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ADDENDUM 

 
 
 
ITEM 3a - 20/01149/FUL – Land 60M West Of No. 3 Castle Walks 
 
The recommendation remains as per the original report 
 
To assist members, the definition of open space is set out in the National Planning 
Policy Framework and is provided below: 
 
Open space: All open space of public value, including not just land, but also areas of 
water (such as rivers, canals, lakes and reservoirs) which offer important 
opportunities for sport and recreation and can act as a visual amenity. 
 
The Council’s Open Space study (2019) defines the primary purposes of amenity 
greenspace as:  
 
Opportunities for informal activities close to home or work or enhancement of the 
appearance of residential or other areas. 
 
 
The applicant has submitted the following comments: 
 
We have just been on the Chorley planning website and discovered the Committee 
report dated 15th June. 
 
I would like to respond to the further objections that have been received as these 
paint us in a very bad light and insinuates that we have a disregard for planning 
which is not the case. 
 
Firstly though I would like to point out that when we bought the land it was completely 
impassable you could not walk across it and even we were not prepared for the 
amount of fly tipping, the burnt out caravan, abandoned farmers trailers, building 
rubble, etc. that was hidden beneath. 
 
Point 1 the clearing of trees not included in the notification 20/00992/TCON. 
Could you or the person who lodged the objection please enlighten us as to which 
trees these were. We employed the services of a reputable company of tree 
surgeons, initially to trim the hedges, it was here that we were told we needed to 
apply to planning, when we got the planning, the work was carried out exactly as 
agreed, please see attached planning documents. The land was cleared of sapling 
growth and scrub and 4 silver birch were removed, these were mainly tall trunks with 
some wispy leaves at the top, they were not healthy trees, we would never remove 
any trees without good reason. 



 
Point 2 Considerable reprofiling by excavation and the laying of a large area of 
hardstanding. 
This hardstanding is an area of road gravel, which will eventually grass over. It was 
necessary to do this so we would be able to park on the land and turn vehicles 
around, so we are not obstructing or backing up on Yarrow Close, this is a safety 
issue. 
 
Point 3 Storage of heavy plant machinery. 
There is no heavy plant being stored on the land there is currently a mini digger and 
a small dumper on the site. These are necessary to manage the land in its clearance. 
 
Point 4 Considerable disruption to local residents moving heavy plant over the 
unadopted section of Yarrow Close. 
As I have said the land was completely impassable and full of all kinds of debris and 
building rubble, so on 2 occasions we have hired a digger, on both occasions my 
husband has made sure that the machine was delivered after 9.30am so as to avoid 
the school run times. We have at all times been conscious of the people on the 
walkway and on Yarrow Close. 
 
We are very conscious of the environment and like to think we improve where we 
can, we do want to plant more trees and make the site a pleasant place to be, 
encouraging wildlife of all kinds, we have no wish to have formal gardens, just a 
house in a meadow land but all land needs a certain amount of maintaining. 
 
 
Officer comment: 
 
Members of the public are entitled to make representations on planning application 
as part of the notification process. Comments received are reported within the body 
of the committee report, or in the Addendum, depending at which point they are 
received in the application process.  
 
The committee report and the Addendum are both public documents which are 
published on the Council’s website.  
 
It is not the role of the case officer to engage in discussions between objectors and 
the applicant, or to clarify matters which have been raised between each party, 
except where they are relevant and material considerations in the determination of 
the application in question. 
 
The matter in relation to the clearing of trees and the application 20/00992/TCON is 
not part of this assessment. 
 
Hardstanding has been laid on the site which the applicant states is a safety issue. 
There is no record of planning permission for this hardstanding, however, it is not 
part of the assessment of this application, as it is a separate matter.  
 
Storage of heavy plant and machinery – again, this is a separate matter and not 
material to this application.  
 
Disruption to residents – again, this is a separate matter and not material to this 
application. 
 
 



1no. further objection has been received: 
 
Risk of flooding 
 
Please can councillors seriously consider the risk of flooding to neighbouring 
properties. I appreciate that a flood risk assessment of the proposed development 
site has been carried out and reference has been made within the report to highway 
drainage at the carriageway at Yarrow Close.  Attached is an image of the area in 
Yarrow Close taken in October 2020 after some heavy but not prolonged rainfall 
clearly showing surface water that the drains do not have capacity to deal with. 
Parked vehicles were moved as a precaution and the Castle Walks PROW was not 
freely passable by pedestrians due to the accumulation of water. This is a regular 
occurrence during the wetter months and the standing water along Castle Walks is 
adjacent to the rear of the properties on Yarrow Close.  
 

 
 
Disruption to current residents  
 



Since preparatory work has commenced on the site, vehicles have been parked 
either directly in front of or across from the driveway of the property adjacent to the 
site access, which has resulted in restricted access to vehicles. Residents at this 
property have had to (i) wait for a contractor to return from lunch to enable their 
vehicle to be moved and (ii) abandoned an attempt to move a vehicle as unable to 
attract the attention of the vehicle owner who was operating a digger on the site. This 
does not include occasions where access has been blocked/restricted and the 
owners have not required their vehicles. In addition, heavy vehicles have been using 
Yarrow Close to gain site access, which I expect will increase should the application 
be granted and proposed work commence. This resident's vehicles have been 
damaged in the recent past due to lorries delivering to building works on Yarrow 
Close and it is a real concern that parked private vehicles are at risk. 
 
Officer comment: 
 
Flood Risk – In relation to the development itself, the Environment Agency are 
satisfied that the development will not cause flooding elsewhere. In relation to 
highway drainage and capacity, this is a matter for Lancashire County Council if it 
falls within the adopted highway.  
 
Disruption to residents – as set out earlier in the addendum, any works that have 
been carried out are separate to this planning application.  
Damage to vehicles from construction works and indiscriminate / unneighbourly 
parking is not a planning matter. 
 


