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PLANNING COMMITTEE :   18 AUGUST 2010  
 

Late Representations/Information 
 
 

Part 1 
 
 
APPENDIX 4 
 
Item 4A 
S/2010/0350 : Sainsburys, 1-3 Liverpool Road, Crosby,  
 
Petitions and objections 
 
A total of 6 petitions are attached seeking to directly address Committee, and 
other supporting information associated are attached in date order of original 
receipt. 
 

1. Petition of 46 signatures sponsored by Councillor Peter Papworth on 
behalf of residents at ‘Sandalwood’, Coronation Road objecting to the 
application.  (Councillor Papworth has indicated he will speak on behalf 
of these residents).   

2. Petition of 36 signatures sponsored by Councillor Paula Parry on 
behalf of Catherine Caddick, 13 Liverpool Road, in support of the 
application. 

3. Petition of 7,512 signatures sponsored by Councillor Peter Papworth 
on behalf of ‘ABetterCrosby’ objecting to the application (only 26 
signatures and attachments enclosed; hard copy available for 
members at Planning Committee). 

4. Petition of 26 signatures sponsored by Councillor Peter Papworth from 
Jacqueline Auton of ‘Café Barista’, Moor Lane, objecting to the 
application. 

5. Petition of 26 signatures sponsored by Councillor Steve McGinnity from 
Janet Smith of 44 De Villiers Avenue, objecting to the application.  This 
followed at 58 signature petition from residents of De Villiers Avenue 
which was not sponsored.  Her objection letter is attached. 

6. Petition of 26 signatures sponsored by Councillor Peter Papworth from 
Steve Pritchard of Pritchards Bookshop, Liverpool Road, objecting to 
the application.  His objection letter is attached. 

 
Petitions 5 and 6 arrived following the cut off time of 1000 on August 13 and 
as such, it is at the members discretion as to whether or not they will allow the 
petitioners to address Planning Committee directly. 
 
The applicant has also submitted supporting information for display at the 
committee meeting, copies of which are attached in addition to their 
confirmation of wishing to address Planning Committee in response to the 
above. 
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Further individual representations have been received from the following 
addresses on or after the 26 July 2010: 
 
Belvidere Park, 1; Blundell Road, Hightown, 34; Brooke Road West, 58; 
Boundary Drive, 4; Chestnut Avenue, 6; Coronation Drive, 4, 25; Coronation 
Road (83 Sandalwood), 51; De Villiers Avenue, 17, 44; Durban Avenue, 1, 2, 
3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10; Eshe Road North, 62; Hillcrest Road, 13; Ilford Avenue, 21; 
Little Crosby Road, 32, ‘Brookside Cottage’, Liverpool Road, 13 (Crosby 
Traders Association); Marine Terrace, 2; Moor Drive, ‘Joybarick’, 14, 49; Moor 
Lane, 13, 49; Moorland Avenue 54; Richmond Road (Avon Richmond Flats 
Ltd); Rimrose Valley Road, 107; Rossett Road, 18; Rothesay Drive, 20; 
Scape Lane, 3, 8; Second Avenue, 9; Sunnyside Road, 42; The By-Pass, 3; 
Vermont Avenue, 27; Victoria Road, 33. 
 
Of these 42 addresses (some having written more than once) all bar one 
object to the application.   
 
Crosby Traders Association have also forwarded three letters form other 
traders opposed to the application in addition to their a letter of support for the 
proposals.   
 
In addition, a letter of objection is attached to the representations from the 
occupier of 3 The By-Pass, Crosby. 
 
The issues raised throughout these submissions have been subject to 
significant discussion in the Planning Committee report and members are duly 
advised of the basis on which those addressing the Committee will seek to 
present their case. 
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Item 4B 
 
S/2010/0801 : 61-63 Albert Road, Southport 
 
1. Additional comments received from 6 Fleetwood Road 

• Street scene illustration with the amended scheme relates to the 
wrong application 

• PPS5 requires new development to making positive 
contributions to the character and local distinctiveness of the 
historic environment.  Given the site is opposite Hesketh Park 
this is critical. 

• The dormers and terraces on front elevation are out of character 
• Number of storeys should be limited to four as with adjacent 

developments 
• Another style further disrupts the rhythm of the street scene, 

should be designed similar to Regency Court 
• Would expect a minimum separation distance of 3 metres to the 

boundary given height, and the projection beyond rear wall of 
Regency Court is excessive 

• Two front entrances would benefit the scheme (in and out) as 
this would ease manoeuvrability for larger vehicles entering and 
leaving the site 

• The revised plan shows many trees to be planted maybe some 
should be planted on the area edged blue 

 
The design, access arrangements and tree planting issues cannot be 
assessed at this stage given that the application is in outline only.  The 
plans have been checked and the correct street scene elevation is 
provided on the website for this application. 

 
2. Additional comments from 22 Regency Court : 
 

• Opposes encroachment beyond current building line to the rear, 
resulting in loss of outlook and amenity to Regency Court. 

• Previous Planning Inspector made reference to outlook from 
residents lounge at Regency Court and main issue t appeal was 
impact on neighbours 

• Concern about terraces on upper floor being open and 
overlooking 

• There is no planting to screen the view of the proposal 
• Proposals not sustainable as family housing 
• Care was taken to ensure Regency Court did not overlook 

application site. 
 
3. The applicant has confirmed in writing that he is willing to enter into a 

S106 Agreement for the provision of trees and Greenspace in order to 
comply with policies DQ3 and DQ4. 
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4. Speaking at committee form from petitioner attached. 
 
5. Change condition 15 to read 
 

‘The detailed plans submitted for condition 2 shall take full account of the 
impact on the amenity of occupiers of Regency Court in respect of 
overlooking from balconies and overbearing impact. In this respect the 
plans submitted with the present application shall be considered 
indicative only and the approval hereby granted does not imply approval 
of the footprint or detail of the submitted plans.’ 

 
 Reason 
 

‘In the interests of the amenities of adjoining occupiers and to comply 
with UDP Policies CS3, H10 and DQ1’ 
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Item 4C 
 
S/2010/0907 : Plot 3, Land to rear of Oak Hey, Lambshear Lane, Lydiate 
 
 
Amended Drawing 
 
An amended drawing was received that sought to address the issues raised 
concerning the two-storey projecting element to the left hand side of the 
proposed dwelling.  This amendment is not considered to be acceptable and 
discussions towards an appropriate solution are ongoing.  In the event that an 
acceptable amended plan is not available to be presented to Committee it is 
respectfully requested that the decision be deferred for the next Committee 
cycle. 
 
 
 
APPENDIX 5 
 
 
Item 5A 
 
S/2010/0707 : 72 Sonning Avenue, Litherland 
 
Correct ordnance survey plan attached. 
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APPENDIX 5 
 
Item 5B 
 
S/2010/0862 : Bartlett House, Parkhaven Trust, Liverpool Road South, 
Maghull 
 
Amended drawing received in respect of trees and landscaping. 
 
Add  Drawing numbers 1172 01, 02, 03B; 3912 SK60, SK61, SK62, SK63, 
SK64, SK65, SK66, SK67 
 
Additional information received from the applicant as follows :- 
 
A revised landscaping plan which allows retention of more trees has been 
submitted.  A total of 9 trees are shown for removal on drawing 1172-02.A 
total of 18 new trees are shown on the landscape plan 1172-03B. 
 
The Trust undertakes to plant a further 16 trees planted within the Parkhaven 
Trust grounds on Liverpool Road South.  These are in addition to other new 
trees as part of another planning approval.  
 
On the basis of this there is no longer a requirement for a commuted sum for 
trees. 
 
Replace  Condition 9 
 
9  ‘Before the development is commenced, a detailed scheme including the 

location, species and size for the planting of 16 additional  trees within 
the grounds of Parkhaven Trust shall be submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  These trees shall be planted in 
the first planting season following commencement of the development. 
Any trees that within a period of 5 years after planting are removed,die 
or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced by others of 
a species size and number as originally approved.’ 

 
 Reason  - RL-4 
 
The portico is to be retained and incorporated in the garden area 
 
In response to a request for a commuted sum towards the pedestrian crossing 
the Trust comments as follows :- 
 

The Parkhaven Trust is a charity that invests income and donations into 
the provision of the facilities it offers. The Trust is not a commercial 
developer and has no other financial resources with which to make 
donations elsewhere. The Trust is always keen to work with the council 
and to provide facilities which are of benefit to the wider community. 
Current new proposals include new allotments and the formation of a 
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mile walk through the parkland. However on this occasion the Trust is 
unable to offer a contribution to the Sefton Lane crossing. 

 
The Highways Development Control Manager reports that the money for this 
crossing has now been found by revising the scheme of highways 
improvement to be paid for by Arena Housing in respect of their development 
within Parkhaven Trust grounds to include the crossing in lieu of additional 
improvements at the site junction. 
 
 
 


