
2019) for a carbon neutral city by 2030. Additionally, the following planning documents are also 
material considerations in the determination of the application: The Plymouth and South West 
Devon Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (2020).

8. Analysis
8.1 This application has been considered in the context of the development plan, the Framework and 
other material considerations as set out in Section 7. The policies of most relevance to the 
consideration of this application are: DEV1 (Protecting health and amenity), DEV20 (Place shaping 
and the quality of the built environment) and DEV21 (Development affecting the historic 
environment. The key planning consideration is the impact on the character and appearance of the 
street and wider Conservation Area.
 
8.2 Principle of Development
8.2.1 Joint Local Plan policies indicate that the proposal is acceptable in principle.  

8.3 Negotiations Undertaken
8.3.1 The original plans submitted were considered acceptable and the assessment has been based on 
the original plans.

8.4 Unauthorised removal of post box
8.4.1 Officers are aware that the main concerns related to this application are regarding the loss of 
the post box, and the subsequent impacts of its removal from the application site on the local 
community. It is therefore important to note that the removal of the post box cannot be controlled 
by the Local Planning Authority, as it falls under Schedule 6 of the Postal Services Act, Royal Mail are 
able to undertake any works for the provision of the postal service including "(b) inspecting, 
maintaining, adjusting, repairing, altering or renewing such apparatus which has been so placed, 
changing its position or removing it."

8.4.2 To this end, any works to post boxes are therefore a separate process to the planning system, 
and as such the removal of the post box is not a material planning consideration. This means that any 
impacts as a result of its removal, such as those raised in the letters, cannot be used to provide 
weight in the determination of the planning application. Therefore, the removal of the post box and 
associated shop front alterations will be assessed according to the visual impact, impact on amenity 
and impact on the historic environment.

8.4.3 Furthermore, officers note that comments from the Historic Environment Officer 
recommended an informative be included for the relocation and/or retention of the post box 
(despite being out of use at the time of its removal). Officers reiterate that due to the statutory 
rights of Royal Mail, that the Local Planning Authority do not have control of development relating to 
post boxes and therefore are unable to enforce that the post box be re-located. 

8.4.4 Correspondence with Royal Mail during the course of this application has confirmed that the 
post box was not in use at the time of its removal, and therefore would be required to be removed 
from the premises at 58 Devonport Road. Royal Mail contacted the Local Planning Authority, and 
were notified that planning permission was required for alterations to the shop front, which Royal 
Mail awaited prior to removing the post box themselves. Consent from the Local Planning Authority 
was not applied for, the works to the shopfront were undertaken without planning permission. It has 
however been confirmed by Royal Mail, and the applicant, that the post box has now been returned 
to Royal Mail.
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8.4.5 It is understood by officers that whilst a replacement post box within Stoke Village was 
requested, Royal Mail declined this request due to there being 5 post boxes within 400m of the 
previous post box at 58 Devonport Road; this has led to an extension in the final plate time at the 
nearby box located at Penlee Gardens of 16:45. 

8.5 Visual Impact
8.5.1 Officers have considered the visual impact of the shopfront alterations against the guidance in 
the SPD and consider it acceptable.  

8.5.2 Guidance in the SPD requires shopfronts to contribute to the character and appearance of the 
streetscene and should be considered as part of the architectural composition of the building. 
Following a visit to the site, it was confirmed that the design of the shopfront has not been altered 
and the works consist of the like-for-like replacement of one glass panel. To this end, officers 
consider that these works are not out of keeping with the character of the streetscene as the 
appearance of the shopfront itself has remained the same.

8.5.3 Officers note that the removal of the post box, as part of these alterations is visible from the 
streetscene and has led to some loss of character for the local area. Whilst the owners of the site 
did remove this without consent, officers consider that Royal Mail do have permitted development 
rights, as aforementioned, to remove post boxes and a replacement glass panel would have been 
considered acceptable if the application had been submitted prior to the works taking place.

8.5.4 Furthermore, where the application site is located within the Stoke Village local centre, officers 
consider the surrounding area is characterised by similar ground floor uses where shopfronts mainly 
demonstrate similar designs and are an established feature within the streetscene. As such, the 
alterations to the existing shop front are considered to be in-keeping with the local pattern of 
development and therefore will not be detrimental to the overall character of the area.

8.5.5 Furthermore, the SPD requires shop front alterations to be finished with high quality materials 
and finishes which demonstrate the appropriateness to the character of the property and the 
surrounding area. Officers merit that the scheme uses the existing wooden framing and consider that 
as the works are in-keeping with the existing shopfront, they are found to be acceptable on the 
grounds of visual amenity.

8.5.6 Overall, officers find the works to accord with DEV20 of the Joint Local Plan.

8.6 Amenity
8.6.1 Policy DEV1 of the JLP sets out to ensure that new development provides for satisfactory 
daylight, sunlight, outlook, privacy and the protection from noise, vibration and odour disturbance. 
Officers consider that the works would not lead to any increase in adverse amenity for local 
residents, workers and visitors and is therefore considered to accord with DEV1.

8.7 Impact on the Historic Environment
8.7.1 As the site is located within the Stoke Conservation Area, any proposal must accord with 
DEV21 of the JLP. Officers have considered the impact on the historic environment and find it to be 
acceptable.

8.7.2 Concerns raised in submitted letters of representation highlight the historic significance of the 
shopfront. Concerns highlight that the box appeared to be of a Ludlow wall box style, and its 
removal has led to a loss of an historical asset within the Stoke Conservation Area.

8.7.3 To this end, consultation with Historic Environment Officers has noted that the postbox was 
unlikely to be of notable historic significance. As neither the post box, nor the property have been 
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considered as worthy of listing by Historic England, it is considered that the post box did not benefit 
from additional protection and therefore is not subject to being retained on the grounds of its 
historic significance.

8.7.4 In terms of the wider shopfront alterations, guidance in the SPD notes that high quality 
materials and finishes are required for all shop fronts. Their appropriateness to the character of the 
area and building and the visual relationship with the upper floor and adjacent buildings are all 
planning considerations. Historic Environment Officers have raised no concerns with the 
replacement window panel and consider it would preserve the character and appearance of the 
conservation area. Officers consider that as the existing window panes and materials are being 
retained that the works accord with DEV21 of the JLP.

8.8 Intentional Unauthorised Development
8.8.1 Since August 2015 national planning policy requires consideration to be given as to whether 
intentional unauthorised development has been carried out. The new policy applies to all relevant 
planning decisions made by Local Planning Authorities and Planning Inspectors. The policy has been 
introduced largely as a result of Government concerns about the harm caused by unauthorised 
developments in the Greenbelt, but applies equally elsewhere.

8.8.2 The policy does not indicate exactly how much weight should be afforded to this in relation to 
the weight to be given to other material planning considerations. Neither does the policy clarify 
exactly what evidence is required to demonstrate the unauthorised development has been carried 
out intentionally.

8.8.3 It is clearly highly undesirable for any development to take place before planning permission has 
been properly sought, and obtained, in any circumstances. However, it should be noted that this new 
policy only applies where unauthorised development has taken place with the full knowledge of the 
person(s) undertaking the work that it lacks the necessary consent. In reality, given the difficulties in 
interpreting these points, it is considered that little or no weight can be given to this aspect, unless 
the Council has clearly indicated to the applicant that unauthorised development is being carried out, 
and that works have then continued beyond that point, or where there is some other compelling 
evidence that such work has intentionally been carried out. 

8.8.4 Neither of these factors appear to apply in this case, and so it is considered that no weight 
should be afforded to this particular point in the determination of this application.

9. Human Rights
Human Rights Act - The development has been assessed against the provisions of the Human Rights 
Act, and in particular Article 1 of the First Protocol and Article 8 of the Act itself. This Act gives 
further effect to the rights included in the European Convention on Human Rights. In arriving at this 
recommendation, due regard has been given to the applicant's reasonable development rights and 
expectations which have been balanced and weighed against the wider community interests, as 
expressed through third party interests / the Development Plan and Central Government Guidance.

10. Local Finance Considerations
None.

11. Planning Obligations
The purpose of planning obligations is to mitigate or compensate for adverse impacts of a 
development, or to prescribe or secure something that is needed to make the development 
acceptable in planning terms.  Planning obligations can only lawfully constitute a reason for granting 
planning permission where the three statutory tests of Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations 2010 
are met.
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Planning obligations are not sought due to the nature and size of proposal.

12. Equalities and Diversities
This planning application has had due regard to Section 149 of the Equality Act with regard to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty and has concluded that the application does not cause discrimination on 
the grounds of gender, race and disability.

13. Conclusions and Reasons for Decision
The shopfront alterations are considered to be appropriate for planning approval.

Officers have taken into account of the NPPF and S38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase 
Act 2004 and concluded that the proposal is in line with the policies as set out in the Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014-2034 (2019), the Plymouth and South West Devon 
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (2020), and the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Officers consider that for the reasons set out in the analysis section, the development does not lead 
to an adverse impact on the character or appearance of the area, have a significant harmful impact on 
neighbours, or negatively impact on the historic environment.

The development accords with policy and national guidance and is considered to comply with 
policies DEV1, DEV20 and DEV21 of the Joint Local Plan, the guidance contained within the 
Plymouth and SW Devon SPD and the NPPF.

The application is recommended for approval.

14. Recommendation

In respect of the application dated 28.02.2022 it is recommended to   Grant Conditionally.

15. Conditions / Reasons
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following approved 
plans: 

1 CONDITION: APPROVED PLANS

  
Reason:
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning, in accordance with the Plymouth & 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014–2034 (2019).

 2 CONDITION: COMMENCE WITHIN 3 YEARS

The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years beginning 
from the date of this permission.

Reason:
To comply with Section 51 of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.
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INFORMATIVES

 1 INFORMATIVE: (NOT CIL LIABLE) DEVELOPMENT IS NOT LIABLE FOR A 
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY CONTRIBUTION

The Local Planning Authority has assessed that this development, due to its size or nature, is 
exempt from any liability under the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended).

 2 INFORMATIVE: UNCONDITIONAL APPROVAL (APART FROM TIME LIMIT 
AND APPROVED PLANS)

In accordance with the requirements of Article 31 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010 and the National Planning Policy 
Framework, the Council has worked in a positive and pro-active way and has granted planning 
permission.
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PLANNING APPLICATION 
OFFICERS REPORT

Site Address 55 Sharrose Road  Plymouth  PL9 9QF      

Proposal Rear decking (retrospective) (re-submission of 21/00332/FUL)

Applicant J Hart

Application Type Full Application

Target Date   13.12.2021
Committee 
Date 23.06.2022

Extended Target Date N/A

Decision Category Councillor Referral

Case Officer Miss Emily Godwin

Recommendation Grant Conditionally

Application 
Number  21/01905/FUL Item 03

Date Valid 18.10.2021 Ward PLYMSTOCK RADFORD
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This application has been referred to Planning Committee by Cllr Watkin

1.  Description of Site
55 Sharrose Road is a semi-detached bungalow located within the Plymstock Radford 
neighbourhood. The dwelling is set below street level with changing topography and sloping rear 
garden.  

2.  Proposal Description
The proposal relates to the retrospective construction of raised rear decking. It is a re-submission of 
21/00332/FUL. 

The decking is comprised of two tiers, following the slope of the garden to the North East. The 
decking runs the full width of the garden, with both tiers being 5.8m wide, and steps downwards 
along the eastern side being 1.5m wide; making the entire decking approximately 7.3m wide. 
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The top layer of decking is accessed directly from the rear patio doors of 55 Sharrose Road, and is 
5.2m deep from the rear of the property. The highest point of ground level is found directly where 
the decking begins at the property's rear elevation. Here, the decking is approximately 0.1m above 
the ground level. Where the ground slopes away, the decking at the end of the top layer is 1m above 
the ground level directly beneath. 

The second level of decking has a depth of 4.5m, and is stepped down from the first by 0.75m. At 
this stepped-down point, the decking is 0.3m above the land directly below. Where the second layer 
of decking ends, it is 1.1m higher than the land directly below.

Currently, a third level of decking has been constructed at the end of the garden. As part of this 
proposal, this level is proposed to be removed, creating an area of garden space 2.5m deep and 5.8m 
wide

Steps to access each level of decking and rear of the garden will run the entire length of the garden, 
with a depth of 12m. 

Fencing has been erected on the East and West boundaries of the property to shield views of the 
decking. At the highest decking level, a 1.8m high fence extends 5.2m from the rear elevation of the 
property. As the ground slopes away, its highest point is measured at 2.8m tall from the ground 
directly below. The existing glass balustrading between 53 and 55 Sharrose Road is proposed to be 
replaced by this fence panel. Following this, a 1m section of fence is proposed to be 1.7m high. 

To screen the second level of decking, a 1.3m fence is proposed. Where the land slopes downwards, 
the fence will be 2.1m high from the lowest ground level. Beyond this, the fence slopes down 
towards the bottom of the garden by 0.1m, to a height of 2m. The fence to the rear boundary will be 
2m in height.

The decking is constructed with commonly used materials for works of this nature.

3. Pre-application Enquiry
None.

4. Relevant Planning History
21/00332/FUL - Decking (retrospective) - Refuse

21/00334/FUL - Hardstanding (retrospective) - Application Withdrawn

5. Consultation Responses
Ministry of Defence - No objection to the proposal.

6. Representations
The application has been called-in to Planning Committee by Cllr Watkin.

In addition, five letters of representation were received, which raised the following concerns:

- The height of the decking creates a vantage point for overlooking
- Issues related to drainage 
- Impact on biodiversity 
- Glass balustrades do not protect privacy for neighbours
- Concerns that the works would lead to a precedent for more gardens to develop large 
decked areas
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- Poor design of the decking
- Windows of neighbours backing onto 55 Sharrose Road have view blocked by the rear 
boundary fence
- Concerns over the lack of clarity of plans in showing the difference in levels of the decking
- Calls for a more substantial privacy screen between 53 and 55 Sharrose Road and the 
removal of the bottom layer of decking

Further non-material concerns were also raised within letters of representation:
- The works are detrimental to property value
- Decking will lead to the growth of unmaintained weeds
- Pests will be attracted 
- The decking will encroach on the footpath to the East of the property which backs onto 
Hooe Hill

Whilst these concerns have been raised, they are non-material and fall outside the planning process. 
Therefore, they have no bearing on this recommendation.

7. Relevant Policy Framework
Section 70 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act requires that regard be had to the 
development plan, any local finance and any other material considerations. Section 38(6) of the 2004 
Planning and Compensation Act requires that applications are to be determined in accordance with 
the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. For the purposes of decision 
making, as of March 26th 2019, the Plymouth & South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014 - 2034 is 
now part of the development plan for Plymouth City Council, South Hams District Council and 
West Devon Borough Council (other than parts South Hams and West Devon within Dartmoor 
National Park).

Other material considerations include the policies of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) National Design Guidance, the scale and urgency of the 
climate change emergency, and Plymouth City Council's Declaration on Climate Emergency (March 
2019) for a carbon neutral city by 2030. Additionally, the following planning documents are also 
material considerations in the determination of the application: 
The Plymouth and South West Devon Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (2020).

8. Key Issues/Material Considerations
8.1 The relevant policies are: DEV1 (Protecting health and amenity) and DEV20 (Place shaping and 
the quality of the built environment). 

8.2 Principle of Development
Joint Local Plan policies indicate that the proposal is acceptable in principle. 

8.3 Negotiations Undertaken
8.3.1 The original plans submitted were considered unacceptable due to their impact on 
neighbouring amenity. Officers consider the original plans lead to significant overlooking into 
adjacent properties and therefore did not comply with Policy DEV1. Four further iterations of plans 
were submitted with various amendments. The most recent submission of plans was received on 
09/06/2022. The assessment has been based upon these amended plans.

8.4 Permitted Development
8.4.1 Paragraph 13.25 of the SPD highlights that "decking, particularly in sloping gardens could be 
classified as permitted development and therefore cannot be controlled through planning legislation". 
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8.4.2 Decking falls under Part 1 of the (General Permitted Development) Order 2015 when it does 
not create "a platform with a height greater than 0.3 metres" as defined in paragraph 1. Guidance 
further requires decking to cover up to 50% of the curtilage of the property. Officers consider that 
the decking will only be higher than ground level by approximately 0.1m, however as the decking 
currently stands, it covers over 50% of the garden, therefore an application is required.

8.4.3 Officers note that within the amended scheme, the decking takes up 74 square metres of the 
200 metres of the property's curtilage and may therefore be classed as permitted development.

8.5 Visual Impact
8.5.1 Policy DEV20 of the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan states that development 
should have proper regard to the pattern of local development and the wider development context. 
Officers have considered the visual impact of the development against guidance in the SPD and 
consider it to be acceptable. 

8.5.2 The raised decking is considered to be of an adequate design which complements the main 
dwelling. The decking is constructed with timber, as is common for this type of development and 
therefore is not considered to be out-of-keeping with the surrounding residential area.

8.5.3 Where the works have taken place to the rear of the property, officers consider the visual 
impact of the works to be minimal. All layers of the decking will be screened by the fencing on the 
North, East and West boundaries, further lessening the visual impact of the scheme. 

8.5.4 The design of the decking has been raised as a concern within submitted letters of 
representation. Within the letter, it is raised that the infrastructure below the decking is visible 
below neighbouring balconies. Officers consider that as the existing glass balustrade will be replaced 
by timber fence along the West boundary, which will start at the ground level instead of the decking 
level which currently is in place, that the decking will be sufficiently screened and will therefore not 
be visible from neighbouring properties

8.5.6 Overall, officers are of the view that the works are in line with the DEV20 of the Joint Local 
Plan, and consider the works to be acceptable.

8.7  Neighbouring Amenity
8.7.1 Policy DEV1 requires "new development provides for satisfactory daylight, sunlight, outlook, 
privacy and the protection from noise disturbance". Officers have assessed the application against 
policy DEV1 of the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan and find it acceptable.

8.7.2 Paragraph 13.25 of the SPD states that decking can lead to problems of overlooking and affect 
the amenity of neighbours, particularly in sloping gardens, and will therefore be resisted if they would 
create an unacceptable loss of privacy for neighbouring properties. In line with the concerns raised 
within submitted letters of representation, the main issue related to a loss of privacy due to the 
height created by the decking and the insufficient screening between property boundaries.

8.7.3 To this end, officers have assessed the opportunities for overlooking created as a result of the 
construction of the decking. Representations make specific reference to the privacy of 5 Belle Vue 
Garden, where the bottom tier of decking would provide a vantage point to look over the fence into 
the garden and habitable room windows. Following the submission of an amended scheme, in which 
the bottom level of decking was removed, officers consider the opportunities to overlook have been 
significantly reduced and that the privacy of residents at 5 Belle Vue Avenue is retained.

8.7.4 Further comments have been received raising concerns that the 2m rear boundary fence will 
reduce the daylight received and outlook experienced for residents at 3 and 5 Belle Vue Avenue. 
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Officers note that 55 Sharrose Road is set higher than properties along Belle Vue Avenue, due to the 
sloping topography of the area. Whilst officers concur that as a result of this change in levels there 
will be a loss of daylight and outlook for residents, it is noted that the fence is 2m in height and 
therefore could be constructed to this height under permitted development without planning 
consent. As a result of this fallback, officers find the rear boundary fence to be acceptable.

8.7.5 In addition, concerns regarding the privacy experienced at 53 Sharrose Road have been raised 
within the representations received where the previous proposal included a glass balustrade between 
53 and 55 Sharrose Road. Representations raised that the glass balustrade did not protect the 
privacy of residents at 53 Sharrose Road and provided significant overlooking opportunities. Within 
the amended scheme, this glass balustrade has been replaced with a timber fence 1.8m high. Officers 
consider this is sufficient to screen views into the garden and habitable room windows of 53 
Sharrose Road and therefore consider this to be acceptable.

8.7.6 Nonetheless, officers consider that the proposed timber fence will be in breach of the 45 
degree guidance as outlined in paragraph 13.32 of the SPD, and therefore is expected to have an 
impact on the daylight and outlook available to habitable room windows of 53 Sharrose Road. 
Although this is contrary to paragraph 13.26 of the SPD which states that screening or fencing 
should not unreasonably affect the outlook or daylight of the neighbouring property, officers 
consider that the garden and habitable room windows face towards the North; and so already 
receive limited daylight. Officers also note that concerns have not been received regarding the 
proposed fence. For these reasons, officers are of the view that a fence would not have a significant 
impact on daylight that could warrant the refusal of the planning application. Accordingly, officers 
take the on balance view that whilst some impact on daylight and outlook may be experienced, the 
privacy for the residents of 53 Sharrose Road is sufficiently protected.

8.7.7 Officers have also considered the impact of overlooking on properties to the East along Hooe 
Hill, where gardens back on to the decking. Officers consider that the highest level of decking will be 
well screened by fencing which is 1.8m high from the decking level and therefore is a sufficient height 
as to adequately screen views into the gardens or habitable room windows to the East. 

8.7.8 Further to this, officers note that the second layer of decking is not served by a screen of the 
same height, and in some places the decking is screened by timber fencing as low as 0.8m from the 
decking level. Officers are of the view that this would not sufficiently screen the decking from 
neighbouring properties along Hooe Hill. However, it is considered that the upper level of decking is 
likely to be the most used, and therefore the reduced height of screening is considered to be less 
harmful as a result. In addition, officers note that whilst the decking does create opportunities for 
overlooking into neighbouring gardens, the works could be completed under permitted 
development, and therefore would not require planning permission. In line with paragraph 13.25 of 
the SPD which highlights that "decking, particularly in sloping gardens could be classed as permitted 
development and therefore cannot be controlled through planning legislation". The GPDO sets out 
that decking cannot exceed 0.3m in height from the highest point of ground level.  Therefore, where 
the ground slopes away at a sharp angle downwards, this is below the highest point of ground level.  

8.8 Drainage
8.8.1 Officers note the comments raised in submitted letters of representation regarding the 
drainage of the site and surrounding area. The proposed works will cover the majority of the garden 
which was previously grass. Details provided by the applicant state that rainwater drainage will still 
be possible through gaps in the decking planks into the ground below. Officers find this to be an 
acceptable proposal to appropriately manage the drainage of the site.
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8.9 Biodiversity
8.9.1 Submitted letters of representation make reference to concerns that the installation of decking 
has led to a loss of biodiversity and wildlife habitats within the local area. Policy DEV26 of the JLP 
requires that "development should support the protection, conservation, enhancement and 
restoration of biodiversity and geodiversity across the Plan Area".

8.9.2 Consultation with Natural Infrastructure highlights that the significant loss of green space to the 
rear garden of 55 Sharrose Road, will have some impact on ecological corridors and wildlife 
networks, given the site is located in close proximity to Radford Woods Local Nature Reserve and 
County Wildlife Site, Staddon Fields Biodiversity Network Feature as well as various neighbourhood 
greenspaces. Therefore, in line with recommendation from Natural Infrastructure a condition has 
been added for the ecological mitigation of the works to include the installation of 2 bird boxes and 
2 hedgehog holes.

8.9.3 Further to this, officers consider that the removal of the bottom layer of decking is a positive 
contribution to the scheme which will re-introduce some ecological networks to the rear garden. 
Therefore, officers find the works to be in accordance with DEV26 of the Joint Local Plan.

8.10 Other Considerations
8.10.1 Letters of representation submitted highlights concerns that the decking may attract pests to 
nest underneath. Officers consider that by virtue of the scale and nature of the works, that the 
attraction of pests would not provide sufficient grounds for the refusal of the application. An 
informative has been included to advise that appropriate measures are taken to ensure the risk of 
pests is addressed.

8.11 Intentional Unauthorised Development
8.11.1 Since August 2015 national planning policy requires consideration to be given as to whether 
intentional unauthorised development has been carried out. The new policy applies to all relevant 
planning decisions made by Local Planning Authorities and Planning Inspectors. The policy has been 
introduced largely as a result of Government concerns about the harm caused by unauthorised 
developments in the Greenbelt, but applies equally elsewhere.

8.11.2 The policy does not indicate exactly how much weight should be afforded to this in relation to 
the weight to be given to other material planning considerations. Neither does the policy clarify 
exactly what evidence is required to demonstrate the unauthorised development has been carried 
out intentionally.

8.11.3 It is clearly highly undesirable for any development to take place before planning permission 
has been properly sought, and obtained, in any circumstances. However, it should be noted that this 
new policy only applies where unauthorised development has taken place with the full knowledge of 
the person(s) undertaking the work that it lacks the necessary consent. In reality, given the 
difficulties in interpreting these points, it is considered that little or no weight can be given to this 
aspect, unless the Council has clearly indicated to the applicant that unauthorised development is 
being carried out, and that works have then continued beyond that point, or where there is some 
other compelling evidence that such work has intentionally been carried out. 

8.11.4 Neither of these factors appear to apply in this case and so it is considered that no weight 
should be afforded to this particular point in the determination of this application.

9. Human Rights
Human Rights Act - The development has been assessed against the provisions of the Human Rights 
Act, and in particular Article 1 of the First Protocol and Article 8 of the Act itself. This Act gives 
further effect to the rights included in the European Convention on Human Rights. In arriving at this 
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recommendation, due regard has been given to the applicant's reasonable development rights and 
expectations which have been balanced and weighed against the wider community interests, as 
expressed through third party interests / the Development Plan and Central Government Guidance.

10. Local Finance Considerations
Not required

11. Planning Obligations
This planning application has had due regard to Section 149 of the Equality Act with regard to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty and has concluded that the application does not cause discrimination on 
the grounds of gender, race and disability. 

12. Equalities and Diversities
This planning application has had due regard to Section 149 of the Equality Act with regard to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty and has concluded that the application does not cause discrimination on 
the grounds of gender, race and disability. 

13. Conclusions and Reasons for Decision
The decking is considered to be appropriate for planning approval.

Officers have taken account of the NPPF and S38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004 and concluded that the proposal is in line with the policies as set out in the Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014-2034 (2019), the Plymouth and South West Devon 
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (2020), and the National Planning Policy Framework 2019. 

Officers consider that for the reasons set out in the analysis section, the development does not have 
an adverse impact on the character or appearance of the area, have a significant harmful impact on 
neighbours, or negatively impact on biodiversity. 

The Development accords with policy and national guidance and is considered to comply with 
policies DEV1, DEV20 and DEV26 of the Joint Local Plan, the guidance contained within the 
Plymouth and SW Devon SPD and the NPPF.

The application is recommended for approval.

14. Recommendation

In respect of the application dated 18.10.2021 it is recommended to   Grant Conditionally.

15. Conditions / Reasons
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following approved 
plans: 

1 CONDITION: APPROVED PLANS

    Location Map 18102021 -  received 18/10/21
    Site Plan 18102021 -  received 18/10/21
    Proposed Plans and Elevations 09062022 Rev C  received 09/06/22

Reason:
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning, in accordance with the Plymouth & 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014–2034 (2019).
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 2 CONDITION: COMMENCE WITHIN 2 YEARS

The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of two years beginning from 
the date of this permission.

Reason:
To comply with Section 51 of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 and in accordance with 
Core Strategy Objective 10(8) (Delivering Adequate Housing Supply) and Policy SPT3 of the 
Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan.

 3 CONDITION: ECOLOGICAL MITIGATION

The installation of 2 enclosed bird boxes and 2 hedgehog holes within the sites boundary should be 
implemented to offset the ecological impact. Hedgehog holes should be placed so animals can move 
through the site (i.e. holes on opposite ends of the site). Plans for the specification and locations of 
these within the building or site are to be submitted and approved in writing to the Local Planning 
Authority.

Reason: In the interests of the retention, protection and enhancement of wildlife and features of 
biological interest, in accordance with Joint Local Plan Policies SPT12 & DEV26 and Government 
advice contained in the NPPF paragraphs 153, 174, 175, 179 and 180.

INFORMATIVES

 1 INFORMATIVE: (NOT CIL LIABLE) DEVELOPMENT IS NOT LIABLE FOR A 
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY CONTRIBUTION

The Local Planning Authority has assessed that this development, due to its size or nature, is 
exempt from any liability under the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended).

 2 INFORMATIVE: UNCONDITIONAL APPROVAL (APART FROM TIME LIMIT 
AND APPROVED PLANS)

In accordance with the requirements of Article 31 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010 and the National Planning Policy 
Framework, the Council has worked in a positive and pro-active way and has granted planning 
permission.

 3 INFORMATIVE: BREEDING BIRDS (HABITAT)

The proposed works may take place within a site with suitability for breeding birds. Under the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981), breeding birds are legally protected against disturbance, injury 
or killing and bat roosts are protected against obstruction, damage or destruction. In practice, if 
any protected species are found on site (such as nesting birds, bats or reptiles) works must cease 
immediately, and a suitably qualified Ecologist consulted; therefore, close inspection of the site's 
habitat should be undertaken prior to the commencement of works to determine if any protected 
species reside in the trees or garden hedges. No works should occur while birds are nesting which 
may be at any time between the month of March to September inclusive; if bats are present works 
should cease until the applicant has obtained further advice from Natural England on 0845 601 

Page 29



4523 or email wildlife@naturalengland.org.uk.  Further advice on bats is available from The Bat 
Conservation Trust 0845 1300 228.

 4 INFORMATIVE: CONTROL OF PESTS

The applicant is advised to take appropriate measures to address the potential attraction of pests 
to the application site.
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PLANNING APPLICATION 
OFFICERS REPORT

Site Address Chelson Meadow  Plymouth  PL9 7JS      

Proposal
Installation and operation of a Solar Farm (approx. 13 MW) together 
with all associated works, equipment and necessary infrastructure

Applicant PEC Renewables And Plymouth City Council

Application Type Full Application

Target Date   20.05.2022
Committee 
Date 23.06.2022

Extended Target Date N/A

Decision Category Departure from Local Plan

Case Officer Miss Amy Thompson

Recommendation Grant Conditionally

Application 
Number  22/00219/FUL Item 04

Date Valid 18.02.2022 Ward PLYMSTOCK RADFORD
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This application is scheduled for determination by the Council’s Planning Committee because the 
proposal has been advertised as a departure from the Development Plan.

1.  Description of Site
The application site is a parcel of land in the northern part of Chelson Meadow. Chelson Meadow 
measures approximately 68ha in total, however the application site is located in the lower lying 
northern sector of the meadow, in an area measuring approximately 18ha.

The application site is located on the capped landfill, east of Plymouth city centre and north of 
Plymstock. Chelson Meadow was reclaimed from the Plym Estuary in the 19th century, after which it 
went through various stages of use associated with the adjacent Saltram Estate before it was 
converted to a landfill in the 1960s. The landfill closed in 2008 and was later capped. The area now 
consists of grassland and landfill gas extraction infrastructure with access tracks.
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The site is accessed from the A379 at the eastern end of Laira Bridge. The River Plym runs adjacent 
to the land to the west, separated by the embankment, The Ride public right of way and cycle path. 
At the north-western corner of the site there is a permanent gypsy and traveller site at The Ride. 
The National Trust’s Saltram Estate is located to north which includes the Grade 1 listed Saltram 
House and the House and Garden are registered as historic park and gardens (Grade II*). The 
former Plymstock Quarry is located to the south, which has been developed as Saltram Meadows, a 
mixed use development providing approximately 1,600 homes. Between the application site and 
Saltram Meadows is the Chelson Meadow recycling Centre. 

The application site is owned by Plymouth City Council. 

2.  Proposal Description
Installation and operation of a Solar Farm (approx. 13 MW) together with all associated works, 
equipment and necessary infrastructure. The applicant is seeking a temporary consent of 30 years. 

The proposed development seeks to install and operate a solar farm with a generating capacity 
estimated to be approximately 13MW from an area of approximately 18ha of solar panels. The 
proposal includes:
• solar photovoltaic panels mounted onto frames to form arrays;
• central inverter/transformer substations;
• switchgear building with control room and satellite mast;
• security fencing;
• access tracks;
• on site cabling
• battery containers
• storage container
• CCTV masts
• customer substation
• offsite cabling connecting the customer substation to the grid on the land
immediately adjacent to the west of the site
• management of around 20ha of land outside of the solar farm, including
grassland, scrub and woodland, to contribute to a 25% net biodiversity
gain
• providing a north-south footpath link in the south-east corner of the site 
• providing a future connection through Chelson Meadow 

3. Pre-application Enquiry
21/01597/MJR - Pre-application for a solar farm (13.2 megawatt approx) – The officer concluded the 
pre-application report stating that the principle of the development could be supported subject to 
the proposal complying with policy, specifically PLY54. The officer advised that the proposal would 
need to demonstrate an overall positive gain for the strategic greenspace, address visual and 
landscape impacts and address any harm to the setting of the surrounding heritage assets. The officer 
also noted that the proposal would bring significant public benefits to the City by providing 
renewable energy, reducing carbon and help the Council achieve its pledge to make Plymouth carbon 
neutral by 2030 through investment in a large scale solar farm. 

4. Relevant Planning History
22/00007/ERS103 - Request for EIA Screening Opinion for proposed Solar Farm - A screening 
opinion for this application issued on 26th January 2022 based on the submitted plans and 
documentation received on 22nd December 2021. The opinion took into account all material 
considerations that had arisen throughout the consideration period. This concluded that an 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) was not required. In view of the characteristics, scale and 
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potential impacts of the development, whilst clearly Schedule 2 development it was considered that 
the development would not be likely to have significant effects on the environment by virtue of 
factors such as its nature, size or location and that an EIA was not required. Overall, it was not 
considered that the development on its own or cumulatively would have significant effects upon the 
environment to warrant an EIA. It was considered that the development would not be of more than 
local importance and would not involve unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental 
effects.

06/00811/FUL- Extend existing fenced compound and install an additional engine/generator set – 
Granted conditionally 

03/00836/FUL- Construction of leachate cut-off wall and associated drainage – Granted conditionally

00/00264/FUL- Construction of wall below ground level to cut off leachate – Granted conditionally 

94/01122/FUL- Use of landfill site and agricultural land as golf courses with erection of associated golf 
driving range, clubhouse, caretakers flat, car park and access roads – Granted conditionally. 

5. Consultation Responses

Public Health- Did not wish to comment. 

Local Highway Authority- No objection subject to recommended condition requiring a construction 
traffic management plan to be submitted prior to work commencing on site. 

Economic Development- Very supportive of the proposal. That that there is a need both for the City 
to continue to grow its renewable energy sector and for wider business users of electricity to be 
able to access 'green' energy.

Public Protection Service- Approval. 

Natural England- No objection – subject to appropriate mitigation being secured.

Designing Out Crime Officer- Originally sought further details, which were provided by the 
applicant. The Designing Out Crime Officer confirmed that the security and crime prevention 
measures proposed for the site are considered acceptable.

Lead Local Flood Authority- No objection in principle subject to further technical details which are 
conditioned to be submitted prior to the commencement of works on site. 

Natural Infrastructure Team- Originally sought further details, which were provided by the applicant. 
The Natural Infrastructure Team confirmed that the details were acceptable subject to their 
recommended conditions.

Devon Wildlife Trust- Object to the planning application as they consider that the proposal does not 
provide sufficient evidence to satisfy the requirements relating to biodiversity.

Environment Agency- Originally sought further information, which the applicant supplied. The 
Environment Agency reviewed the submitted details and advised that sufficient information has now 
been submitted for the proposed foundation designs for the solar panels.  
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Urban Design- Strongly supports the principle from an urban design perspective.

Given the site’s location within the Saltram Countryside Park Strategic Greenspace (JLP Policy 
PLY54) it will be important that the design of all components (including the PV arrays, frames, fences, 
gates, service buildings and transformers etc.) helps to ensure they are as visually recessive as 
possible in the sensitive landscape context (the frames of the solar panels, for example, should be in 
a dark colour rather than a high contrast colour, such as silver or pure brilliant white).  Living green 
walls and sedum roofs should be considered for the service buildings.  Recommended a condition 
requiring details for all of the above. .  

The provision of new public footpath links connecting the National Trust perimeter path to 
Wixenford Way south-east of Chelson Meadow are welcome, as is the provision of a new public 
viewpoint.

Historic England – No objection on heritage grounds. 

Historic Environment Officer- No objection. 

National Trust – No objection to the proposed development on heritage grounds. They have sough 
reassurances on the future use of the wider Chelson Meadow site. The applicant has responded to 
them on this direct. 

The National Trust welcome further discussions with the developer regarding additional planting to 
further mitigate the limited visual impact from within the Grade II* Saltram Registered Park and 
Garden at Stag Drive.

With regards to Ecology, it is considered that further information/clarification, is required before the 
application can be progressed. 

Low Carbon Team – Supports the proposal - The proposal would make a very significant 
contribution to reducing carbon emissions associated with electricity use, and therefore support the 
mitigation of climate change, in line with the JLP policy but also the Climate Emergency Declaration, 
which is a material consideration alongside the adopted planning policies. There are very few 
opportunities to install renewable energy at this scale within Plymouth. 

6. Representations
283 public comments have been received, 123 objecting to the proposal and 160 supporting the 
proposal. The main concerns raised by objectors are as follows:

Ecology/ Biodiversity 

* The impact and importance of the site for deer is not properly addressed.
* Deer should have free access to the wider site.
* Bird records for Chelson Meadow were submitted by Friends of Saltram Meadows to the 
developer but not taken into account.
* The submitted details under-values the importance of the wetland area for birds.
* The SUDS provides a form of mitigation, but there is no mention of how this will be managed for 
birds.
* Scrub planting on the edge of site will not replace isolated scrub in the centre of the site that is 
important for migrant birds.
* RSPB is mentioned as good practice in submitted documents, however no mention in Outline 
Biodiversity Management Plan of involving RSPB expertise.
* The area is used by many species of bird for nesting
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* Bird boxes will only help certain species of birds not all birds that are known to use the area
* Submitted details omits significant records of birds that use the site and fails to highlight the 
majority of migratory and wintering birds that use the proposed area. 
* Surveys have identified significant numbers of birds using the site, including red listed and amber 
listed species.
* There is an active badger sett close to the site, which is not considered.
* Chelson Meadow attracts a wide diversity of butterflies but no detail on whether the proposed 
mitigation habitat will be provided and the expected gain.
* Areas for reptiles/amphibians are not well thought out
* The UK is in a midst of a ‘biodiversity collapse’ and the harm of this proposal outweighs the 
benefits
* Most important parts of the site for biodiversity will be destroyed
* Net gains of biodiversity are welcome, but focussed on the easy-win of improved grassland 
management rather than mitigation for the other harm.
* Net gain details are vague and do not detail it on a species level
* Questions whether biodiversity gain can be achieved.
* Site is an extremely valuable wildlife habitat.
* Submitted details states that wetter areas will be retained, however plans show the best areas will 
be covered in panels. The management plans states these areas ‘will maintain openness’, but panels 
there will confine the area and result in willow removal. 
* No compelling case on panels on wetland habitat whilst creating SUDS very close by.
* Panels over the whole open mosaic area cannot be mitigated by grassland improvements.
* Submitted details states that scrub should not cover more than 5% of areas but this is vague.
* Submitted details did not include bird surveys from autumn migration period.
* No mention of wildlife recording methods and whether infra-red was used.
* Future monitoring of wildlife omits involving local volunteers and raises questions on the 
independence and breadth of the process.
* Loss of wildflowers, loss of area full of flowers used by pollenating insects.
* No mitigation for threat to Orchids currently growing in the open mosaic.
* Loss of green field/ space, green space should be protected
* Area only just been improved from being landfill
* Proposal will not meet Policies PLY54 and DEV27 and will not have a positive effect on the natural 
environment.
* Community Involvement Statement states 45% of respondents objected, all on wildlife grounds.
* Developer has not taken on all comments from Community Consultation.
* Lack of engagement with local interested parties over the wildlife impact.
* Impact on ecology
* Destroy habitats and impact/ harmful on wildlife, should conserve existing habitat
* Damage to natural scrub and wetlands
* Will damage wildlife corridors
* Parts of the Ecological Appraisal do not seem relevant
* Impact on the environment through production and disposal of solar panels
* Proposed mitigation for impact is insufficient 
* Destroying habitat on Chelson Meadow will have knock-on effect elsewhere that is not dealt with 
properly.
* Sheep grazing could be damaging
* Site is not suitable and alternative sites should be considered
* Close proximity to Plym Estuary, other nature reserves and Sites of Special Scientific Interest.

Landscape/ Visual Impact
- Blot on the landscape/ spoiled views
- Site is not discrete in location in comparison to other solar farms (e.g. Ernesettle) and will be 
highly visible.
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- Visual impacts to visitors coming along Embankment Road, those visiting Saltram and 
residents opposite Chelson Meadow.
- Not in keeping with the neighbouring Saltram National Trust site.

Amenity/ Health and safety 
- Concern over glare from panels towards homes
- Potential fire risk from the methane under the meadow and battery storage units
- Risk of toxic chemicals from the solar panels and cleaning materials contaminating the soil and 
leaching into the Plym Estuary via rainwater.
- Bird strikes have been known to produce huge blazes on solar farms that are difficult to 
extinguish and produce toxic clouds and fumes. 
- Solar farms give off electromagnetic radiation, which may reduce life expectancy. Some 
people suffer from electromagnetic hypersensitivity which may lead to health problems.
- Noise pollution from the invertors
- Light pollution from security lights 
- Reports from medical and firefighting professions that solar farms should not be situated 
close to residential areas due to potential health and safety risks.
- Impact on quality of life

Location
- Solar farms should only be considered on brownfield sites
- Solar panels should be on existing buildings
- No detail of why more suitable alternative sites were not considered
- Would be better to encourage solar panels on new-builds instead
- Doubts raised over why it can’t be positioned on alternative sites.

Other
- Concerns over monitoring, future monitoring should be for 30 years with detail of what is out and 
results put in public domain. 
- When landfill was closed and capped local plans were that it should be allowed to re-wild with the 
view to incorporate back into Saltram
- Right idea, but in the wrong location.
- Half of the site will be permanently in shadow.
- Public access should be considered alongside a nature reserve.
- Only easiest option has been considered for the siting through the flattest layout. Other options 
were dismissed on ‘engineering grounds’ with no surveys undertaken.
- Doubts raised over why panels could not be built on the ‘cap’ of the tip as no information on how 
deep the cap lies. Would be no danger to the cap if the panels were placed on spreader plates rather 
than piled footings.
- Solar panels do not generate electricity during darkness when there is a need
- Lack of ‘extensive community consultation’. Letters should have been sent to residents and other 
parts of the city are not aware. Councillors should have knocked on doors to gauge opinion.
- Loss of house value 
- Human rights issues in the mineral supply chain for solar panels
- Planners are determined to ruin the city
- Cost of building the farm it will take years for it to be financially viable.

7. Relevant Policy Framework
Section 70 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act requires that regard be had to the 
development plan, any local finance and any other material considerations. Section 38(6) of the 2004 
Planning and Compensation Act requires that applications are to be determined in accordance with 
the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  For the purposes of 
decision making, as on March 26th 2019, the Plymouth & South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014 - 
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2034 is now part of the development plan for Plymouth City Council, South Hams District Council 
and West Devon Borough Council (other than parts South Hams and West Devon within Dartmoor 
National Park.

Other material considerations include the policies of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), Planning Practice Guidance (PPG), National Design Guidance, the scale and urgency of the 
climate change emergency, and Plymouth City Council’s Declaration on Climate Emergency (March 
2019) for a carbon neutral city by 2030. Additionally, the following planning documents are also 
material considerations in the determination of the application: 

- Plymouth and South West Devon Supplementary Planning Document (2020)
- Plymouth City Council's Climate Emergency Action Plan 2022
- The Saltram Countryside Park Masterplan Report (May 2011)
- Plymouth and South West Devon Climate Emergency Planning Policy and Guidance (under 
consultation)
- Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1)’: Published by the Department of 
Energy and Climate Change (2011)
- National Planning Practice Guidance – ‘Planning Practice Guidance for Renewable and Low 
Carbon Energy’ (2018)
- The Sixth Carbon Budget – The UKs path to Net Zero (2020)

8. Analysis
This application has been considered in the context of the development plan, the Framework and 
other material considerations as set out in Section 7.

In considering to grant planning permission which affects a listed building or its setting the Local 
Planning Authority shall have special regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its setting 
or any features of architectural or historic interest which it possesses in accordance with Section 66 
(1) and Section 72 (1) of the Listed Building Act.

In the determination of a planning application Section 38 of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004 is relevant. It states that for the purpose of any determination to be made under the planning 
Acts, the determination is to be made in accordance with the development plan unless material 
considerations indicate otherwise. The development plan for this area includes the Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan.

Material considerations do not displace the statutory duty of the Council to determine planning 
applications in accordance with the development plan.

Material considerations should be weighed in the planning balance to establish whether the decision 
should be made in accordance with the development plan, or whether there is good reason to grant 
planning permission for development that departs from the development plan.

The proposed development conflicts with policy PLY PLY54 - Saltram Countryside Park Strategic 
Greenspace of the Joint local Plan (JLP) which seeks to fully integrate the restored Chelson 
Meadow into the Countryside Park, it has therefore been advertised as a  ‘departure’ from the 
Development Plan. The application must be considered against the Development Plan as a whole and 
the relevant material considerations as part of the planning balance.

The fundamental assessments to be made: 
- Whether the proposed development conflicts with the policies outlined in the Development 
Plan; 
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- If a conflict is identified, whether the application can be considered to be in accordance with 
the Development Plan when taken as a whole; 
- If the proposed development is not in accordance with the Development Plan, whether there 
are any material considerations, including emerging policies and the NPPF, which indicate that 
planning permission should be granted.

This application will be considered in the context of the Council’s adopted planning policy in the 
form of the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan (March 2019) policies are SO1 - 
Delivering the spatial strategy, SO5 - Delivering growth in Plymouth's Eastern Corridor Growth 
Area, SO11 - Delivering high quality development, SPT1 - Delivering sustainable development, SPT2 - 
Sustainable linked neighbourhoods and sustainable rural communities, SPT11 - Strategic approach to 
the historic environment, SPT12 - Strategic approach to the natural environment, PLY54 - Saltram 
Countryside Park Strategic Greenspace,  DEV1 - Protecting health and amenity, DEV2 - Air, water, 
soil, noise and land, DEV20 - Place shaping and the quality of the built environment, DEV21- 
Development affecting the historic environment, DEV23 - Landscape character, DEV26 - Protecting 
and enhancing biodiversity and geological conservation, DEV27 - Green and play spaces, DEV28 - 
Trees, woodlands and hedgerows, DEV29 - Specific provisions relating to transport, DEV30 - 
Meeting the community infrastructure needs of new homes, DEV31 - Waste management, DEV32 - 
Delivering low carbon development, DEV33 - Renewable and low carbon energy (including heat), 
DEV34- Community Energy, DEV35 - Managing flood risk and water quality impacts and DEL1 
Approach to development delivery and viability, planning obligations and the Community 
Infrastructure Levy, Plymouth and South West Devon Supplementary Planning Document (2020), 
Plymouth City Council's Climate Emergency Action Plan for a carbon neutral city by 2030, The 
Saltram Countryside Park Masterplan Report (May 2011) and the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF).

This report assesses the following issues:
- Principle of the Development; 
- Landscape Character and Visual Appearance; 
- Impact on Heritage Assets; 
- Biodiversity, Ecology and Trees;
- Access and Highway Safety; 
- Flood Risk and Drainage; 
- Residential Amenity; 
- Site Security 
- Contamination and Pollution
- Planning Balance and Conclusion

The key considerations in determining this application are whether the benefits of the scheme 
including the production of electricity from a renewable source, outweighs any harmful effects having 
regard to the principle of the development, impact on the landscape, visual impact, impact on 
designated green space, impact on heritage assets, impact on ecology and biodiversity, flood risk and 
highway safety. 

Principle of the Development
1. Climate change is a critical issue facing the world at this current time and, a key factor in 
addressing the climate crisis is the reduction in fossil fuels. This is recognised both in National and 
Local policy.

2. The Climate Change Act of 2008 and subsequent amendment in June 2019 sets a legal 
requirement of the Secretary of State to reduce Greenhouse emissions by 2050. On 20 April 2021, 
the Government announced that it “will set the world’s most ambitious climate change target” to 
reduce emissions by 78% by 2035 compared to 1990 levels as part of its sixth carbon budget. The 
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UK’s carbon budgets place a restriction on the total amount of greenhouse gases the UK can emit 
over a five-year period.

3. The UK is currently in the third carbon budget period (2018 to 2022). The Climate Change 
Committee has said that the UK is currently on track to meet its target of a 37% reduction in 
emissions compared to 1990 by 2022, but it is not on track to meet its targets outlined by the fourth 
and fifth carbon budgets—a 51% reduction compared to 1990 levels by 2025 and a 57% reduction 
compared to 1990 levels by 2030. The committee said that the Government would have to 
“introduce more challenging measures” if the UK is to meet future carbon budgets and the net zero 
target for 2050. Renewable energy plays a key factor in supporting the demand and tackling the 
climate crisis.

4. There is support from the Government with regards to planning proposals for renewable energy 
and this is highlighted by the NPPF. At paragraph 152, the NPPF supports the transition to a low 
carbon future in a changing climate.  It should help to shape places in ways that contribute to radical 
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, minimise vulnerability and improve resilience; encourage the 
reuse of existing resources, including the conversion of existing buildings; and support renewable and 
low carbon energy and associated infrastructure.

5. Paragraph 156 of the NPPF states that Local Planning Authorities should support community-led 
initiatives for renewable and low carbon energy, including developments outside areas identified in 
local plans or other strategic policies that are being taken forward through neighbourhood planning.

6. Paragraph 158 of the NPPF states that Local Planning Authorities should not require applicants to 
demonstrate the overall need for renewable or low carbon energy, and recognises that even small-
scale project provides a valuable contribution to cutting greenhouse emissions. If impacts are (or can 
be made) acceptable, permission should be granted. 

7. Similarly, Policies DEV32 and DEV33 of the Joint Local Plan provide the Council’s adopted planning 
policy in regards to renewable energy development and establish that applications will be supported 
where the development would have no unacceptable impact on the landscape, natural environment 
and heritage assets.  

8. Plymouth City Council declared a Climate Emergency in March 2019 and pledged to make 
Plymouth carbon neutral by 2030. The Climate Emergency Action Plan (CEAP) lists all the actions 
that the Council are taking to reduce emissions across the city and to encourage others to do the 
same. The Climate Emergency Action Plan 2022 sets out an aim at point 3.69  to secure planning 
permission for a Community Solar Farm at Chelson Meadow in partnership with Plymouth Energy 
Community (PEC), with a view to deliver a 13.2MW array. 

Weight of renewable energy provision 
9. With regard to this application, the proposed solar farm would have the potential to generate 
approximately 13 MW peak of electricity. The proposed solar farm would produce around 14,000 
MWh of renewable energy each year, equivalent to the energy required to power approximately 
3,800 homes. Furthermore, this would have the potential to reduce carbon emissions by around 
3,300 tonnes of CO2 per year.

10. While applicants for energy development are not required to demonstrate the overall need for 
renewable energy, the energy created by the panels would contribute to the Government targets on 
renewable energy. This would assist in reducing carbon emissions, thereby contributing to improving 
air quality, addressing climate change, and delivering social and economic benefits. These factors 
must be given significant weight in the overall consideration of the application. 
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11. The NPPG guidance establishes that ‘planning has an important role in the delivery of new 
renewable and low carbon energy infrastructure in locations where the local environmental impact is 
acceptable’. The NPPG is also clear on the fact that the need for renewable energy does not 
automatically override environmental protections and the planning concerns of local communities. 

12. In light of the above, it is necessary to balance these considerations with the need to provide 
renewable energy, while avoiding any unacceptable damage to the environment and its key assets. If, 
on the balance of considerations, any identified harm outweighs the benefits, having regard to all the 
material considerations, the development will not be acceptable. This balance of considerations is 
assessed below. 

13. Therefore, subject to other relevant policies and considerations within the development plan, 
there is clear national and local policy support in principle for the proposal's contribution to cutting 
greenhouse gas emissions and producing renewable electricity. This should therefore be given 
significant weight in the determination of the application.

Strategic Green Space
14. The application site is within Chelson Meadow and is set within the Saltram Countryside Park. 
The Saltram Countryside Park covers over 600 hectares on the eastern edge of Plymouth, lying 
between the Plym Estuary and the urban areas of Plympton and Plymstock. The Saltram Countryside 
Park Masterplan Report (May 2011) sets out the long term vision for Chelson Meadow. The report 
states that “over the coming years it will be transformed into an attractive feature within the 
Countryside Park that reconnects to the designed landscape of Saltram House. The work will take 
place in stages, as the land becomes available for conservation management and public access”.

15. The report sets out the long term vision for the site which includes a new area of Parkland to 
reconnect it with the wider park, a new network of footpaths that loop around the meadow and 
provide access across the site, new views will be established that had previously been lost, new 
planting to screen the waste site around Chelson Meadow until restoration of Chelson can be 
implemented. 

16. The application site is designated as Strategic Green Space (SGS) within the Plymouth and South 
West Devon Joint Local Plan, which is the highest classification of protected greenspace in the city. 

17. Policy DEV27 – Green and play spaces, states that development that would result in an 
unacceptable conflict with the functions or characteristic of Strategic Green Spaces will be resisted. 
In these areas development will normally only be permitted where it enhances the value of the green 
space. When assessing whether development delivers a value enhancement to the SGS, the LPAs will 
review the application against the specific SGS allocation within the JLP, in this case policy PLY54 sets 
out clear objectives for the green space.

18. The application site is designated under policy PLY54 Saltram Countryside Park Strategic 
Greenspace. The policy seeks to provide a regionally significant recreational resource on the eastern 
edge of Plymouth in a manner that is sensitive to, and enhances, the area’s exceptional biodiversity, 
landscape, historic assets and productive farmland. The policy states that development will need to 
be sensitive to the unique historic value of the Saltram Estate, protecting this resource, conserve, 
and promote the wider setting.  

19. Policy PLY54 will achieve its aims for the Countryside Park by:
1. Enhancing and protecting the historic character and national importance of Saltram House, 
Gardens and Parkland and other sensitive features within the Estate through the development of 
new infrastructure to manage increased visitor numbers.  This will include:
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a. The creation of a second visitor entrance to the National Trust Saltram property within the 
South East area of the estate, near Stag Lodge.
b. Addressing inadequate visitor car parking by developing a new, purpose-designed visitor car 
park and developing high quality sustainable transport links to the park.
c. Providing new visitor arrival facilities and enhanced interpretation of the designed landscape 
to encourage exploration of the historic parkland and wider landscape.
2. Enhanced connectivity to and through the Countryside Park.  This will be delivered through a 
series of sensitively designed footpaths, cycleways and bridleway routes and circuits throughout the 
Park area providing better connections to the existing and new communities.  Improved access to 
the park through sustainable means will also be encouraged.
3. Significant enhancement to the wildlife value of the site and its key role as a green corridor 
linking with the network of greenspace that run through Plymouth and out into the wider 
countryside.
4. The safeguarding of land to meet the current and future burial needs of Plymouth.  New 
burial, memorial and associated facilities will be designed to fit sensitively into the Countryside Park's 
landscape.
5. Fully integrating the restored Chelson Meadow into the Countryside Park, allowing landscape 
and biodiversity enhancements that will complement the park and the adjacent Registered Park and 
Garden, and in the longer term integrate public access routes.
6. Identifying opportunities to support the Countryside Park with complementary commercial 
recreation activities where appropriate to the character of the area, such as cycle hire, horse riding 
or similar facilities. These will provide both recreational and economic benefits, where the individual 
impact is compatible with the countryside park activities.

20. This proposal is considered to be a ‘departure’ from the Development Plan as the proposed 
development is contrary to provisions of point 5 of policy PLY54 that aims to fully integrate the 
restored Chelson Meadow into the Countryside Park. The proposal would result in this part of 
Chelson Meadow being fenced off for the provision of the solar farm. 

21.While the proposal does not fully integrate this part of Chelson Meadow into the Countryside 
Park, which conflicts with point 5 of policy PLY54, the proposal seeks to comply with the other aims 
and aspirations of the policy by seeking to provide wildlife improvements resulting in a 25% 
biodiversity net gain that would uplift the wildlife value of the Strategic Green Space. The proposal is 
also seeking to provide additional access across parts of the Countryside Park in accordance with 
policy PLY54. 

22. The officer is also aware that public access is currently restricted on Chelson Meadow due to 
public safety concerns associated with the ongoing gas extraction from the old landfill and will be for 
a number of years. The application seeks temporary consent for 30 years, after which the solar farm 
will be decommissioned. Once the site is declared safe for public access the site will be able to be 
fully integrated within the Countryside Park and provide public access routes in accordance with the 
aims of PLY54. 

23.The officer considers that while the proposal conflicts with point 5 of policy PLY54, the proposal 
would not conflict with the overall long term aims and objectives of the policy, which will be able to 
be delivered once this ex-landfill site is considered safe to do so. The application site is a small 
section of this large Countryside Park and the proposed solar farm is seeking to provide significant 
benefits to biodiversity gain, to cutting greenhouse gas emissions and producing renewable 
electricity. While the proposal will not comply fully with the Development Plan, it is considered that 
the proposal complies and supports other material considerations such as Plymouth City Council’s 
Declaration on Climate Emergency (March 2019) and Plymouth City Council's Climate Emergency 
Action Plan 2022 and these factors must be given significant weight in favour of granting planning 
permission for this proposed development.
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24. In accordance with Policy DEV27.2 the applicant has submitted an Open Space Assessment that 
seeks to demonstrate that one of the following tests is satisfied:
Test one - the open space is surplus to requirements; 
Test two - the loss will be replaced by equivalent or better provision in a suitable location; or, 
Test three - the development is for alternative sports and recreation provision, the needs for which 
clearly outweigh the loss.

25. The Natural Infrastructure Team have considered the submitted Open Space Assessment. While 
they did not agree that the assessment demonstrated and passed test one that the site was surplus 
to requirements, they did agree that the assessment had demonstrated and passed test 2 of policy 
DEV27, by uplifting the value of the green space to meet its value threshold for its size and typology. 

26. The proposal would not result in an unacceptable conflict with the functions or characteristic of 
SGS and will provide benefits to the SGS through the additional access and wildlife improvements 
resulting in a 25% biodiversity net gain which would uplift the wildlife value of the SGS. While the 
proposal would not deliver fully integrating Chelson Meadow within the Countryside Park it would 
not restrict it from being delivered in the future. Due to the landfill nature of the site, this prevents 
delivery of the Saltram Countryside Park Masterplan and Parkland restoration ambitions for this area 
of the Countryside Park within the near future, the 30 year consent allows this ex-landfill site to be 
used as a renewable energy source meeting climate emergency aspirations. The long-term aspiration 
remains to fully integrate this site in to the wider Saltram Park. 

27. When considering the aims of PLY54 the DEV27 the proposed development proposes to 
enhance the biodiversity of the site to provide a 25% net gain in biodiversity, provide north-south 
access at the south-eastern edge of Chelson Meadow to improve connectivity around the National 
Trust’s perimeter path, Provide a future connection through Chelson Meadow from the Saltram 
Estate to the Wixenford Way to provide better access into the Saltram estate from the growing 
communities to the south of Saltram and provide interpretation boards detailing the value and 
function of the solar farm.

28. The Natural Infrastructure Team have raised no objections to the proposed development subject 
to conditions.  Having regard to the above, it is considered that the proposal would not conflict with 
the long term aims of Policy PLY54 for the Saltram Countryside Park Strategic Greenspace and 
would not result in an unacceptable conflict with the functions or characteristic of SGS in accordance 
with DEV27.  

Landscape Character and Visual Appearance
29. Paragraph 174 of the NPPF states that development should contribute to and enhance the 
natural and local environment by protecting and enhancing valued landscapes and minimising impacts 
on and providing net gains for biodiversity.

30.  JLP Policy DEV23 (Landscape character) is a policy to ensure new development conserves and 
enhances landscape, townscape and seascape character and avoids adverse landscape or visual 
impacts. This will be achieved by considering the character and distinctiveness of the area and how 
the siting and design of the proposed development responds to the landscape and townscape 
character. For instance through the conservation and enhancement of distinctive landscape features, 
the use of local design characteristics, materials and development patterns etc.

31. JLP Policy DEV33 (Renewable and low carbon energy (including heat)) seeks to increase the use 
and production of renewable and low carbon energy to contribute to national targets. It states that 
renewable energy development will be supported where the proposal has been robustly assessed 
and shown to be acceptable, both individually and cumulatively, in terms of its likely impact on 
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landscape sensitivity and capacity, and on the natural environment and heritage assets. It should also 
be demonstrated that the proposal does not compromise the purposes of nationally designated 
landscapes.

32. As mentioned, the proposed development site is part of a wider Strategic Greenspace, 
recognised as a regionally significant recreational resource on the eastern edge of Plymouth and is 
the highest classification of protected greenspace in the city. The Saltram House Registered Park and 
Garden is also situated immediately to the north and east and further afield to the south which 
includes a number of listed structures. 

33. The site itself is located within the South Plympton Farmed Fringes Character Area, which 
identifies the following site applicable key characteristics for the area: 
• function of the landscape as a rural separation between Plympton and Plymstock, comprising 
an extension of South Hams countryside into the fringes of the city. 
• Valued semi-natural habitats 
• The wider setting the landscape provides to the Grade II* Registered Park and Garden of 
Saltram (CA 14), immediately adjacent to the north-west. 

34. And sets out the following site applicable guidance for managing change: 
• Support the Vision and Aims of the Saltram Countryside Park Masterplan (2011). 
• Protect the wider setting of the historic Saltram Estate in CA 14 
• Conserve and enhance valued semi-natural grassland, protecting their integrity 
• Pursue opportunities to extend and link habitats, including as part of a Green Infrastructure 
network, utilising native, climate-resilient species wherever possible. 
• Utilise dips in the land and existing tree cover to effectively screen new development. 
• Create further opportunities, including through new development, for access and enjoyment 
of the landscape including creating new links to the South West Coast Path and National Cycle 
Route 27. 

35. The application site is located on the northern edge of Chelson Meadow and is a relatively flat 
and low lying section of land. The land that forms the southern section of Chelson Meadow rises 
above the application site to form a large mound. The  recycling centre and waste facility is located in 
the south-west corner of Chelson Meadow, but the remainder has been largely grassed.

36. Chelson Meadow is bounded to the west with trees and shrubs along the fence line, beyond 
which the land falls to The Ride public right of way and a largely tree lined river bank to the River 
Plym. To the south-west, it is bounded by modern development along Billacombe Road, but 
elsewhere to the south and east, it is bordered by a mixture of plantation and enclosed fields. 
Saltram Registered Park and Garden is located directly to the north of the Site, where the boundary 
is formed by a thick linear band of trees and undergrowth. 

37. To the west of the application site and across the River Plym are residential areas including 
Mount Gould, Laira and Efford, which can look out towards the application site. To the east there is 
open ground compromising of pasture, hedges and copses. 

38. The landscape around the proposed development is diverse and consists of varied urban areas, 
sloping well-vegetated farmland, including the adjacent Saltram Estate and an industrial landscape 
associated with the adjacent waste facility. Visual receptors consist of the adjacent varied landscape 
of the city, connected by a network of transport corridors including roads, railways and public rights 
of way. 
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39. A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) has been submitted with the application which 
assesses the landscape impacts and visual impacts of the proposed development. It includes 
photomontages showing the development from various viewpoints in the surrounding area. 

40. There are no national or regional landscape designations covering the site itself, however, the 
South Devon Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) is located 3 km to the south-west. Given 
this separation distance the application would not impact on the setting of the AONB

41. Saltram House Registered Park and Garden (RPG), to the north of the site, is largely screened 
from the proposed solar farm by variations in landform and by vegetation. Glimpsed views may be 
possible in winter and there will be some views into the site, however these views are in the context 
of the City beyond. At worst, the LVIA states that there would be a low impact leading to a minor 
adverse effect on the Saltram House RPG and its associated Landscape Character Area and Public 
Rights of Way.

42. From residential areas in Laira and Efford, there will be expansive views across the estuary that 
would include views of the solar farm. The LVIA states that this would appear as an additional built 
element in a diverse landscape, as opposed to a unique element in an otherwise uniform landscape. 
The LVIA states that the impact would be medium-low, leading to a minor adverse effect.

43. The LVIA states that the proposed development will be viewed as a contained built element, set 
within a well-vegetated landscape and will easily become ‘lost’ within the wider landscape. The 
majority of effects on landscape character, landscape relevant designations and visual amenity 
receptors and their views will therefore be neutral, largely because of the enclosure provided by the 
surrounding dense trees, copses and woodlands, subtle variations in the surrounding landform 
(including the adjacent mound to the south) and the screening by development and vegetation 
focussed within the settlement and along transport corridors in the immediate and wider landscape.

44. The proposed development will directly impact the Saltram Countryside Park Strategic 
Greenspace (SGS). The LVA however, highlights that the proposal includes the provision of new 
access links and will secure the management of the development site and additional land around it 
for the 30-year lifetime of the project, ensuring that the site is maintained in a way that will provide a 
net gain in biodiversity and facilitate its long-term integration into the SGS. The LVIA therefore 
states that the project will have a minor positive effect on the SGS.

45. The LVIA concludes that the construction and operation of the solar farm will have limited 
impacts on landscape relevant designations, landscape character and visual amenity receptors and 
their views, and includes the addition of positive landscape elements whilst also delivering renewable 
energy and improved access links for the benefit of the local community.

46. The Natural Infrastructure Team has considered the LVIA, agree with its findings, and consider 
the scheme to be complaint with policy DEV23. The Natural Infrastructure Team have 
recommended a condition for final site layout and detailed landscaping to be submitted and agreed 
by the Local Planning Authority prior to work commencing on site. These details should include the 
following:

• Succession planting within the woodland belt along the north to ensure this belt is retained in 
the face of ash-dieback 
• Tree planting to be included in the new shrub belt along the western boundary this will 
soften views of the development from Laira and Efford. 
• The new public access track 
• DNO substation satellite mast to be no higher than 4.5m 
• Fencing to be no higher than 2m 
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• CCTV masts no higher than 3m 
• Cabling positioning to not adversely affect the final landscaping 
• Final design and location of the proposed buildings and associated infrastructure making sure 
they integrate well into the wider landscape (e.g. no white buildings, use of green roofs and walls, 
etc) 
• Coordination with the final drainage strategy making use of SuDS features to deal with site 
run-off. 
• The final site layout and detailed landscaping should not extend photo-voltaics beyond their 
current indicated extent or their current indicated max height of 2.4m. 

47. The overall impact of the proposed solar farm on the landscape character area and on the 
character of the site is considered to be minor adverse. The impact of the development would also 
be ultimately reversible due to the temporary consent of the solar farm at 30 years and thus any 
impact would not be permanent.

48. Overall, the submitted LVIA has identified no significant effects on the landscape and visual 
receptors within the site and surrounding area. The development would sit within a relatively flat and 
low lying section of land, largely contained by surrounding landform, as well as its enclosure by 
existing mature vegetation will restrict its visual profile in the immediate and wider landscape. 
Mitigation measures have also been proposed such as additional planting on the western boundary to 
help with screening and wide grassland buffer zones at boundaries to protect and retain the 
immediate screening that will reduce the visual impact or enhancing local landscape characteristics. In 
the long term, the solar farm can be completely removed and any non-significant effects would no 
longer exist.

49. Overall, whilst there would be a minor adverse impact on the landscape arising from the 
proposal, the impact would not be significant and would not outweigh the significant benefits 
associated with the generation of renewable energy. The proposal is considered to therefore accord 
with Policy DEV23 of the JLP.  

Impact on Heritage Assets

50. Section 66 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 places a statutory 
duty on the Council to have special regard to the desirability of preserving listed buildings, their 
setting or any features of special architectural or historic interest which they possess.

51. Paragraph 194 of the NPPF states that in determining applications, local planning authorities 
should require an applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any 
contribution made by their setting. The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets' 
importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on 
their significance. Where a site on which development is proposed includes, or has the potential to 
include, heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning authorities should require 
developers to submit an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.

52. Paragraph 200 of the NPPF is clear that any harm or loss to the heritage asset (from its alteration 
or destruction, or from development within its setting) should require clear and convincing 
justification. 

53. Paragraph 201 of the NPPF is clear that where developments will lead to less than substantial 
harm to the significance of a designated asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits 
of the proposal.
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54. The significance of large scale solar development on heritage assets is derived from both its 
physical presence and physical impact on any fabric of a heritage asset, and also from its setting. Due 
to the scale of the development there is potential for large scale solar PV to harm the setting of 
heritage assets. The Decision Maker must pay particular note to the effect of the scale, design, 
prominence and proximity of the solar farm on heritage assets and their settings, and the 
intervisibility between the heritage asset and the solar development. Where the effect on the setting 
of the listed building will be less than substantial, the Decision Maker must balance the significance of 
harm of the development against any positive public benefits to be derived from the scheme.

55. A Heritage Settings Assessment was submitted that provided an assessment of the impact of the 
solar development on heritage assets, taking account of the significance of heritage assets identified 
(within 1 km) and the magnitude of effect in terms of whether there will be substantial harm, less 
than substantial harm and no harm in accordance with Paragraphs 200-202 of the NPPF.

56. The site does not contain any Heritage Assets in terms of listed buildings or other heritage 
assets. Therefore, the proposal is considered in terms of the impact of the development on the 
setting of heritage assets within the immediate and wider landscape.

57. The Heritage Setting Assessment states that while there are no designated heritage assets 
located within the site, within the surrounding landscape there are a large number of statutorily 
protected designated assets. Most notably the Grade II* Registered Park and Garden (RPG) 
surrounding Saltram House that sits adjacent to the north of the site with a small outlying area of 
plantation and parkland located south of the site.  The RPG forms the setting to the Grade I listed 
Saltram House, and in turn, Chelson Meadow contributes to the setting of the RPG. There are 15 
Listed Buildings of Grades, I, II* and II within Saltram House RPG, including the Grade I Listed 
Saltram House. There are additional Grade II and II* Listed Buildings located within the wider 
Saltram Estate. Beyond the park boundary are the 19th century Victorian defensive works of Efford 
Fort, Efford Emplacement and Laira Battery, all located on the west bank of the River Plym, 
approximately 900m north of the Site, designated as Scheduled Monuments and included on the 
Heritage at Risk Register.

58. The RPG is separated into two pieces. The principal, larger, section surrounds the house, while a 
smaller separate section has been designated to the south and is referred to as the Pomphlett 
Plantation. The plantation forms a key visual boundary, which is designed to give the impression that 
the park extends into the wider topography in views from, in and around the house. 

59. The assessment states that the proposed development would not impact upon the setting of the 
majority of assets surrounding the site, including the Scheduled 19th century military fort, batteries 
and emplacements at Efford and Laira to the north of the Site. The Site is not located within an area 
of their setting which would contribute to the significance of these designated assets. Consequently, 
the assement considers the proposal would offer no harm to their significance in any way.

60. The assessment acknowledges that Chelson Meadow forms an ‘essential’ part of the historic 
setting of Saltram RPG. However, the assessment concludes that the proposed development would 
introduce changes to significant outward looking views from within and around the House and 
gardens, and from some areas of high ground within the park. However, given the scale and nature of 
these changes, with solar panels distantly visible through trees and just above the tree line due to 
their southern extent, these impacts were assessed to be limited. Moreover, the infilled grass mound 
which dominates the mid-ground in these views would remain unchanged. Therefore, on balance, it 
was considered that the proposed development would offer ‘less than substantial harm (lower end)’ 
to the heritage significance of Saltram Park RPG, and those relevant designated heritage assets 
contained within, through changes to the experience of them within their setting.
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61. Historic England were consulted on the application and have stated that they are content that 
views of the proposed solar farm from the Registered Park will be very limited. They have 
considered the submitted details including the LVIA and highlight one point where the solar farm is 
likely to be conspicuous in views from Stag Drive. From this point, Chelson Meadow reads as green 
open space - or “borrowed landscape” - and makes a modest contribution to the setting of the 
Registered Park. However, the meadow is also viewed from this point with the cityscape of 
Plymouth as a backdrop. The addition of a solar farm to the view would have a minor adverse impact 
on the setting of the Registered Park, through a change to the present green and open character of 
the meadow. 

62. Historic England are content that the proposed solar farm will not be visible from the Grade I 
listed Saltram House, and will consequently have no adverse impact on the property’s setting and 
thus significance. The proposed solar farm would not be visible in any key views from the Pomphlett 
Plantation, the Southern part of the Registered landscape. Neither would it interject in any key views 
between the two separate parts of the registered landscape. 

63. Historic England state that the proposals would have a minor adverse impact on the setting of 
the Saltram Estate, in the context of the particular view identified above from Stag Lodge drive. 
However, the level of harm is towards the lowest end of “less than substantial” and has been 
minimised as far as is possible, through sensitive landscape design. Historic England are therefore 
content the Local Planning Authority could balance the minor harm to the setting of the Grade II* 
Registered Park against any wider public benefits offered by the proposals, in accordance with NPPF 
paragraph 202.

64. The Historic Environment Officer considered the submitted details as well as the comments 
from Historic England and agreed that the proposal produces less than substantial harm to the 
setting of the Grade II* Saltram RPG. The Historic Environment Officer also stated that there are no 
setting issues in relation to the Grade I Saltram House or other Heritage Assets in the vicinity. 

65. Both the Historic Environment Officer and Historic England consider the effect of the scheme on 
the setting of heritage assets to be ‘less than substantial’, and that the scheme should therefore be 
assessed under the terms of paragraph 202 of the framework whereby, the public benefits to be 
derived from the scheme must be assessed against the impact on the setting of the heritage assets. In 
this case, there are no direct effects on the fabric of heritage assets, and the impact on the setting is 
not considered to be so severe as to comprise significant detriment to the setting of the identified 
heritage assets. This scheme will be visible in the landscape, but retains its existing treed lined 
boundaries and patterns within the landscape. The degree of physical change is affected by the panels 
themselves, but this is temporary development, and following the decommissioning phase, will revert 
back to its original form. On balance the scheme results in moderate to small alterations to the 
setting of heritage assets and does not adversely affect the desirability of the framework and the local 
plan to preserve the historic environment. The public benefits in terms of production of renewable 
energy and social and economic gains are not outweighed by the less than significant impacts on the 
setting of the identified heritage assets, accordant with policy DEV21 and the terms of paragraph 202 
of the framework. 

Biodiversity, Ecology and Trees
66. Local Planning Authorities have a statutory duty to ensure that the impact of development on 
wildlife is fully considered during the determination of a planning application under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, The 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (Habitats Regulations 2017). 

67. Government Circular ‘Biodiversity and Geological Conservation’  06/05 states that it is essential 
that the presence or otherwise of protected species, and the extent that they may be affected by the 
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proposed development, is established before the planning permission is granted, otherwise all 
relevant material considerations may not have been addressed in making the decision. 

68. When determining planning applications, paragraph 180 of the NPPF states if significant harm to 
biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an alternative site 
with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning 
permission should be refused. Paragraph 180 also states that development resulting in the loss or 
deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees) 
should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation strategy 
exists.

69. JLP policy DEV26 (Protecting and enhancing biodiversity and geological conservation) states that 
development should support the protection, conservation, enhancement and restoration of 
biodiversity and geodiversity across the Plan Area. The policy states that 

 Specific provisions are identified below:
1. The highest level of protection will be given to European Sites. Development will not be 
permitted unless it will not adversely affect the integrity of a European site, either alone or in 
combination with other development.  Proposals having a harmful impact on the integrity of 
European Sites that cannot be avoided or adequately mitigated will not be permitted other than in 
exceptional circumstances. These circumstances will only apply where:
a. There are no suitable alternatives.
b. There are Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest.
c. Necessary compensatory provision can be secured to ensure that the overall coherence of 
the Natura 2000 network of European Sites is protected.
2. A high level of protection will be given to sites of national significance for nature conservation 
Development proposed on land within or outside such a site which would be likely to have a harmful 
impact on the site (either individually or in combination with other developments) will not be 
permitted unless the benefits of the development, at the site, clearly outweigh both the impacts on 
the notified special interest features of the site and any broader impacts on the national network of 
sites of national significance for nature conservation.
3. Development likely to have a harmful impact on locally designated sites, their features or 
their function as part of the ecological network, will only be permitted where the need and benefits 
of the development clearly outweigh the loss and where the coherence of the local ecological 
network is maintained.
4. Harmful impacts on European and UK protected species and Biodiversity Action Plan habitats 
and species must be avoided wherever possible, subject to the legal tests afforded to them where 
applicable, and unless the need for, or benefits of the development clearly outweigh the loss.
5. Net gains in biodiversity will be sought from all major development proposals through the 
promotion, restoration and re-creation of priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection 
and recovery of legally protected and priority species populations. Delivery of net gains in 
biodiversity should be designed to support the delivery of the identified biodiversity network that 
crosses the Plan Area and links the city of Plymouth to the countryside and coast, as well as the 
network within the city itself. The level of biodiversity net gain required will be proportionate to the 
type, scale and impact of development. Enhancements for wildlife within the built environment will 
be sought where appropriate from all scales of development.
6. Development will provide for the long term management of biodiversity features retained and 
enhanced within the site or for those features created off site to compensate for development 
impacts

70. The site forms part of an area designated as JLP Future Core Biodiversity Network Site, which 
was designated for its wildflower meadow habitat and the species it supports. Council records show 
various bat species are present in the area and the site itself holds records for invertebrate species, 
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including protected species. The SAC is approximately 2.8km away from the site, the site is however 
approximately 60m away from the Plym Estuary which is directly linked to the SAC and is designated 
a County Wildlife Site. The Site adjoins Saltram Estate County Wildlife Site and is approximately on 
68m away from Saltram Wood Ancient Woodland.

71. The application is supported by an Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA), Biodiversity Net Gain 
(BNG) Defra Metric Assessment, Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), Outline 
Biodiversity Management Plan, shadow Habitats Regulations Assessment and indicative Master Plan.

72. The submitted EcIA demonstrates that Chelson Meadow is home to an interesting mix of 
grassland and mosaic habitats that support a wide range of species including slow-worms, bats, 
notable bird species and invertebrates. The areas designation as a strategic green space in the Local 
Plan recognises Chelson Meadow’s key ecological functions as a local Biodiversity Network Site, 
designated because of its role in buffering the neighbouring County Wildlife Site of Saltram House 
and Gardens, and as a wildlife corridor.

73. The submitted details state that the habitats and associated biodiversity on the northern sector 
of Chelson Meadow exist by virtue of the way in which the landfill has been capped and managed, 
and in part because public access and the associated disturbance that comes with this has been 
restricted.

74. The submitted EcIA identifies three Important Ecological Features (IEF); the habitats on site, 
which are included in Chelson Meadow Biodiversity Network Site; foraging and commuting bats; and 
breeding and wintering birds. In the absence of avoidance or mitigation measures, the proposed solar 
farm could have locally significant impacts upon these IEFs through temporary disturbance, habitat 
loss and long-term habitat degradation. 

75. To avoid and mitigate for these potential impacts, the proposed project design includes measures 
targeted specifically at maintaining, creating and enhancing habitat for the Biodiversity Network Site, 
for birds and bats within and adjacent to the site. These will be delivered and monitored through a 
detailed Biodiversity Management Plan, an outline of which is submitted with the planning application. 

76. The EcIA details the built in design features of the project that would avoid or mitigate impacts 
on wildlife, which include:
• The design of the solar farm will retain over 90% of the grassland and open mosaic habitats;
• The solar panels and infrastructure have been designed so as not to alter runoff rates, which 
has the benefit that existing seasonally wet areas, that are beneficial for wildlife, can be retained;
• Measures to avoid impacts on wildlife during construction are designed into the Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

77. The submitted CEMP includes measures that will avoid and minimise dust, noise and vibration as 
well as the potential for fuel and chemical spills. The CEMP also includes measures that would avoid 
impacts on wildlife such as:
• Work compounds and access tracks will use existing infrastructure wherever possible and 
will be located away from areas of high ecological value; 
• Site fencing will be used to prevent access to areas outside working areas, particularly in 
areas adjacent to features of ecological value; 
• Briefings and instruction would be given to contractors regarding the biodiversity issues 
associated with the site; 
• Any excavations that present a danger to animals will be provided with a means of escape 
such as ramps or graded ends when the Site is closed (e.g. overnight) to prevent entrapment of 
animals; and 

Page 50



• Pollution prevention guidelines provided by the Environment Agency would be followed to 
prevent pollution of water courses by silt or chemicals.

78. The EcIA states that the project includes the delivery of habitat enhancement and management 
for biodiversity across the solar farm and an additional 20ha of land adjacent to the solar farm. The 
delivery of this management is set out in the submitted Outline Biodiversity Management Plan and 
includes: 
• Enhanced management of the retained grassland and open mosaic habitats within the 
proposed solar farm to improve their ecological condition 
• Enhanced management of an additional 18ha of grassland to the south of the solar farm, to 
improve its ecological condition 
• Management to provide dynamic edge habitats around the boundaries of the solar farm, to 
increase habitat diversity 
• Planting of new native shrubs to create species-rich scrub on land adjacent to the solar farm 
• Management of SUDS features to secure benefits for biodiversity 
• Provision of bird nesting boxes and bat roosting features on land to the north of the solar 
farm, in woodland that will be managed for biodiversity benefits 
• Provision of seven new hibernacula (piles of logs, brash and soils) for reptiles and amphibians 
• Provision of at least two new bee hives.

79. Concerns have been raised within the public comments, Devon Wildlife Trust (DWT) and the 
National Trust about adequacy of the assessments and surveys. 

80. The DWT object to the scheme stating that the proposal does not demonstrate good siting or 
design and does not provide sufficient evidence to satisfy the requirements relating to biodiversity in 
the National Planning Policy Framework or the requirements of the Government Circular 06/05 
Biodiversity and Geological Conservation. The DWT raise the following concerns:
• The Open Mosaic Habitat located on the eastern extent of the site should be classed as a 
Priority Habitat. Full assessment of the impact of the proposals on Priority Habitat is therefore 
required. 
• The report does not adequately assess the impact of the proposals on protected habitats or 
species, stating that the loss of habitat is limited to consideration of direct habitat loss as a result of 
the construction footprint of the development and has not considered the impacts of shading and 
disrupted rainfall pattern on floral diversity.
• The winter bird survey is inadequate given the sites proximity to sites designated for 
wintering bird interest (Plym Estuary County Wildlife Site and the Tamar Estuaries Complex Special 
Protection Area). A Bird survey that considers the autumn migration period has not been 
undertaken.
• The research that has been referenced suggests that the installation of solar panels does not 
have an adverse impact on the number of skylark using a site. However, the DWT consider it to be 
unclear whether the research cited was conducted on sites with similar high densities of skylark or 
whether the densities of solar panels considered by each study are similar to that of the proposed 
development.
• The reports do not expand upon how important plant species will be protected during 
development or how their range will be expanded following completion of the works.
• The report does not include survey information on the location, number and diversity of 
orchid species present, along with appropriate mitigation and compensation required to protect 
these plants.
• No survey or assessment has been undertaken that identifies any species or assemblages of 
invertebrates and inform impact assessment
• Fencing being installed around the whole site rather than separated into several smaller areas 
that have separate fences, leaving unfenced corridors across the site to allow movement of wildlife. 
Fencing should have a gap under boundary fences so they do not act as barriers to small animals. 
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• Retention of the old creek-side tree-line and the new estuary edge tree-line as they likely 
hold populations of species that may not survive elsewhere on site. 

81. The public comments have mentioned similar concerns as raised by the DWT with the addition 
of:
• The omission of a number species within the submitted details;
• Concerns that the wetter areas are not retained and have been under-valued;
• Insufficient information and evidence on wildlife wetland habitat and how SUDS will be 
managed for relevant birds;
• The Outline Biodiversity Management Plan omits any mention of involving local volunteers;
• Concerned about location of new planting/ habitat and impact on migrant birds;
•  The proposed biodiversity net gains do not compensate for the loss of habitat.

82. The National Trust have stated that they consider that the ecological surveys and assessments 
are inadequate. Most significantly, the submitted information has not recognised that the open 
mosaic habitat located to the north-east of Chelson Meadows is priority habitat; has not considered 
migratory birds sufficiently, and there is a lack of invertebrate surveys. They state that they have 
considered the comments received by the public and the DWT and agree with the concerns that 
have been raised. 

83. The applicant has considered the concerns that have been raised and has provided a response 
back which include the following points:

84. The applicant agrees that the habitats in the eastern part of the site qualify as a habitat of 
principal importance and was considered as priority habitat in the assessments. The value of the 
open mosaic habitat on previously developed land is considered within the EcIA and the Biodiversity 
Net Gain assessment.

85. Careful consideration of the impacts of the presence of solar panels on the flora was undertaken 
in the course of preparing the ecological impact assessment. Using available literature on the 
botanical diversity of solar farms it was concluded that whilst the project may result in changes to 
the sward, it would be possible to maintain a structurally and botanically diverse habitat. Whilst the 
precise botanical character of the habitats may change, the ability to manage the site with 
conservation in mind, to adapt that management over time as required, and to introduce a greater 
diversity in management treatments to create variation was considered to be a positive result by the 
applicant. 

86. The applicant also highlighted that the existing grassland at Chelson Meadow is not a traditionally 
managed meadow that has evolved over generations, hence it is not the intention to preserve its 
exact make up forever. The grassland was created when the landfill was capped and thus it is 
appropriate to consider adjusting its structure and composition as long as the result is a net gain for 
biodiversity.

87. The bird surveys were completed in accordance with the methods published by the RSPB and 
other relevant literature and was agreed with the local planning authority at pre-application stages. 
The three winter survey visits are supplemented by additional data collected since 2010 and 
presented in Appendix 4 of the EcIA. The timings of the survey visits were timed to coincide with 
the tides so that potential bird roosting activity would be picked up. The survey data, supplementary 
data and the assessments of the site’s suitability for various bird species together provided a robust 
basis for assessing the project’s potential impacts on breeding birds, passage migrants and wintering 
birds. The applicant has stated that while the installation of solar panels will alter the ecology of the 
site, it will not make it unsuitable for birds, and the proposed long-term management of the site aims 
to ensure that management is beneficial for the widest possible assemblage of birds (as research has 
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shown that solar farms can be used by a large number and variety of species). This management will 
be supported by long-term monitoring so that adjustments to the management can be made as 
needed. 

88. The applicant has stated that the bird survey approach is compliant with the guidance and the 
survey data is adequate to assess the likely impacts of the proposal. The potential for any impact on 
protected sites and species is set out in detail in the Shadow HRA. The applicant has also advised 
that the potential for impact on the Tamar Estuaries Special Protection Area has been considered in 
the shadow HRA submitted as part of the application and Natural England have not objected to the 
proposal or raised a concern regarding bird survey effort in relation to the Tamar Estuaries Special 
Protection Area. 

89. The applicant states that the best available evidence was used to estimate the impacts of the 
proposals on skylarks and other nesting birds. The mitigation hierarchy has been robustly applied to 
avoid effects where possible, to mitigate them where this is not possible, and to compensate for any 
residual effects.  The applicant states that the installation of the solar panels will alter the ecology of 
the site but the impact on breeding birds is not considered to be significant when considering the 
measures to avoid, mitigate and compensate the potential impacts. 

90. In relation to plant species, the applicant highlights that because Devon Notable species were 
recorded from several areas of the site, the Construction Environmental Management Plan sets out 
detailed measures for the protection of the existing vegetation during construction. This includes 
measures limiting habitat loss (such as the re-use of existing access tracks) and measures to re-
instate temporarily disturbed areas that will protect the existing turf and the seedbank in the soil. 
The proposed management of the site seeks to improve the condition of retained grassland by 
reducing the dominance of coarse grasses, which will facilitate the spread of less competitive plants 
such as the Devon notable species referred to here. Whilst this is only briefly covered in the EcIA it 
is set out in more detail in the OBMP. 

91. Bee orchids were recorded during botanical surveys of the site. Whilst this is one of the 
commoner orchid species it is nevertheless a Devon notable species, and the proposed management 
(opening up the sward and ensuring space for germination of less competitive species) is designed to 
allow the continuance and spread of the population, Whilst not specifically referred to in the EcIA, 
this and other species recorded during the surveys are included in the condition assessment sheets 
submitted with the Biodiversity Net Gain report, which indicates the abundance and distribution of 
these species. The applicant considers that surveys to map the precise number and location of bee 
orchids would not add substantially to the assessment of the project or the management plan for the 
site – bee orchids typically come up in varied numbers and locations depending on the seasons so 
results from one year are unlikely to be the same in following years. 

92. The impact on invertebrates is considered in the EcIA and the Outline BMP provides 
management targeted specifically at enhancing the site for invertebrates. The applicant states that the 
net biodiversity gain will maintain and enhance the site for invertebrates. The proposed monitoring 
of the site post-construction focusses on measuring habitat parameters (such as vegetation structure 
and botanical diversity). These parameters have been designed specifically to provide beneficial 
conditions for invertebrates, and if they are not being met then adjustments will be made to the 
management of the site. The reason for focussing on habitat monitoring over species-specific 
monitoring is that it is very difficult to relate invertebrate monitoring results to any variables within 
the control of the site management: climate, weather and natural population cycles all play a huge 
role in the results of monitoring and therefore the results of monitoring may not be related to any 
changes on site. 
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93. The applicant has advised that the security fences will have small gaps at the base to allow the 
movement of wildlife, making sub-dividing fences unnecessary. Whilst deer will be excluded from 
some areas of the site, the remainder of the site will be open to them and the project will not create 
a complete barrier to their movement through the landscape. 

94. The applicant has stated that none of the old creek-side tree-line and the new estuary edge tree-
line will be removed, and the arboricultural reports submitted with the application set out how trees 
will be retained and protected. The OBMP sets out measures to retain and enhance these tree-line 
features so that lichens and other species of ecological value are retained and protected. 

95. The Natural Infrastructure Team (NIT) initially sought further information to be submitted which 
was provided by the applicant. The NIT have stated that they are still concerned that the 
construction impacts on the existing sward associated with the installation of the panels is still 
underestimated, however they do acknowledge this is unlikely to affect the long term BNG 
outcomes. To ensure best construction practices are followed the NIT require the conditioning of a 
CEMP and to guarantee the BNG delivery they will require a condition to ensure the set out 25.88% 
will be delivered. 

96. In relation to invasive species, the NIT will require a CEMP condition to ensure the removal of 
invasive species within the construction area. They will also require the conditioning of a Landscape 
Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) incorporating management measures to either remove or 
contain the invasive species, whichever approach is most appropriate for the habitat in which it is 
found. 

97. The NIT also stated that the CEMP to be conditioned will need to include details of turf 
stripping, storage and re-use. The LEMP to be conditioned will need to include the management of 
ash-dieback present on-site and the management of the woodland areas to the north and west of the 
solar farm. As part of the final site layout and the LEMP, the NIT will require the over-seeding of the 
existing sward with yellow rattle to reduce the dominance of the coarse grasses. The NIT also 
recommend a condition for the provision of hedgehog holes in the boundary fence. 

98. The Natural Infrastructure Team have considered all the submitted details and recommend the 
application be approved with pre-commencement conditions that require the submission of a 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), details of Biodiversity Net Gain – including 
the Landscape Ecological Management Plan (LEMP), Landscape details including final site layout, hard 
and soft landscape measures and measures to address the landscape visual concerns and 
incorporating the necessary BNG measures and the detailed drainage strategy,  details of the 
proposed green space delivery in the form of a completed Open Space Assessment Audit Form and 
a detailed drainage strategy. 

99. Natural England have considered the submitted details and have stated that no objection to the 
proposal subject to appropriate mitigation being secured. Natural England concur with the findings 
set out in the submitted shadow HRA, stating that:
- the impacts due to construction of the solar farm creating increased noise pollution and 
vibrations on the Plymouth Sound & Estuaries  SAC features, namely Allis Shad, are unlikely to occur. 
- the likely impacts on the Plymouth Sound & Estuaries SAC features, due to construction of 
the solar farm creating increased water pollution through the risk of the release of landfill material, 
spills, and sediment mobilisation, can be mitigated. The measures needed to avoid and minimise any 
increase in water pollution being discharged from the site will need to be agreed in a detailed 
Construction Environmental Management Plan which can be conditioned.
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- Mitigation measures would be required to prevent impacts on the SPA notified bird species. 
The HRA states that construction will be during the summer months. Controls will need to be in 
place to ensure that noise and disturbance from construction does not affect the Tamar Estuaries 
Complex SPA birds during the winter months, which can be agreed through the Construction 
Environmental Management Plan.

100. Natural England have therefore recommended conditions requiring the submission of an 
appropriate detailed Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) to ensure no impacts on 
water quality or disturbance due to noise and vibrations and a landscape and ecology management 
plan (LEMP) to secure management of biodiversity habitats. They also recommend a condition 
requiring the site to be decommissioned and restored when planning permission expires. 

101. The potential ecological impacts during the construction of the solar farm can be  largely 
mitigated as set out in the CEMP. These short-term impacts will have no long-term strategic effect 
on the areas designated strategic biodiversity function and the proposed development provides the 
following opportunities to generate long term wildlife enhancements:
(i) Improved management of grassland and open mosaic habitats through
a targeted grazing or mowing regime.
(ii) New managed edge habitats around the site margins
(iii) New SUDS features on northern margin to enhance opportunities for
wintering birds
(iv) Control of invasive species that are current threats to wildlife interest

102. The proposed solar farm will not have any significant adverse effects on any European 
designated sites. It is not functionally linked to any such sites and no qualifying features of these sites 
are dependent upon Chelson Meadow. The potential impacts of construction and operation of the 
solar farm are sufficiently avoided and mitigated within the design of the project and through the 
CEMP.

103. The proposal has been designed to incorporate measures to protect the site’s existing 
biodiversity values and to provide new features targeted specifically at biodiversity enhancements. 
The Outline Biodiversity Management Plan submitted with the application sets out how the site and 
additional land will be managed to deliver a 25% net biodiversity gain as measured using the Defra 
metric.

104. Concerns have been raised about the adequacy of the assessments and surveys on biodiversity, 
citing species that are considered to be omitted, lack of recognition of the priority habitat, 
insufficient consideration of migratory birds and lack of invertebrate surveys. While further details 
and clarification has been sought,  Natural England and the Natural Infrastructure Team have not 
identified any concerns about the adequacy of the submitted assessments and welcomes the 
proposed mitigation and enhancement measures.

105. Concerns have been raised with regards to the impact on birds, however it is considered that 
the applicant has acknowledged the potential impact on birds and has demonstrated that it can be 
suitably managed so that there will not be a significant adverse effect on breeding or wintering birds. 
The applicant has advised that the best available evidence has been used to estimate the impacts of 
the proposals on skylarks and other nesting birds. The mitigation hierarchy has been robustly applied 
to avoid effects where possible, to mitigate them where this is not possible, and to compensate for 
any residual effects. 

106. The potential for impact on birds has been considered in the submitted EcIA. The EcIA states 
that protected and/or notable bird species were recorded in limited abundance within the survey 
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area, with the majority of species observed in association with the boundary features. Furthermore, 
no species associated with Tamar Estuaries Complex SPA were observed on site. 

107. When considering the potential impacts on birds the EcIA states that the construction footprint 
equates to approximately 8% of the grassland, scrub and open mosaic habitat that provides suitable 
breeding opportunities and wintering foraging resource for a number of bird species. The EcIA states 
that the impact of habitat loss on breeding and wintering birds of local importance is considered to 
be small in magnitude and not likely to be significant. There will be a period when nesting birds are 
dissuaded from using the site whilst construction is in progress, for the 4-month construction period. 

108. The EcIA acknowledges that the occupation of the site by solar panels and the ongoing 
management of the site has the potential to adversely affect breeding and foraging habitat for birds. 
The EcIA states that, in the absence of suitable measures, the installation of the solar farm would 
have a potentially significant effect at a local level, but that with the application of appropriate 
measures, the solar farm has the potential to maintain habitat suitable for a diverse assemblage of 
breeding and wintering birds.

109. The proposed avoidance and mitigation measures when considering the impact on birds are:
* The CEMP contains provisions to avoid and mitigate potential impacts on nesting birds during 
construction. 
* The construction and operation of the solar farm will not remove the existing wet areas of the site 
– sensitive infrastructure has been located away from these areas and the solar panels are capable of 
withstanding standing water. This will maintain the interest for foraging birds in winter. In addition, 
new SUDS features will be provided as part of surface water management, and these will be managed 
for invertebrate and bird interest. 
* The new security fence around the site will prevent the disturbance that currently occurs from 
occasional dog walking. 
* The loss of scrub in the center of the site (in the open mosaic habitat) will be mitigated by 
providing new scrub habitat around the edges of the site. Nest boxes will be installed in woodland 
around the northern edge of the site to further mitigate the effect on nesting habitat. 
* The management of the grassland will be targeted specifically at improving the biodiversity value of 
the site and at making it ideal for ground nesting birds. Within the solar farm some areas will 
become more suitable for foraging and other areas will be managed for nesting. On land to the south 
of the solar farm, the areas will be managed to enhance them for nesting birds.

110. The submitted Biodiversity Management Plan also stated that the proposed development would 
enhance the site for birds by:
The proposed project could enhance the site for birds in several ways including:
• Maintaining and creating diverse habitats for foraging birds with a mix of scrub, wet ground, open 
vegetation and closedsward
grassland;
• Creating more scrub-edge habitat for species such as cirl buntings to forage and nest in;
• Maintaining areas of short and long grass in a balance that benefits ground nesting birds including 
skylarks;
• Creating and maintaining habitats with an abundance of late-autumn and winter berries and fruits 
for species such as
redwing and fieldfare;
• Providing additional nesting opportunities in artificial bird boxes, including a barn owl box.

111. The EcIA states that with the proposed avoidance and mitigation measures the development will 
result in a temporary impact during construction on breeding and wintering birds of local 
importance. This impact will not be ecologically significant. It will result in a measurable net gain in 
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habitats, with measures and management targeted specifically at birds and there will therefore not be 
a significant adverse effect on breeding or wintering birds.

112. Whilst the installation of solar panels will alter the ecology of the site it will not make it 
unsuitable for birds, and the proposed long-term management of the site aims to ensure that 
management is beneficial for the widest possible assemblage of birds. This management will be 
supported by long-term monitoring so that adjustments to the management can be made as needed.  
It is therefore considered that the proposed development, with the proposed mitigation and 
avoidance measures will not have a detrimental impact on breeding or wintering birds.

113. The submitted info (EcIA) has not identified any significant effects on designated sites, protected 
species and habitats, and or other species of principal importance for the conservation of 
biodiversity. The mitigation measures would ensure no significant residual effects are anticipated. 

114. It is considered that the development proposal has been very carefully designed to target the 
enhancement of biodiversity, by addressing the current limitations on ecological value of the retained 
habitats, by creating new habitats appropriate to the area and the species found on site, and by 
setting out a management plan for land beyond the solar array. Altogether this will bring over 32ha 
of land under a 30- year management and monitoring plan. Using the Defra metric this has been 
shown capable of delivering a substantial gain for biodiversity. 

115. Overall it is considered that subject to conditions the proposal will enhance the biodiversity 
value of the site and provide effective ecological mitigation in accordance with the policy DEV26 and 
the NPPF.

Habitats Regulations Assessment
116. The Natural Infrastructure Team undertook Appropriate Assessment as the Competent 
Authority for the purpose of the Habitat Regulations 2017. It was concluded that the application will 
have a likely significant effect in the absence of avoidance and mitigation measures on the European 
and Internationally protected sites, this represents the authorities Appropriate Assessment as 
Competent Authority in accordance with requirements under Regulation 63 of the Conservation of 
Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, Article 6 (3) of the Habitats Directive and having due regard 
to its duties under Section 40(1) of the NERC Act 2006 to the purpose of conserving biodiversity. 
Consideration of the Ramsar site/s is a matter of government policy set out in the National Planning 
Policy Framework 2018.

117. Having made this appropriate assessment of the implications of the plan or project for the site 
in view of that (those) site(s)’s conservation objectives, and having consulted Natural England and 
fully considered any representations received the authority’s assessment is that the application 
complies with the agreed approach for recreational impacts and with the presence of the other 
mitigation and avoidance measures, it can be concluded that there will be no adverse effect on the 
integrity of the European sites identified above and that it may now agree to the plan or project 
under regulation 63 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017.

Access and Highway Safety
118. Paragraph 110 of the NPPF states that new development should ensure that safe and suitable 
access to the site can be achieved for all road users, and significant impacts from the development on 
the transport network (in terms of capacity and congestion), or on highway safety can be cost 
effectively mitigated to an acceptable degree. Paragraph 111 is clear that ‘development should only 
be prevented or refused on highways grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on the 
highway safety, or the residual cumulative impacts on the highway would be severe. This is reflected 
through policy DEV29 (Specific provisions relating to transport) of the JLP which also requires 
development to contribute positively to the achievement of a high quality, effective and safe 
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transport system in the Plan Area. It will promote sustainable transport choices and facilitate 
sustainable growth that respects the natural and historic environment. 

119. A Transport Report was submitted to support the application which outlines the proposed 
access arrangements and likely traffic generation.

120. From a Transport and Highway perspective the main impacts of a Solar Farm occur during the 
construction and decommissioning phases. The latter will be at the end of the design life of the 
facility. Operational traffic generation is minimal and only generates maintenance traffic on occasion.

121. The transport report indicates a likely, maximum, traffic generation of up to 10 HGVs a day 
during the construction phase (notably this will be similar to the decommissioning phase, but it is 
accepted that this will be a number of years in the future so may require further assessment at that 
time).

122. Access will be made via the existing road network which, historically, provided access to the 
landfill site and also still does to the recycling centre. Contractors/staff trips will be made mainly by 
cars, vans or minibus. Therefore, the level of associated traffic is unlikely to give rise to any 
significant changes to the capacity and function of the highway network. Any impacts will certainly 
not give rise to a severe impact.

123. Once a contractor is appointed a Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) will be 
required to provide fixed details of access routes, compound and contractor parking. It is 
understood that the site will not require staffing levels over 25 persons and as such a Travel Plan will 
not be necessary. However, measures to promote sustainable travel, such as cycle storage, should be 
provided and this can be included within the CTMP. As such a condition is requested to require the 
CTMP for submission and approval prior to any development taking place.

124. The submitted transport report states that construction hours are expected to occur between 
0700- 1800 Monday to Friday and 0800-1400 Saturdays. The Councils policy for construction works 
require 0800-1800 Monday to Friday and 0830-1300 Saturdays, with no works permitted on Sundays 
or Bank Holidays. The CTMP should confirm the intention to follow the Councils Policy on working 
hours. 

125. No Public Rights of Way are impacted by the proposal. The National Cycle Network does 
follow the access road, for the initial section up to the site, but again this will not be impacted by the 
works and is segregated from the road.

126. The application has been supported by a Visual Comfort & Reflection Study (Glint & Glare 
Assessment) to assess the potential impact of the proposed PV installation on glint and glare upon 
car and train drivers. The glint and glare assessment was carried out for a total of 6 no. road route 
receptors and 1 no. train line route receptor. Of the 164 observation points, only 38 are recorded 
to have the potential to be in receipt of glare subject to suitable weather conditions, either very 
early in the morning or late in the afternoon. 

127. The results of the glint and glare analysis demonstrated that there would be either a negligible 
or potentially local, short term minor adverse effect from reflected solar glare, but that this will not 
be detrimental to the safe movement of either the car or train drivers. Therefore, the assessment 
concluded that throughout the year, the car and train drivers will be subject to no distressful 
conditions from the proposed development.

128. The Local Highway Authority has raised no objections to the proposed development. Having 
regard to the above, it is considered that subject to conditions, the proposal would have no adverse 
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impact on highway safety in accordance with Policy DEV29 of the Joint Local Plan and relevant 
guidance within the NPPF.

Flood Risk and Drainage
129. Policy DEV35 states that the Local Planning Authority will assist the Lead Local Flood Authority 
in the management of flood risk and water pollution within the Plan Area by directing development 
away from areas at highest risk, but where development is necessary ensuring that it is safe without 
increasing flood risk and pollution elsewhere. 

130. The proposed 19.2ha site is in EA Flood Zone 1 and considered at a low risk from fluvial or 
tidal flooding.  Surface water flood risk mapping indicates the site is at a low risk of flooding from a 1 
in 100 year return period event. There is an ordinary watercourse to the north of the site that 
discharges to the River Plym to the west of the site. The watercourse does not form the boundary 
of the site. The River Plym estuary lies to the west of the site, but does not form the boundary of 
the site. 

131. The site is identified as having the potential for contaminated land due to former use as a landfill 
site. The site has been capped with an impermeable layer. Leachate from the site is collected along 
the western boundary, and conveyed to treatment works to the south. Public sewer records indicate 
there are no SWW sewers in the vicinity of the works.

132. A Flood Risk Assessment and Surface Water Drainage Strategy has been submitted that 
concludes the site is at a low risk from fluvial and tidal flooding.  A surface water drainage strategy 
has been included that proposes to discharge surface water to a ‘V ditch’ located around the 
boundary of the site which then discharges to the ordinary watercourse, referred to as The Belt, to 
the north of the site.

133. Isolated impermeable swales are located around the perimeter of the site that are 200mm deep. 
These are designed to contain surface water and are described as not being part of the proposed 
surface water drainage strategy.  Surface water is stored in three impermeable attenuation ponds 
located at the north of the site, with each pond discharging to a ‘V’ ditch which then discharges to 
the watercourse. 

134. Modelling results have been submitted that support the design standard of 1 in 100 year return 
period with a 40% allowance for climate change. A total catchment area of 1.244ha appears to have 
been modelled. 

135. The Lead Local Flood Authority considered the submitted details and considered the principle 
of the drainage proposal to be acceptable. The LLFA however have recommended conditions 
requiring further details be submitted and agreed prior to work commencing on site, such as details 
of the exceedance flow routes should there be a surcharge on site and a construction environment 
management plan incorporating method statements demonstrating how the new drainage system and 
water environment is protected during the construction phase.

136. Having regard to the above, it is considered that the proposed development would not be at 
significant risk of flooding and subject to the recommended conditions, it is considered that the 
proposed development would cause no unacceptable risk of flooding elsewhere in accordance with 
the requirements of  Policy DEV35 of the JLP and the NPPF. 

Residential Amenity
137. The NPPF at paragraph 130 states that planning should always seek to secure a high standard of 
amenity for existing and future users. Policy DEV1 states  new development provides for satisfactory 
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daylight, sunlight, outlook, privacy and the protection from noise disturbance for both new and 
existing residents, workers and visitors.

138. The nearest residential properties are located at the Travellers Site located adjacent to the 
development site’s northwest corner. The submitted planning statement states that the development 
has been designed so that the noise-producing elements such as the transformer and inverter 
buildings are located over 275m away from the edge of the site and would therefore not lead to a 
noise nuisance.

139. The residential properties within the Saltram Meadow development to the south of the site are 
situated approximately 400m away from the development site, it is therefore considered unlikely 
that the proposal would cause a significant noise nuisance. 

140. A Construction Environmental Management Plan has been submitted that considers mitigating 
noise impact during construction. However the applicant has suggested in their submitted details that 
a full CEMP would be produced prior to commencement once the appointed engineering, 
procurement and construction contractor is in place. The Public Protection Service were consulted 
and considered the submitted details and did not raise any objections to the proposed development. 

141. Overall, it is considered that the proposed development would not give rise to a detrimental 
impact on the amenity of existing residents and the proposal is in accordance with JLP Policies DEV1 
and DEV2 and the NPPF.

Site security 
142. JLP policy DEV20 seeks to ensure the layout and details of new development adequately 
contribute towards high standards of community safety and reduce opportunities for crime and fear 
of crime.

143. The application was supported by a Secured by Design Statement which set out the design 
principles for the proposal to ensure compliance with Secured by Design (SBD). The Statement 
refers to an approximately 2metre high wire mesh deer fence to be constructed around the 
compound, with security gates. The gates will connect to access tracks within the Chelson Meadow 
wider site (which is restricted to site staff and contractors only beyond the waste recycling centre). 
Infra?red night vision CCTV cameras are also proposed to be installed to the inside of the fence line 
to provide security coverage of the site 24 hours per day.

144. The Designing Out Crime Officer has considered the submitted details and has stated they 
consider the security and crime prevention measured to be acceptable. It is therefore considered 
that the proposal complies with policy DEV20 that seeks to reduce crime opportunities. 

Contamination and Pollution
145. A Geo-Environmental Risk Assessment was submitted to support the application. The 
assessment looks to demonstrate that the proposed development will not lead to a significant impact 
during and following the construction phase of the solar farm, on the hydrogeological and 
hydrological ground regime, and on people on and adjacent to the site.

146. The risk assessment provides details on the history of the site, stating that the landfilling at 
Chelson Meadow commenced in August 1964 and ceased on 31 March 2008, with the exception of 
the receipt of soils for restoration purposes. The landfill has been capped and covered in soil. As 
part of the assessment ground investigation works were carried out which included trial pits to a 
maximum of 1.5m in depth to investigate the nature of the capping layer above the historical landfill.
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147. The risk assessment concluded that the greatest potential risk posed by the proposed 
development would be breaching the cover across the site. This will be mitigated by using the site 
investigation information to decide on a maximum depth to which foundations and other excavated 
structures (e.g. attenuation ponds or swales, ducts for cabling) will be allowed. The intrusive 
investigation indicates that generally there is at least 1.5m of cover and therefore a maximum depth 
of excavation of 0.6m has been set for the project. 

148. Following the findings from the assessment the proposal seeks to fix the solar photovoltaic 
panels to a mounting structure that is secured to the ground. The mounting structures will be 
secured to the ground so not to puncture the semi-permeable part of the landfill capping with a 
maximum depth of 0.6m in accordance with the geo-environmental risk assessment. The mounting 
structures will be secured to the ground using ballasted anchors (shallow concrete footings of 
precast sections into which the steels are secured), piled steel foundations, or a combination of the 
two as ground conditions and existing landfill infrastructure allow. 

149. The risk assessment also concluded that during and following construction there is potential for 
excessive volumes of silt to be washed into drainage ditches through surface water run off. The 
assement advised that this can be mitigated through minimising disturbance of the soil and capturing 
or removing silt in the drainage system. The assessment advises that standard procedure and 
measures will be put in place to contain any spill or leak of fuel (or other contaminative substances) 
during construction and maintenance works.

150. The Environment Agency considered the submitted risk assessment and advised that the 
boreholes, landfill gas wells and other landfill gas and leachate infrastructure must be retained and 
kept accessible during the construction of the solar farm and solar farm infrastructure must not 
compromise the operator’s ability to manage, maintain and monitor Chelson Meadow Landfill. The 
landfill is still generating landfill gas. 

151. The Environment Agency states that the risk assessment highlights the risks to controlled 
waters from the proposed development and the control measures required as mitigation. The 
Environment Agency state that the submitted CEMP incorporates these recommendations and 
consequently they have no further comments on the proposal. However advise that if the CEMP or 
proposed works are significantly altered the geo-environmental risk assessment will need to be 
reviewed. A condition will be added to ensure the works comply with the submitted details. 

152. The Environment Agency have raised no objection to the scheme and have stated that sufficient 
information has been submitted for the proposed foundation designs for the solar panels. They have 
however advised that if the proposed piling design is used for the solar panels then further trial pits 
should be carried out to confirm there is sufficient depth of cap and soils above the waste.

153. Overall, and subject to the added conditions, it is considered that the proposed development 
would not give rise unacceptable on- or off-site risk or harm to human health or the natural 
environment. The proposal is therefore considered to comply with JLP policy DEV2 and the NPPF. 

Renewable Energy and Community Energy
154. Policy DEV33 seeks to increase the use and production of renewable and low carbon energy to 
contribute to national targets, renewable energy development will be supported where:
- The impacts arising from the construction, operation and de-commissioning of installations 
(both individually and cumulatively) are or can be made acceptable.
- The proposal has been robustly assessed and shown to be acceptable, both individually and 
cumulatively, in terms of its likely impact on landscape sensitivity and capacity, and on the natural 
environment and heritage assets. It should also be demonstrated that the proposal does not 
compromise the purposes of nationally designated landscapes.
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- There are appropriate plans in place for the removal of the technology on cessation of 
generation, and restoration of the site to an acceptable alternative use.
- There has been early consultation with the local communities affected by the development, 
the planning application demonstrates how the proposal has been informed by the outcome of the 
consultation, and the development contains proposals for shared ownership between the 
developer/operator and the community or justification as to why this is not appropriate.
- For renewable or low carbon energy generating proposals (including energy from waste), 
where appropriate, the development should provide for the efficient distribution of heat off site, for 
the co-location of energy producers with users, and for the maximisation of energy recovery or 
efficiency of generation.
- The proposals do not lead to unsustainable, isolated development in the countryside.

155. It is considered that the submitted information along with the added conditions will ensure that 
the impacts from the construction, operation and de-commissioning of the solar farm would or be 
made acceptable. 

156. A suitable LVIA and Heritage Settings Statement has been submitted and reviewed by the 
relevant consultees and considered to demonstrate that the proposal would  not compromise the 
purposes of nationally designated landscapes. No objections have been received from Natural 
England, Natural Infrastructure Team, Historic England or the Historic Environment Officer and with 
added conditions it is considered that the development would not have a detrimental impact on the 
landscape, natural environment or heritage assets. 

157. A suitable worded condition will ensure that the decommissioning of the solar farm will ensure 
that the land is restored and there will be no long-term impacts on site. 

158. A Statement of Community Involvement was submitted with this application and sets out a 
summary of the pre-application and ongoing consultation and communication with stakeholders. It 
details how four online public events were held, along with three in person stakeholder meetings, 
and multiple online briefings to key stakeholders. It states that information on the project and the 
opportunity to give feedback, had been shared widely across the city. In addition to direct 
consultation and events, an online survey to gather public opinion on the project was promoted and 
responded to by more than 300 people. The survey found that 95% agree that more renewable 
energy should be generated in Plymouth, it also noted that concerns were raised and that they 
mostly related to the impact on wildlife.

159. The Statement of Community Involvement states that the applicant listened to the concerns 
raised and responded with a number of actions including: 

- Extended the scope of our ecological and landscape impact surveys to reflect the feedback 
received. 

- Organised a specific open online event to address concerns about the impact on biodiversity. 

- Held an in-person event with the wildlife enthusiasts who were concerned about the impact 
on biodiversity. 

- Clarified that the installation of solar panels is not appropriate in an alternative location at 
Chelson Meadow for a number of reasons including technical constraints, visual impact and public 
safety. 
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- Committed to 25% biodiversity net gain, taking on and protecting further areas of Chelson 
Meadow for biodiversity, including much of the area found through survey to have the highest 
number of skylarks. 

- Amended the site design to improve biodiversity outcomes, including creation of new scrub 
habitats and using SUDs as seasonally wet areas with wildlife benefits.

- Created a 30-year Outline Biodiversity Management Plan to ensure our commitments are 
realised. 

- Defined a Construction Environmental Management Plan to mitigate harm to breeding birds 
and in particular skylarks. Defined the need for an Ecological Clerk of Works through this plan to 
ensure the plan is delivered on through expert assessment. 

160. The proposed solar farm is a community led project for a community owned solar farm, as a 
joint venture between Plymouth Energy Community and Plymouth City Council. 

161. The proposed solar farm is located within the city of Plymouth that provides suitable access and 
in an area where the local energy network as managed by Western Power Distribution has the 
capacity to accommodate the forecast levels of electricity generation. It is not considered that the 
proposal would lead to unsustainable, isolated development in the countryside.

162. DEV34 looks to support Community-led energy efficiency and energy generation projects 
where:
- The impacts arising from the proposal are acceptable or can be made acceptable.
- They are community led and there is evidence of community consensus in support of the 
proposal and/or the proposals are brought forward as part of neighbourhood planning processes.
- The proposals deliver local social and community benefits.
- There are administrative and financial structures in place to deliver/manage the project and 
the income stream from it.

163. The proposed solar farm would generate approximately 13MW of renewable
energy. As a community led project, the applicant has stated that they are working with the sole 
purpose of benefiting the local community and surrounding area by reducing the reliance on fossil 
fuels, and therefore the carbon emissions, as well as generating income for local community benefit.

164. It is considered that the proposed development has demonstrated compliance with JLP policy 
DEV33 and DEV34 and paragraph 156 of the NPPF that states that Local planning authorities should 
support community-led initiatives for renewable and low carbon energy.

Public Comments
165. Concerns have been raised regarding the impact of glare on residential homes. While the 
submitted glint and glare assessment did not consider the impact on residential properties, however 
most of properties that overlook the solar farm look either from behind or adjacent to the panels 
and do not face the reflective surface directly. It is therefore considered that the glint and glare from 
the panels would not have a detrimental impact on residential properties. 

166. Objections have been raised in respect of health and safety due to the potential fire risk and 
hazardous components within the proposed solar farm. BRE Global has investigated this issue and 
found that, in reported cases, fires have generally resulted from poor installation or the use of 
wrongly specified, incorrect or faulty equipment. The report concludes that at the present time 
there is no reason to believe that the fire risks associated with PVs are any greater than those 
associated with any other electrical equipment. In determining an application for a solar farm it 
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should be assumed that the development would be constructed correctly to avoid any undue fire 
risk.

167. Concerns have been raised regarding to the potential for bird strikes causing a fire.  In Natural 
England’s ‘Evidence review of the impact of solar farms on birds, bats and general ecology’, (2016), 
states the following at pgs. 2 and 17: “Some scientific and grey literature data, based upon carcass 
searches around solar PV developments suggests that bird collision risk from solar panels is very 
low” and, “In summary, little scientific evidence exists that demonstrates a direct impact of solar PV 
on birds”. It is therefore considered that the likely fire risk from birds strikes are low. 

168. The integrity of the landfill cap and the gas infrastructure has been carefully considered as part 
of the proposal, it is not considered that the proposal would result in any increased risk to fire from 
gases from the landfill. 

169. Impact upon public health from electromagnetic radiation has been raised. Electromagnetic 
radiation is common throughout the environment and is produced by a whole host of different 
activities, including the use of electronic equipment in the home through microwave, televisions, 
computers, domestically installed solar panels etc. Beyond the home these would include substations, 
overhead electricity distribution line and communication masts. Officers do not consider there to be 
any grounds on which to resist this application due to a perceived potential impact on public health.

170. Concerns were raised regarding light pollution from security lights, however there will be no 
lighting within the site at night as standard – emergency lighting will be brought to site only when 
required to make essential repairs during dark hours. Any lighting required during construction will 
be in line with the terms set out in the Construction Environmental Management Plan, with works 
expected to generally be completed in daylight hours. 

171. An objection raised concerns of toxic chemicals from the solar panels and cleaning materials 
contaminating the soil and leaching into the Plym Estuary via rainwater. A condition has been added 
requiring details of how water environment will be protected and clarification of the responsibility 
for the maintenance of the surface water drainage system. The Local Lead Flood Authority have 
considered the submitted details and did not have any objections subject to the further details being 
provided. It is therefore considered that the proposal would not result in a detrimental impact on 
the local water environment. 

172. Concerns have also been raised regarding the inappropriate location of the solar farm and how 
the panels should be  placed on existing buildings on new builds. The council's Corporate Carbon 
Reduction Plan sets out how the Council looks to reduce emissions from the Councils estate and 
operations to work towards net zero emissions by 2030. As parts of the plan, planning permission 
was sought and granted for the erected on of solar panels on Council buildings such as Prince Rock 
Depot, Chelson Meadow Recycling Centre, Ballard House and the Council House.
Policy DEV32 of the Joint Local Plan requires all new residential developments of 10 units or more 
to incorporate low carbon or renewable energy generation to achieve regulated carbon emission 
levels of 20 per cent less than that required to comply with Building Regulations Part L. This policy 
will result in the provision of more solar panels and other renewable energy sources to be placed on 
new dwellings. 

173. While the objections have raised concerns about the inappropriate location of the proposed 
solar farm, it is noted that the application site is one of the only major opportunities for a large scale 
solar farm that could make a substantial contribution to Plymouth's ambition to get to carbon neutral 
emissions. As Plymouth is predominantly an urban area, there are not many location is which a solar 
farm of this size can be accommodated. The site also has capacity to take the generation from the 
solar farm on the local electricity grid. This is often a restriction that makes solar farms unviable.
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174. Objections raised human rights concerns in the mineral supply chain for solar panels, however it 
is noted that this is a concern in most supply chains and is not a reason to refuse this planning 
application. 

Planning Balance and Conclusion 

155. The proposed development is a direct local response to a national, regional and local agenda 
which seeks to focus on the provision of renewable energy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  

156. The proposal would not result in an unacceptable conflict with the functions or characteristic 
of Strategic Green Space and will provide benefits to the green space through the additional access 
and wildlife improvements resulting in a 25% biodiversity net gain which would uplift the wildlife 
value of the green space. The proposal would not conflict with the long term aims and objectives of 
the Saltram Masterplan or Saltram Countryside Park Strategic Green Space. 

157. The overall impact of the proposed solar farm on the character of the landscape character 
area and on the character of the site is considered to be minor adverse. The impact of the 
development would also be ultimately reversible due to the solar farm being removed and land 
returned after 30 years, thus any impact would not be permanent.

158. The proposal will result in a less than substantial harm to the setting of the local heritage 
assets however it is considered that the public benefits in terms of production of renewable energy 
and social and economic gains outweigh the less than substantial impacts on the setting of the 
identified heritage assets. 

159. Concerns have been raised with regards to the impact of the proposal on ecology and 
wildlife, while these concerns are noted it is considered that the proposal has demonstrated that it 
would not have a significant impact on designated sites, protected species and habitats, and or other 
species of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity. The proposal seeks to enhance 
biodiversity and any potential ecological impacts will be largely mitigated. 

160. Subject to conditions, the proposals would provide satisfactory mitigation of the majority of 
the visual impacts, protected species and nature conservation interests, and any disturbance to the 
surrounding environment and operation of the surrounding highways network during the 
construction phase. 

161. It is considered overall that the benefits in this case, comprising the valuable renewable 
energy resource and the significant annual reduction in carbon dioxide emissions that would arise, 
would clearly outweigh the harm that has been identified. The proposal therefore comprises 
sustainable development and it is recommended that planning permission is granted subject to 
conditions. 

9. Human Rights
Human Rights Act - The development has been assessed against the provisions of the Human Rights 
Act, and in particular Article 1 of the First Protocol and Article 8 of the Act itself. This Act gives 
further effect to the rights included in the European Convention on Human Rights. In arriving at this 
recommendation, due regard has been given to the applicant's reasonable development rights and 
expectations which have been balanced and weighed against the wider community interests, as 
expressed through third party interests / the Development Plan and Central Government Guidance.
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10. Local Finance Considerations
The Local Planning Authority has assessed that this development, due to its size or nature, is exempt 
from any liability under the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended).

One of the joint applicants for this proposal is Plymouth City Council with the site also under 
Council ownership. Officers are aware that this application could deliver a financial benefit to the 
Council through the monies generated by the renewable energy infrastructure. However, this 
consideration has had no bearing on the Planning considerations or recommendation for this 
application. 

11. Planning Obligations
The purpose of planning obligations is to mitigate or compensate for adverse impacts of a 
development, or to prescribe or secure something that is needed to make the development 
acceptable in planning terms.  Planning obligations can only lawfully constitute a reason for granting 
planning permission where the three statutory tests of Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations 2010 
are met.

Planning obligations are not sought due to the nature and size of proposal.

12. Equalities and Diversities
This planning application has had due regard to Section 149 of the Equality Act with regard to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty and has concluded that the application does not cause discrimination on 
the grounds of gender, race and disability.  

13. Conclusions and Reasons for Decision
Government advice states that local planning authorities should approve applications for renewable 
energy projects where impacts are (or can be made) acceptable. It is considered that the benefits in 
terms of the provision of a renewable source of energy, which will make a valuable contribution 
towards cutting greenhouse gas emissions, would outweigh the impact of the proposed PV panels on 
the local landscape character and appearance, impact on ecology and biodiversity, and any perceived 
impact on the setting of the nearby heritage assets. In addition, the proposal would not cause 
significant and demonstrable detriment to highway safety, residential amenity, flood risk and drainage. 
As such the proposal accords with the Government's objective to encourage the provision of 
renewable energy sources and the aims and objectives of the National Planning Policy Framework, 
Policies SPT1, PLY54, DEV1, DEV2, DEV20, DEV21, DEV23, DEV26, DEV27, DEV28, DEV29, 
DEV32, DEV33, DEV34 and DEV35 of the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint local Plan, 
Plymouth City Council's Climate Emergency Action Plan 2022, Plymouth City Council’s Declaration 
on Climate Emergency (March 2019) and the NPPF.

Officers have taken account of the NPPF and S38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004 and concluded that the proposal accords with policy and national guidance and is therefore 
recommended for conditional approval.

14. Recommendation

In respect of the application dated 18.02.2022 it is recommended to   Grant Conditionally.

15. Conditions / Reasons
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the following approved 
plans: 
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1 CONDITION: APPROVED PLANS

   Location plan 16022022 -  received 17/02/22
   Lateral View 2P 1 -  received 14/02/22
   Concept View G 01 Rev A  received 14/02/22
   Typical Battery Storage Container Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-04 -  received 11/02/22
   Indicative Landscape Masterplan - Figure 21 P0502 Rev C  received 16/02/22
   Proposed PV Layout CFR-CHELSO-GA-01 Rev B  received 11/02/22
   Typical DNO Cabin Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-01 -  received 11/02/22
   Typical Control Room & Customer Switchgear Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-02 -  received 11/02/22
   Typical Inverter/Transformer Substation Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-03 -  received 11/02/22
   Typical Spares Container Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-05 -  received 11/02/22
   Typical Fence & CCTV Details CFR-CHELSO-SD-06 -  received 11/02/22
    Tree Constraints Plan (1 of 2) TC/211203/TCP/1 Rev P2  received 11/02/22

Reason:
For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of good planning, in accordance with the Plymouth & 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan 2014–2034 (2019).

 2 CONDITION: COMMENCE WITHIN 3 YEARS

The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years beginning 
from the date of this permission.

Reason:
To comply with Section 51 of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.

 3 CONDITION: CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PLAN

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

The construction works hereby proposed shall not commence until there has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority a Construction Traffic Management Plan 
(CTMP). The said CTMP shall be submitted prior to commencement and shall include details relating 
to the detailed programme of works, details of construction vehicle movements including number, 
type and size of vehicles; construction operation hours; routes being used by construction vehicles 
and contractors parking arrangements. The works hereby proposed shall be carried out strictly in 
accordance with the approved CTMP.

Reason:
To ensure that the traffic impacts associated with the construction phase of the works does not lead 
to adverse impacts upon the operation of the Local Road Network in accordance with Policy DEV29 
of the Plymouth and South West Devon JLP 2019.

Justification: Necessary to ensure the impact of the works does not prejudice existing residents in 
the locality.

 4 CONDITION: CONSTRUCTION ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN 
(BIODIVERSITY)

PRE-COMMENCEMENT
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No development shall take place (including demolition, ground works, vegetation clearance) until a 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP: Biodiversity) has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority. The CEMP (Biodiversity) shall include the 
following: 
o Risk assessment of potentially damaging construction activities. 
o Identification of 'biodiversity protection zones'. 
o Practical measures (both physical measures and sensitive working practices) to avoid or reduce 
impacts during construction (may be provided as a set of method statements). 
o The location and timing of sensitive works to avoid harm to biodiversity features taking account of 
the requirements of the HRA. This includes the use of protective fences, exclusion barriers and 
warning signs. 
o Method statement for the removal of invasive species within the construction area 
o The times during construction when specialist ecologists need to be present on site to monitor 
works to ensure compliance with the CEMP: Biodiversity, and the actions that will be undertaken. 
o Responsible persons and lines of communication. The role and responsibilities on site of an 
ecological clerk of works (ECoW) or similarly competent person. 

The approved CEMP shall be adhered to and implemented throughout the construction period 
strictly in accordance with the approved details unless otherwise agreed in writing by the local 
planning authority. 

Reason: In the interests of the retention, protection and enhancement of wildlife and features of 
biological interest in accordance with Joint Local Plan Policy DEV26 and Government advice 
contained in the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: This is necessary to ensure protected species and the environment are fully considered 
before works start on site.

 5 CONDITION: SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

No works shall be commenced until final details of a scheme for the provision of surface water 
management has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
details shall include:

a)In an extreme event that exceeds the design standard, a surface water exceedance flow route 
should be identified on a plan that shows the route exceedance flows will take both on and off site 
from the point of surcharge, including overtopping of the 'V' ditch and demonstrating that these 
flows do not increase the risk of flooding to properties on or downstream of the site or to Third 
Party Land including the Public Highway. 

b) Clarification is required of the responsibility for the maintenance of the surface water drainage 
system. 

c)A construction environment management plan incorporating method statements should be 
submitted to demonstrate how the new drainage system and water environment is protected during 
the construction phase. 

Prior to the use of the site it shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Local Planning 
Authority that relevant parts of the scheme have been completed in accordance with the details and 
timetable agreed. The scheme shall thereafter be managed and maintained in accordance with the 
approved details unless otherwise approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
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Reason:
To reduce the risk of flooding to and from the development, and minimise the risk of pollution of 
surface water by ensuring the provision of a satisfactory surface water management and disposal 
during and after development. The drainage provisions within the development are adequately 
provided for before development commences and does not cause undue problems to the wider 
drainage infrastructure in accordance with Policy DEV35 of the Plymouth and South West Devon 
Joint Local Plan 2019 and the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure the development and surrounding area are safe from flooding.

 6 CONDITION:DETAILS OF BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN 

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

Prior to the commencement of the scheme, details of how a net gain for biodiversity of 26% or more 
will be delivered through measures both on and off site shall be submitted to and approved by the 
Local Planning Authority. 
This must include: 
o Details of the overall provision of net gain consisting of a net gain statement, a completed DEFRA-
metric, a habitat baseline plan and a Net Gain Plan. The Net gain plan should also be submitted in 
ESRI Shape Files or MapInfo tab files format 
o Details of any protected species measures 
o A detailed delivery plan including timeframes for implementation 
o A detailed management and maintenance strategy taking the form of a Landscape Ecological 
Management Plan which shall include the following: 
1. Description and evaluation of features to be managed. 
2. Ecological trends and constraints on site that might influence management. 
3. Aims and objectives of management for both the landscape elements (including hard landscape 
measures) and the biodiversity features, 
4. Set out maintenance operations for the first year following implementation of the scheme and for 
a further 4 years following establishment for achieving aims and objectives. 
5. Preparation of a work schedule. 
6. Body or organisation responsible for implementation of the plan. 
7. Monitoring and remedial measures. 
o Details of the resourcing of the entire delivery strategy for net gain for biodiversity for at least a 
period of 30 years including how potential loss of the proposed habitat areas will be avoided. 

For the avoidance of doubt the approved delivery plans must commence at the same time as the 
commencement of development and the development shall be undertaken in full accordance with the 
approved detail. 

Reason: In the interests of the retention, protection and enhancement of wildlife and features of 
biological interest, in accordance with Joint Local Plan Policies SPT12 & DEV26 and the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure that a net gain for biodiversity is delivered to mitigate the impacts of the 
proposed development.

 7 CONDITION: LANDSCAPE DETAILS

PRE-COMMENCEMENT
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No development shall take place until the details of the landscape works have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority. The landscape works shall accord with the 
following approved drawings and reports: 
o Biodiversity net gain Information required under condition 6
o Drainage Information required under condition 5

And the parameters agreed at outline: 
o Extent of PV panels as shown on Indicative Landscape Masterplan, Figure 21 
o The max dimension of various features as set out in the Natural Infrastructure Team Planning 
Feedback Response - Chelson Meadow Community Solar Farm 
o Deliver a greenspace meeting the required value score of 43 
The landscape works shall include: 
i. Soft landscape details: 
a. Full soft landscape specification; plant species and size (to HTA standards), planting spec and 
establishment care including (but not limited to) the over-seeding of the existing sward with yellow 
rattle, Succession planting within existing woodland area, tree planting along the western boundary 
b. The arrangement of proposed soft landscape elements and soil layouts/elevations (min 1:200 
scale). Plans should include a planting schedule for reference. 
c. Planting details (1:20 scale or as appropriate) 
ii. Hard Landscape Details: to provide: 
a. Drawings identifying the arrangement of proposed hard landscape elements including (but not 
limited to) paving materials, street furniture and boundary treatment materials (min 1:200 scale) 
b. Plans should include a specification of the hard landscape materials (e.g. paving materials), street 
furniture and any boundary treatments. 
c. Boundary treatment details (1:20 scale or as appropriate) including but not limited to the 
hedgehog holes detail 
d. Details of measures to minimize visual impacts 

All landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. The works shall be 
carried out prior to the occupation of any part of the development. Any dead or defective planting 
shall be replaced with a period of 5 years. 

Reason: To ensure that satisfactory landscaping works are carried out in accordance with JLP policy 
DEV20 and DEV23 and the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure that the satisfactory landscaping is agreed in advance of development.

 8 CONDITION: GREEN SPACE DELIVERY

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

No development shall take place until a completed open space assessment audit form has been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The form shall be completed in 
line with the adopted SPD and Plymouth's Policy Area Open Space Assessment and shall 
demonstrate that the proposed green space will meet the value threshold for its typology and size 
thresholds unless otherwise agreed in writing with the LPA. The assessment process should inform 
the detailed design and maintenance of the green space. 

Reason: To ensure an appropriate standard of green space provision is delivered in accordance with 
JLP policies SPT2 and DEV27 and the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure an appropriate standard of green space provision is agreed in advance of 
development.
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 9 CONDITION: DETAILS OF COMPONENTS

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority details and design of all components of the solar farm (including the PV 
arrays, frames, fences, gates, service buildings, cabinets, substations and transformers etc.). The 
works shall conform to the approved details and shall be completed before the development is first 
in use.

Reason:
To ensure that the details of the development are in keeping with the standards of the vicinity in 
accordance with Policy DEV20 of the Plymouth and South West Devon JLP 2019 and the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure the components are all as visually recessive as possible in the sensitive 
landscape context and to ensure the details of the development are acceptable to the Local Planning 
Authority and that they are in keeping with the area.

10 CONDITION: LANDSCAPE ECOLOGICAL MANAGEMENT PLAN

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

A Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) shall be submitted to and approved in writing 
by the Local Planning Authority prior to work commencing on site. 

The content of the LEMP shall include the following;

a. Description and evaluation of features to be created, restored, protected and managed.
b. Ecological trends and constraints on site that might influence management. 
c. Aims and objectives of management for both the landscape elements and the biodiversity features. 
d. Set out maintenance operations for the first year following implementation of the scheme and for 
a further 4 years following establishment for achieving aims and objectives. 
e. Preparation of a work schedule. 
f. Body or organisation responsible for implementation of the plan.
g. Monitoring and remedial measures. 

The LEMP shall also include details of the legal and funding mechanism(s) by which the long term 
implementation of the plan will be secured by the developer with the management body(s) 
responsible for its delivery (we expect at least a 30year funding plan to be included). 

The plan shall also set out (where the results from monitoring show that conservation aims and 
objectives of the LEMP are not being met) how contingencies and/or remedial action will be 
identified, agreed and implemented so that the development still delivers the fully functioning 
biodiversity objectives of the originally approved scheme and the required Biodiversity net gain. The 
plan will be implemented in accordance with the approved details. 

Reason: In the interests of the retention, protection and enhancement of wildlife and features of 
biological interest and to ensure that satisfactory landscaping works are carried out, in accordance 
Policies DEV20, DEV23 & DEV26 of the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan (2014-
2034) 2019 and  the National Planning Policy Framework 2021.
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Justification: To ensure a comprehensive approach to the management and protection of biodiversity 
and the natural environment is taken to reduce the environmental impacts of the proposal.

11 CONDITION: FOUNDATIONS

PRE-COMMENCEMENT

No development shall take place until details of the type and depth of the new foundations, and all 
other ground intrusions, are submitted and agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

Reason: To ensure the proposed development does not impact upon the capping layer of the 
existing landfill to ensure that it is not disturbed during construction in accordance with DEV2 of the  
Plymouth and South West Devon JLP 2019 and The National Planning Policy Framework 2021.

Justification: To ensure that the details of the development are acceptable to the Local Planning 
Authority and that they are in keeping with the standards of the vicinity and surrounding 
environment.

12 CONDITION: LIGHTING

No floodlighting, security lighting or other external means of illumination to light the proposed 
development, either directly or indirectly, shall be provided, erected, installed, placed or operated at 
the site, either on a permanent or, notwithstanding the provisions of Article 3, Schedule 2, Part 4 of 
the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015 (as 
amended) (or any Order revoking or re-enacting that Order with or without modification) on a 
temporary basis, without the approval in writing of by the Local Planning Authority.

Prior to the erection, installation, fixing, placement and/or operation of any external lighting on the 
site (including on any of the buildings themselves), details of such external lighting (including amenity 
and security lighting) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, 
including through the provision of technical specifications. Such details shall include the equipment 
and supporting structures, positions, sizes, heights, type, luminance/light intensity, direction and 
cowling of all external lights to the buildings and any other parts of the application site edged red (as 
indicated on the approved Site Location Plan) and the hours at which such lighting is to be operated, 
so that it can be clearly demonstrated that areas to be lit will not disturb or prevent bats using their 
territory or having access to their resting places.

The external lighting shall thereafter be carried out in accordance with the approved details (unless 
the Local Planning Authority gives prior written approval to any subsequent variations), and shall 
thereafter be retained in that form and under no circumstances shall it cause light pollution.

Reason: To safeguard the character and appearance of the locality and to safeguard the residential 
amenities of owners/occupiers of the existing neighbouring property; to safeguard biodiversity 
interests; and in the interests of public safety and convenience, having regard to policies DEV1, 
DEV2, DEV20 DEV23 and DEV26 of Plymouth and South West Devon JLP 2019 and the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2021.

13 CONDITION: TEMPORARY USE: REINSTATEMENT

The development hereby permitted shall be removed and the land restored to its former condition 
within 30 years of the date of the first generation of electricity or within six months of the cessation 
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of the use of the solar farm for the generation of electricity whichever is the sooner in accordance 
with a restoration plan to be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
The restoration plan will need to include all the works necessary to revert the site to open 
agricultural land including the removal of all structures, materials and any associated goods and 
chattels from the site. The date of the first generation of electricity shall be confirmed in writing to 
the Local Planning Authority by the applicant within one week of the first generation of electricity.

Reason:
In the interests of landscape character and visual amenity in accordance with policy DEV20, DEV21 
and DEV23 of the Plymouth and South West Devon JLP 2019 and the National Planning Policy 
Framework 2021.

14 CONDITION: TREE/HEDGEROWS TO BE RETAINED/PROTECTED

In this condition "retained tree or hedgerow" means an existing tree or hedgerow which is to be 
retained in accordance with the approved plans and particulars; and paragraphs (a) and (b) below 
shall have effect until the expiration of 5 years from the commencement of development.
A: No retained tree or hedgerow shall be cut down, uprooted or destroyed, nor shall any tree be 
pruned other than in accordance with the approved plans and particulars, without the written 
approval of the Local Planning Authority. Any pruning approved shall be carried out in accordance 
with BS 3998: 2010 Tree Work Recommendations.
B: If any retained tree or hedgerow is removed, uprooted or destroyed or dies, or pruned in breach 
of (a) above in a manner which, in the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, leaves it in such a 
poor condition that it is unlikely to recover and/or attain its previous amenity value, another tree or 
hedgerow shall be planted at the same place and that tree or hedgerow shall be of such size and 
species, and shall be planted at such time, as may be specified in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority.
C: The erection of barriers and ground protection for any retained tree or hedgerow shall be 
undertaken in accordance with the approved plans and particulars [plan no. C/211203/TPP Rev. P3] 
(or in accordance with Section 6.2 of BS 5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and 
Construction - Recommendations) before any equipment, machinery or materials are brought onto 
the site for the purposes of the development, and shall be maintained until all equipment, machinery 
and surplus materials have been removed from the site. Nothing shall be stored or placed in any area 
fenced in accordance with this condition and the ground levels within those areas shall not be 
altered, nor shall any excavation be made, without the written consent of the Local Planning 
Authority.

Reason:
To ensure that trees or hedgerows retained are protected during construction work and thereafter 
are properly maintained, if necessary by replacement, in accordance with Policy DEV28 of the 
Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan (March 2019)  and the National Planning Policy 
Framework 2021.

INFORMATIVES

 1 INFORMATIVE: (NOT CIL LIABLE) DEVELOPMENT IS NOT LIABLE FOR A 
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY CONTRIBUTION

The Local Planning Authority has assessed that this development, due to its size or nature, is 
exempt from any liability under the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as amended).
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 2 INFORMATIVE: CONDITIONAL APPROVAL (NEGOTIATION)

In accordance with the requirements of Article 31 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010 and the National Planning Policy 
Framework, the Council has worked in a positive and pro-active way with the Applicant including 
pre-application discussions and has negotiated amendments to the application to enable the grant of 
planning permission.

 3 INFORMATIVE: CODE OF PRACTICE
The applicant is advised to adhere to the Public Protection Service Code of Practice. The aim of 
this informative is to prevent or control any nuisance or negative impact on the environment and 
residential amenity arising from any work carried out. A copy of the Public Protection Service, 
Code of Practice for Construction and Demolition is available to be downloaded via:
http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/sites/default/files/ConstructionCodeOfPractice.pdf
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Planning Applications Determined Since Last Committee
Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

05/04/2022 Agreed 21/02088/CDM Mr D Lidstone Condition Discharge: Conditions 4, 5 & 6 of 
application 19/01443/S73

Boringdon Croft, Boringdon Hill 
Plymouth PL7 4DP

Mr Jon Fox

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02175/FUL Mr Richard Harding New internal first floor and 3no windows to 
north elevation

Unit 19, Eurotech House 
Burrington Way Plymouth PL5 3LZ 

Mr Paul McConville

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00084/TPO Mrs Susan Hyde Holm Oak (T1 & T2) - Fell Hillside Court, 31 Station Road 
Plympton Plymouth PL7 2FR  

Mr Chris Dawson

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00137/FUL Mr Thompson Part-retrospective change of use of ground 
floor to hot food takeaway and 1no. holiday 
let and building alterations including single 
storey rear extension (Resubmission of 
21/00956/FUL)

36 Southside Street Plymouth PL1 
2LE 

Ms Abbey Edwards

14 June 2022 Page 1 of 37
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00177/TCO Mr Luke Catchpole Holm Pak (T1) - Remove to ground level due 
to damaged being caused to boundary wall. 
Sycamore (T2) - Crown raise on south side to 
clear lines. Thin lowest laterals on north east 
south and west sides. Holly (T3) - Pollard at 
approximately 20ft to suitable points. Holly 
(T4) - Remove to ground level due to 
competing with T3 holy. Conifer (T5) - 
Remove to ground level. Lime (T6) - Remove 
epicormic growth up to crown break. Lime 
(T7) - Remove epicormic growth up to crown 
break. Lime (T8) - Remove epicormic growth 
up to crown break. Privet Hedge (G1) - 
Reduce in height to approximately 5ft and 
trim face. Privet Hedge (G2) - Reduce in 
height to approximately 5ft and trim face. 
Holm Oak Hedge (G3) - Reduce to 
approximately 8ft and trim face. Mixed 
Species (G4) - Reduce entire crown by 1.5m.

Flat 1, 12 Collingwood Villas 
Collingwood Road Plymouth PL1 
5NZ 

Mr Chris Dawson

05/04/2022 Refused 22/00196/FUL Mr & Mrs Page 2no dormer windows to front elevation 22 Endsleigh Road Plymouth PL9 
7LR 

Miss Emily Godwin

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00220/FUL Mr & Mrs Hancock Loft conversion with rear dormer 88 South View Terrace Plymouth 
PL4 9DH 

Miss Emily Godwin

05/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00348/FUL Mr Nick Gilbert Single storey rear extension 21 Hollycroft Road Plymouth PL3 
6PP 

Miss Emily Godwin

06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00141/S73 Mr Darren Pallett Variation of Conditions 2 & 3 of application 
88/01317/FUL to also enable use as a gym

Transit Way Plymouth PL5 3TW Mr Daniel Thorning
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06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00151/LBC Mrs Caroline Stephen Re-plastering 2no internal walls, replace 
broken drainpipe, install additional ground 
floor subfloor airbricks, remove redundant 
soil vent pipe, add metal railings onto existing 
base wall and erect house name sign

16 The Square Plymouth PL1 3JX Mr Mike Stone

06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00204/FUL Mrs Terri Morton Front porch extension 28 Sherril Close Plymouth PL9 9DB Miss Emily Godwin

06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00264/LBC Dr & Mrs O'Sullivan Internal alterations to form a single dwelling 
inc. new stair between floors

Flat 11 & 14, 24 Elliot Street 
Plymouth PL1 2BE  

Ms Abbey Edwards

06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00328/FUL Mr Himanshu Sharma Two-storey side extension and balcony 46 Thornhill Way Plymouth PL3 
5NP 

Mr Sam Lewis

06/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00330/FUL Ms Robyn Hugo Rear extension with lower ground floor level 96 Underlane Plympton Plymouth 
PL7 1QY 

Ms Isobel Fardon

07/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02100/FUL University Hospitals 
Plymouth NHS Trust

Two-storey plantroom inc. demolition of an 
existing forklift garage, installation of new air 
handling plant on the roof of the plantroom 
to serve the new Intensive Care Unit (ICU) 
and associated high level ductwork to be 
housed within a cladded box.

Derriford Hospital  Derriford Road 
Plymouth PL6 8DH

Mr Paul McConville

07/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00247/FUL Dr Andrew Norrish Single storey rear and two-storey side 
extension inc. removal of rear conservatory 
and side garage

142 Fort Austin Avenue Plymouth 
PL6 5NP

Ms Isobel Fardon

07/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00338/FUL Grantley Gardens 
Management 
Company Ltd

Removal of life expired timber cladding and 
replacement with non-combustible "Cedral" 
type cement cladding

99A - 106B Grantley Gardens 
Plymouth PL3 5AJ  

Ms Abbey Edwards
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07/04/2022 Agreed 22/00346/CDMLB Urban Splash Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 12, 14, 16 
& 18 of application 19/00440/LBC

Civic Centre Armada Way 
Plymouth PL1 2AA 

Miss Katherine 
Graham

07/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00361/FUL Mr Mike Butters Loft conversion with front and rear dormers 
and rear balcony.

Second Floor, Flat 3, 23 Walker 
Terrace Plymouth PL1 3BN 

Mr Mike Stone

07/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00371/FUL Mr P Burgess Alteration to existing car port to create 
ground floor extension and hardstanding.

28 Birkbeck Close Plymouth PL7 
4BW 

Mr Paul McConville

07/04/2022 Agreed 22/00594/CDM Mrs Paul Guildford Condition Discharge: Condition 2 of 
application 21/02080/FUL

45 Speedwell Crescent Plymouth 
PL6 5SZ 

Mr Paul McConville

08/04/2022 Agreed 21/01387/CDM Candice Boston Condition Discharge: Condition 12 (Lighting 
Details) of application 20/01222/S73

Bostons Boat Yard  Baylys Road 
Plymouth PL9 7NQ

Mrs Janine Warne

08/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02101/FUL Mr Nigel Passmore Two-storey office block with new access, 
associated parking and soft landscaping 
consisting of 560sqm office, Class E (g) (i) and 
E (g) (ii)

Seaton Park House  Land Off 
William Prance Road Derriford 
Plymouth  

Mr Chris Cummings

08/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02216/FUL Mr Richard Marshall Change of use from existing guesthouse 
(Class C1) to HMO (Sui Genesis)

16 St James Place West Plymouth 
PL1 3AT

Ms Bethany German

08/04/2022 Agreed 22/00104/CDM Adam Willetts Condition Discharge: Conditions 6, 14, 18 & 
23 of application 19/00675/S73

Melville Building, Royal William 
Yard Plymouth PL1 3RP

Miss Katherine 
Graham

14 June 2022 Page 4 of 37

P
age 80



Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

08/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00300/FUL Mr & Mrs Morgan Two-storey and single storey rear extensions 22 Dunstone Road Plymstock 
Plymouth PL9 8RQ 

Mr Mike Stone

08/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00350/FUL Mr Daniel Train Three-storey side extension inc. internal 
alterations, new garage roof, rear steps and 
alterations (re-submission of 22/00029/FUL)

7 Lynmouth Close Plymouth PL7 
4LZ 

Ms Isobel Fardon

08/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00379/FUL Nr Nick Brewer Single storey rear extension and loft 
conversion with rear dormer including 
demolition of existing rear lean-to extension.

7 Kingsley Road Plymouth PL4 
6QW 

Mr Mike Stone

11/04/2022 Agreed 21/01814/CDM Mr G Mattacott Condition Discharge: Conditions 5 and 6 of 
application 19/01542/FUL

Former Garden Centre/Nursery 
Site, Haye Road Plymouth PL9 8AR  

Mr Chris Cummings

11/04/2022 Refused 21/02245/FUL Mr James Woodley Proposed demolition of garage and 
construction of replacement storage building 
with first floor games room, gym and shower 
room (re-application of approved scheme 
20/00491/FUL)

97 Mannamead Road Plymouth 
PL3 4SX 

Mr Mike Stone

11/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00251/FUL Mrs Marie Manly Single-storey side and rear extension and 
replacement of existing garage roof (part 
retrospective)

38 Beacon Down Avenue Plymouth 
PL2 2RU 

Ms Isobel Fardon

11/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00256/FUL Mr Jordan Searl Two-storey side/rear extension. 270 St Peters Road Plymouth PL5 
3HP 

Mr Macauley Potter

12/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02206/FUL Mr & Mrs Allun Davies Detached dwelling Land Adj. 14 Cornwood Road 
Plymouth PL7 1AL 

Mr Jon Fox
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12/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00155/FUL Mr & Mrs Calder Single storey rear extension and side 
extension to form new garage, front entrance 
canopy, conversion from hipped to gable 
roof, extension of rear dormer, enlargement 
of hardstand and render cladding to front 
elevation

41 Staddon Park Road Plymouth 
PL9 9HL 

Miss Emily Godwin

12/04/2022 Refused 22/00590/AMD Ms Lucy Ingram Non-Material Amendment: Removal of Coach 
House balcony and side screen for 
application 21/01089/S73

Townsend House Hermitage Road 
Plymouth PL3 4RT 

Mr Chris Cummings

13/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00203/ADV Mark Higgins External shop frontage signage 13 Cornwall Street City Centre 
Plymouth PL1 1NL 

Ms Bethany German

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02103/FUL Mr Andrew Parkinson Re-configuration of existing car park and 
associated external works

Home Park Football Ground  
Outland Road Plymouth PL2 3DQ

Miss Amy Thompson

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02215/S73 Mr Charles Berry Variation of Condition 1 (Approved Plans) of 
application 19/01585/FUL to amend 
approved site plan

Eurotech House  Burrington Way 
Plymouth PL5 3LZ

Mr Daniel Thorning

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00241/FUL Miss Bryony Cusack Two-storey side extension & internal 
alterations inc. demolition of existing garage

69 Bellingham Crescent Plymouth 
PL7 2QP 

Ms Isobel Fardon

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00246/FUL Mr & Mrs Evans Single storey side extension and garage 
conversion including bay window

1 Hazel Drive Plymouth PL9 8PE Miss Emily Godwin

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00262/FUL Miss Samantha Moore Single storey rear extension and loft 
conversion with rear dormer.

90 Aberdeen Avenue Plymouth PL5 
3UG

Mr Paul McConville
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14/04/2022 Refused 22/00282/FUL Mr Lloyd Inwood Installation of 2no 10ft timber-clad shipping 
container catering units on upper terrace

The Terrace Cafe, 74 Madeira Road 
Plymouth PL1 2JU 

Miss Amy Thompson

14/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00305/FUL Ms Natasha Stevens Demolition of existing detached garage and 
erection of linked car port and single storey 
residential annexe

8 Hill Lane Plymouth PL3 5QX Mr Sam Lewis

19/04/2022 Agreed 20/01783/CDM Simon Jenvey Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9, 10, 11, 12, & 14 of application 
21/01368/S73

Land At Tamerton Foliot Road  
Plymouth PL6 5DR  

Mr Simon Osborne

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00085/FUL Mr Lee Hollister 3m security fence around 3no. buildings Devonport Dockyard  Saltash Road 
Keyham Plymouth PL1 4SG

Ms Isobel Fardon

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00157/FUL Mr Eric Scammell Front hardstand 111 Bridwell Road Plymouth PL5 
1AE 

Ms Isobel Fardon

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00195/FUL Mrs Hayley Johns Two-storey extension to south east (side) 
elevation, single storey extension to south 
west (front) elevation, single storey extension 
to north east (rear) and north west (side) 
elevations and detached garage and 
additional upper floor side window to south 
west elevation of main house

79 Dean Hill Plymouth PL9 9AF Mr Mike Stone

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00197/TPO Yvonne Draper Ash (T1) - Fell, as showing signs of Ash 
dieback.

275 Tavistock Road Plymouth PL6 
8AA 

Mr Chris Dawson

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00230/FUL Mr Brian Waudby Detached two-storey dwelling with a room in 
the roofspace (re-submission of 
21/01546/FUL)

Land To Rear Of Dewi Sant Care 
Home  Gleneagle Road Plymouth 
PL3 5HJ 

Mr Sam Lewis
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19/04/2022 Refused 22/00244/TPO Mr Jeffery 4x Holm Oak (T1, T2, T3 & T4) - Crown 
reduction of 4-4.5m height and 4-4.5m radial 
spread and crown raised to achieve minimum 
clearances of 5.5m over highway and 4m over 
public footpath.Further details in 
accompanying report.

Public Conveniences, Durnford 
Street Plymouth PL1 3QR 

Mr Chris Dawson

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00252/TPO Mr Harris Yew (T1) - Reduce entire crown by 2m on 
north, east, south and west sides keeping the 
trees natural shape.

Pearn Cottages, Eggbuckland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5JP 

Mr Chris Dawson

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00253/TPO Mr Andrew Gill Ash - Pollard tree to previous points approx 
half present height.

25 Burleigh Manor Plymouth PL3 
5NT 

Emily Browne

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00255/FUL Mr Richard White Two-storey side extension and garage 
extension inc. change of use of amenity land 
to residential garden and erection of 1.8m 
fence (re-submission of 21/01438/FUL).

30 Chelson Gardens Plymouth PL6 
8SA 

Mr Paul McConville

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00257/TPO Hurley T4873 Ash Remove to ground level - Ash 
dieback. T4878 Lime Remove epicormic 
growth and reinspect tree. T4879 Lime 
Reduce lateral branches over car park by 1-
2m - low hanging branches. T8796 Beech 
Remove infected branch. G2 Lime Sever ivy 
prior to next inspection. T008 Common Beech 
Remove hanging branch. T0541 Lime Reduce 
lateral branches over car park by 1-2m - Low 
hanging branches. T8906 Horse Chestnut 
Remove hanging branch. T001-T003 Remove 
as dead, and replant. 

Mount Wise Mount Wise Crescent 
Plymouth  PL1 4HZ

Emily Browne

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00260/TPO Mr Briscoe Western Red Cedar (T830) - Fell and replace 
with field maple. Yew (T829) - Reduce height 
of tree to 2m and maintain as smaller tree. 
Bay Laurel (T828) - Reduce height of tree all 
stems to 1.5m and allow to reshoot.

Longreach, Hartley Road Plymouth 
PL3 5LW 

Mr Chris Dawson
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19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00271/TPO White 3x Ash (G1) - Fell to ground level due to Ash 
dieback and poor foliage. Ash (T005) - Fell to 
ground level due to Ash dieback, poor foliage 
and deadwood.4x Ash (T010, T011, T13 & 
T14) - Fell to ground level due to Ash dieback, 
poor foliage and deadwood.Copper Beech 
(T4941) - Crown reduce in height by 2m and 
crown spread by 1-2m. Cedar (T4943) - 
Remove lowest branch over car park. Ash 
(T4944) - Fell to ground level due to Ash 
dieback, poor foliage and deadwood.

Notre Dame Roman Catholic 
School Notre Dame Close 
Plymouth PL6 5HN 

Emily Browne

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00279/TPO Mr David Young Oak (T1) - Crown reduction by 1.5m in the 
upper crown and by 2m on lateral branches 
over the road. Ash (T2 & T7) - Fell (ash 
dieback). Conifer (T11) - Reduce height to 4m. 
3x Ash (G1) - Fell dead stem.

Airport Business Centre, 10 
Thornbury Road Plymouth PL6 7PP 

Emily Browne

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00291/FUL Mr & Mrs Grover Rear extension and conversion of garage to 
living accommodation

40 Great Berry Road Plymouth PL6 
5AY 

Mr Daniel Thorning

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00322/FUL Mr & Mrs Scholey Ground floor rear extension, 2no. first floor 
extensions and alteration to front porch.

18 Chepstow Avenue Plymouth 
PL6 7EW 

Ms Isobel Fardon

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00323/FUL Mr Matthew Moss Single storey rear extension with flat roof, 
alterations to garden store and replacement 
of rear garden steps with spiral staircase to 
existing upper level rear garden

8 Fitzroy Terrace, Fitzroy Road 
Plymouth PL1 5PX 

Miss Emily Godwin

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00336/FUL Mr & Mrs Anderson 
Jones

Single storey side and partial front extension. 22 Brook Close Plymouth PL7 1JR Ms Isobel Fardon

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00340/TCO Mr Howes Beech - Reduce height by 3-3.5m and reduce 
crown spread by 1.5-2m.

3 The Old Laundry Plymouth PL1 
3NL 

Emily Browne
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19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00351/TCO Mr Paul Price Conifer (T1) - Fell, as it is encroaching onto 
the pedestrian foot path on the main road.

Thorn Park Care Home 69 - 73 
Mannamead Road Plymouth PL3 
4SR 

Mr Chris Dawson

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00355/FUL Mr Mike Honey Single storey rear extension. 113 Pemros Road Plymouth PL5 
1LU 

Mr Macauley Potter

19/04/2022 Agreed 22/00407/CDM Mr James Luke Condition Discharge: Condition 3 of 
application 21/01455/FUL

Gainsborough, Whitsoncross Lane 
Plymouth PL5 4NR 

Mr Macauley Potter

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00412/TPO MS Natasha Jones Temporary relocation of the small tree whilst 
we use the area and then replace it (or a 
similar specimen should it not fare well from 
the move) once the works have been 
completed.

2 Charles Darwin Road Plymouth 
PL1 4GU 

Mr Chris Dawson

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00428/FUL Mr C Morris External wall insulation including rainwater 
goods and associated drainage, new 
insulated roof covering and new windows

47-53 Alexandra Road Ford 
Plymouth PL2 1PH

Mr Mike Stone

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00429/ADV Mr Zubi Ali 2no fascia signs, 2no projecting signs and 1no 
internally hung window sign

Unit 5, The Barcode 11 Bretonside 
Plymouth PL4 0FE 

Ms Bethany German

19/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00508/ADV Mr Jason Skelton New sign to replace existing sign, including a 
small section of illuminated typeface. A small 
light box style illuminated number sign. 
Existing projecting sign to be retained and re-
covered.

107 Cornwall Street City Centre 
Plymouth PL1 1PA 

Ms Bethany German

20/04/2022 Agreed 21/01809/CDM Mr Charles Berry Condition Discharge: Conditions 6 & 8 of 
application 21/02215/S73

Eurotech House  Burrington Way 
Plymouth PL5 3LZ

Mr Daniel Thorning
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20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00266/FUL Mr Graham Bartlett Replacement of existing shop window with a 
new entrance door and shop window and 
sub-division of existing Use Class E unit into 2 
no. Use Class E units

59 Exeter Street Plymouth PL4 0AH Mr Mike Stone

20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00292/FUL Mrs Becky Anson Single storey rear and side extension 83 Bowden Park Road Plymouth 
PL6 5NQ 

Mr Daniel Thorning

20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00294/FUL Mr Stephen Porritt Extend existing garden patio area, new 
detached workshop beneath and fence over 
existing front boundary wall

33 Row Lane Plymouth PL5 2EF Mr Daniel Thorning

20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00343/FUL Cornerstone Telecommunications base station consisting 
of 6no antenna to be placed on new tripod 
frames, 2no dishes with 2no cabinets and 
ancillary development thereto (top height of 
masts is 13.8m AGL, length of pole mount 
masts taken by themselves is 3.3m)

2 - 24 Keat Street Plymouth PL2 
1SB 

Mr Jon Fox

20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00353/FUL Mr N Dell'anno Front entrance porch inc. canopy, rear 
ground floor extension, first floor extension, 
window alterations and alterations to 
external materials

9 The Drive Plymouth PL3 5SU Miss Emily Godwin

20/04/2022 Refused 22/00386/FUL Mr Sergio Shemetras Construction of second floor flat over rear 
tenement (re-submission of 21/00054/FUL)

22 Queen Anne Terrace  North Hill 
Plymouth PL4 8EG  

Ms Abbey Edwards

20/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00417/FUL Mr Richard Simpson Temporary retention of existing storage 
container for 12 months (Retrospective) and 
erection of replacement storage building.

62 - 64 Plymstock Road Plymouth 
PL9 7PB 

Mr Mike Stone

20/04/2022 Refused 22/00493/AMD Plymouth City Council Non-material Amendment: Change to the 
eastern side of the acoustic enclosure, with a 
change from solid masonary wall to 
aluminium screen for application 
20/01959/FUL

3 Elliot Terrace Plymouth PL1 2PL Miss Amy Thompson
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20/04/2022 Refused 22/00499/AMD Valor Hospitality 
Partners

Non-Material Amendment: Change of 
cladding type from Steel to solid aluminium 
rainscreen panels for application 
20/01992/FUL

Crowne Plaza, Armada Way 
Plymouth PL1 2HJ 

Miss Amy Thompson

22/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00373/FUL Mr & Mrs Kaur Single storey rear/side extension inc. raised 
rear terrace area and garage conversion (re-
submission of 21/01180/FUL)

6 Pilgrim Close Plymouth PL2 3HR Mr Sam Lewis

22/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00385/FUL Mr Ashley 
Widdecombe

Single storey rear extension to create 
residential annexe and alterations.

The Carriage House Boringdon Hill 
Plymouth PL7 4DF 

Mr Paul McConville

22/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00498/FUL Mr & Mrs I & K Huges Side extension (re-submission of 
22/00038/FUL)

3 Peters Close Plymouth PL9 8NU Mr Mike Stone

25/04/2022 Agreed 22/00221/CDM Mr & Mrs Elliott-Smith Condition Discharge: Condition 3 of 
application 21/01957/FUL

27 St Johns Drive Plymouth PL9 
9SB 

Mr Mike Stone

25/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00347/FUL Mr Nicholas Foxon Re-location of advertising column/kiosk 52 Royal Parade Plymouth PL1 1DZ Ms Bethany German

25/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00471/FUL Mr Ben Pennington Extension and refurbishment of existing rear 
garage/outbuilding

9 Penlee Gardens Plymouth PL3 
4AN 

Mr Sam Lewis

25/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00477/LBC Mr Ben Pennington Extension and refurbishment of existing rear 
garage/outbuilding

9 Penlee Gardens Plymouth PL3 
4AN 

Mr Sam Lewis
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26/04/2022 Agreed 21/02087/CDM Mr D Lidstone Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 & 
8 of application 20/00333/FUL

Boringdon Croft, Boringdon Hill 
Plymouth PL7 4DP

Mr Jon Fox

26/04/2022 Agreed 21/02150/CDM Mr Robbie Brown Condition Discharge: Condition 3 of 
application 17/01339/FUL

Land At Seaton Neighbourhood 
South Of William Prance Road 
Plymouth 

Mr Alistair Wagstaff

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00146/FUL Mrs Paula Haggerty Raised vehicle hardstand 5 Parade Road Plymouth PL5 2NL Mr Macauley Potter

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00214/FUL Mr Sean Harrison Sliding access cover to internal (pre- 
approved) staircase to Board Room

60 Southside Street Plymouth PL1 
2LA 

Mrs Karen Gallacher

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00229/ADV Mr Nicholas Foxon 2no static advertising posters 52 Royal Parade Plymouth PL1 1DZ Ms Bethany German

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00276/TPO Mrs Alex Popplestone Beech (T1) - Crown reduce by 2m, crown lift 
above road by 5m and above garden by 4m 
and cut back above roof of house to give 3m 
clearance. Beech (T2) - Crown reduce by 2m 
and crown lift above road by 5m and above 
garden by 4m. Beech (T3) - Crown reduce by 
2m and crown lift above road by 5m and 
above garden by 4m.

62B Larkham Lane Plymouth PL7 
4PN 

Mr Chris Dawson

27/04/2022 Agreed 22/00325/CDMLB F & G And O & S 
Bettison

Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 & 
9 of application 21/01579/S19

Gordon Court, 4 Craigie Drive 
Plymouth PL1 3JB 

Mrs Karen Gallacher

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00329/FUL National Trust Outdoor learning facility and compost toilet 
with associated pathways and landscaping

Saltram House, Saltram Merafield 
Road Plymouth PL7 1UH 

Miss Amy Thompson
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27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00333/TPO Newman Oak (T1) - Fell due to extensive basal decay. 
Ash (T2) - Fell due to extensive Ash Dieback 
present. Oak (T3 & T4) - Trees have been 
poisoned, tree to be pollarded to manage the 
decline.

Glenholt Park, Glenfield Road 
Plymouth PL6 7NJ

Mr Chris Dawson

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00341/TPO Mr Christopher Bennett Lime (T1) - Canopy rise by 2m from lowest 
branch.

29 Albion Drive Plymouth PL2 2QL Emily Browne
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27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00345/TCO Mr Andrew Black Yew (T1) - Fell to near ground level and re-
plant 1x Amelanchier lamarackii or Prunus x 
incam 'Okame' for replacement. Lime (T2) - 
Reduce in height by approx. 6-7m and 2-3m 
on the sides. Maple (T3) - Heavily leaning, 
reduce in height by approx. 3-4m by 
removing dominant leaders and reduce sides 
by approx. 3m. Sycamore (T4) - Poor 
condition, reduce crown height by approx. 
6m by reducing over-extended branches 
which have not been previously pruned. Lime 
(T5) - Previously pollarded, reduce in height 
by approx. 6-7m and 2-3m on the sides, 
remove epicormic growth at base of tree and 
on lower trunk. Lime (T6) - Previously 
pollarded, reduce in height by approx. 6-7m 
and 2-3m on the sides, remove epicormic 
growth at base of tree and on lower trunk. 
Lime (T7) - Previously pollarded, reduce in 
height by approx. 6-7m and 2-3m on the 
sides, remove epicormic growth at base of 
tree and on lower trunk. 2x Weeping Ash 
(G8) - Crown raise lower branches 
overhanging parking area up to 4.5m. Maple 
(T9) - Crown reduce via thinning all over by 
approx. 1-2m. Maple (T10) - Crown reduce via 
thinning all over by approx. 1-2m, reduce 
branches overhanging neighbours by approx. 
2-3m. Maple (T11) - Crown reduce via 
thinning all over by approx. 1-2m, reduce 
branches overhanging neighbours by approx. 
2-3m. Pear and Maple: (G12) - Crown reduce 
and reshape by approx. 1-2 m.

45 Cecil Street Plymouth PL1 5HW Mr Chris Dawson

27/04/2022 Split Decision 22/00358/TCO Mrs Chantelle Taylor Oak (T1) - Reduce crown by 3m. Ash (T2) - 
Crown reduce 3m. Cherry (T3) - Fell. 
Monterey Pine (T4) - Reduce crown by 5m.

1 Nelson Gardens Plymouth PL1 
5RH 

Emily Browne
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27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00393/TCO Joe Berryman 4x Beech - Selectively shorten branches and 
crown raise on all trees to pre-empt damage 
to PCH flats and prevent injury to pedestrians 
using footpath.

99 Vauxhall Street Plymouth PL4 
0HB 

Mr Chris Dawson

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00398/TCO Mr Alex Aitkin Cypress Hedge (G1) - Removal and re-plant of 
the old truss that are too tall and pose a risk 
of failing out in harsh winds.

6 Collingwood Villas Collingwood 
Road Plymouth PL1 5NZ 

Emily Browne

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00399/TCO Mrs Laura Pingree Pittosporum (T1) - Reduction in height up to 
2.5m, lateral growth up to 1m and re-pollard 
back to previous cut.

26 Penlee Way Plymouth PL3 4AW Emily Browne

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00400/TPO Mrs Marie Shephard Lime (T1) - Remove the upper part of the 
stems and match in the others leaving a 
pollard below the tear, remove the worst 
effected stem, cut to the lowest union, 
approximately 100mm wound, the 2 
remaining stems reduce by 1-2m, leaving 
100mm wound, lift lower crown by up to 
2.5m, cutting no greater than 50mm.

6 Mayhew Gardens Plymouth PL7 
4FG 

Emily Browne

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00422/FUL Mrs Joanne Bullard Single storey side extension 10 Longwood Close Plymouth PL7 
2HD 

Ms Isobel Fardon

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00430/TCO Mr Thomas Fisher 21x Leylandii - Felling and stump removal due 
to lack of management by a previous owner 
they have grown to a size which means they 
cannot be trimmed back to more reasonable 
proportions.

18 Nursery Close Plymouth PL5 
4QG 

Emily Browne

27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00438/TPO Mr John Dean Twin Stem Oak (T1) - Fell, due to the rapid 
decline over recent years and Honey Fungus 
infection.

Commonwood Cottage, Riverford 
Estover Close Plymouth PL6 7LJ 

Mr Chris Dawson
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27/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00449/FUL Mr & Mrs Smith Single storey rear extension inc. removal of 
existing conservatory

10 Langmead Road Plymouth PL6 
5TA 

Ms Isobel Fardon

27/04/2022 Agreed 22/00520/CDM Sutton Harbour 
Company

Condition Discharge: Conditions 5, 6 & 7 of 
application 21/01404/FUL

20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German

27/04/2022 Agreed 22/00522/CDMLB Sutton Harbour 
Company

Condition Discharge: Conditions 5, 6 & 7 of 
application 21/01405/LBC

20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German

28/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00318/FUL Mr Graham Ellwood Installation of mechanical plant equipment 
within the designated plant area on the 
building roof and internal fit out works

20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German

28/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00363/FUL Mr David Pollard Two-storey side extension and rear raised 
patio

12 Rockingham Road Plymouth PL3 
5BN 

Mr Sam Lewis

28/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00367/FUL Mr Paul Hodge Retrospective conservatory/garden room. 31 Moor Lane Plymouth PL5 1UA Mr Macauley Potter

28/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00455/FUL Mr & Mrs Morley Front porch 77 Duncombe Avenue Plymouth 
PL5 2JT 

Ms Isobel Fardon

28/04/2022 Refused 22/00577/AMD The Marine Biological 
Association

Non-Material Amendment: Change the 
triggers for Condition 5 to enable works to 
commence on the rear extension for 
application 21/01498/S73

The Laboratory Hoe Road 
Plymouth PL1 2PB 

Mr Mike Stone
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28/04/2022 Refused 22/00606/AMD Mr A Wilks Non-material Amendment: Slight 
repositioning of porch (SW elevation), 
Additional GF window (NW elevation), 
Change in roof material from zinc to 
TataColourCoat Urban roof sheet in 
Anthracite colour and slight amendment to 
the roof pitch for 21/00736/FUL.

Hayes End Farm Coombe Lane 
Plymouth PL5 4LF 

Mr Macauley Potter

29/04/2022 Agreed 21/01964/CDM Mr Berat Veseli Condition Discharge: Condition 17 of 
application 21/01687/S73

Bath Street Plymouth PL1 3LT Mr Chris Cummings

29/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00213/FUL Mr & Mrs Mark 
Williams

Single storey side extension 1 Westcombe Crescent Plymouth 
PL9 9QQ 

Miss Emily Godwin

29/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00319/FUL Mr Jeffrey Boswell Hip to gable end with rear dormer inc. 
removal of defective rear tenement and 
construction of new rear extension.

16 Whitby Road Plymouth PL6 5LE Mr Macauley Potter

29/04/2022 Refused 22/00321/FUL Mr Tony Daniels Change of use of rear land from local 
greenspace to domestic curtilage 
(retrospective)

121 Grantley Gardens Plymouth 
PL3 5BP 

Mr Sam Lewis

29/04/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00364/FUL Mr Rodney Hole Double garage to replace existing single 
garage

3 Molesworth Road Plympton 
Plymouth PL7 4NT 

Mr Macauley Potter

03/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00360/FUL Mrs Wendy Arnot Single storey rear extension to replace 
existing single storey extension

2 Yarrow Mead Plymouth PL9 8BQ Miss Emily Godwin

03/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00370/LBC Mr Graham Ellwood Installation of mechanical plant equipment 
within the designated plant area on the 
building roof and internal fit out works

20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German
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03/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00374/FUL Mr Josh Heath Two-storey side extension and removal of 
existing conservatory, front porch extension 
and window alterations (re-submission of 
21/00935/FUL)

80 Compton Avenue Plymouth PL3 
5DD 

Miss Emily Godwin

03/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00402/LBC Plymouth City Council Amendment to acoustic screen in connection 
with application 20/01960/LBC

3 Elliot Terrace Plymouth PL1 2PL Miss Amy Thompson

03/05/2022 Agreed 22/00588/CDM Mr Tim Marks Condition Discharge: Condition 3 of 
application 21/00931/FUL

Land At Devonport Efw Chp Facility 
Creek Road Plymouth PL5 1FL

Mr Simon Osborne

04/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02137/FUL Tulken Developments 
SW Ltd

Detached 4-bed dwelling inc. driveway and 
landscaping

13 Westfield Avenue Plymouth PL9 
9PE

Ms Abbey Edwards

04/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00205/FUL Lipson Co-operative 
Academy

Erection of 2.4m high perimeter fencing (re-
submission of 21/01390/FUL)

Lipson Co-operative Academy 
Bernice Terrace Plymouth PL4 7PG 

Ms Isobel Fardon

04/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00342/FUL Mr Nick Grech-Cini Installation of extract flues to Unit 7 2 Newport Street Plymouth PL1 
3QG 

Ms Abbey Edwards

04/05/2022 Refused 22/00368/ADV Network Rail Replacement of 2no existing externally 
illuminated 48 sheet advertisement 
billboards with 1no 48 sheet digital LED 
advertisement display

Grassed Road Verge On South Side 
Of Wolseley Road Between Railway 
Line  And St Budeaux District 
Shopping Centre  Plymouth PL5 

Ms Isobel Fardon

04/05/2022 Refused 22/00413/FUL Mr & Mrs M Jones Erection of building containing 3 flats (re-
submission of 21/00590/FUL)

14 Ladysmith Road Plymouth PL4 
7NJ 

Ms Abbey Edwards

14 June 2022 Page 19 of 37

P
age 95



Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

04/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00419/FUL Mr Mark Underwood Change of use from food and drink/drinking 
establishment/hot-food takeaway to food 
and drink (within Class E), indoor recreation 
(within Class E) and drinking 
establishment/hot-food takeaway (Sui 
Generis)

11 Bretonside Plymouth PL4 0FE  Ms Bethany German

04/05/2022 Refused 22/00531/FUL Merkur Slots UK Ltd Change of use from restaurant (Class E) to an 
adult gaming centre (Sui Generis) (re-
submission of 21/01974/FUL)

116 - 118 New George Street And 
Ground Floor & First Floor 2 - 4 
Market Avenue Plymouth  
Plymouth PL1 1RZ 

Ms Bethany German

04/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00540/FUL Mr Ben Stoddard Front porch 10 Pollard Close Plymouth PL9 9RR Miss Emily Godwin

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00201/FUL Mr Kennedy Single storey side extension with underbuild; 
plus addition of cladding to extension and 
property's first floor

10 Ashford Close Plymouth PL3 
5AG 

Mr Sam Lewis

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00212/FUL Mr S Solomon Widening of single storey side extension and 
window alterations

42 Dunstone Road Plymstock 
Plymouth PL9 8RQ 

Miss Emily Godwin

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00275/TPO Mrs Corrie Mahon Lime - Remove as roots are causing damage 
to garden wall and will push the wall over.

21 Newnham Road Plymouth PL7 
4AW 

Mr Chris Dawson

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00357/TCO Mrs Sue Briscoe Oak (T1) - Fell. Cann House Tamerton Foliot Road 
Plymouth PL5 4LE 

Mr Chris Dawson

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00359/TPO Mr Keith Sheard Beech (T1) - Crown reduce by 10m. Beech 
(T2) - Crown reduce by 7m.

26 Lopwell Close Plymouth PL6 
5BP 

Mr Chris Dawson
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05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00474/FUL Mr Matteo Alberini Single storey rear extension 185 Mount Gould Road Plymouth 
PL4 7PZ 

Miss Emily Godwin

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00482/S73 Mr Nick Marker Removal of Condition 3 (Temporary Use) of 
application 11/01930/FUL

21A And 23 Commercial Road 
Plymouth PL4 0LE

Mr Jon Fox

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00483/S73 Mr Nick Marker Removal of Condition 2 (Temporary Use) of 
application 09/00831/FUL

21 Commercial Road Plymouth PL4 
0LE 

Mr Jon Fox

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00488/TPO Mr Philip Rump Oak (T2) - Fell to 1m stump and allow to 
regrow.

Belmont House, Belmont Place 
Plymouth PL3 4DN 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00490/TCO Mr Christopher 
Hajixianni

Cypress Conifer  - Crown reduction of 4m. 3 Seymour Drive Plymouth PL3 
5BG 

Mr Chris Dawson

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00514/TPO Ms Edmonds Sycamores (G1) - Reduce lateral by up to 3m 
to appropriate pruning points. Sycamore 
(T2) - Reduce height by approximately 3m to 
appropriate pruning points.

31 Raphael Drive Plymouth PL9 
8EU 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00516/S73 Plymouth City Council Variation of Condition 1 (Approved Plans) of 
application 20/01912/FUL and 
21/01925/AMD to change location and size 
of the compressor housing

Ballard House 26 West Hoe Road 
Plymouth PL1 3BJ 

Mr Mike Stone
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05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00538/TCO Mr Emma Forde Pussy Willow (T1) - Remove rearmost 
northerly limb containing the infection and 
included bark to prevent any further damage 
to the remainder of the tree and promote the 
future wellbeing of the tree. Cherry (T2) - 
Remove tree in rear garden that is infected 
with Heart Rot and is in close proximity to the 
house to ensure the protection of the house 
and any residents/visitors.

5 Albemarle Villas Plymouth PL1 
5QZ 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00539/TPO Mr Sid Remmer Elm - Remove the tree to ground level. 87 Compton Vale Plymouth PL3 
5DX 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00554/TPO Mr Johnathon 
Whittaker

Beech (T1) - Reduce the crown by 3-3.5m to 
reduce wind loading, no greater than 75mm 
cut diameter and cutting to the nearest 
growth pointand crown lift to clear power 
lines.

123 Furzehatt Road Plymouth PL9 
9JU 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00571/TCO Mr Mike Godber Holm Oak - Crown lift to 5m and reduction of 
canopy by 20%. Remove branches 
overhanging the roof.

44 Mount Stone Road Plymouth 
PL1 3RW 

Emily Browne

05/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00584/TPO Mr Robin Walker T1- To be reduced in height by 5m and have 
some of the lower branches removed.

131 Looseleigh Lane Plymouth PL6 
5HW 

Emily Browne

06/05/2022 Refused 22/00223/AMD Mr & Mrs Tyndall Non-material Amendment: To change the 
position of the new window in the 
garage/bedroom alterations for application 
20/01855/FUL

19 Hemerdon Heights Plymouth 
PL7 2EX 

Mr Macauley Potter

06/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00418/FUL Mr Dominic Elliott Balcony (part retrospective) 112A Underlane Plympton 
Plymouth PL7 1QZ 

Mr Macauley Potter
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06/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00420/FUL Mr Gordon MacKenzie Change of use to Tattoo Studio (Sui Generis) 353 Southway Drive Plymouth PL6 
6QR 

Mr Macauley Potter

06/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00465/FUL Plymouth City Council Temporary (12 months) change of use from 
hockey area to construction compound, with 
ancillary fencing and additional new access 
from Kings Road; for use in connection with 
walking and cycling improvement and public 
transport interchange schemes

Brickfields Sports Centre 80 
Madden Road Plymouth PL1 4NE 

Mr Jon Fox

06/05/2022 Agreed 22/00568/CDM The Marine Biological 
Association

Condition Discharge: Conditions 3 & 4 of 
application 21/01498/S73

The Laboratory Hoe Road 
Plymouth PL1 2PB 

Mr Mike Stone

10/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/01971/OUT Mr Edwards Outline application for new dwellinghouse 
with all matters reserved (access, 
appearance, landscaping, layout and scale).

Corner Plot, Beechwood Rise 
Plymouth PL6 8AP  

Mr Paul McConville

10/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00004/FUL Rongxian Chen Change of use from boat store to hot-food 
takeaway

11 Commercial Wharf  Madeira 
Road Plymouth PL1 2NX

Ms Abbey Edwards

10/05/2022 Refused 22/00281/FUL Mr Kevin Briscoe Erection of 3no dwellinghouses Longreach, Hartley Road Plymouth 
PL3 5LW 

Ms Abbey Edwards

10/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00354/FUL Mrs Rowan Vines Loft alterations including new rear dormer. 72 Furzehill Road Plymouth PL4 
7LB 

Mr Paul McConville

10/05/2022 Agreed 22/00670/CDM Mr Nick Powell Condition Discharge: Condition 20 of 
application 21/00989/S73

University Of Plymouth Babbage 
Building 24 James Street Plymouth 
PL4 6EQ

Miss Katherine 
Graham
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11/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00037/LBC Mr Sean Harrison Infill of courtyard space to be an M&E 
store/plant room

60 Southside Street Plymouth PL1 
2LA

Mrs Karen Gallacher

11/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00194/FUL Mr & Mrs Viant First floor side, single storey rear, and single 
storey front extensions (part retrospective)

33 Broomfield Drive Plymouth PL9 
9PG

Mr Sam Lewis

11/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00288/FUL Mr James Gibson Two-storey rear extension 73 Canefields Avenue Plymouth 
PL7 1XH 

Ms Isobel Fardon

11/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00296/FUL Mr Mather Single storey side extension, rear raised 
decking, construction of new garage/studio, 
front hardstand with minor garden 
alterations.

51 Church Way Plymouth PL5 1AH Mr Macauley Potter

11/05/2022 Split Decision 22/00470/CDM Mr A Cotterell Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6 & 9 
of application 19/00410/FUL

5 Southside Street Plymouth PL1 
2LA 

Mrs Karen Gallacher

11/05/2022 Refused 22/00779/AMD Mrs V Saunders Non-material amendment for changes to the 
technical design details for application 
18/01820/FUL

53 Valley Road Plymouth PL7 1RF Mr Chris Cummings

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

20/00898/FUL Mr Lewis Collam Two-storey rear extension 1A Admiralty Cottages  Admiralty 
Road Stonehouse Plymouth PL1 
3RS

Mr Mike Stone

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00456/FUL Mrs Jane Arrowsmith Front hardstand 50 Wycliffe Road Plymouth PL3 
6BZ 

Ms Isobel Fardon
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12/05/2022 Refused 22/00458/OUT Mrs Allen Outline application for detached dwelling, 
garden space and off-road car parking (all 
matters reserved)

19 Meadow Park Plymouth PL9 
9NX 

Ms Abbey Edwards

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00495/S73 Mr A Inglis Variation of Condition 1 (Approved Plans) 
and Condition 3 (Construction Environmental 
Management Plan) of application 
20/01370/S73 for amendments to site layout 
and battery storage technology

Ernesettle Battery Facility  
Ernesettle Way Plymouth PL5 2TS  

Mr Simon Osborne

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00506/FUL Mr Ahsan Hadi Extend height of southern perimeter 
fence/barrier to improve acoustic 
transmission

Millbridge Garage, Wilton Road 
Plymouth PL1 5LS 

Mr Sam Lewis

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00513/ADV Euro Garages Replacement illuminated and non-
illuminated signage

227 Tavistock Road Plymouth PL6 
5US 

Mr Daniel Thorning

12/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00534/FUL Mr Russel Maidment Front porch 12 Sunderland Close Plymouth PL9 
9TZ 

Mr Mike Stone

13/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00448/FUL Mr Hall Two-storey rear extension inc. demolition of 
existing conservatory

94 Greenwood Park Road 
Plymouth PL7 2WE 

Mr Paul McConville

13/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00466/FUL Mr & Mrs Williams Two-storey side extension and alterations. 16 Hedingham Gardens Plymouth 
PL6 7DX 

Mr Paul McConville

13/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00481/FUL Mr & Mrs C Lee Two-storey side extension (re-submission of 
21/02138/FUL)

9 Ashdown Walk Plymouth PL6 8SR Mr Macauley Potter
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16/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00248/FUL Mr Julian Webb Extension to form new staff room facilities, 
extensions to existing day room and dining 
room, and construction of new external steps 
and retaining wall

298 Fort Austin Avenue Plymouth 
PL6 5SR 

Mr Jon Fox

16/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00484/FUL Amanda Knapper Conversion of existing ground floor office 
(Class E) to a 2-bed ground floor flat (Class C3)

308 St Levan Road Plymouth PL2 
1JP 

Mr Paul McConville

18/05/2022 Refused 21/02235/FUL Wm Morrison 
Supermarkets

Erection of car windscreen repair pod Morrisons 282 Outland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5UQ 

Mr Mike Stone

18/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02236/ADV Wm Morrison 
Supermarkets

Advertisements in association with proposed 
car windscreen repair pod

Morrisons 282 Outland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5UQ 

Mr Mike Stone

18/05/2022 Refused 21/02260/FUL Wm Morrison 
Supermarkets

Erection of an 'Xpress Centre' vehicle repair 
pod

Morrisons 282 Outland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5UQ 

Mr Mike Stone

18/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02261/ADV Wm Morrison 
Supermarkets

Signage on proposed 'Xpress Centre' vehicle 
repair pod

Morrisons 282 Outland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5UQ

Mr Mike Stone

18/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00551/ADV Loungers UK Limited Internally illuminated lightbox signage, vinyl 
graphics and menu board

20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German

18/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00552/LBC Loungers UK Limited Display of signage for Lounge Cafe 20 The Barbican Plymouth PL1 2LS Ms Bethany German
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19/05/2022 Refused 21/01958/OUT Mrs Hannah Birchwell Outline application for 2no. self-build 
dwelling plots (Class C3) and detached garage 
with all matters reserved

Heathery House, 18A Torland Road 
Plymouth PL3 5TS

Mr Sam Lewis

19/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00576/FUL Mr Mike Sommerfield Demolition of existing garage and erection of 
new garage/gymnasium

164 Mannamead Road Plymouth 
PL3 5QL 

Mr Sam Lewis

19/05/2022 Agreed 22/00578/CDM Andrew Ward Condition Discharge: Condtion 3 of 
application 21/01376/FUL

University Technical College Park 
Avenue Devonport Plymouth City 
Of Plymouth PL1 4RL 

Mr Jon Fox

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00145/FUL Mr Barry Sullivan Single storey side/rear extension with hip-to-
gable loft conversion and rear dormer.

42 Cross Park Way Plymouth PL6 
5AP 

Mr Macauley Potter

20/05/2022 Refused 22/00243/FUL Mr M Reed Use of land for residential purposes and siting 
of static caravan in association with planning 
approval 13/01985/FUL (retrospective).

Laira Battery, 40 Military Road 
Efford Plymouth PL3 6EQ 

Mr Paul McConville

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00439/TPO Chris Silk Fraxinus Excelsior (T14) - Fell to ground due 
to Ash Dieback. Betula, Acer, Sorbus, Prunus 
(G8) - Prune Cherry at Western end of group 
back to boundary to height of 2.5m to clear 
footpath. Fagus Sylvatica (G9)  - Tree in 
contact with streetlight with 1/2 of crown 
removed: Monolith to 4m. Stunted/leaning 
specimen. Abrasions on stem. Historic 
wounds, incipient decay. Tight unions/fusing 
of stems typical of species. Major/minor 
deadwood.

334 Outland Road Plymouth PL3 
5TU 

Mr Chris Dawson

20/05/2022 Split Decision 22/00446/TPO Mr Mike Clemens Holm Oak (T1) - Fell. Holm Oak (T2) - Crown 
reduce by 3m. Holm Oak (T3) - Crown reduce 
by 2m. Lime (T4) - Crown Reduce by 2m. Lime 
(T5) - Fell. Lime (T6) - Crown reduce by 2m. 
Ash (T7) - Fell as tree is dead.

Nazareth House Residential Home 
Durnford Street Plymouth PL1 3QR 

Mr Chris Dawson
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20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00517/FUL Mr Charles Matthews-
Dewing

Part retrospective wall and roadside pillar 8 Hooksbury Avenue Plymouth PL7 
1XW 

Mr Macauley Potter

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00518/FUL Leo Lawson O'Neil Change of use from adult learning and 
training centre and associated office use 
(Class F1(a)) to Class E

10 Sawrey Street Plymouth PL1 3LA Ms Abbey Edwards

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00523/FUL Teresa Hood Single storey rear extension 15 Stanbury Avenue Plymouth PL6 
5AT 

Ms Isobel Fardon

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00527/FUL Mr & Mrs Easter Two ground floor rear extensions 14 Cardigan Road Plymouth PL6 
5PL 

Ms Isobel Fardon

20/05/2022 Refused 22/00528/FUL Mr & Mrs Kingdom Enlarged hardstanding (part retrospective) 39 Eggbuckland Road Plymouth 
PL3 5HF

Mr Sam Lewis

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00558/TCO mr Dawn Clarke T1 conifer - Fell 40 Valletort Road Plymouth PL1 
5PN 

Mr Chris Dawson

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00575/FUL Mr Andrew Wiggins Single storey rear extension 54 Buena Vista Drive Plymouth PL6 
7JF 

Mr Paul McConville

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00580/FUL Mrs Susan Everett Enclosed front porch and single storey rear 
extension with new rear balcony

20 Tor Road Plymouth PL3 5TE Mr Macauley Potter

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00587/FUL Malcolm Alsop Installation of new shopfront 52 New George Street Plymouth 
PL1 1RR 

Ms Bethany German
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20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00595/FUL MRS TONI ROBERTS Two storey rear extension. 11 Merafield Drive Plymouth PL7 
1TW 

Mr Macauley Potter

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00657/FUL Mr Simon Badcock Single storey side extension and conversion 
of garage

7 Littlewood Close Plymouth PL7 
2HB 

Ms Isobel Fardon

20/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00659/FUL Mr Hill Single storey front extension 6 Windermere Crescent Plymouth 
PL6 5HX 

Ms Isobel Fardon

23/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00526/FUL Mr & Mrs Ryan Single storey side extension and new section 
of raised decking area to the rear

Holmdale, Longlands Road 
Plymouth PL9 7RW 

Mr Mike Stone

23/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00533/TPO Mr Mike Clarke Turkey Oak (T1) - Remove in its entirety, the 
stem that grows up and over the adjacent 
property. Holm Oak (T2 & T3) - Fell.

Land At Nelson Gardens Plymouth 
PL1 5RH 

Mr Chris Dawson

24/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02222/FUL Mr Clive Shore Demolition of shop units on Western 
Approach and construction of a 3 storey 
Health and Wellbeing Centre with plant on 
the roof, supporting landscape works, 
external bicycle store and alteration to the 
highway including alterations to Western 
Approach access and alterations to car 
parking.

Colin Campbell Court Market 
Avenue  Plymouth  PL1 1TZ  

Mr Alistair Wagstaff

24/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00593/ADV Mr Andy Horwood Install 3x fascia signs, 1x projecting sign 4x 
vinyl graphic, 1x gantry and 1x parking sign

60 Wolseley Road Plymouth PL2 
3BP 

Ms Isobel Fardon

24/05/2022 Agreed 22/00727/CDM Berat Veseli Condition Discharge: Condition 29 of 
application 21/01687/S73

Bath Street Plymouth PL1 3LT Mr Chris Cummings
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

25/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00224/FUL Plymouth City Council Construction of 334m of walking and cycling 
route (amendment to application 
20/00056/FUL to reflect a change of the 
approved route to the landowners (Ministry 
of Defence) requested alignment)

Amenity Grassland Between 
Hunters Close And Tailyour Road 
Plymouth

Claire Boobier

25/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00487/FUL Mr Harrison Replace single garage with double garage 216 Peverell Park Road Plymouth 
PL3 4QF 

Miss Emily Godwin

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02000/FUL10 University Hospitals 
Plymouth NHS Trust

Extension of the existing hospital to provide a 
new emergency department, inc. facilities for 
imaging, emergency surgery and 
interventional radiology

Derriford Hospital  Derriford Road 
Plymouth PL6 8DH

Ms Marie 
Stainwright

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02270/FUL10 University Hospitals 
Plymouth NHS Trust

Erection of new Royal Eye Infirmary including 
enabling works, energy centre building, site 
access, parking, landscaping, associated 
utilities infrastructure and cycle/pedestrian 
route

Land North Of William Prance 
Road  Plymouth Derriford 
Plymouth  

Ms Marie 
Stainwright

26/05/2022 Agreed 22/00245/CDM TH UK & Ireland Ltd Condition Discharge: Condition 4 of 
application 21/00857/FUL

229 Tavistock Road Plymouth PL6 
5US 

Mr Daniel Thorning

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00453/FUL Mr Sami Daniels Two-storey side extension 37 Wolrige Avenue Plymouth PL7 
2RT 

Mr Paul McConville

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00582/FUL Miss Lauren Rees Change of use of single dwelling to 5no.self-
contained units and associated building 
alterations

14 Hastings Street Plymouth PL1 
5BA 

Ms Abbey Edwards

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00597/FUL Mr Callum Page Rear single storey extension, rear first floor 
side/rear extension, reinstatement of garage 
and new patio area.

304 Tavistock Road Plymouth PL6 
8AN 

Mr Macauley Potter
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00658/ADV Katie Leafe 2 sets of Halo illuminated text, 21  Single 
sided carpark signs, 4 single sided blue badge 
signs, 1 post mounted directional sign

20 William Prance Road Plymouth 
PL6 5WR 

Mr Paul McConville

26/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00664/FUL University Of Plymouth Partial replacement of existing external wall 
render system & upper floor cladding

Rolle Building University Of 
Plymouth Drake Circus Plymouth 
PL4 8AA 

Ms Abbey Edwards

27/05/2022 Refused 21/02154/FUL Mr Hussain Installation of rear flue/extraction system 7 Dean Hill Plymouth PL9 9AA Mr Sam Lewis

27/05/2022 Refused 22/00181/S73 Paula Carnell Variation of Condition 3 (Hours of Opening) 
of application 18/02067/FUL

29 Sutherland Road Plymouth PL4 
6BW 

Ms Abbey Edwards

27/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00344/FUL Theresa Gunn Single-storey extension, with access ramp, 
connecting existing Freedom Building to 
modular theatre building and installation of 
air handling plant on roof of Terrace Lewis 
Building, external staircase and associated 
alterations

Derriford Hospital Derriford Road 
Plymouth PL6 8DH 

Mrs Janine Warne

27/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00586/FUL Mr David Scobling First floor rear extension and rear terrace 12 Lippell Drive Plymouth PL9 9EL Mr Sam Lewis

27/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00649/FUL Mr Gary Scott Internal alterations to create additional self-
contained flat

11 Hill Park Crescent Plymouth PL4 
8JW 

Ms Abbey Edwards

27/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00653/FUL Mr G Clarke Two-storey side extension and alterations to 
rear single storey extension and window 
alterations (re-submission of 21/01285/FUL)

38 Glentor Road Plymouth PL3 5TP Miss Emily Godwin
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

27/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00712/FUL Mr Luke Pollard Installation of rear air conditioning unit 13 Frankfort Gate Plymouth PL1 
1QA 

Mr Sam Lewis

27/05/2022 Refused 22/00748/AMD Angelos Sanders Non-material Amendment: Addition of 2 west 
non-opening windows at storage level for 
application 21/01616/FUL

17 Thorn Park Plymouth PL3 4TG Miss Emily Godwin

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00339/TPO Ms Kim Fowler Beech (T1) - Reduce and fell. 27 Albion Drive Plymouth PL2 2QL Mr Chris Dawson

30/05/2022 Agreed 22/00376/CDM Richard Freeman Condition Discharge: Conditions 4, 5, 6 & 7 of 
application 20/01204/FUL

13 Merrivale Road Beacon Park 
Plymouth PL2 2QG 

Mr Daniel Thorning

30/05/2022 Refused 22/00461/FUL Mr Jeffery Hart Single storey front extension (part 
retrospective) (re-submission of 
21/01332/FUL)

58 Montacute Avenue Plymouth 
PL5 3PR 

Ms Isobel Fardon

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00555/FUL Kirsten Amphlett Two rear extensions with additional 
permeable driveway

7 Standarhay Villas Plymouth PL9 
8HT 

Miss Emily Godwin

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00564/FUL Mr Michael Dacre Change of use and conversion of 3no self-
contained flats to 2no three storey dwellings 
including roof extension and external 
alterations

20A Tresluggan Road Plymouth PL5 
1RJ 

Mr Jon Fox

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00573/TPO Mr Andy Foers Red Cedar - fell and replant native sp. Live 
Oak - fell and replant native sp. Horse 
Chestnut - remove Ivy. Remove broken 
branches on boundary.

325 Tavistock Road Plymouth PL6 
8AE 

Emily Browne
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00604/FUL Mr Micheal Sterland Raised rear decking (retrospective) First Floor Flat, 86 Desborough 
Road Plymouth PL4 9PN 

Mr Sam Lewis

30/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00609/FUL James And Kerry Dean Ground floor rear/side extension with 
reconfiguration of raised rear terrace

42 Cundy Close Plymouth PL7 4QH Mr Macauley Potter

30/05/2022 Agreed 22/00739/CDM Mr Ricky Souch Condition Discharge: Condition 3 of 
application 21/01317/FUL

9 Belle Acre Close Plymouth PL3 
5DJ 

Miss Emily Godwin

31/05/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00440/FUL Mr Dominic Robinson Garage in front garden 22 Penlee Way Plymouth PL3 4AW Mr Mike Stone

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00332/FUL Mr David Hookway Single storey side and rear extension with 
reconfiguration of garden access/layout

31 Sparke Close Plymouth PL7 2YA Mr Macauley Potter

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00501/FUL Mr Kyle Browne Single storey rear extension 28 Whitby Road Plymouth PL6 5LE Ms Isobel Fardon

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00537/FUL Mrs Kim Sidwell Single storey side extension 548 Budshead Road Plymouth PL5 
4DG 

Mr Macauley Potter

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00547/FUL Mr Sam Watt Change of use from guesthouse to use as a 
HMO (Sui Generis)

7 St James Place East Plymouth PL1 
3AS 

Ms Abbey Edwards
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00646/TPO Jenny Mullins Mixed species hedge (G1) - Reduce in height 
to 2m above ground level. Group of 3 large 
pollarded lime trees (G2) - Re-pollard back to 
previous pollard points. Young Turkey Oak 
(T1) within the Hedge (G1) - Fell. Holm Oak 
(T2) - Remove the remaining stem of a storm 
damaged tree. Lime tree (T3) - Next to group 
G2, reduce back to give 3m clearance from 
the building.

9 Nelson Gardens Plymouth PL1 
5RH 

Mr Chris Dawson

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00648/FUL Derek Winsor Rear raised balcony and canopy 84 Seymour Road Mannamead 
Plymouth PL3 5AZ 

Mr Sam Lewis

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00687/TCO Miss Rachael Cheesley Two Bay trees 1/3 of height plus branch 
removal that is resting on adjoining brick 
wall. Two comfier trees 1/3 of height removal.

16 The Grove Stoke Plymouth PL3 
4AL 

Mr Chris Dawson

01/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00695/FUL Mr Phil Hoddinott 2no. new windows with new cladding to side 
entrance door

The Albemarle Budshead Road 
Plymouth PL5 4DA 

Mr Macauley Potter

01/06/2022 Refused 22/00875/AMD Mrs Angela Reading Non-material Amendment: Replace concrete 
tile with concrete based cladding planks in 
the same colour as the existing roof tiles for 
application 21/01182/FUL

39 Tithe Road Plymouth PL7 4QQ Mr Macauley Potter

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00489/FUL Mr & Mrs N Southern Front porch 56 Rockfield Avenue Plymouth PL6 
6EA 

Ms Isobel Fardon

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00589/TCO Mr Mikael Klockars T1 Bay Leaf - fell and replace with Hydrangea 
bushes

13 Windsor Place Plymouth PL1 
2HN 

Emily Browne
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00596/TPO Ms Joce T1 & 2 - Ash - Pollard at tertiary unions 
approximately 20ft from ground level due to 
signs of ash die back. T3 - Ash - Remove to 
ground level due severe decay signs of severe 
ash die back in canopy.

23 Reddicliff Close Plymouth PL9 
9QJ 

Emily Browne

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00663/TPO Mr C Moody G1 Re Pollarding of 11 Lime Trees to 
approximate previous pollard points 

2 De La Hay Villas De La Hay 
Avenue Plymouth PL3 4HU 

Emily Browne

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00667/FUL Mr A Murray Porch and driveway  (Part-retrospective) 200 Pike Road Plymouth PL3 6HJ Mr Macauley Potter

06/06/2022 Refused 22/00684/FUL Mr Tom May Part-retrospective rear balcony on existing 
flat roof extension. (Re-submission of 
21/01746/FUL).

112 Underlane Plympton Plymouth 
PL7 1QZ 

Mr Macauley Potter

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00699/FUL Miss Karine Gallais Vehicle hardstand. 108 Dorchester Avenue Plymouth 
PL5 4BA 

Mr Macauley Potter

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00713/FUL Mr Mark Duncan Rear extension and extension to existing rear 
dormer.

29 Tithe Road Plymouth PL7 4QQ Mr Paul McConville

06/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00722/FUL Mr & Mrs Thomas 
Yearling

Two-storey rear extension 41 Bowden Park Road Plymouth 
PL6 5NG 

Ms Isobel Fardon

07/06/2022 Granted Subject to 
S106

20/02046/FUL Sutton Harbour Group Erection of a 21 storey mixed use 
development comprising 170 residential 
apartments, ground- and first-floor 
commercial and retail units (Class E) and 
associated landscaping, public realm and 
infrastructure works

Land At Sugar Quay  East Quay 
Sutton Harbour Plymouth 

Mr Alistair Wagstaff
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

07/06/2022 21/00218/FUL Goldmix Ltd Mixed use development of a hotel (C1), 4 x 
retail units (E(a)) including a home store, 
small convenience store, bike shop and retail 
shop, a restaurant with drive through (Sui 
Generis), coffee shop with drive through (Sui 
Generis), together with formation of 
vehicular access, associated car parking, 
landscaping & associated works

Former Western National Bus 
Depot, Embankment Road 
Plymouth PL4 9LQ 

Mr Alistair Wagstaff

07/06/2022 Refused 22/00643/S73 Mr Lewis Walker Variation of Condition 5 (Refuse Storage) of 
application 13/00101/FUL to relocate bin 
store to front of property

1 Seaton Avenue Plymouth PL4 
6QJ 

Mr Mike Stone

07/06/2022 Agreed 22/00671/CDM Mr Nick Powell Condition Discharge: 13 (Parts a,b,c,d,e,f,g 
and h) and 15 Conditions of application 
21/00989/S73

University Of Plymouth Babbage 
Building 24 James Street Plymouth 
PL4 6EQ

Miss Katherine 
Graham

07/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00700/TPO Mr Paul Aitken Pine (T1) - Prune overhanging branches 
growing towards neighbours property by 
1.5m.

61 Southway Lane Widewell 
Plymouth PL6 7DL 

Mr Chris Dawson

07/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00724/TCO Mr Pat Hendy T0325 - Monterey Cypress: Fell to 1 metre 
stump T0326 - Monterey Cypress: Fell to 1 
metre stumpT3 - Monterey Cypress: Reduce 
in height by approx. 4 metres. T6 - Monterey 
Cypress: Fell T7 - Monterey Cypress: Fell

80 Paradise Road Plymouth PL1 
5QR 

Mr Chris Dawson

07/06/2022 Refused 22/00867/AMD Plymouth City Council Non-Material Amendment: Addition of 2no. 
extract ventilation fans to the cafe kitchen for 
application 17/02457/FUL

14 Mayflower Drive Plymouth PL2 
3DG 

Mr Sam Lewis

08/06/2022 Refused 22/00231/LBC Mr James Caslake Replacement of non-functioning manmade 
roof tiles and repair of chimney and 
associated works, replacement of 2no velux 
windows and repair of 2no dormer windows

18 Caroline Place Plymouth PL1 
3PS 

Miss Amy Thompson
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Decision Date Decision Applicaition No: Applicant Proposal Address Case Officer

08/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00535/FUL Mr Rafie Muhamadu Change of use and conversion of existing 
commercial building including demolition of 
garage to provide 1no. ground floor 
commercial unit (convenience store) and 
2no. first floor flats (1x 2-bed and 1x 1-bed) 
with associated parking, external 
staircaseand other alterations (re-submission 
of 21/01392/FUL)

14 - 16 Victoria Road Plymouth PL5 
1RG 

Mr Jon Fox

08/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00548/FUL Mr Pearse Change of use from Betting Shop (Sui 
Generis) to Adult Gaming Centre (Sui Generis)

11 The Broadway Plymouth PL9 
7AA 

Mr Sam Lewis

09/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00421/FUL Mr Jamie Burton Front extension, side extension and rear 
extension with roof terrace to assist with the 
care of disabled. Change of use of adjacent 
public amenity land to residential curtilage.

21 Delamere Road Plymouth PL6 
5XQ 

Mr Paul McConville

10/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

21/02091/S73 Mr Roan Yeates Variation of Condition 2 to extend opening 
hours and removal of Condition 3 to allow 
the sale of fried food (including installation of 
rear flue) from existing Class E cafe with 
regard to application 05/00007/FUL

59 Hyde Park Road Plymouth PL3 
4JN

Mr Sam Lewis

10/06/2022 Granted 
Conditionally 

22/00445/FUL Dr J Boyd Single storey rear extension and extension for 
rear bike store

16 Thornhill Road Plymouth PL3 
5NE 

Miss Emily Godwin

10/06/2022 Split Decision 22/00780/CDM Tatiana Brent Condition Discharge: Conditions 3, 4, 5, 6 & 7 
of application 19/01856/REM

Elm Cottage, Outland Road 
Plymouth PL2 3DF

Miss Amy Thompson
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Appeal Decisions between 05/04/2022 and 12/06/2022

Decision Date

05/04/2022

Appeal Reference

2021/0006

Inspectors Decision

Appeal Dismissed

Inspectors Reference Number

APP/N1160/W/21/3269385

Ward

Southway

Address

Land At Cann Lodge Accessed Off Cheshire Drive Tamerton Foliot Plymouth  

Application Description

Outline application for 14 dwellings with all matters reserved except access

Appeal Process 

Written Representations

Officers Name

Mr Chris King

Synopsis

The Inspector agreed that there would be adverse impacts upon the significance of the CA and the Grade II* listed Church of St. Mary and that the benefits of the proposal 
would not outweigh the scale of harm to these non-designated heritage assets. It was therefore agreed that the proposal conflicts with policies SPT11 and DEV21 and is at odds 
with the objective of C2 of the National Design Guide. The inspector also agreed that the proposal would detract from the character and appearance of the area, in conflict with 
DEV23 and DEV28, and that the development would involve an unacceptable loss of green infrastructure in conflict with DEV27. The Inspector concurred that the proposal 
would be likely to have an unacceptable risk to pedestrian safety or cause congestion and inconvenience for existing highway users in conflict with DEV29. The Inspector 
however did not agree that the development would be harmful to the ecological function of the site or conflict with Policy DEV26 as he considered that suitably worded 
conditions could be attached and therefore the proposal would be unlikely to harm the LNR or nature conservation interests.

Original Planning Application 

20/00704/OUT
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Decision Date

06/04/2022

Appeal Reference

2019/0031

Inspectors Decision

Appeal Dismissed

Inspectors Reference Number

APP/N1160/W/19/3228647

Ward

Plymstock Dunstone

Address

Land Off Colesdown Hill Plymouth

Application Description

Change of use of the land to a private Gypsy and Traveller caravan site consisting of 2no mobile homes, car parking and associated development

Appeal Process 

Informal Hearing

Officers Name

Mr Paul Webber

Synopsis

The inspector agreed the proposal would conflict with the policies for the Saltram Countryside Park Strategic Green Space (in particular Policies DEV27 and PLY54 of the JLP) 
and Policy DEV26 of the JLP concerning biodiversity. Notwithstanding the compliance with Policy DEV13, concerning Gypsy and Traveller accommodation he considered that 
the scheme would conflict with the development plan when considered as a whole. Moderate weight was attached to the compliance with Policy DEV13 of the JLP and the 
planning policy for traveller sites and substantial weight to the unmet need for Gypsy and Traveller pitches. The lack of availability of suitable, affordable and acceptable 
alternative sites was also afforded substantial weight, along with the personal circumstances of the proposed occupiers of the site. The combined weight in support of the 
scheme was therefore deemed substantial. The harm to, and policy conflict with, the Strategic Green Space and the functions and characteristics of the Saltram Countryside 
Park attributed moderate weight. However, the potential disruption and harm to the habitat of bats a matter of great significance that weighs to a very large extent against the 
proposal. The importance of ensuring that a  protected species is not unduly harmed tipped the balance of all the considerations such that the combined harm would not be 
outweighed by the  cumulative benefits of the proposal. The Council made a costs claim, the Inspector agreed that the appellant should have been timelier in the supply of 
documents, however did not find that unreasonable behaviour resulting in unnecessary or wasted expense in the appeal process had been demonstrated and therefore no 
award of costs was made.

Original Planning Application 

18/00649/FUL
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