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Date: 15-Dec-2016 

Subject: Planning Application 2015/93261 Demolition of existing buildings and 
outline application for erection of residential development (15 dwellings) 
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RECOMMENDATION:  Grant conditional Outline Permission subject to the 
delegation of approval to the Head of Development Management in order to 
complete the list of conditions contained within this report (and any added by 
the Committee) and to secure a S106 agreement to cover the following matter: 
 
1. The Relocation of Connection Seating within the District. 
 
In the circumstances where the S106 agreement has not been completed within 3 
months of the date of the Committee’s resolution then the Head of Development 
Management shall consider whether permission should be refused on the grounds 
that the proposals are unacceptable in the absence of the benefits that would be 
secured; if so, the Head of Development Management is authorised to determine the 
application and impose appropriate reasons for refusal under Delegated Powers.  

 

 
1.0 INTRODUCTION: 
 
1.1 The application is brought before the Heavy Woollen Planning Committee 

because of the size of the site, which exceeds 0.5 hectares in area (but 
proposes less than 60 dwellings). This is in accordance with the council’s 
scheme of delegation. 

 
2.0 SITE AND SURROUNDINGS: 
 
2.1 The site comprises Dogley Mills, located off Penistone Road at Fenay Bridge. 

Within the site is a mill building located centrally, with areas of hardstanding 
and off-street parking to the rear and side of the building. The site is currently 
occupied by Connection Seating Limited and two other smaller businesses. 
The site is flanked by undeveloped green belt land to the south, west north-
west, by existing dwellings to the north-east and by Penistone Road to the 
east. The site is located within the Green Belt on the Unitary Development 
Plan.  

 
  

Electoral Wards Affected:   
 
Kirkburton  

    Ward Members consulted 
  (referred to in report)  

NO 



3.0 PROPOSAL: 
 
3.1 The application seeks permission for the demolition of the existing buildings 

and outline application for the erection of a residential development for 15 
dwellings. The matters to be considered as part of this application are details 
of access and layout.    

 
3.2 The existing access off Penistone Road would be used to serve the 

development.  
 
3.3 The layout proposed comprises a mix of detached, semi-detached and 

terraced dwellings, some of which have detached garages accessed off a 
central access road. An area of public open space is proposed in the western 
portion of the site.  

 
4.0 RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY (including enforcement history): 

 
4.1  92/02644 – Formation of 10 additional car parking spaces – Permitted 

Development  
 

2000/90638 – Change of use from storage and distribution to assembly and 
manufacture of office chairs and sofas with associated offices – Conditional 
Full Permission  

  
2001/91392 – Erection of despatch department extension – Conditional Full 
Permission  

 
2004/94664 – Erection of open loading bay – Conditional Full Permission  

 
2006/92301 – Renewal of unimplemented permission for erection of dispatch 
department extension – Withdrawn 

 
2006/93151 – Renewal of unimplemented permission for erection of dispatch 
department extension – Conditional Full Permission  

 
5.0 HISTORY OF NEGOTIATIONS (including revisions to the scheme): 

 
5.1 Discussions have taken place during the course of the application between 

officers and the applicant. This resulted in the submission of: 
A layout plan to be considered as part of the application (the 
application was originally submitted with all matters reserved, apart 
from access). 

• A revised Design & Access Statement and Planning Policy Statement 
(to address the above). 

• Revised access details to address highway concerns. 

• Further information in relation to drainage to address comments raised 
by Yorkshire Water.  

 
  



6.0 PLANNING POLICY: 
 
6.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires 

that planning applications are determined in accordance with the 
Development Plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. The 
Development Plan for Kirklees currently comprises the saved policies within 
the Kirklees Unitary Development Plan (Saved 2007). 

 
6.2 Kirklees Unitary Development Plan (UDP) Saved Policies 2007: 
 
 D2 – Unallocated Land  

BE1 – Design principles 
BE2 – Quality of design 
BE12 – Space about buildings 
BE23 – Crime prevention 
NE9 – Retention of mature trees 
T10 – Highway safety 
H10 – Affordable housing 
H12 – Arrangements for securing affordable housing 
G6 – Land contamination 
H18 – Provision of open space 
B4 – Change of use of land and buildings last used for business or industry 
EP11 – Ecological landscaping 

 
6.3 Supplementary Planning Guidance / Documents: 
 
 SPD2 – Affordable Housing 
 
6.4 National Planning Guidance: 
 

Chapter 1 – Building a strong, competitive economy 
Chapter 6 – Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes 
Chapter 7 – Requiring Good Design  
Chapter 9 – Protecting Green belt land 
Chapter 10 – Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal 
change 
Chapter 11 – Conserving and enhancing the Natural Environment  

 
7.0 PUBLIC/LOCAL RESPONSE: 

 
7.1 As a result of publicity, one representation has been received.  
 
7.2 A summary of the comments received is set out below: 

• The map in appendix A of the FRA and map 1 of the Geo-environmental 
report include part of the garden of Dogley Cottage, 12 Penistone Road. 

• Who will maintain the access? 

• Snow and ice make the slope treacherous, the garden wall of 12 
Penistone Road has been damaged by vehicles. Query about perpetuity 
insurance against future damage given the increased risk to third party 



property. In winter residents park on Penistone Road. Additional residents 
would mean more on-road parking and congestion. 

• The issue of traffic queuing to exit the site has not been addressed. Shift 
patterns and deliveries mean vehicular activity is staggered. Residential 
development would lead to congestion and queuing at peak times. The 
gradient at the top is steeper than the 1 in 8 quoted in the Geo-
environmental Report and is unsuitable.  

• Concern about lack of provision for pedestrians. 

• Visibility for drivers exiting Penistone Road from Kirkburton is limited. 

• Heavier rainfall and snow melt result in Woodsome Beck becoming a 
torrent. Concern about children safety. 

• Dogley is a wildlife haven, reflected in the 'site of wildlife significance' 
status awarded by West Yorkshire Ecology Service. The area is largely 
undisturbed in the evening and weekend which would be put at risk. Site 
pollution reaching Woodsome would be detrimental to wildlife.  

• Unclear what the improvements would be to the quality of the local 
environment as stated in Point 5.14 of the Supporting Statement. 

• Point 3.3 says that it is 'envisaged' properties would be built of stone. 
However, the Design and Access Statement says the dwellings 'will' reflect 
the vernacular of surrounding dwellings. 

 
8.0 CONSULTATION RESPONSES: 

 
8.1 Statutory: 
 

The Environment Agency – No objections  
 
Yorkshire Water – No objection following receipt of further information. 
Conditions are recommended.    
 
K.C Highways Development Management – No objection following receipt 
of amended plans.  
 

8.2 Non-statutory: 
 
K.C Environmental Services – No objections  
 
K.C Arboricultural Officer – No objections  
 
K.C Ecologist – No objections 
 
K.C Flood Management – No objections 

 
Kirkburton Parish Council – No comments received. 

  



 
9.0        MAIN ISSUES 
 

• General Principle 

• Loss of the site for business use 

• Principle of Development within the Green Belt 

• Proposed Housing Development 

• Access considerations 

• Layout considerations 

• Ecology matters 

• Flood risk and Drainage 

• Contributions 

• Representations 

• Conclusion  
 
10.0 APPRAISAL 

 
General Principle: 

 
10.1 The site is located in the Green Belt where in accordance with paragraph 87 

of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) inappropriate development 
is by definition harmful to the Green Belt and should not be approved except 
in very special circumstances. Paragraph 89 of the NPPF stipulates a local 
planning authority should regard the construction of new buildings as 
inappropriate in Green Belt, with exceptions to this including limited infilling or 
the partial or complete redevelopment of a previously developed sites 
(brownfield land), whether redundant or in continuing use (excluding 
temporary buildings), which would not have a greater impact on the openness 
of the Green Belt and the purpose of including land within it than the existing 
development.  

 
10.2 The application site is an existing industrial / employment site and satisfies the 

definition of previously developed land in the NPPF. In this case new 
development should not be regarded as inappropriate development in the 
Green Belt in line with paragraph 89 of the NPPF provided that it would not 
have a greater impact on the openness of the Green Belt and the purpose of 
including land within it than the existing development.  

 
10.3 There are two key issues to be considered; 
 

- The acceptability of the loss of the employment site 
 
- The extent to which the proposal for re-development of the employment 

site for residential purposes would not have a greater impact on the 
openness of the Green Belt and the purpose of including land within it than 
the existing development. 

  



 
 Loss of the site for Business Use: 
 
10.4 With respect to the loss of the site for business purposes, the proposal is 

assessed against policy B4 of the UDP. Policy B4 states that proposals 
involving the change of use of premises and sites with established use, or last 
used for business and industry will be considered having regard to the 
suitability of the land and premises for continued business and industrial use, 
the availability of business and industrial premises of equivalent quality, the 
number of jobs likely to be created or maintained, the compatibility of use 
proposed use with surrounding uses, the effect on local amenity and on the 
local highway network.  

 
10.5 The site is owned and occupied by Connections Seating Limited. Two other 

companies lease space on part of the site; Scofield and Sims and Labtex. 
Connections Seating Limited operates from 32,000 square feet of floor space 
and rents a further 21,000 in Dewsbury. Within the supporting statement it is 
noted that operating from two sites is inefficient, coupled with the main site at 
Dogley Mills having an outdated layout which is a constraint to the company’s 
development. Looking for a third site would add to operating inefficiencies and 
is not a feasible option. The applicant advises that the age and condition of 
the buildings and the fact that they are spilt level is not conducive to modern 
day requirements. The inefficiency of the access road to accommodate 
modern day vehicles hinders the opportunity for continued expansion. The 
applicant considers that the site would require significant financial investment 
and physical alteration to overcome the operational shortcomings, and that 
this is not viable given the Company’s aspirations to operate from a single site 
and to grow.   

 
10.6 The property has not been offered to the market for continued employment 

use and no evidence is presented to confirm whether or not there is a demand 
for a continued employment use of the building. The applicant has put forward 
an argument that no marketing of the property has taken place because the 
funds from a re-development of the site are necessary to relocate and expand 
the business, and the current buildings would not generate sufficient revenue 
to allow the company to fund a re-location and expand.  

 
10.7 At the heart of the National Planning Policy Framework is a presumption in 

favour of sustainable development where local planning authorities should 
positively seek opportunities to meet the development needs of the area. 
Chapter 1 stipulates planning should operate to encourage and not act as an 
impediment to sustainable growth and significant weight should be placed on 
the need to support economic growth through the planning system.  

 
10.8 The justification to support the loss of the business site is to fund the 

expansion and re-location of the business elsewhere within the District. 
However, this is a speculative proposal for Connection Seating who has yet to 
find a site for re-location. The applicant is therefore required to submit a 
unilateral agreement that confirms the company will use the proceeds from 
the sale of the site to re-locate within the District. 



 
10.9 It is considered that facilitating the retention and expansion of this established 

business within the District should be afforded weight in determining the 
application. 

 
 Principle of Development within the Green Belt:  
 
10.10 The proposal development is not regarded as inappropriate development in 

the Green Belt in line with paragraph 89 of the NPPF. This is provided the 
development would not have a greater impact on the openness of the Green 
Belt and the purpose of including land within it than the existing development. 

 
The purposes of including land within the Green Belt: 

 
10.11 Paragraph 79 of the NPPF stipulates that the fundamental aim of Green Belt 

policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; the 
essential characteristics of Green Belts being their openness and 
permanence.  

 
10.12 Paragraph 80 sets out the five purposes of Green Belt: 

- To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas 
- To prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another 
- To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment 
- To preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and 
- To assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict 

and other urban land 
 
10.13 The main purpose of the Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl. The 

containment of the residential development to the central part of the site, 
within the development footprint of the existing industrial building would not 
result in urban sprawl. 

 
10.14 The proposed development similarly does not have any adverse impact on 

the remaining four purposes or functions of the Green Belt in this area. There 
is no incremental development beyond that existing which would lead to the 
merging of towns or smaller settlements. The countryside is safeguarded from 
encroachment as the development does not go beyond the existing built 
envelope, indeed the development would make a positive contribution by 
recycling land. 

 
The impact on openness: 

 
10.15 The impact of the existing site within the Green Belt is dominated by the bulk 

of the building at the front of the site, while the character of the rear of the site 
is open. The proposal is for 15 dwellings which would be clustered around the 
footprint of the existing buildings and areas of hardstanding in the front and 
middle portion of the site. The proposal would reduce the footprint of 
development by approximately 45%:  

 

• Existing footprint is 42,000 sq ft 



• Proposed footprint is 23,18 sq ft 
 
10.16 The proposal would not expand the footprint of development beyond the 

existing hard standing areas and it is considered the proposal would not have 
a detrimental impact on openness. 

 
10.17 The proposal is not considered to be of harm to the purposes of including land 

within Green Belt, nor would it have a detrimental impact on openness. The 
proposal is considered to be appropriate development within the Green Belt.  

 
 Proposed Housing Development:  
 
10.18 Turning to the proposal for housing development, the NPPF states that the 

purpose of the planning system “is to contribute to the achievement of 
sustainable development” (para 6). NPPF notes that pursuing sustainable 
development involves seeking positive improvements in the quality of the 
built, natural and historic environment, as well as in peoples’ quality of life 
(para 9). NPPF identifies the dimensions of sustainable development as 
economic, social and environmental roles (para 7). It states that these roles 
are mutually dependent and should not be undertaken in isolation. “Economic, 
social and environmental gains should be sought jointly and simultaneously 
through the planning system” (para 8). NPPF stresses the presumption in 
favour of sustainable development.  

 
10.19 The proposal would provide some economic gains by providing business 

opportunities for contractors and local suppliers. In accordance with the 
NPPF, new houses will support growth and satisfy housing needs thereby 
contribute to the building of a strong economy.  There would be a social gain 
through the provision of new housing at a time of general shortage and the 
proposal will be subject to a requirement to provide an element of affordable 
housing which will be a positive component of the social role of the 
development. The proposal would not extend beyond the footprint of the 
areas of hardstanding and a subject to a biodiversity mitigation plan, there 
would not be an environmental loss.  

 
10.20 A further matter for consideration is that the Council is currently unable to 

demonstrate a five year supply of deliverable homes. It is a material 
consideration in the assessment of the principle of housing development and 
the delivery of new housing at a time of general shortage is considered to 
weigh in favour of the development. The principle of development is therefore 
considered to be acceptable. 

 
 Access Considerations: 
 
10.21 Policy T10 of the UDP sets out the matters against which new development 

will be assessed in terms of highway safety. Concerns have been raised in 
the representations received that visibility for drivers exiting Penistone Road 
from Kirkburton is limited, that there is a lack of provision of pedestrians, and 
that the issue of traffic queuing to exit the site has not been addressed. There 
is also concern that the gradient at the top is steeper than 1 in 8. 



 
10.22 The applicant’s highways consultants PAH have provided a Transport 

Statement. Penistone Road forms part of the A629 which is a primary route 
linking Huddersfield Town Centre to the north, with the town of Penistone to 
the south. Given the status of the road it is subject to relatively heavy traffic 
volumes throughout the day. 

 
10.23 The site is currently occupied by a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses. It contains a 

combined gross floor area of 3800 sqm and is mostly occupied by the 
Company Connection UK Ltd that manufacture commercial furniture. 
However, there are also two other tenants that occupy the site.  

 
10.24 Connections UK Ltd occupy approximately 2970 sqm within the site, of which 

1680 sq m is used for general industrial use (B2 use class), 840 sq m is used 
as officers (B1 use class) and the remaining area is used for storage / 
distribution (B8 use class). The remaining sections of the site are used for 
general industrial use. This provides a total of around 2575 sqm of general 
industrial use at the site. 

 
10.25 The site contains an access road along its north side that leads to the north 

and west elevations of the existing buildings, and to the car parking, turning, 
and HGV loading areas. The main car parking, turning and loading areas are 
located along the west side of the site. The large Dogley Mills buildings are 
located along the east site of the site. 

 
10.26 The site contains an unmarked priority junction with kerbed radii to both sides 

and dropped kerbs for the adjacent footways. The access then leads into the 
site to the car parking and turning areas. The access road is subject to a 
steep gradient, and ranges in width between 5.5 m and 10m, with a width 
approximately 7.3m at the access with Penistone Road. Visibility at the site 
access is acknowledged to be sub-standard.  

 
10.27 Highways Development Management (HDM) have raised concerns about the 

sight lines, the gradient of the access road, aces arrangements to adjacent 
properties and detailed matters in respect of the internal layout. 

 
10.28 Amended details have been submitted and are under consideration. The 

details comprise of two options in relation to the access into the site. 

• Option 1: The proposed access would closely align with the 
existing levels. This would necessitate a stepped arrangement 
within the footway. 

• Option 2: This proposal would is considered more acceptable in 
terms of gradients and would achieve better visibility onto 
Wakefied Road. However, due to the change in gradients, this 
would necessitate the raising of ground levels of between 2m – 
2.5m.  

 
10.29 Option 2, as referred to above, is considered by officers to be acceptable and 

would address previous concerns raised by HDM in relation to the access.  
 



 Layout Considerations: 
 

Visual Amenity  
 

10.30 The proposed density of development is considered to represent an efficient 
use of the site, and the proposal would achieve the recommended distances 
to neighbouring dwellings as set out in policy BE12 of the UDP. The character 
of the immediate surrounding area is characterised by a mix of property types, 
including detached and terraced properties, with the predominate scale being 
two storey, and constructed of natural stone and stone slates.  

 
10.31 The proposed layout of detached, semi-detached and detached dwellings 

would be in-keeping with the prevailing character of the site and a full 
assessment of the scale and appearance of the dwellings would be made 
upon the receipt of reserved matters should outline permission be granted. In 
all, it is considered that there is scope to secure details which would not harm 
the character of the surroundings and which would accord with policies BE1 
and BE2 of the UDP as well as the aims of the NPPF. This would be 
addressed through a subsequent reserved matters application.  

 
Residential Amenity  

 
10.32 UDP Policy D2 requires the effect on residential amenity to be considered and 

policy BE12 sets out the normally recommended minimum distances between 
habitable and non-habitable room windows of existing and proposed 
dwellings. The nearest neighbouring properties to the site are located to the 
north-east and east of the site.  

 
10.33 A full assessment of the scale and appearance of the dwellings, to include the 

positioning of windows would be assessed at the reserved matters stage. 
However, it is considered an acceptable scheme could be brought forward at 
reserved matters stage which would meet the requirements of distances 
between dwellings as set out in policy BE12 of the UDP, and would ensure 
there would not be a detrimental loss of privacy or amenity to neighbouring 
properties, their habitable room windows, or private amenity spaces. As such, 
it is considered that residential amenity would be safeguarded in accordance 
with Policies D2 and BE12 of the UDP. 

 

 Ecology Matters: 
 
10.34 UDP Policy EP11 requests that applications for planning permission should 

incorporate landscaping which protects/enhances the ecology of the site. The 
application is supported by two ecological reports.  

 

10.35 The Council’s ecologist notes that both reports are succinct yet detailed and 
fulfilled their intended purpose. The second of the two reports also describes 
proposed detailed mitigation in respect of European Protected Species. It is 
however noted that the Ecological Appraisal recommended the production of 
a Biodiversity Management Plan to ensure the mitigation and enhancement 



measures described in the report are incorporated into the development 
proposals, which has not been provided.   

10.36 Roosting bats were recorded (low conservation status) therefore a European 
Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) licence is required to undertake the 
development proposals.  Therefore the Council has a duty to ensure that the 
three ‘derogation tests’ can be met in determining the planning application, 
and therefore that a licence is likely to be granted by Natural England.   

10.37 The derogation tests are set out in Regulation 53 of The Conservation of 
Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, and are: 

1. A licence can be granted for the purposes of “preserving public health or 
public safety or other imperative reasons of overriding public interest 
including those of a social or economic nature and beneficial 
consequences of primary importance for the environment”. 

2. The appropriate authority shall not grant a licence unless they are satisfied 
“that there is no satisfactory alternative”. 

3. The appropriate authority shall not grant a licence unless they are satisfied 
“that the action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the 
population of the species concerned at a favourable conservation status in 
their natural range.” 

10.38 In respect of the third test officers are satisfied that the favourable 
conservation status of common pipistrelle bats can be maintained, provided 
the measures described in the Bat Method Statement (Section 3 of the report 
titled Additional Ecological Information) are implemented.  A document 
providing the details required of a Landscape and Ecological Management 
Plan (LEMP) as set out in BS42020 (BSI, 2013) is required which will be 
addressed through condition.  Subject to the inclusion of suitable conditions, 
ecological matters are addressed.  

 
 Flood Risk and Drainage: 
 
10.39 The NPPF sets out the responsibilities for Local Planning Authorities in 

determining planning applications, including flood risk assessments taking 
climate change into account and the application of the sequential approach. 
The application is supported by a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) by Haigh 
Huddleston & Associates.  

 
Flood Risk 

 
10.40 The majority of the site is within flood zone 1, with a portion of the western 

part of the site falling within flood zone 2. The Environment Agency raise no 
objections, subject to the development being carried out in accordance with 
the accompanying Flood Risk Assessment and appropriate mitigation 
measures. These include that finished floor levels in Flood Zone 2 shall be set 
at least 300mm above ground level.  

  



 
Drainage  

 
10.41 Part 4 of the FRA states that in the first instance the use of soakaways and 

infiltration will be investigated, and if these appear to be unsuitable based on 
the infiltration tests then alternative systems can be investigated. 

 
10.42 Flood management raises no objections to the principle of development. This 

is subject to the inclusion of a condition for a scheme restricting the rate of 
surface water discharge from the site to a maximum of 70% of exiting pre-
development flow rate.  

 
10.43 Yorkshire Water notes that the site layout proposes new buildings and trees 

over the public sewer within the site. Following discussions with Yorkshire 
Water, they have confirmed that, subject to the inclusion of suggested 
conditions, they have no objection.  

 
Foul Sewage 

 
10.44 Pollution and Noise Control requested information regarding the means of foul 

sewage disposal, and note that it is expected that a development of this size 
to be connected to the mains sewage system. The agent was asked to clarify 
this, but no further information has been submitted. This matter will be 
addressed through condition.  

 
 Contributions:  
 

Affordable Housing 
 
10.45 UDP Policies H10 and H12 set out the requirements for the provision of 

affordable housing. For sites of 5 dwellings or more an affordable housing 
contribution should be sought. As this is a brownfield site, the contribution 
would be 15% of the total floor space of the development. As the current 
buildings are occupied, the scheme will not benefit from Vacant Building 
Credit.  

 
Metro Cards 

 
10.46 To encourage use of public transport services and establish sustainable travel 

patterns, the developer will be required to enter into Metro’s Residential 
MetroCard (RMC) to provide discounted annual Bus MetroCards and public 
transport information. The cost is anticipated as 15 x £475.75 = £7,136,25.  

 
10.47 The developer has put forward an argument that the funds from re-developing 

the site are necessary to locate and expand the business. The ability of the 
scheme to provide the above contributions will therefore have to be assessed 
when further information is known about costs. It is therefore appropriate in 
this particular case to address the contributions through conditions.   

 
  



Public Open Space 
 
10.48 In accordance with policy H18 of the UDP the applicant would be required to 

include measures within the site for the provision of public open space at a 
minimum rate of 30 sqm per dwelling. The layout proposes an area of public 
open space in the western portion of the site which amounts to 3399 sqm and 
is policy compliant. This includes land within the red line application site and 
land within a blue line also in control of the applicant.  

 
10.49 This is a speculative proposal and there is no end developer identified. 

Accordingly, it is considered that the provision and the long term maintenance 
arrangements of the area of public open space can appropriately be 
conditioned. 

 
 Representations: 
 
10.50 Four representations have been received. In so far as they have not been 

addressed above:  
 

10.51 The map in appendix A of the FRA and map 1 of the Geo-environmental 
report include part of the garden of Dogley Cottage, 12 Penistone Road. 
Response: The supporting maps in these documents do include a part of the 
garden area of Dogley Cottage, however, the red line boundary submitted is 
correct.   

 
10.52 Who will maintain the access? 

Response: It is proposed that the access would be adopted, and therefore 
maintained by the Council. Further comments from Highway Services on the 
revised access proposals are awaited at the time of writing.   
 

10.53 Snow and ice make the slope treacherous, the garden wall of 12 Penistone 
Road has been damaged by vehicles. Query about perpetuity insurance 
against future damage given the increased risk to third party property.  
Response:  The Transport Statement references that the existing site has the 
potential to generate a combined total of 211 trips per day, of which 24 could 
be goods vehicles entering the site. The proposal which now proposes four 
less dwellings than is referenced in the TS estimates a daily trip of around 120 
vehicles. It is considered therefore that post development, the risk would be 
reduced.  
 

10.54 In winter residents park on Penistone Road. Additional residents would mean 
more on-road parking and congestion. 
Response: Sufficient parking is provided within the site to accommodate the 
proposed development. The possibility of residents parking on Penistone 
Road in severe winter conditions is acknowledged as a possible consequence 
of the gradient of the access. Cars parked along Penistone Road would 
narrow the width of the road and could cause possible delays to vehicles 
waiting for an opportunity to pass parked cars when traffic is coming in the 
other direction. This would however be a temporary impact, and it is unlikely 



residents would park here on a recurrent basis due to the distance from the 
proposed dwellings and the gradient.  
 

10.55 Heavier rainfall and snow melt result in Woodsome Beck becoming a torrent. 
Concern about children safety. 
Response: This is not a material planning consideration.  
 

10.56 Dogley is a wildlife haven, reflected in the 'site of wildlife significance' status 
awarded by West Yorkshire Ecology Service. The area is largely undisturbed 
in the evening and weekend which would be put at risk. Site pollution reaching 
Woodsome would be detrimental to wildlife.  
Response: An ecological report has been submitted which has been 
assessed by the Officers. No objections are raised subject to a Biodiversity 
and Mitigation Plan being developed for the site. This will be addressed 
through condition. The existing occupiers operate between 3am and 7:30pm 
Monday to Friday, and there will be some additional impact arising from the 
development an artificial lighting / activity in the evening. However, the built 
development would not extend beyond the existing hard surfaced footprint of 
the site, and it is not considered there would be a detrimental impact on 
wildlife, subject to the submission of a Biodiversity and Mitigation Plan.      
 

10.57 Point 3.3 says that it is 'envisaged' properties would be built of stone. 
However, the Design and Access Statement says the dwellings 'will' reflect 
the vernacular of surrounding dwellings. 
Response: The details of the appearance of the dwellings, including the 
proposed construction materials would form part of any future reserved 
matters application.  
 

11.0 CONCLUSION 

11.1 The NPPF has introduced a presumption in favour of sustainable 
development. The policies set out in the NPPF taken as a whole constitute the 
Government’s view of what sustainable development means in practice. This 
application has been assessed against relevant policies in the development 
plan and other material considerations. It is considered that the development 
would constitute sustainable development and is therefore recommended for 
approval. 

 

12.0 CONDITIONS (Summary list. Full wording of conditions including any 
amendments/additions to be delegated to the Head of Development 
Management) 

 
It is proposed that the following planning conditions would be included 
should planning permission be granted: 

 

1-4. Standard Reserved Matters conditions. 

5. Development to be in accordance with the Flood Risk Assessment. 

6. A scheme to restrict the rate of surface water discharge. 

7. A scheme retailing foul, surface water, and land drainage.  



8. Phase II Intrusive Site Investigation Report.  

9. Site Remediation Strategy. 

10. Site Remediation to be carried out.  

11. Validation Report. 

12. Affordable housing. 

13. Public Open Space. 

14. Metro card provision. 

15. Surfacing of vehicle parking areas. 

16. Biodiversity Mitigation and Enhancement Plan. 

17. Provision of electric vehicle recharging point(s). 

 
Background Papers: 
 
Application and history files 
 
Website link to the application details: 
http://www.kirklees.gov.uk/beta/planning-applications/search-for-planning-

applications/detail.aspx?id=2015%2f93261 
 
Certificate of Ownership – Certificate A signed 
 
 
 


