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Planning Committee

Tuesday, 10th December, 2024

MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE

Members present:  Councillor Carson (Chairperson);
Aldermen Lawlor, McCullough and Rodgers;
Councillors Abernethy, Anglin, Bell, Brennan,
T. Brooks, Doran, Ferguson, Garrett,
Hanvey, McCabe, McCann, Murphy and Whyte.

In attendance: Ms. K. Bentley, Director of Planning and Building Control;
Mr. K. McDonnell, Solicitor (Regulatory and Planning);
Mr. E. Baker, Planning Manager (Development
Management),
Ms. L. Walshe, Principal Planning Officer;
Mr. M. Whittaker, Senior Planning Officer;
Mr. N. Hasson, Senior Planning Officer; and
Ms. C. Donnelly, Committee Services Officer.

Apologies

An apology for inability to attend was reported for Councillor Groogan.

Minutes

The minutes of the meeting of 12th November, 2024 were taken as read and
signed as correct. It was reported that those minutes had been adopted by the Council,
at its meeting on 2nd December, 2024, subject to the omission of those matters in
respect of which the Council had delegated its powers to the Committee.

Declarations of Interest

The Chairperson (Councillor Carson) declared an interest in relation to item
9g LA04/2023/2557/F - 260 no. dwellings, children's play area and other ancillary and
associated works - Lands East of Meadowhill, North of Glencolin Court, North and East
of Glencolin Rise, East of Glencolin Grove, North and West of Glen Road Rise, and
North of Glen Road Grove, in that he had previously engaged with the applicant.

Councillor T. Brooks declared an interest in relation to item 9a,
LA04/2020/0568/F and LA04/2020/0569/LBC - Demolition of building and structures at
rear, refurbishment and alteration of frontage building and erection of 9 storey extension
to rear to form hotel (74 bedrooms) with associated restaurant, bar and ancillary
facilities and works (amended description). Demolition of building and structures at rear,
part demolition to internal features, refurbishment and extension to listed building
(amended description). - 21 Queen Street, in that in that her husband was associated
with the Ulster Architectural Heritage Society.



F Planning Committee
242 Tuesday, 10th December, 2024

Councillor Whyte declared an interest in relation to item 9g, LA04/2023/2557/F -
260 no. dwellings, children's play area and other ancillary and associated works - Lands
East of Meadowhill, North of Glencolin Court, North and East of Glencolin Rise, East of
Glencolin Grove, North and West of Glen Road Rise, and North of Glen Road Grove, in
that the applicant was a client of the company he was employed by.

Withdrawn Items

The Committee noted that the following items had been withdrawn from the
agenda:

¢ Draft Planning Committee Operating Protocol; and
o LA04/2024/1623/F - Change of use from 4 bed dwelling

(C1) to 5 bed House of Multiple Occupancy (Sui Generis) -
49 Woodcot Avenue.

Committee Site Visits

The Committee noted the site visits.

Notification of Provision/Removal of Accessible Parking Bays

The Committee noted the notifications regarding accessible parking bays at the
following locations:

e Provision at 79 Cavendish Street; and
e Provision at Cuba Walk, adjacent to Scotch Row.

Planning Appeals Notified

The Committee noted the appeals decisions.

Planning Decisions Issued

The Committee noted the planning decisions issued in November, 2024.

Live Applications for Major Development

The Committee noted the list of live applications for major development.
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The Committee noted the list of Committee decisions which had not yet been

issued.

Miscellaneous Reports

Advanced Notice of Listed Buildings - 14 Carolan

Road, 86 Lisburn Road, 88 Lisburn Road and 50

Windsor Avenue

The Committee noted and supported the proposed listing of:

14 Carolan Road, Belfast, BT7 3HE;
86 Lisburn Rd, Belfast, BT9 6AF;

88 Lisburn Rd Belfast BT9 6AF; and
50 Windsor Avenue, Belfast, BT9 7DX.

Delegation of Local applications subject to a NIW

objection

The Committee agreed to delegate to the Director of Planning and Building

Control those Local planning applications to which NI Water had objected.

Planning Applications previously considered

LA04/2020/0568/F & LA04/2020/0569/LBC _ -
Demolition of building and structures at rear,
refurbishment and alteration of frontage
building and erection of 9 storey extension to
rear to form hotel (74 bedrooms) with
associated restaurant, bar & ancillary facilities
and works (amended description). Demolition of
building and structures at rear, part demolition
to _internal _ features, refurbishment and
extension to listed building (amended
description). - 21 Queen Street.

The Planning Manager explained that the Committee had approved the
applications at its meeting in November, however, the description of the application for

full planning permission required amendment, to reference demolition.

He explained that the applications had been approved by the Committee, at its
meeting in February, and that, since the decisions had been issued, a Pre-Action
Protocol letter had been received from the Ulster Architectural Heritage Society (UAH)

in June, 2024.
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He stated that officers had accepted that, on balance, the decisions should be
guashed on the basis that it should have been clearer in the original Committee report
that the building and structures proposed to be demolished at the rear were part of the
Listed Building and how relevant planning policy that related to demolition of Listed
Buildings had been applied.

He stated that the decisions had subsequently been quashed by the Court and
the addendum report set out an updated assessment of the demolition of the Listed
structures at the rear, having regard to the relevant planning policies and included
updated advice from the Historic Environment Division (HED).

He reported that UAH had submitted a late objection that cited concern with
regard to re-consultation and conflict with Policies BH1, BH2, DES1 and DES3, which
implied that there were no exceptional reasons why the Listed Building could not be
retained in its original or reasonably modified form.

The Planning Manager presented the amended description and asked the
Committee to confirm its previous decisions.

The Committee agreed to grant planning permission and Listed Building
Consent, subject to conditions and delegated authority to the Director of Planning and
Building Control to finalise the wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters
that arise, provided that they were not substantive.

LA04/2022/2103/F - Proposed change of use
and redevelopment of the existing waste
management facility and adjoining plant hire
business to create a new waste disposal
installation for the incineration of healthcare
and hazardous waste  streams  and
associated works. - 1 and 2 Duncrue Pass.

The Committee agreed to defer consideration of the application in order that a
site visit could be undertaken.

(The Committee agreed to consider the following two items together.)

LAO04/2019/0081/F - Erection of 12No.
apartments (social/affordable housing units
comprising 3No. one bed & 9No. two bed)
with provision of community pocket park, car
parking, landscaping and all associated site
and access works (Amended site location
plan / site layout) - Lands at former Maple
Leaf Club, 41-43 Park Avenue; and

LA04/2020/2325/F - Proposed erection 21no.
dwellings (social/affordable housing units
comprising 17no. townhouses and 4no.
semi-detached), car parking, landscaping
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and all associated site and access works
(Amended drawings, additional information) -
Lands at former Maple Leaf Club, 41-43 Park
Avenue.

The Planning Manager summarised the applications and explained that they had
been approved by the Committee in March, 2022 and re-approved in June, 2023,
following the adoption of the Belfast Local Development Plan: Plan Strategy.

He stated that the applications were being reported back to the Committee as
the Section 76 planning agreement remained outstanding after five years as there had
been issues with regard to ownership of the land and that there had been an adjustment
to the parking layout for the 12 apartments, reducing the number of spaces from 11 to
10.

He explained that the applications could not remain undetermined indefinitely as
the Council must be mindful of its statutory performance targets and he recommended
that, should the Section 76 planning agreement not be completed by the end of
January, 2025, the applications would be reported back to the Committee at its meeting
in February for redetermination.

The Committee agreed to grant planning permission in respect of both
applications, subject to conditions and a Section 76 planning agreement, and delegated
authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the wording of the
conditions and Section 76 planning agreement.

The Committee noted that, should the Section 76 planning agreement not be
completed by the end of January, 2025, the application would be brought back to the
Committee for redetermination.

LA04/2024/1020/F - Proposed change of use
from dwelling (C1) to 3 Bedroom HMO (Sui
generis) including partial demolition of
existing rear extension to create new flat
roof, fenestration changes and new roof light
window to front (amended proposal
description). - 6 Paxton Street

The Principal Planning Officer outlined the application to the Committee and
presented a site location plan, elevation imaging and floor plans.

She explained that, since the Committee’s meeting in November, when the
application was deferred in order that Members could undertake a site visit, the PAC
had issued a decision to allow an appeal for an HMO. She reported that the main
issues in the appeal related to whether the development proposal would unacceptably
affect residential amenity and whether sufficient on-street car parking was available.

She stated that the Commissioner had considered that there was sufficient
parking available in the vicinity of the site and that there was no evidence to support the
view that an additional HMO would adversely impact residential amenity.
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She explained that the reasons for refusal were therefore not sustained and the
appeal succeeded. She added that, having regard to the development plan and other
material considerations, the proposal was considered acceptable and that it was
recommended that planning permission be granted, subject to conditions.

A number of Members raised concerns with regard to a lack of amenity space,
which one Member explained that it was clearly evident from the Committee site visit.

At the request of a Member, the Director of Planning and Building Control
agreed to arrange a Committee Workshop to discuss a review of supplementary
planning guidance with regard to HMOs.

Proposal

Moved by Councillor Ferguson;
Seconded by Alderman Lawlor; and

Resolved — “That the Committee refuse the application due to a lack
of amenity space and delegates authority to the Director of Planning and
Building Control to finalise the wording of the reasons for refusal.”

(The Chairperson (Councillor Carson) and Councillor Whyte left the meeting
whilst the following item was under consideration, Deputy Chairperson
(Councillor T. Brooks) in the Chair.)

LAQ04/2023/2557/F - 260 no. dwellings,
children's  play area and other
ancillary and associated works -
Lands East of Meadowhill, North of
Glencolin_Court, North and East of
Glencolin Rise, East of Glencolin
Grove, North and West of Glen Road
Rise, and North of Glen Road Grove

The Planning Manager explained that the application had been considered and
approved by the Committee at its meeting in June, 2024, and that part of the
recommendation had been based on the implementation of a Travel Plan, secured via a
clause within the final Section 76 planning agreement and dealing with the final
consultation responses from Dfl Roads and Dfl Rivers, provided that they were not
substantive.

He reported that, since the application was approved, subject to conditions,
viability issues had been raised by the applicant in relation to the delivery of the
proposed pedestrian crossing point on the Glen Road and the timing of its delivery.
He stated that the applicant had requested that the Council consider reducing the travel
card subsidy from three years to one year in order to enable the provision of the
pedestrian crossing point prior to occupation of the first dwelling.
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He informed the Committee that the viability appraisal had been submitted by
the applicant and reviewed by officers, and that it was recommended that the
application be approved, subject to conditions and a Section 76 planning agreement.

The Committee agreed to grant planning permission, subject to conditions and a
Section 76 planning agreement and delegated authority to the Director of Planning and
Building Control to finalise the wording of the conditions and Section 76 planning
agreement and to deal with any outstanding issues raised by Dfl Roads, and any other
matters that arise, including reviewing the applicant’s viability appraisal and, if
appropriate, amend the “green travel measures” offer to enable the construction and
provision of the pedestrian crossing prior to occupation of the development.

(The Chairperson (Councillor Carson) in the Chair.)

New Planning Applications

LA04/2024/0626/F - Erection of 104no. residential
units _across two detached blocks [ranging
between 3 and 5 storeys] including 84 no. Social
Rented Housing Units (comprising a mix of General
Social Housing and Category 1 over 55's
accommodation), landscaping, communal and
private _amenity space, ancillary cycle and car
parking provision, and other associated site works
- 1 Havelock House Havelock Place.

The Planning Manager explained that a previous application at the site for
270no. apartments had been refused by the Committee in 2020 on the grounds of
adverse impact on the setting of Listed Buildings, inappropriate height, scale and
massing, design out of character with the area and over-dominant impact on
neighbouring housing, loss of outlook, amenity and unacceptable harm to living
conditions. He added that a subsequent appeal to the PAC had been dismissed.

He reported that the application proposed the construction of 104no. residential
units, to include 84no. social rented units (approximately 80%), that would comprise a
mix of general social housing and Category 1, over 55s accommodation.

He stated that the proposed development would comprise of two detached
blocks, ranging in height from five storeys along the Ormeau Road elevation that would
step down to three stories to the rear.

He outlined the following key issues for consideration of the application:

Principle of housing in this location;
Housing density;

Affordable housing;

Housing mix;

Adaptable and accessible accommodation;
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Design and placemaking;

Impact on heritage assets;

Residential quality and impact on amenity;
Community cohesion and good relations;
Security and design;

Open space;

Space Standards;

Access and transport;

Health impacts;

Environmental protection and climate change;
Flood risk and drainage;

Waste-water infrastructure;

Waste management;

Natural heritage;

Employability and skills;

Section 76 planning agreement;
Pre-application Community Consultation; and
Matters raised in representations.

He explained that the site was a suitable and highly sustainable location for
housing and that the proposal would make effective use of previously developed land
and would support city centre living.

He reported that the Northern Ireland Housing Executive (NIHE) was supportive
of the on-site social housing proposals and that it had submitted a further response to
the Council that reiterated its position on the proposal, stating that it fully supported a
mixed-tenure scheme of 84 social homes, that there was a higher than average social
housing stock in the area that would increase further with other schemes, and that there
was a higher than average private rent and a below average owner occupation.
He stated that the NIHE had asserted that consideration should be given to intermediate
tenures, private for sale or private for rent homes and that waiting lists had applicants
with different circumstances, needs and levels of points that required a wider variety of
housing needs, therefore, it didn’t anticipate difficulty in achieving fully mixed tenures for
schemes of the scale proposed.

The Planning Manager informed the Committee that no objections from statutory
or non-statutory consultees had been received and that there had been
52 representations received, that included one petition of objection submitted from the
Donegal Pass Residents Association that raised concerns with regard to the planning
process, form of housing, impact on amenity, height, density, design and impact on
services and infrastructure. He informed the Committee that all concerns had been
addressed within the report and summarised those issues that had been raised.

He stated that it was recommended that planning permission be granted, subject
to conditions and a Section 76 planning agreement.

The Chairperson welcomed Mr. D. Broderick, Mr. T. Stokes and Mr. A. Coulson
and Ms. J. Sloan to the meeting, who attended on behalf of the applicant.
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Mr. Stokes outlined the history of the site and explained that the previous refusal
had highlighted many areas of concern and issues to address, such as the impact of
setting of listed buildings and the relationship to adjacent residential areas.

He stated that the proposal for a high quality shared housing scheme catered for
a mix of housing needs and was located on a prime city centre site and key transport
route and that it was sensitive to the adjacent residential areas through several key
design features.

He explained that the proposal had initially been for 100% social housing
scheme which had been amended during the course of the application to allow for
ongoing discussions between the applicant, the housing association and NIHE, in terms
of final tenure mix.

He stated that the ability to market the remaining 20 units as another form of
affordable housing was currently being investigated and that it was clear from the most
recent housing lists that had been provided by NIHE had shown that the demand for
social housing had continued to increase.

He informed the Committee that the proposal represented a total investment of
around £25m in the city, with a build period of just under two years.

In response to questions from Members with regard to the impact of the proposal
on local residents and engagement with the community, Ms. Sloan explained that the
housing association, along with the development partner felt that it had actively engaged
with the local community.

A number of Members questioned the mixed tenure element of the proposal and
the applicant’s indication of an ultimate objective of a 100% social housing scheme. In
response, Ms. Sloan explained that there was a critical need for social housing and that
they believed that the local community also supported social housing at the site and
stated that it was preferable that the scheme was approved to deliver 100% social
housing.

The Planning Manager outlined the relevant policies and explained that the
Council’s ‘Affordable Housing and Housing Mix’ Supplementary Planning Guidance
stated that “In all cases, whether or not a proposal for mono-tenure social housing is
deemed to deliver sustainable and balanced communities will be assessed on a case-
by-case basis using the following factors:

e ‘The level of social housing need in the vicinity of the site and the
availability of land to address such needs,

e The wider tenure and characteristics of an area, in order to minimise
large areas of single tenure social housing; and

o Whether a scheme is proposed as ‘shared housing”

He stated that, on balance, a 100% social housing scheme would be considered
acceptable in this particular case and explained that to increase the minimum social
housing requirement to 100& would overlap the NIHE’s remit as a housing authority and
that the Section 76 planning agreement would not provide sufficient flexibility, should the
NIHE decide not to support a scheme any greater than 80% social housing.
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Proposal

Moved by Councillor Murphy,
Seconded by Councillor Doran,

“That the application is approved on the basis that all 104
residential units be provided as social rented housing (100%) and
that this shall be secured by the Section 76 planning agreement.

That the Committee grant planning permission, subject to
conditions and a Section 76 planning agreement and delegates
authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise
the wording of the conditions and Section 76 planning agreement
and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they are
not substantive.”

On a vote, thirteen Members voted for the proposal and four against and it was
declared carried.

At the request of Councillor Murphy, the Committee agreed to invite the NIHE to
attend a discussion with the Committee to obtain clarity on its interpretation of the
Council’s Supplementary Planning Guidance.

LA04/2024/1138/F _and LA04/2024/1141/DCA _ -
Demolition of  existing buildings and
construction of Purpose Built Multi _Storey
Managed Student Accommodation (821no.
rooms) with additional Short Term use outside
of term time. Proposed heights of between 6-9
storeys and associated shared/ancillary spaces
with ground floor retail/retail service units,
resident's gym/cinema and ancillary
development/uses. (Amended Description) -
Lands including and to the rear of 24-54 Castle
Street, 2-6 Queen Street, 1-7 & 21 Fountain
Street

The Planning Manager outlined the application to the Committee and highlighted
the following key issues for consideration:

Principle of PBMSA in this location;

Design, Placemaking, and impact on Conservation Area;
Impact on heritage assets;

Impact on Conservation Area;

Impact on amenity;

Climate change;

Open space;

Access and transport;

Health impacts;

Environmental protection;
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Flood risk and drainage;

Waste-water infrastructure;

Natural heritage;

Waste management;

Section 76 planning agreement; and
Pre-Application Community Consultation.

He stated that the site was a highly sustainable location within the city centre
and close to transport links such as Grand Central Station and other public transport
services.

He informed the Committee that a late objection had been received from the
owner of 11 Fountain Street, where Voodoo Bar was located, citing concerns with
regard to its operation adjacent to future residents and suggested noise mitigation
measures be considered. The Planning Manager explained that a noise impact
assessment had been submitted and addressed by Environmental Health and that
conditions would ensure that noise levels for prospective residents would be at
acceptable levels with considerations to Voodoo Bar.

The Planning Manager stated that it was recommended that the application be
approved, subject to conditions.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and a Section
76 planning agreement and delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building
Control to finalise the wording of the conditions and Section 76 planning agreement, and
resolve the outstanding consultation from DAERA NIEA in relation to the ecology report,
and deal with any other issues that arise, provided that they were not substantive.

LA04/2023/4405/F - Redevelopment of existing
storage sheds, temporary office structures and
vard area to provide new replacement
Analvytical Services Laboratories - Westland
House, 40 Old Westland Road

The Principal Planning Officer outlined the application and summarised the
following key issues for consideration:

Principle of development;

Demolition / removal of structures;

Design, character and appearance;

Impact on amenity;

Flood risk and drainage;

Health impacts;

Access, movement and parking;

Natural heritage / biodiversity;

Noise, odour, and other environmental impacts;
Climate change, trees, and landscaping;
Developer contributions and employability and skills;
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e Open space; and
e Pre-community consultation.

She reported that no statutory consultees had raised any objections and no
third-party representations had been received.

She stated that it was recommended that the application be approved, subject to
conditions.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and
delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the
wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they
were not substantive.

LA04/2024/0122/F - Proposed mixed use
development comprising of 62No. social
housing units  (mix _of dwellings and
apartments) and a new_children's centre, car
parking, landscaping, open space and all
associated site and access works. - Former
Belfast Metropolitan College Campus,
Whiterock Road.

The Senior Planning Officer summarised the application and explained that the
site was a suitable location for housing, being within a generally residential area and
would make effective use of previously developed land.

He stated that the height, scale and massing of the proposed buildings were in
keeping with the surrounding area and that the proposal would provide dedicated in-
curtilage and off-street parking in a highly sustainable location with access to public
transport.

He reported that the NIHE was supportive of the social housing proposals and
that statutory and non-statutory consultees, in general, supported the proposal and that
no third-party representations had been received.

He stated that, having regard to the Development Plan and other material
considerations, it was recommended that planning permission would be granted, subject
to conditions and a Section 76 planning agreement.

The Chairperson welcomed Mr. P. Stinson and Ms. D. Lyle to the meeting,
speaking on behalf of the applicant.

Ms. Lyle stated that the need for homes had been clearly communicated by
those who had attended the pre-application community consultation event and that,
overall, there had been clear support for the development which had been maintained
throughout the application process with no objections having been made.
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She explained that discussions with officers had led to an increase in the overall
public amenity space in the proposal and would ensure better integration between the
spaces and residents.

She stated that the application was supported by a Section 76 planning
agreement that would secure the delivery of social housing, green travel measures and
the verifications of the proactive flood lighting upgrade.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and a Section
76 planning agreement, and delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building
Control to finalise the wording of the conditions and Section 76 planning agreement, and
deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they were not substantive.

LAQ04/2024/0475/F - Renewal of planning
permission ref: LA04/2018/1755/F. New 7
classroom primary school and single unit
nursery on_ the former site of the now
demolished Ulidia Primary School. Existing
site_entrances to be retained and used for
site access with proposed car parking, bus
parking and drop off, footpaths, boundary
treatment, and hard and soft play areas. -
Ulidia Resource Centre, Somerset Street.

The Senior Planning Officer outlined the proposal to the Committee and
highlighted the following key issues:

Principle of development;

Visual impact of the proposed redevelopment;
Impact on residential amenity;

Impact on character of the area;

Impact on transport infrastructure and road safety;
Flood risk / drainage;

Health impacts;

Environmental impact;

Climate change; and

Community infrastructure.

He explained that the site was located within lands reserved for landscape,
amenity or recreation use within the Belfast Urban Area Plan (BUAP) and that no
objections had been received from any statutory or non-statutory consultees.

He reported that a petition had been received which objected to the proposal
based on the impact of increased traffic and congestion and stated that all concerns had
been addressed within the report.

He stated that, having regard to the Development Plan and other material
considerations, the proposal was considered acceptable and it was recommended that
planning permission was granted, subject to conditions.
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The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and
delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the
wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they
were not substantive.

LA04/2024/1591/F and LA04/2024/1593/DCA -
Demolition of the existing dwelling and
construction of a two-storey replacement
dwelling with accommodation in the roof,
new garden store, widened site access, hew
gates and pillars and associated site works. -
20 Deramore Park.

The Senior Planning Officer provided the Committee with an overview of the
application and explained the following key considerations:

¢ Demolition of dwelling was acceptable in principle- made no
material contribution to Conservation Area and Demolition
Justification Statement considered in regards to ENV 2;

e Proposed height, scale, massing and design was considered
contextually appropriate and would enhance the Conservation
Area;

e Conservation Advice had no objection to demolition but raised
concerns in relation to design of proposed replacement. The
response had been considered;

e It was considered that there were no adverse or unacceptable
impacts to neighbouring amenity; and

e Two objections had been submitted and were considered.

He stated that, having regard to the Development Plan and other material
considerations, it was recommended that planning permission be granted, subject to
conditions.

He pointed out that, the Committee report erroneously indicated that a Section
76 planning agreement had been required and confirmed that there was no requirement
within the application.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and
delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the
wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they
were not substantive.

LA04/2024/1744/LBC - Installation of metal
gates to the Titanic Memorial Garden at the
ground of Belfast City Hall - Belfast City Hall,
2 Donegall Square North

The Committee agreed to defer consideration of the application in order that a
site visit could be undertaken.
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LA04/2023/3691/F - Public _realm scheme:
Reconfiguration of Little Patrick Street to
single lane carriageway, including localised
shared space, traffic calming and restricted
access to enable servicing / emergency
access. Traffic_calming measures provided
to Little York Street. Other works to include
installation _of planters with _integrated
seating, tree planting, rain gardens, bespoke
lighting pillars, catenary lighting and surface
improvements. (Amended Plans and
Information Received) - Little Patrick Street
and Little York Street.

The Principal Planning Officer summarised the application to the Committee and
stated that, having regard to the Development Plan and other material consideration, it
was recommended that planning permission be granted, subject to conditions.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and
delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the
wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they
were not substantive.

LAQ04/2024/1046/F - Erection of a store to be
used as a workshop for Eurobins. - Duncrue
Complex, Duncrue Road

The Principal Planning Officer outlined the application and stated that it was
recommended that the application would be approved, subject to conditions.

The Committee granted planning permission, subject to conditions and
delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building Control to finalise the
wording of the conditions and deal with any other matters that arise, provided that they
were not substantive.

LA04/2024/2016/F - Erection of a life-sized
statue of Rory Gallagher on the existing patio
area to the side of Ulster Hall - Ulster Hall 30
Bedford Street

The Committee considered the application and granted planning permission,
subject to conditions, and delegated authority to the Director of Planning and Building
Control to finalise the wording of the conditions and deal with the outstanding
consultations and any new issues that arise, provided that they were not substantive.
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Restricted Items

Quarter 2 Finance Report

The Director of Planning and Building Control provided the Committee with an
update on the Quarter 2 financial position for the Planning Committee that included a
summary of the financial indicators and an executive summary.

The Committee noted the report and the associated financial reporting pack.

Chairperson



