Minutes of Meeting of Roseland Plan Planning Assessment Group

at Gerrans Memorial Hall, 9.30 am on 31st July 2015


Present
Role


John Adams                   JA          MT, Technical Resource

Ralph German
RG
Assessor - Gerrans

Alison Golding
AG
Assessor - Veryan

Helen Hastings
HH
Assessor - Gerrans

Geoff Pring
GP
Technical Resource

Jon Smith
JS

MT (part time)

1. Apologies received from: Julian German, David Hubbard, Jon Smith, David Spreadborough, Sue 
Wagstaff, Brian Willis. 

2. Declarations of interest: 
· HH said that she knows the owner of The Cottage, Trethewell
· GP said that he knows the partner of the owner of The Cottage, Trethewell

3. Minutes of meeting 24th July 2015: Agreed (proposed by GP and seconded by HH before 
signature by JA).

4. Matters arising: 
· JS raised the matter of letters from the PAG being recorded as being from Sue Wagstaff and that 
this needs to be 'fixed'.
· HH asked about approaching the owners of Venton Gassick. JS reported that he had talked to JG 
and agreed that this was probably not appropriate.

· HH stressed that the PAG should create an atmosphere where people could come to discuss 
planning matters with us. 

· It was decide that in future we might offer the possibility for discussion of PREAPPS.
5.
Assessment of Applications

5.1
Chenoweths Development - PA15/06077 

Preamble about the Roseland Plan being supportive of small scale commercial developments that do not adversely affect the landscape, character of the Roseland etc. 

The most relevant policy is CD1, but other relevant policies include GP2, LA1 and LA2.

Not in conformity with the Roseland plan in that the development is on greenfield land (grade 3 - we don't know whether it is grade 3a or 3b) when there may be an alternativ, ie why is the new equipment not situated within the original yard/site.

We also have concerns with the noise level and the effect of the noise on occupants of the Business Units.

We would have no objections to the proposal if:

· the processing unit was situated in the original yard;

· our concerns about noise can be shown to be unfounded;

· any visual effect on the landscape was mitigated by suitable landscaping.

5.2
The Cottage, Trethewell - PA15/05369 

Preamble about the Roseland plan being generally in favour of re-use of buildings where possible.

However, the proposal is not in conformity with the most relevant policy (HO9) in that what is proposed is a detached annex which cannot be integrated into the main house. Rather than an additional bedroom for the house, it would appear to be the basis for a new (open market) dwelling in the countryside. Such a new open market house would not be in conformity with policy HO4, which states that new residences outside settlement boundaries must be 100% for affordable housing.     

Carrick Du PREAPP - PA15/02164/PREAPP

Preamble about the Roseland Plan welcoming infill developments for housing and commercial uses. However, in the specific case of housing, the most relevant policies are GP2, CV1, HO4 and LA1 and LA2 . it must be:

· of an appropriate size for the site;

· of an appropriate design for the location;

· with adequate parking;

· affordable-led;

· have no detrimental effect on the landscape.

Thus, the PREAPP is not in conformity with the Roseland Plan in all of the above regards.

However, it is possible that a smaller, single storey building with adequate parking and for affordable use might be in conformity.

J M Adams

05.08.2015
