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MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE held on 15 May 2012 at the 
Vernon Institute, Church Road, Saughall 
 
In attendance: Councillor WI Humphrey 
 Councillor Mrs J Johnson 
 Councillor Mrs J Knox 
 Councillor Mrs JE Storrar 
 Councillor RA Storrar 
 Councillor A Warrington 
 Councillor Mrs JM Young (in the Chair) 
 
Invited Members: Councillor DF Holman  
 Councillor B Kerr 
 Councillor P Young (Part) 
 
26. APOLOGIES FOR AUTHORISED ABSENCE 
 

Apologies for authorised absence were received from Councillor Mrs D Whitton. 
 
27. CODE OF CONDUCT – DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 No declarations of interest were received. 
 
28. MINUTES 
 
 RESOLVED:  
 
 That the Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 2 April 2012 be 

confirmed as a correct record. 
 
29. OUTSTANDING ISSUES 
 

(a) Woodside Farm, Parkgate Road 
 
 The situation at Woodside Farm was still being monitored.  There was no 

progress to report.   
 
(b) Incinerator Proposal – Connah’s Quay, North Wales 
 
 There was nothing further to report on this proposal.   

 
30. EARLY DAY MOTION ON PLANNING APPEALS 
 

The Committee considered a letter dated 17 April 2012 from the Chairman of the 
Policy Committee, Councillor Richard Gething which he had written on behalf of the 
National Association of Local Councils (NALC) to all Members of Parliament asking 
them to support the following Early Day Motion (EDM) on Planning Appeals: 
 

‘That this House supports the Planning Applications (Appeals by Town and 
Parish Councils) Bill introduced by the Hon. Member for xxxx with the support of 
the Suffolk and the Kent Associations of Local Councils, along with that of the 
Hampshire Association and the Hertfordshire Association; notes that the Bill 



Page 11 

would give Town and Parish Councils the right of appeal against the granting of 
planning permissions to which they had objected and that this policy is backed 
by the National Association of Local Councils which represents 10,000 Town 
and Parish Councils in England and by One Voice Wales/Un Llais Cymru which 
represents Welsh Town and Community Councils; and hopes that the Bill will 
become law soon.’ 
 
The letter informed that for too long local (parish and town) councils had not had 
the same right of appeal as developers to contest planning decisions in their 
areas.  The time had come to change this.  This position was official policy of the 
National Association of Local Councils (NALC), which adopted this line at its 
Annual General Meeting on 19 October, 2011, following a motion successfully 
submitted by the Suffolk Association of Local Councils. 
 
The EDM itself supported a Presentation Bill called the Planning Appeals By 
Local Councils Bill, which sought to give redress to local councils who wished to 
appeal planning decisions they feel had had a deleterious affect on their 
communities, often following objections lodged by local councils at consultation 
stage.  The National and Suffolk Associations of Local Councils asked MPs to 
sign this EDM to redress this unfair imbalance in the planning system, at a time 
when the Government otherwise wants to give local councils a greater say in 
planning matters.  Their support would strengthen the voice of local councils. 
 
There would be a ballot in Parliament on 17 May 2012 in which the names of at 
least seven MPs would be drawn from a hat who could subsequently be 
approached to run with a Private Members’ Bill.  When NALC was informed who 
those MPs were, Councillor Gething would be back in touch with the relevant 
County Associations covering the constituency areas of these 7 MPs, so that 
they could write to and call the offices of these MPs, asking them to run with the 
Planning Applications (Appeals by Town and Parish Councils) Bill (the next 
phase). 

 
 RESOLVED: 
 
 That the EDM detailed above be supported and Stephen Mosley MP be informed of 

the Council’s support. 
 
31. PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
 
 The Committee considered the following planning application and requested that its 

comments be submitted to Cheshire West and Chester Council, the Planning 
Authority: 

 
(a) 12/01082/FUL 

Proposal: Amendment to rooflights and windows (amendment to planning 
permission 10/13274/FUl) (disabled adaptation) 

Location: 31 Hermitage Road, Saughall, Chester, Cheshire. 
 
“No objections.” 
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(b) 12/01537/FUL 
Proposal: Residential development of 31 two storey dwellings including new site 

access (demolition of existing building) 
Location: Former The Ridings Community Infants School, Rakeway, Saughall, 

Chester, Cheshire. 
 
“Objection 
 
It will be an over intensive use of the site - the proposal is to build too many 
dwellings. They will be crammed onto the site.  The proposed footprint is larger 
than the current one. The number must be reduced.  The proposed development 
is not in keeping with the rest of the village. 
 
The Parish Council is not happy about trees being removed from the site and 
particularly a 150 year old oak tree in a neighbouring garden being cut back. 
 
Some homes in Fairholme Close will be overlooked. 
 
Numbers 26 and 27 are too near the road.  There are concerns over drive 
access in respect of Numbers 12A, 14, 15, 18, 19 and 20. 
 
A more appropriate housing mix is required.  There are too many four bedroom 
houses.  (New houses in High Grove are still not sold.) 
 
There are concerns about the access roads - verge post not fixed yet; a parking 
area would be required at Saughall Hey. 
 
"Traffic hot spot".  There are concerns over traffic issues and the shear volume 
during the development and afterwards.  If the development does go ahead the 
Parish Council would want to see the road in Saughall Hey being widened as a 
planning gain.  It is on a bus route. 
 
The new All Saints Primary School is already oversubscribed and, as things 
currently stand; two children who live in Saughall have been refused places, on 
distance, in reception in September 2012.  Additional children moving into the 
new dwellings will exacerbate the problem. The School is struggling to 
accommodate village children with limited space.  What does Cheshire West 
and Chester Council, as LEA, propose to do about this? 
 
There are serious drainage and sewage issues.  The Council does not belief the 
systems will be able to cope.  There have been problems with surface water in 
Fairholme Close. 
 
There are great crested newts on the site and another newt survey is required, 
now they are no longer in hibernation. 
 
The Eskegen Report stated that 'The Ridings Site' was not suitable for 
development as it was a Green Belt Green Fields site. 
 
This development coupled with the affordable housing scheme on Lodge Lane 
will stretch Saughall facilities to breaking point. 
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If this development goes ahead the Parish Council would like to see some 
community benefit as a result.  E.g. the children's play area being updated, 
assistance with the development of the Vernon Institute (Village Hall) and a new 
sports pavilion built in the Golden Jubilee Park on Fiddlers Lane. 
 
The Parish Council wishes to query the actual colour of the bricks to be used on 
the proposed development.  Please let me know exactly what colour the bricks 
are.” 
 
[NB  
 
Following receipt of the Committee’s observations set out above, the 
Planning Officer responded as follows: 
 
“Thank you for your comments. I have forwarded them to the applicant 
and I understand that they will be amending the scheme to try to address 
comments raised by all interested parties thus far. 
 
There are two types of brick mentioned on the application form, and I 
assume the houses would be a mix of the two.  However, I am not 
particularly impressed with these so I am likely to require different bricks 
to be used. 
 
In the meantime, the two bricks proposed by the applicant are "Ibstock 
Leicester Weathered Multi (Red)" and "Wienerberger Yellow Multi Gilt". 
The links below will take you to pictures.  
 
http://www.ibstock.com/ibstock-products.asp?name=Leicester-Weathered-
Multi&nID=4935 
 
http://www.brickhunter.com/brick/wienerberger-baggeridge-yellow-multi-
gilt-stock-65 
 
If we receive amended plans I will re-consult.”] 
 

32. PLANNING APPLICATIONS – REQUEST TO EXTEND THE CONSULTATION 
PERIOD 

 
 The Clerk reported that she had received the following two planning applications 

earlier that day:   
 

(a) 12/02154/CAC and 12/02067/FUL 
Proposal: The Vernon Institute, Church Road, Saughall, Chester, Cheshire. CH1 

6EN 
Location: Demolition of existing store, youth club building and garage block. 

 
(b) 12/01860/FUL 

Proposal: Astbury Cottage South Parkgate Road Saughall Chester Cheshire 
CH1 6JU 

Location: Side and rear extensions 
 



Page 14 

It was agreed that the Committee had insufficient time available to look at the 
proposals in any detail at this meeting.  However, Cheshire West and Chester 
Council were requesting the Council’s observations on the proposals before the 
next Parish Council meeting which was scheduled to take place on 11 June 2012. 
 
RESOLVED: That 
 
(1) the two planning applications set out above be not considered at this meeting; 

and 
 
(2) the Clerk be requested to ask the planning authority to extend the time period for 

receipt of observations on the two planning applications set out above, until 12 
June 2012, so that Members have sufficient time to look at them and are able to 
discuss the details at the next Council meeting.  

 
[NB  
 
Following the meeting the planning authority agreed to the request.] 

 
33. PLANNING DECISIONS 
 
 The Committee noted the following planning decision made by Cheshire West and 

Chester Council, the Planning Authority: 
 

(a) 11/04088 
Proposal: First floor extension over garage, conversion of garage to store/utility 

room and loft conversion. 
Location: 22 Fiddlers Lane, Saughall. 
 
“Notice of Planning Permission.” 
 

(b) 11/01141/FUL 
Proposal: Stable block with attached stall (retrospective) (resubmission 

11/01141/FUL. 
Location: The Stables, 166 Hermitage Road, Saughall. 
 
“Notice of Planning Permission.” 
 


