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(3) Application PAP 2010/0058 
 
Grimscote Manor, Lichfield Road, Coleshill 
 
Application to retain a Marquee for  
 
Mr Cuddy 
 
Introduction 
 
This application was referred to the April Board but determination was deferred in 
order to enable Members to visit the site. That has now taken place, and this is the 
first available Board following that deferral. For the benefit of Members the previous 
report is attached at Appendix A. 
 
Additional Matters 
 
During the discussion on this item at the April Board meeting two matters were in 
particular were referred to. The first related to the design of the new access. Whilst it 
was accepted that the engineering geometry and specification of that access would 
affect the design, there was concern that it would not be further added to with tall 
brick walls; arches or columns. This was because it was considered that such 
features would affect the openness of the Green Belt hereabouts and also potentially 
be visually intrusive. In order to meet these concerns it is suggested that the draft 
condition set out as number (iii) in Appendix A could be amplified such as to read, 
 
“Within three months of the date of this permission, full details of the design and 
layout for a new bell-mouth junction to replace the existing arrangement shall be 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority. These details shall include any new walls, 
gates and structures. Only the approved details shall then be implanted”. 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway and the visual amenities of 
the area. 
 
The second matter related to the potential for noise emanating from the marquee 
given that it is not a “solid” structure and that there are residential areas close by. 
This has been investigated further with the Environmental Health Officers. Whilst as 
previously reported they have said that there has not been a substantiated noise 
complaint from the operation of the marquee, it would be prudent to ensure that 
noise attenuation and mitigation measures are installed. As a consequence, two 
additional conditions are recommended to read as follows: 
 
(vi) “Any sound amplification equipment within the marquee shall be angled towards 
the south west (towards the A446) to direct noise away for neighbouring properties. 
 
Reason:  To protect the amenities of nearby residential property”. 
 
(vii)  “All amplified music shall be controlled with the use of a noise limiter, wired into 
the mains, and this shall be provided within three months of the date of this Notice, 
and confirmed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Noise level limits shall be 
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agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority as appropriate, and maintained at 
that level unless otherwise agreed in writing” 
 
Reason: To protect the amenities of nearby residential property” 
 
Recommendation 
 
That the recommendations set out in Appendix A be agreed subject to the three 
amendments to the conditions as set out in the above report. 
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BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 
Local Government Act 1972 Section 100D, as substituted by the Local Government Act, 
2000 Section 97 
 
Planning Application No: PAP/2010/0058 
 
Background 

Paper No Author Nature of Background Paper Date 

1 Head of Development 
Control 

Letter 12/4/11 

 
Note: This list of background papers excludes published documents which may be referred to in the report, such as The 

Development Plan and Planning Policy Guidance Notes. 
 

A background paper will include any item which the Planning Officer has relied upon in preparing the report and 
formulating his recommendation.  This may include correspondence, reports and documents such as 
Environmental Impact Assessments or Traffic Impact Assessments. 

 X:\PDF 2\05 Planning Applications - Part 3.DOC 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 X:\PDF 2\05 Planning Applications - Part 3.DOC 



 

Appendix A  
General Development Applications 
() Application No: PAP/2010/0058 
 
Grimscote Manor, Lichfield Road, Coleshill 
 
Retention of existing marquee, for Mr Steven Cuddy   
 
Introduction 
 
This application is reported to the Board at the discretion of the Head of 
Development Control due to a number of planning issues raised at the site. 
 
The Site 
 
This site is on the western edge of Coleshill, sandwiched between residential 
properties and the A446 Lichfield Road, a dual carriageway. The access lies to the 
southern corner of the site, with a driveway taking vehicles past a small paddock and 
the marquee up a steep rise to a parking area in front of Grimscote Manor. There is 
a further dwelling in the northern corner and an additional outbuilding close the 
marquee. Due the marked changes in levels across the site, the guest house and 
residential buildings sit much higher than the marquee, which is at the foot of 
densely vegetated embankments to the south-east and north-east. 
 
Background 
 
An application to change the use of the former dwelling here into a hotel was refused 
in 2000. Part of this building was converted to bed and breakfast accommodation, 
but a retrospective application to retain this use failed in 2004. A Certificate of 
Lawfulness application for this accommodation also failed in 2005. Enforcement 
action was then taken with the issue of an Enforcement Notice. This Notice was 
appealed, and one of the grounds of that appeal was that the bed and breakfast 
accommodation was lawful. The appeal succeeded on that ground. As a 
consequence the Inspector made it clear that the lawful use at that time was for a 
mixed use – as a residential dwelling and the provision of bed and breakfast 
accommodation.  
 
The existing access onto the A446 is lawful by virtue of a 2004 planning permission. 
The conversion of an existing garage into a further dwelling was approved in 2009. 
 
There has been a long standing difference of view between the Council and the 
owners about the lawfulness of part of the existing accommodation for “functions” 
and “events”. The George Lewis Suite within the main building here caters for up to 
60 persons for such events as weddings; conferences and social bookings. In the 
Council’s view, this use is not included in the lawful “mixed” use referred above, as it 
is an additional use over and above either residential accommodation or the 
provision of bed and breakfast accommodation. It is thus considered to be 
unauthorised at present. The owner argues that such a use is “ancillary” to the bed 
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and breakfast provision and that such a use itself has become lawful through the 
passage of time. The matter remains unresolved. 
 
The owner added the marquee to his site several months ago, in order to expand his 
business and to cater for other and larger functions and events. It was considered 
that the marquee was not a temporary structure and because it was fixed to the 
ground and had remained on site for some time, that a planning application was 
necessary to seek its retention. This application was submitted and is now the 
subject of this report.  
 
That application was submitted some time ago. There are several reasons for the 
delay in making a determination. Firstly, a key issue here is the adequacy of the 
access arrangements. The Highway Authority requested speed survey information 
together with other traffic statistics. The completion of this was delayed because of 
road works and bad weather. Secondly, there was a major investigation by the Local 
Government Ombudsman into the Borough Council and County Council’s handling 
of the Licences issued under the Marriage Act for the venue to provide for wedding 
ceremonies. This was connected to the use of the site for “functions” and thus was 
wholly connected to the differences between the parties about the lawful use of the 
site. The investigation concluded that the advice given to the County Council by this 
Council in respect of the issue of the Civil Ceremony Licences by the County was 
properly dealt with. Thirdly, given the conclusion of this investigation and the 
completion of the traffic survey work, the owner was requested to resolve the 
“functions” issue along with the application to retain the marquee. He was given time 
to consider that matter, but at the time of writing this report has declined. The matter 
will thus be dealt with in this report. 
 
The Proposal 
 
It is intended to permanently retain the marquee already erected on site, catering for 
up to 150 persons, along with two storage containers providing kitchen and toilet 
facilities, which are incorporated into its structure. The marquee provides a venue for 
conference facilities, weddings and other events. 
 
Development Plan 
 
Saved Policies of the North Warwickshire Local Plan 2006 – Core Policy 2 
(Development Distribution); ECON11 (Hotels and Guest Houses), ENV4 (trees and 
Hedgerows), ENV5 (Open Space), ENV9 (Air Quality), ENV11 (Neighbour 
Amenities), ENV12 (Urban Design), ENV13 (Building Design), ENV14 (Access 
Design), TPT1 (Transport Considerations), TPT3 (Access and Sustainable Travel) 
and TPT6 (Vehicle Parking) 
 
Other Relevant Material Planning Considerations 
 
Government Guidance – PPG13 (Transport) 
 
The Council’s Draft Green Space Supplementary Planning Guidance and associated 
Open Spaces, Sport and Recreation Study (the PPG17 Audit) 
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Consultations 
 
Warwickshire County Council as Highway Authority – The Council originally lodged 
an objection on the grounds of insufficient information relating to vehicle trip 
generation; that parking numbers appeared to be unachievable on the site, that there 
would have to be a departure from adopted standards in respect of the available 
visibility of the existing access, and that the existing footway crossing would not be 
suitable for the potential traffic generated by the site. There has been extensive 
discussion with the applicant’s traffic consultant together with the submission of 
survey results and other statistical detail. The Highway Authority is now satisfied that 
subject to improvement works at the site access, the intensified use through the 
retention of the marquee can be accommodated, and thus no longer has an 
objection. 
 
Environmental Health Officers – There have been no substantiated complaints 
received in respect of noise nuisance from the marquee. It is pointed out that the 
Premises Licence here allows a flexible use and suggests that the opening hours 
referred to therein be transferred through to any planning permission. 
 
Warwickshire Police – They express concerns about car parking being fully 
achievable on site, together with concern about the adequacy of the existing access 
through intensified use. 
 
Representations 
 
A total of seven neighbour objections have been received mainly focussing on the 
suitability of the access onto a high speed dual carriageway and its ability to safely 
accommodate an intensified use of the site with large numbers of visitors and staff. 
In addition, concerns are expressed in respect of the ability to provide the necessary 
parking on site. Further objections relate to noise and disturbance from the proposed 
use, and that the proposed hours are unclear. It is also said that there are 
discrepancies on the plan as other structures are on the site without the appropriate 
consent. 
 
Observations 
 

a) The Marquee 
 
The principle of retaining this development in this location is supported as the site is 
within the development boundary for Coleshill as defined by the Local Plan. The 
development reinforces existing services and facilities, together with providing local 
employment opportunities within one of the Council’s main settlements. There are 
however a number of other planning considerations which could be of such weight 
individually or cumulatively, to outweigh this support. These considerations are the 
Green Space designation; impacts on neighbouring residential amenity, visual 
impact and the proposed access and parking arrangements. It will be seen below 
that given the evidence available, there is not considered to be sufficient reason for 
refusal of this application. 
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The site is designated as a “Green Space” within the Local Plan.  The site exhibits 
thick mature and significant planting to the north and south-east, with the land levels 
increasing its prominence in the surrounding area. Further planting along its other 
boundaries means that the site is part of an important visual break along the A446 
and thus is important to the built form of Coleshill. This is recognised through the 
Green Space designation. The Policy says that this type of space should not be lost 
if it meets the open space, sports and recreational needs of the Borough following a 
needs assessment in line with PPG17. That assessment has now been completed 
and acted upon through the publication of the Council’s own draft SPD on Open 
Space provision. The conclusion from this is that the retention of the marquee would 
not prejudice the overall supply and provision of green and open spaces within the 
town of Coleshill. This is largely due to the fact that this land is not publicly 
accessible or available as public open space. The value of this area of open space is 
however not necessarily its public availability, but its value as an open and naturally 
landscaped area within the town. It is considered on balance that the retention of the 
marquee does not materially impact on this value. This is because the marquee itself 
is set well down within the site on the floor of the natural “bowl” that forms the site, 
and it is thus not readily visible from outside of the site. Secondly the marquee is 
located at the foot of the very steep wooded slope that rises up to the houses in 
Norton Road.  It is not readily visible from these houses. Thirdly, the structure, even 
if a planning permission is granted, is simply “bolted” into the ground and can easily 
be dismantled and removed. It is thus considered overall, that the openness of the 
corridor of land along this side of the A446 is not materially prejudiced. 
 
The proposed use and building type could be expected to generate some noise 
during social functions. However, this consideration centres on whether this would 
be likely to give rise to unacceptable levels of disturbance to neighbouring residential 
occupiers. The siting of the marquee at the lowest land level, behind a thick buffer of 
trees and vegetation, and with high ambient noise levels arising from the adjoining 
busy main road and nearby motorways are all factors that are relevant. 
Environmental Health Officers have received no substantiated complaints relating to 
noise from the marquee over the past eighteen months since it has been on site. 
They consider that this is due to a combination of the environmental factors identified 
above and the conditions attached to the Premises Licence in respect of the 
operating hours. Given this evidence, it is not considered that a refusal based on this 
issue could be supported.  
 
Turning to the visual impact of the structure, then as intimated above, it is not readily 
visible from outside of the site. The two containers referred to in the description are 
incorporated into the rear of the marquee, and thus they are not visible within the 
context of the site. Recent planting towards the front of the site close to the access 
has further reduced visibility of the marquee. Given these circumstances, the visual 
impact is not considered of such weight to justify a refusal. 
 
The access is the main focus of concern. Earlier planning applications, as recorded 
above, have been refused planning permission based on highway grounds. There 
have been some limited permissions more recently which involved improvement to 
the existing access so as to improve visibility. These improvements remain below the 
adopted standard usually acceptable to the Highway Authority. The addition of the 
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marquee and the additional traffic that its use generates thus led to the objection 
from the Highway Authority for its retention. There have been extended discussions 
between the applicant’s traffic consultants and the County highway engineers 
including the submission of speed survey data. This has resulted in the County 
Council withdrawing its objection subject to further improvements to the access 
geometry and visibility being undertaken. In essence this would mean re-
construction of the access so as to provide a full “bell mouth” at right angles into the 
site. This in turn would improve visibility. Given the extended period of dialogue 
between the relevant parties here which has resulted in the withdrawal of the County 
Council’s original objection, it is considered that a refusal based on the adequacy or 
otherwise of the access arrangements would be difficult to substantiate. 
 
The other concern expressed is the adequacy of the site to accommodate sufficient 
car parking space for the existing lawful use as well as the use of the retained 
marquee. This concern is not due to the overall size of the site which is large, but 
due to its topography with steep slopes in many places. The starting point is to 
assess the number of spaces required by the Development Plan. The marquee has 
a capacity of 150 persons. The Council’s car parking requirement would be 30 
spaces. The applicant considers that up to 50 spaces can be provided. As Members 
are aware the Council can only look at maximum car parking provision and recent 
changes in Government guidance suggest that local factors should be taken into 
account as well as the proposed car parking provision put forward by the applicant. 
In this case it is accepted that visitors to functions at the marquee are very likely to 
drive although there will be some use of taxis. As a consequence it is considered 
that the applicant should show provision on site for a maximum of 40 spaces for use 
in connection with the marquee. This can be accommodated on site. This figure 
would not compromise the County Council’s position in respect of the proposed 
access arrangements. 
 
Given all of these matters it is not considered that there is the evidence available to 
support a refusal for the retention of this marquee. However, this position is subject 
to the provision of the new access and the provision of the full car parking 
requirement. Conditions can be attached to any planning permission, and the 
applicant reminded that failure to comply with these conditions could result in the 
issue of Breach of Conditions Notices. 
 
 
  

b) The George Lewis Suite 
 
As indicated earlier in this report, it had been hoped to be able to deal with the 
lawfulness issue in respect of this accommodation within the marquee application. 
That has not transpired and thus it is timely to deal with it now, particularly as most of 
the matters and impacts mentioned above are also relevant. 
 
In short, the existing building has a lawful use as a residential dwelling and for the 
provision of bed and breakfast accommodation. The main lounge in the building 
however was also used for the provision of functions before the marquee was 
erected and this use has continued following the additional use made of the 
marquee. The Council considers that the addition of this “function” use is a material 
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change in use from the lawful use and that it is unauthorised. The applicant 
disagrees, considering that the use is ancillary to the bed and breakfast 
accommodation and that it is now lawful through the passage of time. This difference 
of view would normally be argued through submissions to a Planning Inspector 
following an appeal against the issue of an Enforcement Notice requiring the 
cessation of the function use of the George Lewis Suite. However the application to 
retain the marquee and the evidence made available for the assessment of that 
application has a direct bearing on the consideration of the future of this Suite. In 
essence, it is timely to consider the expediency of taking such action as indicated 
above, in view of the most up to date information available. 
 
There are several matters that need to be taken into account. These can be divided 
into two areas. Firstly, there is a need to explore the applicant’s claim that the use 
has become immune from action through the passage of time. Then secondly, there 
is a need to explore the likely impacts of the use and how well it accords with the 
planning policies of the Development Plan. 
 
The Planning Inspector dealing with the appeal referred to earlier in this report 
looked in some detail at the history and use of these premises. His conclusions do 
not refer at all to the use of any of the existing building for holding “functions”. He 
describes the room now known as the George Lewis Suite as a lounge and dining 
room. This appeal was heard in late 2006. It is considered that it should be given 
substantial weight. The use of the premises for functions can not be considered to be 
lawful through the passage of time – that is ten years continuous use from early 
2001 to the present day. The use of the room for functions is considered to have 
become material from 2006 onwards. For instance, the first Marriage Licence was 
issued in 2008. It is not considered therefore that the use should be treated as 
immune from action through the passage of time.  
 
Notwithstanding this conclusion, it is critical to consider the position should a 
planning application be submitted for retention of this Suite. The same policies of the 
North Warwickshire Local Plan as referred to under the section of this report dealing 
with the marquee are equally relevant here. Firstly, the site is within the Coleshill 
development boundary and thus the principle of a “functions” use is acceptable in 
principle. The policy background to this has been accepted in the case of the 
marquee above and the same should apply to the use of the Suite. Secondly, the 
Suite is part of the original building and thus there would be less visual impact than 
that arising from the marquee. Thirdly, the Environmental Health Officers have 
confirmed that their conclusion in respect of the use of the marquee can equally be 
used in connection with the use of the Suite. They add that because this is a brick 
built structure then the noise issue is likely to be less in any event. Fourthly, and this 
is the critical factor, there has been a change in the conclusions of the relevant 
Highway Authority. Earlier refusals here have been based on highway grounds and 
indeed, that was the main concern in dealing with the retention of the marquee. With 
the recent withdrawal of the objection from the current Highway Authority, subject to 
access alterations and the provision of sufficient on-site parking provision, then the 
situation has materially changed in respect of the use of the Suite. It is thus 
necessary to look at this in more detail. 
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The Highway Authority’s conclusion on the marquee was taken in the knowledge that 
the traffic generation from the site involved the use of that marquee and the lawful 
use of the site for two residential dwellings and for the provision of up to ten 
bedrooms for bed and breakfast accommodation. Its conclusion was that provided 
access improvements as specified take place and that sufficient parking space is 
provided, then there would not be a highway objection. The Highway Authority was 
subsequently asked to say whether it would have a different conclusion if the use of 
the Suite with a capacity of 60 persons was factored in to the situation. It says not. It 
concludes that the access improvements would be sufficient to accommodate for the 
Suite, and that if additional on-site car parking could be made available, then there 
would be no objection. This is a material change in circumstance which carries 
substantial weight in whether it is expedient to commence enforcement action.  
Overall therefore, given the present knowledge available, it is highly likely that a 
planning application to retain the use of the Suite would now be recommended for 
approval subject to access and parking conditions. The use accords in principle with 
planning policy and there is no technical objection from the consultation responses. 
This conclusion thus outweighs the lack of evidence to support the ten year use of 
the premises.  
 
This conclusion however does rest on the improvements to the access being carried 
out and the provision of sufficient car parking provision. The former – that is the 
access alterations - can be conditioned in any planning permission granted for the 
marquee as it is also directly related to that application. In respect of the second – 
that is the parking provision - it is proposed to increase the number of spaces over 
and above that set out above for the marquee, in light of consideration of the use of 
the Suite.  A total of 60 spaces would meet Development Plan guidance to meet all 
of the uses on this site, and could be accommodated on site in a variety of different 
locations. The applicant’s own assessment suggests that space can be provided on 
site for this figure. Given this, it is not considered that such a condition would be 
unreasonable given that it is in the interest of all parties to provide sufficient space. 
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Recommendations 
 

A) PA 2010/0058 – The Marquee 
 
That planning permission be Granted subject to the following conditions: 
 

i) The marquee shall not be used for any purpose whatsoever other than 
between 1000 and 0000 hours on Mondays to Thursdays; between 1000 
and 0100 hours on Fridays and Saturdays, and between 1100 and 2330 
hours on Sundays, Public Holidays and Bank Holidays. 
 
Reason: In the interests of preventing disturbance to occupiers of nearby 
properties. 

 
ii) The marquee hereby approved shall have a maximum capacity, as defined 

by the Fire Services Authority, of 150 persons. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway and ensuring 
adequate parking provision. 
 

iii) Within three months of the date of this permission, full details of the design 
and layout for a new bell-mouth junction to replace the existing 
arrangement shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway. 
 

iv) Within three months of the written approval of the detail as submitted 
under condition (iii) above, or other period as shall first have been agreed 
by the Local Planning Authority, the new bell-mouth junction shall be 
provided in full to the written satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority. 

 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway. 
 

v) Within one month of the date of this permission, details shall be submitted 
to the Local Planning Authority to show the provision of 60 car parking 
spaces on the site so as to accommodate visitors and residents using the 
residential accommodation on the site; the bed and breakfast 
accommodation and the use of the site for functions as provided for 
through the marquee and the use of the room within the existing building 
known as the George Lewis Suite.  
 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway. 
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vi) Within three months of the date of the written approval of the details as 

submitted under condition (v) above, the car parking provision shall be 
provided on site to the written satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority. 
This car parking shall remain available for such purpose at all times. 

 
Reason: In the interests of safety on the public highway. 

 
 

B) The George Lewis Suite 
 
That, provided the access improvements and on-site car parking provision required 
under conditions (iii) and v) above, are implemented on site and that conditions (iv) 
and (vi) are subsequently discharged, then it is not considered expedient to institute 
enforcement proceedings against the use of the George Lewis Suite for functions. 
The reasons for this are as set out in this report. 

 
Notes 
 

1. Although permission has been granted, the illustrative parking layout 
submitted with the scheme is considered to be unacceptable, and would 
require marshalling on site to make it work. This is reflected in the 
requirements of Condition 5. The applicant is advised to discuss this before 
submitting any application to discharge this condition. 

 
1. Condition number 3 requires works to be carried out within the limits of the 

public highway. The applicant must enter into a Minor Highway Works 
Agreement made under the provisions of Section 278 of the Highways Act 
1980 for the purposes of completing the works. The applicant should note that 
feasibility drawings of works to be carried out within the limits of the public 
highway which may be approved by the grant of this planning permission 
should not be construed as drawings approved by the Highway Authority, but 
they should be considered as drawings indicating the principles of the works 
on which more detailed drawings shall be based for the purposes of 
completing an agreement under Section 278. An application to enter into a 
Section 278 Highway Works Agreement should be made to the Development 
Group, Warwickshire County Council, Environment and Economy Directorate, 
Shire Hall, Warwick, CV34 4SX. In accordance with Traffic Management Act 
2004 it is necessary for all works in the Highway to be noticed and carried out 
in accordance with the requirements of the New Roads and Streetworks Act 
1991 and all relevant Codes of Practice. Before commencing any Highway 
works the applicant must familiarise themselves with the notice requirements, 
failure to do so could lead to prosecution. Application should be made to the 
Street Works Manager, Budbrooke Depot, Old Budbrooke Road, Warwick, 
CV35 7DP. For works lasting ten days or less than ten days, notice will be 
required. For works lasting longer than 10 days, three months notice will be 
required. 
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2. The Development Plan policies which are relevant to this Decision are as 

follows: North Warwickshire Local Plan 2006 (Saved Policies): CORE 
POLICY 2 (Development Distribution), ECON11 (Hotels and Guest Houses), 
ENV4 (Trees and Hedgerows), ENV5 (Open Space), ENV9 (Air Quality), 
ENV11 (Neighbour Amenities), ENV12 (Urban Design), ENV13 (Building 
Design), ENV14 (Access Design), TPT1 (Transport Considerations in New 
Development), TPT3 (Access and Sustainable Travel and Transport) and 
TPT6 (Vehicle Parking). 

 
Justification 
 

The proposal is considered to be acceptable in principle, with it providing 
employment within a sustainable location. The appearance of the marquee is 
acceptable, and whilst the land is designated open space, the accessibility 
and purpose of this open space is not considered to be harmed. Due to the 
topography of the site, hours of use restrictions, and no substantiated noise 
complaints resulting from the marquee's use to date, there is not considered 
to be unacceptable harm to neighbouring amenity. In addition, highway 
concerns relating to access geometry and visibility, as well as parking 
provision, are overcome though appropriate conditions and acceptable to the 
Highways Authority. The proposal is therefore in accordance with saved 
policies CORE POLICY 2, ECON11, ENV4, ENV5, ENV9, ENV11, ENV12, 
ENV13, ENV14, TPT1, TPT3 and TPT6 of the North Warwickshire Local Plan 
2006. There are no material considerations that indicate against the proposal. 
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BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 
Local Government Act 1972 Section 100D, as substituted by the Local Government Act, 
2000 Section 97 
 
Planning Application No:  PAP/2010/0058 

 
Background 

Paper No 
 

 
Author 

 
Nature of Background 

Paper 

 
Date 

1 The Applicant or Applicant’s 
Agent 

Planning Application Forms 
and Plans 

15/2/2010, 
4/3/2010 

2 Environmental Heath Consultation reply 26/3/2010 
3 Rod Furnell Objection 29/3/2010 
4 Jacqueline Garner Objection 29/3/2010 
5 Michael Ibbs Objection 30/3/2010 
6 Case Officer Email to interested party 30/3/2010 
7 Rod Furnell Objection update 30/3/2010 
8 Case Officer Email to Objector 30/3/2010 
9 Rod Furnell Email to Case Officer 30/3/2010 

10 Carlo Bragagnolo Objection 30/3/2010 
11 Rod Furnell Objection update 31/3/2010 
12 Mrs H Prince Objection 1/4/2010 
13 Ruth & Gareth Edwards Objection 6/4/2010 
14 Warwickshire Police Objection 7/4/2010 
15 Challinors Solicitors o/b/o 

Mr Morteza Vakil 
Objection 7/4/2010 

16 Applicant Copy of 2009 Transport 
Assessment 

8/4/2010 

17 Case Officer Email to WCC Highways 22/4/2010 
18 Environmental Heath Email to clarify representation 28/4/2010 
19 WCC Highways Objection 29/4/2010 
20 NWBC Forward Planning Consultation reply 30/4/2010 
21 WCC Highways Revised objection 30/4/2010 
22 Case Officer Email to applicant 4/5/2010 
23 Case Officer and Rod 

Furnell 
Correspondence between 
parties 

14/5/2010, 
18/5/2010 

24 Applicant’s Agent Email to Case Officer 18/5/2010 
25 Case Officer Email to Applicant’s Agent 19/5/2010 
26 Applicant’s Agent Email to Case Officer 19/5/2010 
27 Case Officer Email to Applicant’s Agent 13/12/2010 
28 Applicant’s Agent Email to Case Officer with 

attachments 
22/12/2010 

29 Case Officer Email to Applicant’s Agent 20/1/2011 
30 WCC Highways Email to Transport Agent 11/2/2011 
31 WCC Highways Lifting of objection and 

request for conditions 
9/3/2011 

32 WCC Highways Email to clarify representation 10/3/2011 
 
Note: This list of background papers excludes published documents which may be referred to in the report, such as The 
Development Plan and Planning Policy Guidance Notes. A background paper will include any item which the Planning 
Officer has relied upon in preparing the report and formulating his recommendation.  This may include correspondence, 
reports and documents such as Environmental Impact Assessments or Traffic Impact Assessments. 
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