

		PC.04.04.2023PM
ARDS AND NORTH DOWN BOROUGH COUNCIL

A meeting of the Planning Committee was held (hybrid) on Tuesday 4th April 2023 at 7.00 pm via Zoom and at Council Offices on Church Street, Newtownards.
	
PRESENT:

 In the Chair: 	Alderman Gibson 

Aldermen:		McIlveen 
	 	 
 Councillors:	Brooks		McRandal  
			Cathcart 		Moore
			McAlpine 		P Smith  
McClean 		Thompson 
McKee 		Walker
						  		 
Officers:	Director of Prosperity (A McCullough), Head of Planning (G Kerr) and Democratic Services Officer (H Loebnau)

1. Apologies

There were no apologies.

NOTED.

2.	Declarations of Interest 

No Interests were declared.

NOTED.

3.	MATTERS ARISING FROM MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 7TH MARCH 2023
	(Appendix I)

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED:- Minutes of the meeting held on 7th March 2023.  

RECOMMENDED that the minutes be noted.   

AGREED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Councillor McRandal, that the recommendation be adopted.   

4.	Planning Applications 

4.1	LA06/2015/0677/F – replacement of existing structure with 1 no. single storey unit to accommodate stables, coach house, tack room, workshop and toilet – 251a Bangor Road, Whitespots, Newtownards 
	(Appendices I - III)
	
[bookmark: _Hlk109823668]PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: Report outlining the planning application.  

DEA:  Newtownards 
Committee Interest: A local development application attracting six or more separate individual objections which are contrary to the officer’s recommendations.   
Proposal:  Replacement of existing structure with 1 No. single storey unit to accommodate stables, coach house, tack room, workshop and toilet.   
Site Location: 251a Bangor Road, Whitespots, Newtownards 
Recommendation: Approval

The Head of Planning outlined the above application, advising that it was for a replacement of an existing structure with 1 No. single storey unit to accommodate stables, coach house, tack room, workshop and toilet.

The application was before Members as it was an application with 6 or more objections. The application also had a Section 76 legal agreement associated with the proposal with delegated authority being sought to finalise.

All material objections had been considered within the case officer report and addendums.

Consultees had expressed no objections with some recommending conditions.

The site was located in the countryside as the Ards and Down Area Plan 2015 for the area. The site was also located within a Local Landscape Policy Area (LLPA): ‘Whitespots, lead mines, Golden Glen and associated lands.’

Slides were shown to provide some context to the site and its surrounds.   

The proposal was being considered under policies CTY 1 PPS 8: Open Space, Sports and Outdoor Recreation (PPS 8).

To provide some context for Members it was indicated that the proposal was originally for three new buildings on site and was associated with a business use. An amended application form and plans were received for the replacement of the existing structure with 1 No. single storey unit to accommodate stables, coach house, tack room, workshop and toilet. The agent stated on behalf of the applicant that the stables were for the use of the applicant only and would not be open to clients, customers or members of the public. Whilst the applicant would use part of the stables for commercial work connected to his business, the actual business use was carried out off-site. The following was stated within an email from the agent: 

‘Furthermore; I can confirm all lands and buildings are used solely by the Finnegans for equestrian and equine purposes associated with the breeding of horses (and all activities associated with this, including occasional visits by a vet and/or delivery of supplies), the training of horses (by Mr Finnegan) for carriage promotional work (this work being carried out off-site, on surrounding roads, in towns and villages) and the maintenance of carriages/coaches by the Finnegans.’

The proposed shed measured 11m x 11m and would have a pitched roof with a ridge height of 4m which was only 0.3m higher than the existing outbuilding currently on site.  The shed would be a lightweight steel framed building finished in green corrugated cladding. Other finishes included clear translucent roof panels, timber sliding main central door and upvc windows. 

There would be no loss of high value agricultural land as a result of the application. The current condition of the site, with dilapidated structures and old horse boxes, took away from the visual amenity and character of the landscape. 

There would be no adverse effect on residential amenity. Environmental Health offered no objections in relation to noise issues. 

With regard to Road Safety and Access DFI Roads was consulted on the proposal and stated they would have no objections providing this application is non-commercial with little or no intensification in use of the existing access.  As the main use of the building was for private stable use with a workshop/tool store and given the stables would not be open to members of the public it was considered there would no intensification in use of the existing access. 

Planning Agreement

A planning agreement was considered to be the most robust mechanism required to ensure the proposal remained as domestic use rather than commercial.  The agreement would be registered on the statutory charge register.

The recommendation was to approve planning permission with delegated powers sought for legal agreement with decision to issue once legal agreement was finalised. 

Alderman McIlveen referred to the lack of enforcement of the existing shed and wondered if the planners knew how old it was.   

In response the planner informed the committee that there was a long history of enforcement on the site with unauthorised activities and a change of use in the land.   Planners could not force a landowner to submit applications but what was now proposed was a betterment of the site.   

There had been other applications that had come before the committee which the planners could not take into consideration.   The application was for an infill shed and previously there had been a horse carriage building but this was for domestic purposes.   Section 76 would be applied to offer the planning service extra protection and offer a faster route to court.   

Councillor Cathcart asked about plans for housing five horses which to him appeared to be a lot for domestic and recreational use.   He had some concerns regarding the principle of development argument and betterment since he believed that the existing structures should not have existed in the first place.   

Councillor McRandal also referred to the future use of the site and the approval granted for domestic use.  The Planning Manager had investigated horse passports which showed that the applicant owned the horses.   

The Chair of the Planning Committee asked Members to make a recommendation on the application before them.  There was no proposer and seconder for the recommendation. 

Alderman McIlveen proposed that the application be deferred to a future meeting until further information was brought forward.   That was seconded by Councillor Thompson.    

Alderman McIlveen felt a bit of discomfort concerning the application mainly in relation to when matters became enforceable and he would appreciate some further information before a decision could be made.  There were concerns that business activity could be carried out in the future.   

Councillor P Smith was in agreement that there was a degree of ambiguity of whether the application was for domestic or business purposes and asked for further clarification to be made.       

[bookmark: _Hlk128660977]RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Councillor Thompson, that a decision be deferred for additional information and clarification.   

4.2	LA06/2021/0506/F sustainable energy system consisting of 26 no. ground mounted solar panels, a containerised battery building (total battery storage capacity of 28 KWh) back up generator, fuel tank and associated site works – Cairn Wood, 21 Craigantlet Road, Newtownards   
	(Appendices IV & V) 		
[bookmark: _Hlk130999036]
PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: Report outlining the planning application.  

DEA:  Holywood and Clandeboye 
Committee Interest: Council Application 
Proposal: Sustainable energy system consisting of 26 No. ground mounted solar panels, a containerised battery building (total battery storage capacity of 28KWh), back-up generator, fuel tank and associated site works.   
Site Location: Cairn Wood, 21 Craigantlet Road, Newtownards 
Recommendation: Approval

The Head of Planning outlined the above application, advising that it was for a sustainable energy system consisting of an array of 26 no. ground mounted solar panels, a containerised battery building (total battery storage capacity of 28 kWh), backup generator, fuel tank and associated site works at Cairn Wood in Craigantlet.  It was being brought before Members since it was an application being made by the Council.  All consultees were content and no objections had been received.

Members would recall previous applications brought before the Committee including the extension and enhancement of existing trails permission, new WC facilities and extension and enhancement of the car park all granted in 2020.

Members were shown images of the surrounding area which was rural and was characterised by agricultural fields and a scattering of rural dwellings. The site was within zonings for Existing Community Woodland (ND/CW02) and a Site of Local Nature Conservation Importance (ND 02/04).  The site was accessed from a protected route.

Due to the small scale of the development proposed and its location adjacent to the existing car park and main road, planners were satisfied that the proposal would not result in any adverse effect on the nature conservation interests of the SLNCI.  The proposal would not result in the loss of any existing trees or vegetation which contributed to the SLNCI.

The proposal was for a sustainable energy system that had been designed for the adjacent car park which would comprise of 26 no. solar panels which would charge a battery system to provide enough energy to power the pumps for the car park drainage system and the toilet block (heat/lighting) in the car park.

The proposed site layout plan indicated the arrangement of the solar panels and container and included the landscaping details which were all existing and included the wooden fencing and mature trees associated with the woodland as well as some new planting of trees. 

The solar panels were located centrally and positioned to the north-west of the site with the container positioned to the south-east.  A backup generator was provided for winter months should there be insufficient energy created or stored in the solar and battery system.  

Consultation had been carried out with the NI Fire and Rescue Service which had not raised any concerns.  It had recommended measures in the event of fire and advised that any application for battery storage should take cognisance of battery storage guidance notes 1 and 2.

An emergency response plan had been submitted and referred to an overview of activities on site including a list of waste management contractors who would handle any wastes arising from maintenance, remediation, or removal.  The planner was therefore satisfied that the proposal would not result in any unacceptable adverse impact on public safety, human health, or residential amenity. 

The size and scale of the proposal was small and would not have an unacceptable adverse impact on visual amenity or landscape character. The container was green in colour and located to the rear of the site closer to the woodland and the ground mounted solar panels would not appear prominent with height limited to 2.9m high from ground level.

A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) by Aulino Wann & Associates had been provided in support of the application. The PEA stated that the application site had been cleared and that there were no signs of badgers, bats, birds or invasive species within the site. The PEA also confirmed that there were no trees on or immediately adjacent to the site that could support bat roosts.  

Consultation was carried out with NED which advised that it was content with the proposal subject to a recommendation regarding the planting of new woodland of native species. 

In summary, given the proposal complied with planning policy, there had been no objections from consultees and given the sustainable aims of the proposal the recommendation was to grant planning permission.

Members were invited to ask questions.    

Alderman McIlveen had a general question around the risk of damage to the equipment given the secluded nature of that area.  Members were informed that there was a temporary generator in the area currently that was separate from planning matters.   This was expensive equipment and the dark secluded area could pose a potential risk.  The Planning Manager indicated that she would raise that with the Head of Assets and Property Services and refer back to the Committee on that matter.   

Proposed by Councillor McRandal, seconded by Councillor Cathcart that the recommendation be adopted.   

Councillor McRandal welcomed this sustainable energy source and Councillor Cathcart echoed that.   

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor McRandal, seconded by Councillor Cathcart, that the planning application be approved.   

4.3	LA06/2021/1472/LBC LIGHTENING PROTECTION SYSTEM – TOWN HALL (NOW CITY HALL), THE CASTLE, BANGOR 
	(Appendices VI & VII) 

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: Report outlining the planning application.  

DEA:  Bangor Central
Committee Interest: Council Application 
Proposal: Lightning protection system
Site Location: Town Hall (now City Hall), The Castle, Bangor 
Recommendation: Consent 

The Head of Planning outlined the above application, advising that the site consisted of the Town Hall (now City Hall) in Bangor.  The building, known as The Castle, was a Grade A listed building on account of its special architectural merit.  The building was set amidst mature parkland and was the administrative headquarters of the Ards and North Down Borough.

Images of the site were shown to provide context.   

The proposal would involve a number of features to ensure the building was protected in the event of a lightning strike: conductor tapes would be located on roof pitches and on a number of surface mounted ‘strike plates’; air rods were to be positioned at chimney stacks and pinnacles; and, a number of down conductors would be attached to the exterior of the building.

The works would be almost imperceptible.  The features referenced above would be sympathetically placed along the ridge, along guttering, behind chimneys etc.  Following submission of proposed visuals/photomontage, HED was now content with the proposal subject to the conditions listed below.  The essential character of the building would not be materially affected.  The architectural details and features of the building would not be impaired and there would be no impact on the setting of the building.

The recommendation was to grant consent.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Cathcart, seconded by Alderman McIlveen, that the recommendation be adopted.    

4.4	LA06/2023/1426/F TEMPORARY SITING AND OPERATION OF 34M ILLUMINATED PANORAMIC VIEWING WHEEL AND 5 ADDITIONAL ATTRACTIONS BETWEEN MAY AND SEPTEMBER 2023 – OPEN SPACE APPROX. 33M NW OF MCKEE CLOCK, BANGOR 
	(Appendices VIII & IX) 

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: Report outlining the planning application.  

DEA:  Bangor Central 
Committee Interest: Application relating to land in which the Council has an interest 
Proposal: Temporary siting and operation of 34m illuminated panoramic viewing wheel and 5 additional attractions between May and September 2023
Site Location: 33m NW of McKee Clock, Bangor 
Recommendation: Approval 

The Head of Planning outlined the above application, advising that it was for the temporary siting and operation of a 34m illuminated panoramic viewing wheel and 5 additional attractions between May and September 2023.

The proposal was located approximately 33m northwest of McKee Clock, Bangor.  The application was being presented at Planning Committee as it lay on land in which the Council had an interest.

Members would be aware there was a precedent for approval of temporary attractions at that location and consultees had no objections to the proposal.

The planner showed images of the site which was within the Town Centre, a Local Landscape Policy Area, and the Bangor Urban Waterfront.  Draft BMAP also identified the site as being in an area of ‘Existing Recreation and Open Space.’

The proposed layout plan was shown indicating the position of the fairground attractions.
 
Given the city centre waterfront location and the proximity to Pickie Fun Park, the proposal was considered compatible with the surrounding land uses and would not detract from the landscape quality or character of the area. The proposal would not adversely impact upon the listed McKee Clock Tower.  The proposal offered an attraction that would reinvigorate the area by attracting people into the space. 
 
With appropriate conditions, it was recommended that the proposal be granted temporary planning permission.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Councillor Cathcart, that the recommendation be adopted.   

5.	Update on Planning Appeals 
	(Appendix X) 

[bookmark: _Hlk128660619]PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Report from the Director of Prosperity detailing the following:

Appeal Decisions

1. The following appeal was dismissed on 16 March 2023.

	PAC Ref
	2021/E0051

	Application ref
	LA06/2021/0150/LDP

	Appellant
	Mr John Spratt

	Subject of Appeal
	Refusal to issue Certificate of Lawfulness of Proposed Use of Development (CLOPUD) - commencement of development of X/2010/0034/F in accordance with approval

	Location
	Land adjacent and north of 27 Ballybeen Road, Comber



Planning permission X/2010/0034/F was granted on 14 April 2010 for a change of house type to a previously approved farm retirement dwelling (X/2004/1658/O & X/2008/0827/RM).  Condition 1 of the approval required development to have been started prior to 14 January 2011 – that being the critical date by which the development should have commenced.  The appellant sought certification through the submission of a CLOPUD to demonstrate the approval granted under X/2010/0034/F could be lawfully completed, as it had been commenced in time.

As the appeal related to an approval under the Planning (Northern Ireland) Order 1991 (“the 1991 Order”), the appeal was considered within the context of the prevailing legislation at that time.

The appellant provided evidence to demonstrate that the works undertaken at the site constituted a lawful commencement of development alongside evidence of Building Control records of site visits with the appellant arguing that site levelling, rock breaking, and construction of the access and hardstanding constituted works of construction in the course of the erection of the development. 

The appellant argued that the planning gain of allowing a partially erected structure to be fully completed should be considered with there being no demonstrable harm in completing the dwelling on site; however, the Commissioner opined that the matter of planning gain was not a determining factor in the consideration of the lawfulness of development.

The Commissioner was of the opinion that the evidence submitted did not demonstrate that works carried out prior to 14 January 2011 constituted works of construction in the course of erection of the buildings as required by Article 36 (1) (a) of the 1991 Order, and thus the approval had been lost and a Certificate could not be issued.

2. The following appeal against an Enforcement Notice was quashed on 20 March 2023.

	PAC Ref
	2019/E0031

	Enforcement ref
	LA06/2015/0159/CA

	Appellant
	Mr William Morrow & Mrs Noleen Morrow

	Subject of Appeal
	The alleged unauthorised raising of land with waste material and unauthorised erection of agricultural building and lean-to thereon.

	Location
	Land at 102 Ballydrain Road Ballydrain Comber



The appeal was brought on grounds (a) [deemed planning application], (f) and (g) as set out under section 143(3) of the Planning Act (NI) 2011. This appeal followed an appeal against the service of a Regulation 34 Notice where the Council had considered it necessary for the appellant to submit an Environmental Statement regarding the infilling of land with waste material. However, the PAC did not consider that necessary and dismissed this element following an earlier hearing. 

The grounds of appeal were heard at a remote hearing on 25 October 2022. 

In its decision the PAC noted that the Council withdrew its draft reasons for refusal and objections based on nature conservation, rural character and impact on residential amenity following the submission of the necessary, outstanding information within the appellant’s statement of case.

The remaining issues considered in the appeal were whether: - 

· the development was acceptable in principle in the countryside; 
· the size and scale of the development was inappropriate; 
· it integrated into its surroundings; and 
· if it would be unsympathetic to its location within an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). 

The Commission found that the development met Policies CTY 1, 12 and 13 of PPS 21 as well as Policy NH6 of PPS 2 and as such the above issues did not warrant the reasons for refusal to be sustained.  As such the appeal succeeded under ground (a) [deemed application] subject to the following condition – 

The hereby approved agricultural shed shall only be used to house a maximum of 25 cattle at any given time. The cattle shall only be housed in the cattle pen area of the building.

Given that planning permission was being granted, the Enforcement Notice was quashed. 

New Appeals Lodged

3. The following appeal was lodged on 02 March 2023.

	PAC Ref
	2022/A0204

	Application ref
	LA06/2018/0996/F

	Appellant
	Cedarville Limited

	Subject of Appeal
	Refusal of planning permission for 8no. dwellings with associated car parking and landscaping

	Location
	Lands to the West of 7 Main Street and South of 6a Ballyrawer Avenue, Carrowdore




Details of appeal decisions, new appeals and scheduled hearings could be viewed at www.pacni.gov.uk.

RECOMMENDED that Council notes the report. 

The Planning Manager explained that the report provided an update on the previous month and it was recommended that the Council noted the report.    

AGREED TO RECOMMEND, on the proposal of Councillor McClean, seconded by Councillor Thompson, that the recommendation be adopted.
6.	NIW – UPDATE ON COASTAL FENCE

[bookmark: _Hlk128660806]PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Report from the Director of Prosperity detailing that the following: 

Purpose of Report

1. The purpose of the report was to update Members in respect of the fencing erected by Northern Ireland Water (NIW) around the Wastewater Pumping Station (WwPS) at Seacourt, on the North Down Coastal Path, sometime during 2019.

Background

2. Further to erection of the fencing and investigation by Planning Enforcement, a retrospective planning application was received from NIW, under LA06/2019/1007/F.  Further to processing a recommendation to approve planning permission was presented to Planning Committee in August and September 2021, and April 2022, then further to receipt of legal advice requested by Members, finally in July 2022, at which the Council voted to refuse the application. 

3. NIW submitted an appeal against the refusal of planning permission on 16 November 2022 – PAC reference 2022/A0145.  As yet no hearing date had been confirmed by the PAC.

Submission of applications for Certificates of Lawfulness

4. Members were advised of the submission of two separate Certificates of Lawfulness, one for a Certificate of Lawfulness of Existing Use of Development (CLEUD) and Certificate of Lawfulness of Proposed Use or Development (CLOPUD) for consideration by the Planning Service in respect of both the existing fence and gate as erected (subject of the refused planning application) and for an increase in height of fencing to the Seacourt WwPS. 

Certificates of Lawful Use or Development

a. If any person wished to ascertain whether 
b. any existing use of buildings or other land was lawful; or
c. any operations which had been carried out in, on, over or under land were lawful,
that person may make an application for the purpose to the Council specifying the land and describing the use, operations or other matter. 

5. For the purposes of the Planning Act (NI) 2011 uses and operations were lawful at any time if no enforcement action may then be taken in respect of them (whether because they did not involve development or require planning permission or because the time for enforcement action had expired or for any other reason).  A CLEUD had been submitted on behalf of NIW in that regard in respect of the existing fencing and gate around the Seacourt WwPS.

6. If any person wished to ascertain whether 
a. any proposed use of buildings or other land; or 
b. any operations proposed to be carried out in, on, over or under land, would be lawful, 
that person may make an application for the purpose to the Council specifying the land and describing the use or operations in question.  

7. If, on an application under this section, the Council is provided with information satisfying it that the use or operations described in the application would be lawful if instituted or begun at the time of the application, (i.e. complies with ‘permitted development’ it must issue a certificate to that effect; and in any other case it shall refuse the application.  A CLOPUD had been submitted on behalf of NIW in that regard in respect of a proposed fence and gate around the Seacourt WwPS.

Permitted Development Rights

8. The Schedule to the Planning (General Permitted Development) Order (Northern Ireland) 2015 (“the GPDO”) lists development that could be undertaken without the need to seek express planning consent from the planning authority.  However, any such proposal in the first instance must be assessed in accordance with Article 3(8) of the above Order, as to whether or not the proposal amounted to EIA development (in accordance with The Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2017 to consider the likely environmental impacts of any development before acting upon such PD Rights.   

9. Subject to a negative EIA screening, it was a condition of the PD Rights under Article 3(1) of the GPDO that one attains confirmation prior to commencement of development that the proposal would not adversely affect the integrity of any designated site under The Conservation (Natural Habitats, etc.) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 1995(a).   Confirmation of such was normally via consultation by the Council with the Shared Environmental Service for confirmation of any findings in that respect, through the CLOPUD application process, referred to above.

10. At the time that the Planning Service was investigating the fence, officers had considered the fence and gate as erected under Part 3 (Minor Operations) Class A relating to ‘The erection, construction, maintenance, improvement or alteration of a gate, fence, wall or other means of enclosure’.  Given that Class A (1) specified that development is not permitted if ‘The height of any other gate, fence, wall or means of enclosure erected or constructed exceeds 2 metres above ground level’ the Planning Service considered that PD could not apply.  Planning Service did also at that time consider the proposal under Part 14 of the GPDO (see details below) but considered it could not apply as the Council was not in receipt of a Habitats Regulations Assessment relevant to the site as it was within a designated site (ASSI).

11. NIW did not seek a factual determination by way of an application for a Certificate of Lawfulness of the Proposed Use or Development (CLOPUD) at this time and moved to submit the planning application which was determined and refused by the Council.  

12. Such a factual determination was the proper course of action in that regard as any planning advice given by officers, either verbally or in writing in the course of their duties, was offered in good faith and was based on the information and evidence provided.  Advice was normally offered without the benefit of an EIA screening or shadow habitats assessment, site visit or the involvement of other consultees (both statutory and non-statutory), neighbours or other interested parties.  Such views were therefore the personal opinion of that officer and were not a formal decision of, nor were they binding on, the local planning authority.  The local planning authority was only bound where a formal application was submitted, and a formal decision was issued in writing. 

13. NIW now considers that the Council erred in its assessment of the PD rights in respect of Part 3 – Minor Works, and that the works should have been assessed against the rights available under the GDPO Part 14 – ‘Development by Statutory and Other Undertakers’, Class H – ‘Water and sewerage undertakings’ part (h) – ‘Development by water or sewerage undertakers consisting any other development in, on, over or under operational land, other than the provision of a building but including the extension or alteration of a building’.  Class H(h) does not contain any limitation on height.

14. The purpose of the submissions of the Certificates of Lawfulness was to provide the Council with the entire rationale as to why the works, the subject of those applications, are/would be Permitted Development and to allow it to take a fully informed view. 

15. The planning agent acting on NIW’s behalf had contacted the Planning Appeals Commission requesting delay of the appeal hearing into the refused planning permission to enable the Council to determine those Certificates accordingly.  To date the Commission had not confirmed acceptance prior to imposing a date for a hearing. 

16. The Planning Service considered it prudent to bring the matter to the attention of the Planning Committee, and also to the general public, including those who had submitted objections to the planning application, as Certificates of Lawfulness were not subject to statutory advertisement in the same manner as a planning application, or available to view on the Planning Portal.

17. Officers were currently considering the submitted information for the applications, and liaising with legal representatives, and would advise Members of outcomes accordingly.

RECOMMENDED that the Council notes this report.  

The Planning Manager explained that this was being brought to Members on the basis of openness and transparency.   The application had been refused and appealed and up to now there had been no date for a hearing by the Planning Appeals Commission.  The Council was in receipt of supporting information and would provide further information when it became available.     

Councillor McClean hoped that the matter would be resolved and Councillor Cathcart thanked officers for bringing the information to the attention of Members.   

It was recognised that with any policy or legislation there would always be loopholes which needed to be investigated.   

RESOLVED; on the proposal of Councillor Thompson, seconded by Alderman McIlveen, that the recommendation be adopted.   

CLOSE OF MEETING

In closing, the Chair thanked Members and officers for the support they had shown while he was in that role and remarked that this would be his final meeting.   

Alderman McIlveen had not realised that this would be the Chair’s final meeting and thanked him for the way he had carried out that role so fairly and well.   

Councillor Cathcart stated that the Chair had held the position of Councillor for many years and he was aware that the role had become more complicated with the arrival of new technology and ways of meeting.   He wished the Chair well for his future. 

Councillor McRandal congratulated the Chair on behalf of the Alliance Party on a job well done and acting as Deputy Chair of the Planning Committee he had thoroughly enjoyed working with him.   

Councillor P Smith agreed with those comments wishing the Chair well for his future and thanking him for his significant contribution over the years.   

Councillor McKee added his voice to those comments and was aware that the Planning Committee was a particularly difficult one to Chair.        

TERMINATION OF MEETING 

The meeting terminated at 8.04 pm.
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