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PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 
Minutes of the proceedings at a meeting of the Planning Committee held in the District 
Council Chamber, South Lakeland House, Kendal, on Wednesday, 30 November 2022, at 
11.00 a.m. 
 

Present 
 

Councillors 
 

Pete McSweeney (Chairman) 
Malcolm Lamb (Vice-Chairman) 

 
Rupert Audland 

Philip Dixon 
 

Kevin Lancaster 
Susanne Long 

 

David Webster 
 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Michael Cornah, Judy Filmore, 
John Holmes, Vicky Hughes and Janette Jenkinson. 
 

Officers 
 

James Felton Solicitor 

Nick Howard Team Leader Development Management 

Jane McKeon Case Management Officer (Support Services) 

 

P/47 MINUTES  
 
Minutes from the Planning Committees held on the 24 November 2022 and 30 November 
2022 will be forwarded to the next meeting due to be scheduled for the 15 December 
2022. 
 

P/48 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  
 
RESOLVED – That it be noted that Councillor Pete McSweeney declared his non-
pecuniary interest as a Cumbria County Council Member due to both Applications coming 
from Cumbria County Council. He confirmed that he was neither predetermined nor 
predisposed in consideration of either Items 6 or 7 on the Agenda.  
 
The Chairman declared a non-pecuniary interest on behalf of all Members present due to 
the fact that the land associated with Item 6 is owned by South Lakeland District Council. 
 

P/49 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 - EXCLUDED ITEMS  
 
RESOLVED – There were no Part II Items to be considered in this Agenda. 
 

P/50 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION  
 
RESOLVED – That it be noted that an application to speak under the Council’s public 
participation scheme had been received in respect of the following Agenda Item:- 
 
(1) Minute No. P/51 (Planning Application No. SL/2022/0858 Land Adjacent to Kendal 

United Football Club, Castle Drive, Kendal) 
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P/51 PLANNING APPLICATION NO. SL/2022/0858 LAND ADJACENT TO KENDAL UNITED 
FOOTBALL CLUB, CASTLE DRIVE, KENDAL  
 
Creation of sports pitch (Junior Football) on land adjacent to Kendal United Football Club.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management provided a report on the Application No. 
SL/2022/0858. A site location map was shown on screen. The Officer explained that the 
Application is associated with the next Agenda Item 6 Planning Application No. 
SL/2021/0495 Sandgate School at the Queen Katherine School Site and was intended for 
compensation of open space lost. The Officer requested Members to consider the 
Application at Item 7 on its own merits as presented.  
 
The proposal was outlined. The position of the land associated with the Application in 
relation to the Sandgate School was illustrated using the map.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management advised that the intention was to create a 
sports pitch for junior football with the pitch being half the size of a normal football pitch. 
The purpose of the pitch was intended for use of the local community, Kendal United 
Football Club – Juniors and the Sandgate School. 
 
The Team Leader Development Management advised that the development would appear 
as a relatively artificial feature within the landscape. The implications for the works impact 
on the Kendal Castle setting were explained. 
 
The Team Leader Development Management advised that this Application would in effect 
be a change in use of public open space in favour of alternative sports and recreation 
provision. The Planning Officer advised that technically this Application would be in 
conflict with our Local Plan, however Paragraph 99 of the Planning Framework would take 
precedence and the criterion in this paragraph would be satisfied, which would justify a 
departure from Land Allocations DPD Policy LA1.10..  The Officer stated that there is no 
intention to fence the pitch off, a Condition had been recommended as seen within the 
report to remove permitted development rights so that a fence cannot be erected at a later 
date, without the need for a future planning application, and to allow public right of way 
across the pitch when it’s not in use.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management relayed the key issues, the impact on 
Kendal Castle and its surrounds, parking provision and impact on neighbouring residents, 
the loss of the open space and the impact of the removal of two trees. The landscaping 
scheme Condition was referenced as a solution to improve the hedge reinstatement along 
the edge of the field. The Officer advised Members of supplementary planting plans. The 
impact on Kendal Castle as a national monument and conservation area was described 
as minimal and not harmful to the setting. The Officer referenced several objections to the 
car park provision and access. The biggest impact would be on the nearest residents who 
have no onsite parking and would need to park on Castle Drive adjacent to the site. The 
limited capacity of the car park was explained as a key issue – only 23 spaces. The car 
park is used by the Kendal United Football Club and also visitors to the Castle. The 
proposal will lead to an increase in on street parking. SLDC and Cumbria County Council 
intend to work in partnership to offer an alternative off street parking solution. The Officer 
reminded Members that both authorities will be working as one unitary authority in the 
next few months. The noise disturbance to neighbouring properties was described as 
restricted to daylight hours and therefore minimal. The landscaping scheme condition was 
described as offering a solution to the biodiversity requirements for the site and has the 
potential to provide a net gain. The recommendation was to approve this Application.  
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Rebeka Coverdale, speaking as a local resident and representative, addressed the 
Committee in objection to the application. 
 
The Team Leader Development Management responded to issues raised within the public 
participation. 
 
Members sought clarification from Officers on the use of the pitch. They wanted to clarify if 
there was any further expected use for this site not just that of Sandgate pupils. Members 
sought clarification for how Sandgate pupils will be accessing use of this facility, if they 
were planning to be brought to the site on a bus, what implications this would have on 
parking onsite and also if Officers anticipated additional parking issues through additional 
alternative use of the proposed pitch.    
 
The Team Leader Development Management reinstated that the development would not 
necessarily be just for Sandgate children, it would be offered as a compensation option for 
the loss of space at the Sandgate site. Kendal United Football Club and the wider 
community would also have access to this amenity. In terms of anticipated future use of 
the pitch, the Officer confirmed that he could not answer this question.  
 
Members expressed concern for the use of the pitch by a school without a fence around it. 
Members anticipated, this proposal would not be feasible without a fence. Dogs roaming 
pitches and the health and safety of pupils would be the main consideration.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management reminded Members that the current 
proposal did not include a fence and members could not determine this application on the 
basis of what might happen in the future. . Furthermore, the Officer related that the Law 
stipulates that disobedient dogs should be on a lead.  
 
Members expressed concerns following the earlier site visit for the viability of reinstating 
an old overgrown hedgerow to a more manageable and appropriate state in preparation 
for the pitch. Members disagreed with the report that it would be possible to lay the hedge 
in the traditional manner due to the fact that the hedge had not been laid in over 25 years. 
Members stated that they believed the works to be of far greater scope than Officers had 
reported. Members expected further netting, fencing and planting to be required following 
extensive ground works. Additional amendment to conditions were discussed. 
 
Members sought clarification on the land ownership of the car park and the land adjoining 
the car park. The Team Leader Development Management explained that it was owned 
by SLDC and clarified that for future reference, both Cumbria County Council and SLDC 
would need to work together to find an effective car parking solution in consultation with 
residents. 
  
Members sought clarification on the financial burden for both the Sandgate Application – 
Applicant being Cumbria County Council – and the plot of land considered within this 
Application – being owned by SLDC. Members wanted to know who would be financially 
responsible. Team Leader Development Management couldn’t comment on how CCC 
planned its finances and suggested that the issue was more of a legal matter. The 
Chairman clarified that LGR would soon resolve the issue.  
 
Members sought clarity on the ownership of the pitch and who the operator of the pitch 
would be. The Team Leader Development Management relayed that the pitch would be 
owned by SLDC and that CCC as Applicant would presumably sign a lease for use of the 
pitch. 
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Members expressed concern for the fact that the report lacked data from conservation 
and archaeological advisors. Members queried why there was no response from the 
Conservation Officer. Members noted that other consultees that had returned a positive 
go ahead response were from the Applicant, and therefore recognised as a conflict of 
interest. Members expressed concern, that as a Planning Authority, they needed to 
understand what the effect of the proposed development would have on an important 
national monument.   
 
The Team Leader Development Management stated that the Conservation Officer’s 
response had not been received but that the Planning Officer had made an assessment of 
the impact of the potential development on the site. He stated that loss of the natural form 
of the site at the South West corner of the pitch with it dissecting a portion of the Castle 
mound would occur. An artificial mound with banking and additional planting would be 
created. The Officer stated that this was considered to have minimal impact on the Castle 
setting and cause little harm to the conservation area.  
 
Debate 
 
Councillor Dixon proposed approval of the Officers’ recommendation to approve the 
Application. No other Members were in agreement.  
 
Councillor Lancaster put forward a new recommendation, based on the fact that the 
previous proposal had fallen, he opted to refuse the Officer’s recommendation on the 
grounds that it was, “inappropriate use of an inappropriate site”.  
 
The Chairman asked the Team Leader Development Management if that was an 
acceptable Material Planning Consideration.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management asked Members to clarify what they meant 
by “inappropriate use of an inappropriate site”.  
 
Councillor Lancaster stated that they believed it was an “over intensification of the present 
use of the site”, the earth works intended were described as, “inappropriate for the 
environment of a Grade 1 monument” and they believed that the proposed works would 
have a detrimental impact on the setting of an ancient monument. The result of the 
proposed site would create a very, “visually artificial” effect on what, “looks like a natural 
setting”.   
  
The Chairman checked with the Team Leader Development Management that he was 
satisfied that this was an acceptable Material Planning Consideration. The Officer agreed.  
 
Members agreed that there were two main issues of concern, the groundworks to the 
bank would be harmful to the setting of the Castle and conservation area – and that over 
intensification of use of the site in terms of parking, more intense football activity and 
thoroughfare access was objected to and seen as harmful to the monument. Members 
clarified that the site visit identified that more substantial earthworks would be needed to 
make the site usable. The site was deemed incapable of taking more intensified use as a 
proper pitch. Members agreed that the site was already an informal pitch with signs of 
usual wear and tear. With additional use as a proper pitch and water runoff from the castle 
mound, Members argued that it would become a ‘quagmire’, as seen at the gate entry 
point already. Members stipulated that substantial earth works would be required for the 
pitch to be playable and sufficiently drained.  
 
Cllr Audland seconded the motion.  
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A vote was taken on the motion to refuse the application and, six votes in favour were 
received, one against. The motion was successful. 
 
RESOLVED – That the application be refused on the following grounds:- 
 
Reason (1)  The proposed development, including the creation of an embankment in 

the south west corner of the site will introduce an artificial feature into the 
area, which will jar with the natural feel of the rest of Castle Hill. The 
proposal will result in less than substantial harm to the setting of Kendal 
Castle, the wider character of Castle Hill and Kendal Conservation Area. 
The harm to the heritage assets will outweigh the public benefits of the 
scheme and therefore will be contrary to the provisions of the National 
Planning Policy Framework and Policy CS8.6 of the Core Strategy and 
Policy DM3 of the Councils Development Management Policies. 

 

P/52 PLANNING APPLICATION NO. SL/2021/0495 SANDGATE SCHOOL AT QUEEN 
KATHERINE SCHOOL SITE, APPLEBY ROAD, KENDAL, LA9 6PJ  
 
Extension of Sandgate SEN School; comprising of new educational classrooms, multi-
purpose hall with pupil facilities, teaching facilities and external works.  
 
The Chairman reminded Members that as a result of the decision made in the previous 
application the Officer recommendation would now change.  
 
The Team Leader Development Management presented Planning Application No. 
SL/2022/0495. The proposal was outlined. 
 
Although the original recommendation was to approve the Application, the Team Leader 
Development Management Officer’s recommendation had now changed to refusal due to 
the loss of open spaces contrary to the Sport England guidance and also in line with Local 
Planning Policy. 
 
Members sought clarification on what the consequences would be in approving this 
Application, what would happen next, understanding that it would now not be as 
straightforward.   
 
The Team Leader Development Management clarified that if Members were minded to 
approve the Application contrary to the Officers’ Recommendation then the matter would 
need to be referred to the Secretary of State. The Officer advised that Sport England was 
a statutory consultee. This would in effect be going against statutory consultee advice. 
The Officer advised that if this were the decision taken then it would mean that the 
decision couldn’t be made today and may have further implications for Cumbria County 
Council funding. However, the Officer reminded Members that that would not be a 
material consideration and that the Committee would need to wait for confirmation on the 
decision taken by the Secretary of State.  
 
Members commented on the extensive playing fields surrounding the Queen Katherine 
School. Members sought clarification on whether The Queen Katherine School was a 
consultee, they expressed surprise that they had not had any input. The Team Leader 
Development Management agreed to check to see if they had made any representation, 
on whether or not they had accepted or rejected the proposal.  
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Note: The Chairman addressed a man with his hand raised on the balcony. The 
Chairman advised that the Committee didn’t take interventions from Members of 
the Public. The gentleman replied that he was responding with factual data relevant 
to Members’ questions and that he was the architect representing the Agent on this 
Application. The Chairman clarified that if it was a matter of fact rather than of 
opinion then he would permit the man to address the Committee. The man 
confirmed the affirmative and moved to speak.  
 
Christian Judd - Director of Architects Plus (UK) Limited the Agent for both Applications, 
introduced himself and spoke in relation to the land and the amount of playing field to be 
lost. He confirmed that there had been a separate application to the Department for 
Education in relation to the amount of land that this Application would lose, the DfE have 
confirmed approval for this Application. The DfE are happy that there is sufficient playing 
field land on The Queen Katherine School site. The loss of land on this Application had 
been confirmed as not detrimental to the overall provision of playing field available to the 
wider site. Mr Judd confirmed to Members that The Queen Katherine School is an 
Academy and therefore a separate body to the County Council. Mr Judd confirmed that 
The Queen Katherine School have been consulted throughout the preparations for the 
Application and have accepted a joint working approach.  
 
Members expressed surprise that this information was not presented to them for 
consideration as a material fact. The Team Leader Development Management confirmed 
that this information was not available in the report. The Officer confirmed that Officers 
wouldn’t consult with the DfE but would only consult with Sport England on any Planning 
Application. The Officer reiterated that it would be Sport England that would object to the 
loss of space. 
  
Members sought clarification from the Team Leader Development Management on 
whether or not the very large size of playing field available to this site could be a Material 
Consideration that they could add weight to their consideration in determining this 
Application. The Team Leader Development Management reiterated his recommendation 
to reject this Application on the loss of space in line with Sport England’s advice.  
 
Members queried whether or not they could approve this Application on the Condition that 
work could not take place until the relevant alternative sports field provision could be 
found. The Team Leader Development Management confirmed that trying to find 
alternative land may take time and a condition would fail the tests set out in government 
guidance.  
 
Members expressed concerns for the size of provision and funding available to this SEN 
School bearing in mind that pupil numbers are likely to increase and therefore the need 
will also increase. Members debated whether or not this was the right site to carry out this 
extension for this time. Members expressed caution for rushing into making a rash 
decision without considering the bigger picture. Members were also concerned that this 
Application would be overbearing to the local residents along its perimeter. The Team 
Leader Development Management responded to the query on the increase in capacity of 
the school by referencing paragraph 5.64 of the report and how the figures had been 
determined for a significant increase. The Officer stated that the Application would need to 
be determined on the merits presented before Committee today based on the statistics 
available. The Officer also clarified that the design had been reduced in scope to the 
original proposal. The Officer justified the proximity of the proposal in relation to the 
impact it would have on neighbouring properties. The Officer related that they did not think 
it would have an overbearing harmful effect but agreed that the view would change for 
residents.  
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Debate 
 
Councillor Dixon proposed to reject the Officer’s Recommendation and to approve the 
Application.  
 
Councillor Lancaster confirmed that he seconded the motion.  
 
The Chairman asked the Committee if anyone else wished to speak.  
 
Councillor Webster queried what the effects of rejection of Sports England advice on this 
Application and referral to the Secretary of State would have on costs to this Council. The 
Planning Officer confirmed that it was impossible to predict what the outcome of the 
referral to the Secretary of State would be.  
 
Councillor Lamb empathised with the residents adjacent to the proposed site but added 
that he didn’t think it would be particularly overbearing. Councillor Lamb emphasised that 
the needs of the SEN School did require particular attention. The issue he highlighted was 
the Sport England objection, without this, he believed that the Committee wouldn’t 
hesitate to approve this Application. 
 
Councillor Lamb expressed that he felt that both Applications felt ‘inappropriate’, in that, 
Members’ were being asked to weigh the detrimental impact of a National Monument in 
favour of supporting loss of sports field to a site that already had a, ‘massive amount of 
green field already’. He advised that he would be inclined to support the approval of this 
Application.  
 
Councillor Long sought clarification on whether or not Conditions could be applied to 
mitigate some of the parking provision to accommodate the impact on properties situated 
directly on the boundary of the application site. Landscaping options were discussed to 
‘mask’ the effects of the development. The Planning Officer responded by clarifying that 
the garden to No  92 was situated to the South of the building and that there would be a 
strip of land dividing the property from the development, this wouldn’t be landscaped so 
close to the property as it would have a negative effect.  
 
Councillor Audland expressed concern for the growing numbers of pupils predicted, due to 
the growth of the town, impending LGR and whether or not it would be right for this 
Committee to make this decision now considering they would only be in office for the next 
three or so months. Councillor Audland stipulated that this decision wasn’t just about 
predicted numbers of pupils within the next 10 years but the impact on traffic and other 
variables such as more children with special needs being identified. Capacity issues were 
highlighted. The Team Leader Development Management responded that this Proposal is 
in effect doubling the capacity of the school and discussed the projected growth statistics. 
Councillor Audland suggested that this proposal be deferred and to be the first item on the 
agenda for the next new Council in April.  
 
The Chairman justified that deferral of this proposal would be detrimental to the Applicant 
and stipulated that Members needed to make a decision today.  
 
The Solicitor advised Members to weigh this proposal on its own merit and not to pre-
empt what they anticipated the future growth and development of the town would entail. 
The Solicitor reminded Members that the education authority is Cumbria County Council 
and that they have strategic policies informing the demand and need for education 
resources and infrastructure for the County and that all this will have been taken into 
consideration into this Application and into their forward planning.  
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Councillor Lancaster seconded the motion to approve the Application.  
 
The Chairman asked Councillor Dixon to clarify the Material Consideration that he wanted 
to put forward for opting to reject the Officer recommendation. Councillor Dixon responded 
by advising that he believed that the Committee should support the fantastic work of the 
SEN School that he described as ‘vital’ and expressed disappointment that the Sport 
England advice would go against the local needs of the community and specification of 
the site.  He stated that he believed that the material loss of sports ground was ‘negligible’ 
in this instance. Councillor Dixon agreed with the advice of the consultee but argued that 
there was plenty of space for this Application to go ahead. He stated that the benefits 
outweighed the planning objections.   
 
The Team Leader Development Management stated that the fact that Members have 
stated that the ‘loss of the space was negligible’, he confirmed, would be a viable Material 
Planning Consideration. 
 
The Chairman sought legal advice and the Solicitor agreed that the ‘negligible loss of 
space’ versus the needs of the SEN School was a viable argument.  
 
Councillor Lancaster advised that this proposal seeks to provide essential infrastructure 
for the community and that this is the best solution and most realistic provision available. 
He expressed that he thought this was the correct decision for this Committee to make.  
 
The Chairman clarified that the proposal now stood, to go against the Officer 
recommendation, which was to refuse the Application on the grounds that the loss of 0.37 
hectares of playing field is ‘negligible’. The benefits of the scheme outweighed the loss 
and that the Committee therefore recommended that the Application be approved as 
detailed at page 38 of the Agenda pack. As a result Condition 17 therefore needed to be 
removed.  
 
A vote was taken, Members agreed unanimously.  
 
 
RESOLVED – That the application be approved for the following reasons:-  
 
Reason (1)  Members rejected the Planning Officer’s proposal to refuse the Application 

on the grounds of loss of open space due to the fact that the 0.37 hectares 
of land lost would be negligible by comparison to the extended playing field 
space available to this site.  

 
Reason (2) Members chose to weigh their argument in favour of the SEN School 

needs and that of the wider community stipulating that the benefits of the 
scheme outweigh the loss of space.  

 
The application be referred to the Secretary of State due to Sports England objection and 
that the application be subject to the following conditions:- 
 
 
Condition (1):  

The development hereby permitted shall begin not later than three years 
from the date of this decision. 
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Condition (2):    
The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
the following approved plans and documents:  
- Location plan 20047-PL01 
- Proposed site plan 20057-PL07 Rev C Plan 1 of 2 
- Proposed site plan 20057-PL08 Rev C Plan 2 of 2 
- Elevations as proposed 20057-PL13 Rev A 
- Elevations as proposed 20057-PL14 Rev A 
- Proposed site sections 20057-PL18  
- Landscape Plan WW/L01A Sheet 1 of 2 
- Landscape Plan WW/L01A Sheet 2 of 2 
- Westwood Landscape - Landscape Maintenance and Management 

Plan dated 28.01.22 
- Westwood Landscape - Landscape Management Scheduled Tasks 

sheet dated 21.01.22 
- Westwood Landscape – Landscape Implementation Programme 
dated 27.01.22 

 
Condition (3):     

No superstructure shall be erected until samples and details of the 
materials to be used in the construction of the external surfaces of the 
development hereby approved have been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority and the development shall be 
carried out in accordance with the approved details of materials unless 
otherwise agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority. 

 
Condition (4):    

The use of the site shall not take place other than between the following: 
 
7.30am to 8pm Monday to Friday, except for up to 15 evening school 
events in each academic year to be permitted between 8.30 am to 9.30pm 
Monday to Friday, and for up to 10 school events each academic year 8.30 
am to 4.30pm Saturday and Sundays with no use of the site at any time on 
bank holidays and for use only by Sandgate SEN school.  

 
Condition (5):    

No development shall take place, including any works of demolition, until a 
Construction Method Statement has been submitted to, and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. The Statement shall provide for:-  
i. the parking of vehicles of site operatives and visitors; 
ii. loading and unloading of plant and materials;  
iii. storage of plant and materials used in constructing the 
development;  
iv. the erection and maintenance of security hoarding including 
decorative displays and facilities for public viewing, where appropriate;  
v. wheel washing facilities;  
vi. measures to control silt / soil run off; 
vii. measures to control the emission of dust and dirt during 
construction;  
viii. a scheme for recycling / disposing of waste resulting from 
demolition and construction works; and  
ix. measures to control noise and vibration.  
Thereafter, the approved Construction Method Statement shall be adhered 
to throughout the construction period.  
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Condition (6):    
No demolition/construction activities shall take place other than from 08:00 
hours until 18:00 hours (Monday to Friday) and from 08:00 hours until 
13:00 hours (Saturday) with no noisy work on Sunday or Bank/Public 
Holidays. In addition to these hours of working, the Local Planning 
Authority may approve in writing a schedule of activities where it is 
necessary to conduct works outside the hours specified in this condition. 

 
Condition (7):    

Full details of a sustainable drainage system which incorporates permeable 
paving as far as practicable, and a maintenance schedule (identifying the 
responsible parties) shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority for 
approval prior to any drainage works being undertaken. A design must be 
provided to show that flows resulting from rainfall in excess of the design 
event are managed in exceedance routes that minimise the risks to people 
and property. Any approved works shall be implemented prior to the 
development being completed and shall be maintained thereafter in 
accordance with the schedule.  

 
Condition (8):   

The access and parking/turning requirements shall be substantially met 
before any building work commences on site so that constructional traffic 
can park and turn clear of the highway.  

 
Condition (9):     

Before any part of the development is first brought into use the southern 
boundary of the site shall be provided with means of screening / enclosure 
in accordance with a specification that shall first have been submitted to, 
and approved in writing by, the local planning authority. The specification 
shall include the positions, height, design, materials and type of screening / 
enclosure to be provided.  

 
Condition (10):   

All hard and soft landscape works shall be carried out in accordance with 
the approved details.  The works shall be carried out before any part of the 
development is occupied or in accordance with a programme to be agreed 
in writing with the Local Planning Authority prior to any development 
commencing.  Any trees / shrubs which are removed, die, become severely 
damaged or diseased within five years of their planting shall be replaced in 
the next planting season with trees / shrubs of similar size and species to 
those originally required to be planted unless the Local Planning Authority 
gives written consent to any variation. 

 
Condition (11):   

Before any part of the development is first brought into use, a scheme 
which specifies the provisions to be made for the control of noise 
emanating from any plant, machinery, odour control or ventilation 
equipment shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  The approved scheme, shall be implemented before 
any part of the development is first brought into use and retained as 
approved thereafter. 
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Condition (12):     
In the event that contamination is found at any time when carrying out the 
approved development that was not previously identified it must be 
reported in writing within 14 days to the Local Planning Authority and once 
the Local Planning Authority has identified the part of the site affected by 
the unexpected contamination, development must be halted on that part of 
the site.  

 
Condition (13):    

All external lighting shall be provided in accordance with a specification that 
shall first have been submitted to, and approved in writing by, the local 
planning authority. The specification shall include full details of the location, 
design, luminance levels, light spillage and hours of use of all external 
lighting within the site.   

 
Condition (14):   

The development shall not proceed except in accordance with the strategy 
described in the Arboricultural Impact Assessment report prepared by 
Cumbria Tree Surveys dated February 2021. 

 
Condition (15):    

Prior to the commencement of development, details of the biodiversity net 
gain measures to be provided on site, including measures of the type, 
number and location of swift bricks, shall be submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority and the development shall be 
carried out as approved and retained thereafter for the lifetime of the 
development, replaced on a like-for-like basis as necessary.     

 
Condition (16)   

Prior to first use of the development, a scheme for the provision of facilities 
to enable the charging of electric vehicles to serve the approved 
development shall be submitted to the local planning authority for approval 
and thereafter implemented in accordance with the approved details and 
the charge points shall thereafter be retained and maintained in good 
working condition. 

 
 
 
 
 
The meeting ended at 12.35 p.m. 


