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1.     PURPOSE OF THE REPORT 
 
1.1.   To inform Committee members of the result of the appeals 
 
2.    RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
2.1    That the report be noted 
 
3.    REPORT AND REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS AND   
    TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

 
3.1 2004/651 – This planning application was received on 27 August 2004 
 and related to an Outline application for Residential Development 
 
3.2 The application was refused on 08 June 2005 for the following reasons: 
 

The proposed development is not currently required to meet the housing 
requirements of the Borough.  The proposal is therefore considered to 
be contrary to the provisions of policy 43 of the Lancashire Structure 
Plan 1991 – 2006 and policy 12 of the Proposed Changes (Deposit 
Edition) Joint Lancashire Structure Plan 2001 – 2016. 

 
This resulted in an appeal being lodged and being dealt with by the 
written procedure.  The appeal was allowed for the reasons given in the 
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decision letter of the Planning Inspectorate, a copy of which is attached 
to this report. 

 
 
4.    CORPORATE IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES 
 
4.1.   FINANCE AND RISK MANAGEMENT 
 
4.1.1.  Quality service, better housing, the environment, regeneration and 

economic development, confident communities. 
 

4.2.   MEMBER DEVELOPMENT AND POLITICAL ARRANGEMENTS 
 
4.2.1.    N/A 
 
4.3.   HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
4.3.1      Human Rights Act 1998 implications are considered to be Article 8 

which relate to the right to respect for private and family life, home and 
correspondence. Additionally, Article 1 of Protocol 1 relates to the right 
of peaceful enjoyment of possessions and protection of property. 

 
5.    ANY OTHER RELEVANT CORPORATE PRIORITIES 
 
5.1.   N/A 

 
6.    RISK 
 
6.1.   N/A 
 
7.     LEGAL IMPLICATIONS ARISING FROM THE REPORT 
 
7.1.    N/A 
 
8.     EQUALITIES ISSUES ARISING FROM THE REPORT 
 

8.1     N/A  
 
9.     WARDS AFFECTED 
 
    Greenfield 

 
10.    CONSULTATIONS 

 
10.1 The appeal was advertised by individual letters to all parties that were 
 consulted on the planning application. 
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11.     Background documents:  
 
11.1      Appeal decision letter 
  
For further information on the details of this report, please contact: Brian Sheasby on 
01706 244582. 
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