
SUMMARY

Application number 18/4024M for a 65 bed care home was previously refused 
by members of Northern Area Planning Committee and there has been a 
subsequent appeal which was dismissed due to the visual harm to the street 
scene and harm to the character and appearance of the area.  

This application has been amended in the light of the Inspectors comments 
and comprises a 60 bed care home with 25 car parking spaces.

As the proposal is not class C3 (dwellinghouses) there is no affordable 
housing requirement.  However, the development would provide suitable 
accommodation for an ageing population within Cheshire East.

The impact on European Protected Species and other ecological interests has 
been assessed by the nature conservation officer and is acceptable.  The 
proposal accords with the relevant ecology policies in the local plan and 
national guidance in the Framework.  There is not considered to be any 
reason, having regard to the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010, to withhold planning permission in this case.  

Similarly, the proposal also raises no significant visual, amenity, design or 
flooding issues, and complies with relevant local and national planning 
policies.  Comments from highways are outstanding.

A number of economic benefits would arise from the development including 
additional trade for local business and the creation of employment.  

Bearing all the above points in mind, it is considered that the proposal accords 
with relevant Development Plan policies and subject to no objection from 
highways it is recommended the application be approved, subject to relevant 
conditions and a s106 contribution to healthcare.

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION
Approve subject to conditions and completion of a s106 agreement

   Application No: 19/3831M

   Location: 51, HANDFORTH ROAD, WILMSLOW, CHESHIRE, SK9 2LX

   Proposal: Demolition of existing 2 detached properties and erection of 60-bedroom 
care home with associated landscaping, car park and access (revised 
scheme).

   Applicant: New Care Projects LLP

   Expiry Date: 11-Nov-2019

  



REASON FOR REPORT

The application is to be presented at Northern Planning Committee due to the scale of 
development.  A similar previous application was also considered by the Northern Planning 
Committee.

DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND CONTEXT

The application site comprises 2no. detached residential dwellings situated in large plots 
which front onto Handforth Road. The land levels increase from the north-west of the site to 
the south-east..
 
The site frontage (north-east) is to Handforth road, with mature tree screening to the north 
and west, separating the site from the neighbouring residential properties and the sports field 
to the rear.

The site is located to the south-east of Handforth and north-east of Wilmslow, within a 
predominantly residential area, as defined in the Macclesfield Local Plan.

DETAILS OF PROPOSAL

Full planning permission is sought for the demolition of the two existing detached dwellings 
and the erection of a 60 bed care home with associated landscaping, car park and access.

The application has been amended following the receipt of a recent Inspectors appeal 
decision on the previous refusal of 18/4024M for a 65 bed care home. Therefore the 
application has been the subject of two rounds of consultation.

The Inspector dismissed the appeal as they considered that the principal visual effect of the 
development would arise from the elements that face, and are visible from, Handforth Road 
and that it would cause harm to the character and appearance of the area.  

They also concluded that other aspects of the appeal scheme were satisfactory, including the 
effect of the proposed development on highway safety in the area and the effect of the 
proposed development on the living conditions of the occupiers of neighbouring residential 
properties.

This application has been amended to seek to address the Inspectors comments.

They include;
 Alterations to the car parking layout 
 Elevational changes to the north eastern elevation facing Handforth Road to create the 

impression that the building has two separate facades with a glazed link;
 Lowering of ridge and eaves heights and reduction of the scale of the front elevation 

down to two-storeys;
 Use of different materials for the two buildings including a combination of contrasting 

brick/render and roofing tiles;



 Setting back of the central connecting single-storey entrance between the two 
buildings and the use of a set-back glazed first floor link to provide the appearance of a 
pair if detached houses;

 Staggering of the alignment of the facades of the buildings, again to present the 
appearance of two houses;

 Use of hipped roofs rather than gable ends;
 Removal of the end tower feature;
 Small-scale changes to the site frontage to include a pedestrian walkway to the 

entrance door, and the provision of 25 parking spaces
 Minor revision to the building footprint 

RELEVANT HISTORY

18/4024M Demolition of existing 2 detached properties and erection of 65no. bedrooms care 
home with associated landscaping, car park and access - Refused 3.5.2019 - Appeal 
Dismissed 

18/1025M Demolition of existing 2 detached properties and erection of 83bedroom care home 
with associated landscaping, car parking and access – Not determined - Appeal withdrawn

POLICIES

Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy (CELPS)
MP1 Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development
PG1 Overall Development Strategy
PG2 Settlement Boundaries
PG7 Spatial distribution of development
SD1 Sustainable development in Cheshire East
SD2 Sustainable development principles
IN1 Infrastructure
IN2 Developer Contributions
SE1 Design
SE2 Efficient Use of Land
SE3 Biodiversity and Geodiversity
SE4 The Landscape
SE5 Trees, Hedgerows and Woodland
SE8 Renewable and Low Carbon Energy
SE9 Energy Efficient development
SE12 Pollution, Land Contamination and Land Instability
SC1 Leisure and Recreation
SC2 Indoor and Outdoor Sports Facilities
SC3 Health and Well Being
SC4 Residential Mix

Appendix C – Parking Standards



It should be noted that the Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy was formally adopted on 27th 
July 2017. There are however policies within the legacy local plans that still apply and have 
not yet been replaced. These policies are set out below.

Macclesfield Borough Local Plan (MBLP)

DC3 (Protection of the amenities of nearby residential properties)
DC6 (Safe and convenient access for vehicles, special needs groups and pedestrians)
DC8 (Landscaping)
DC9 (Protected Trees)
DC38 (Guidelines for space, light and privacy for housing development)
NE11 (Nature conservation)
DC57 (Community Uses - Residential Institutions)

Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan 

SP1: Sustainable Construction
SP3: Sustainable Transport
NE5: Biodiversity Conservation
NE6: Development in Gardens
H2: Residential Design
H3: Housing Mix
CR3: Local Green Spaces
CR4: Public Open Space
CR5: Health Centres

Other Material Considerations

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
National Planning Practice Framework (NPPG)
Cheshire East Design Guide

CONSULTATIONS (External to Planning)

United Utilities - No comments received 

Strategic Housing Manager - This application is far a care home andC2 
which means it is exempted from providing affordable housing.

Manchester Airport - No objection subject to conditions re cranes

Head of Strategic Infrastructure - Comments awaited 

Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) - No objection 

Environmental Protection - Objection - insufficient information 



NHS Eastern Cheshire Clinical Commissioning Group - Comments awaited 

Wilmslow Town Council - 
First consultation
Wilmslow Town Council’s Planning Committee recommend refusal of this application on the 
grounds that the proposal has not been substantially amended. The Town Council’s Planning 
Committee remains of the view that this application is overdevelopment of the site out-of-
keeping with the area. The proposed parking provision is still inadequate, and the proposed 
tandem parking arrangements will result of more traffic movements with vehicles needing to 
be moved to allow other vehicles to leave. The nearby bus route timetable is not convenient 
with regard to working hours and, as a result, staff are more likely to need to drive to the site.
The proposed development remains overbearing on neighbouring properties resulting in loss 
of privacy. In addition, following the recent flooding in the area, the Town Council’s Planning 
Committee raised concerns that the storm drains will be unable to accommodate increased 
surface water flow which will inevitably result from the much increased area of hard 
landscaping on the site. 

OTHER REPRESENTATIONS

First consultation

Representations have been received from 39 properties, Handforth Health Centre, Esther 
McVey MP and Councillor Toni Fox as follows:

 The proposed parking layout would result in tandem car parking spaces, which would 
have an impact upon highway safety 

 No swept path analysis has been submitted so large delivery vehicles/waste collection 
and ambulances may not be able to enter or and leave the site in forward gear.

 This is an overdevelopment of the site resulting in an overbearing impact in terms of 
height, bulk, mass and scale;

 Restricted on‐site car parking
 Harmful Impact of day‐to‐day operation on adjacent dwellings
 Now features a prominent roof profile increasing visual intrusion
 The development would add to the risk of flooding
 The site is remote from any other service or activity.
 Would result in include additional cars on adjacent roads increasing the risk to children 

walking to school;
 New residents would further overstretch GP services,
 Would result in loss of trees
 There is no provision for deliveries to the proposed care home
 There are already a significant number of care homes within the area
 It would be out of keeping /character with the low density residential area surrounding
 Would result in congestion would be dangerous to road users and pedestrians
 This is the 3rd proposal in a relatively short period which has reduced the number of 

bedrooms but not addressed previous issues of concern
 Would cause harm to the amenity of neighbours due to 24hours use resulting in light 

and noise pollution



 The proximity of the recently built Welland Road roundabout would restrict access for 
larger vehicles

 There would be a loss of wildlife just in the building of this development. 
 The design of the building is very poor and are more akin to an office development 
 The parking area at the front of the development would give the appearance of a pay 

and display car park 
 Reducing the number of established trees and increasing concrete will exacerbate run 

off issues
 A major passing bus route has been withdrawn.
 Would result in losing established houses whilst there is a housing shortage 
 Some of the reports contain outdated information.
 Queries whether there is a need of such a care home as there are many in the area
 Would result in “garden grabbing” which discouraged in the NPPF.
 Development would result in a change of use from C3 to C2 which would set a 

damaging precedent on Handforth Road.
 Loss of outlook and privacy for neighbouring property 
 Will attract very much unwanted criminal activity and antisocial behaviour to the area 

and family homes
 Loss of satellite signal due to height of building
 Neighbours have objection fatigue due to resubmissions of similar applications
 If approved it should be subject to S106 obligations for medical facilities
 The transport statement is out of date,
 Doctors and dentists in the area are already full 
 There is no longer a bank in Handforth
 The site is not sustainable as it is 2 miles from the town centre
 Handforth Health Centre provides care to 100 residents in Eden Mansions nursing 

home, (complex dementia care) and currently visits the home for 3 GP sessions a 
week with up to 90 patient contacts a week. The provision of another large nursing 
home will place additional strain on GP appointments for the currently registered 
patient population as this would require a similar level of GP time commitment to 
another nursing home.

 Given the placement of the nursing home on the Manchester and Stockport borders it 
is likely that, as is the case for Eden Mansions, the majority of the residents will move 
into Eastern Cheshire from out of the area. It is notable that Eastern Cheshire already 
has one of the highest rates of nursing home beds per capita in the country.

 The care provider previously indicated that they needed 84 beds to make the home 
financially viable but now state a 60 bed home is feasible.

 The proposal still dominates the road frontage and is out of keeping with the street 
scene.

 The parking layout will result in by staff blocking each other in when they need to leave 
to carry out other tasks.

 The last bus serving the adjacent road is approximately 7.30pm and therefore buses 
do not provide a realistic means of transport. 

 Poor location for a Care home of this size or scale.



Second consultation

To date, representations have been received from 13 properties and Handforth Health Centre 
and comment as follows:

 The provision of another large nursing home in the HHC Catchment area will place 
additional strain on GP appointments for the currently registered patient population as 
this would require a similar level of GP time commitment to another nursing home

 34 spaces have now been reduced to 25 spaces, 8 of which are still tandem. Within 
this reduction of spaces, the disabled spaces have been halved from 4 spaces to 2 
spaces. 

 Revised amendments make no difference to the overbearing bulk and mass of the plan 
and the proposal being out of character with the area 

 Comments from agent re; Inspectors comments untrue in respect of parking numbers  
i.e. There is no mention of the inspector finding the number of parking spaces 
acceptable

 Commercial development is out of character to the area. 

 Loss of privacy  to rear garden of no 47 Handforth Road and light and noise pollution, 
cars and delivery vehicles at all hours and the size and scale of it (3 floors). It will be 
considerable taller than the existing properties.

 No need or demand for another care home

 Endorse the objection from our local health centre 

 This continuous assault of plans, appeals, more plans and appeals from Newcare is 
damaging to our health and wellbeing. 

 There are minor changes to the previous plan and multiple plans have been submitted

 There is now 12 less car parking places;

 These latest plans have obviously been presented because their appeal to the 
inspectorate was rejected

 This is a 3rd attempt in addition to 2 appeals submitted to the inspectorate.   

 overdevelopment of the site that will be overbearing in height, bulk, mass and scale to 
local homes and detrimental to the street scene

 3-storey building in a predominately 2 storey residential area

 Insufficient car parking, which will result in on street parking 
 Document states this is not a flood risk area but River Dean flooded severely this 

summer
 Hazardous Substances would be used on site such as cleaning products, medicines, 

chemical waste etc



 the site is not convenient to Wilmslow, as it is 2 miles to Wilmslow Town Centre which 
does not facilitate access to local amenities and with a very limited bus service, a 
reduction in the use of private cars is absurd

 Full reiteration of previous comments in respect of detrimental Impact upon Residential 
Amenities, a Care Home is C2, thereby creating a precedence for other properties 
leading to a change of character for the area; Inadequate Parking and Access; need to 
Avoid Town Cramming; adverse Impact on Protecting Wildlife/Habitation

 Previous application was unanimously refused due to overdevelopment of the 
site, which would be overbearing in height, bulk, mass and scale to local homes and 
detrimental to the street scene with insufficient parking. 

 The overall external has increased the overall external area to 3518 square metres 
from 3357 square metres.

 Public Transport is not a viable 
 List of Key Changes Statement is misleading 
 Should not demolish 2 good houses to erect a commercial business.

 Over development of the site that will be overbearing in height, bulk, mass and scale to 
local homes and detrimental to the street scene.  

 This development is an anti social idea on log standing residents 
 The assumption that 
 A site visit is essential to witness the current amount and speed of traffic on this road 

OFFICER APPRAISAL

Key Issues

 Design and impact on the character and appearance of the area, including the street-
scene. 

 Impact on the amenity of neighbouring properties 
 Highways safety
 Landscaping, trees & nature conservation

Principle of Development

The site lies within a Predominantly Residential Area of the adopted Macclesfield Borough 
Local Plan where residential uses are acceptable in principle.

The site is considered to be in a sustainable location. It is a previously developed site, within 
an area surrounded by housing, which is within walking distance of public transport links and 
to services. No in principle policy objections are raised to the proposal.

Sec.38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 states that planning 
applications and appeals must be determined “in accordance with the plan unless material 
considerations indicate otherwise". 



As per para 11 of the Framework and CELPS Policy MP 1, there is a presumption in favour of 
sustainable development taking into account the three dimensions of sustainable 
development (social, economic and environmental) and compliance with the Development 
Plan in accordance with Sec.38 (6). The ‘presumption in favour of sustainable development’ 
at paragraph 11 of the NPPF means: “approving development proposals that accord with an 
up to date development plan without delay”

The Council can now demonstrate a 5 year housing land supply but it is important to note that 
this site will deliver properties for older persons within a key service centre. Proposals like this 
that bring forward development of such sites make a valuable contribution to maintaining a 5 
year housing land supply and preventing inappropriate development elsewhere.

Policy SC4 of the Cheshire East Local Plan states the following: “Development proposals for 
accommodation designed specifically for the elderly and people who require specialist 
accommodation will be supported where there is a proven need; they are located within 
settlements; accessible by public transport; and within a reasonable walking distance of 
community facilities such as shops, medical services and public open space.” 

The purposes are broadly repeated in the saved Macclesfield Borough Local Plan policy 
DC57, which lists a number of relevant criteria for assessing new residential institutions.

The site falls in a sustainable location, close to the town centre, shops and facilities. Bus 
routes run past the site.

Policy DC57 states that the development must comprise a reasonable sized private garden in 
the order of 10 sq metres per resident. Accommodation would be provided for up to 60no. 
residents. This would require a private garden in excess of 600 sq metres for the use of the 
residents. The garden area on the eastern side of the care home would be in excess of 1000 
sq metres of useable garden area, which would have a pleasant aspect and due to the 
mature landscaping, it would not be overlooked, or overshadowed.

Need for the development

An updated needs assessment has been submitted during the life of this application which 
confirms there remains a need as there is an unmet need of equivalent to 391 market 
standard bed spaces in the sensitivity catchment area.   Should the 60 bed scheme be 
developed it would only fill 6.5% of the unmet need.

Healthcare

Comments are awaited from the NHS Eastern Cheshire Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG) 

They previously commented on the last application noting that there is a nearby GP practice 
within Handforth - Handforth Health Centre. The Handforth Health Centre GP practice is a 
1970’s single storey building in need of some improvements and a predicted patient growth 
rate of 32% over the next 10 years. Space utilisation analysis has demonstrated that the 
Handforth Health Centre currently has a 44% shortfall in required space in order to 
adequately provide primary care services to the existing patient population.



A figure for a financial contribution towards the health services is expected when comments 
are received.

Design and Impact on the character and appearance of the area

Policies SE1 and SD2 seek to ensure that new development respects the character of the 
area and is of an appropriate design. This is consistent with the provisions of the NPPF and is 
supported through the Cheshire East Design Guide. 

The application proposes the replacement of the existing two detached dwellings with a large 
care home.  Amended plans were submitted following the receipt of the appeal decision. 

The Inspector concluded that the previous scheme (18/4024M) “would cause harm to the 
character and appearance of the area by virtue of The greater perceived height of the 
proposed building combined with its much wider frontage would be inconsistent with the 
prevailing built form of the neighbouring buildings.

The central part of the principal facade of the proposed building would be set back from the 
main building frontage but it would nevertheless still appear significantly wider than the other 
buildings in the street as the continuous front wall and roof would prevent the end bays of the 
new building from being read as two detached dwellings”
The submitted amendments have reduced the height of the proposed building on the front 
elevation to two storeys and would appear as two detached dwelling connected by a light 
weight glazed link containing a lobby, hair salon and reception area.

The remainder of the building would comprise three storeys.  The depth of the front southern 
wing adjacent to no 47 Handforth Road has been reduced to reduce any impact upon their 
amenity.

The corner tower detail has been removed which would reduce the bulk and mass of the front 
elevation and would be less prominent the street scene.

The Council’s Design Officer has concluded that “The revised design has taken into account 
comments of the inspector with regards to making the front elevations of the development sit 
better within the existing street scene. The glazed link between these two elements could be 
lighter to make it more successful and less visible. The overall size of the development has 
reduced and been repositioned on the site to respond to the issue of close proximity to 
adjacent properties. This refinement also provides a better designed parking solution. There 
may be areas on other elevations where the linking element may be able to be lighter to 
emphasize the use of domestic scale blocks to form the larger mass”

Overall it is considered that the alterations have addressed the Inspector’s concerns in 
respect of design and impact on the locality.  Conditions regarding the specification of 
materials to the buildings and surface treatments would be attached to any approval.  The 
impact of the proposal on the character of the area is, therefore considered to be acceptable 
in relation to the Planning Inspectors specific comments, and the development complies with 
policies SE1 and SD2 of the CELPS.



Amenity

In respect of the living conditions of neighbouring properties the Inspector concluded that;

“It is not argued that the proposed new building would affect the outlook from habitable rooms 
within number 49. Number 49 has a rear garden that is both long and wide. The gable end of 
the new building would inarguably be apparent as a large feature from within the rear garden 
of number 49. However, due to the size and extent of the garden, this would not appear 
unduly overbearing nor would it significantly increase the degree of enclosure of the 
neighbouring rear garden area. The appeal site is located to the north of number 49 and 
therefore the proposed new building would not cast a shadow across the garden of number 
49.

The submitted drawings show several windows that would potentially overlook the garden 
area of number 49. However, those directly facing the neighbouring property would be 
approximately 22 metres from the common boundary and other windows would have only 
oblique views. Due to this distance and the configuration the proposed development, the 
proposed building would not result in a significant degree of overlooking of the neighbouring 
garden.”

The gable end of the building has been reduced in width improving the relationship with the 
adjacent neighbour at no 49 and the building is no closer to the shared boundary. 

In respect of other impact on other neighbouring properties the proposed building has not 
been significantly changed from the previous scheme and the Inspector clearly felt that there 
no significant impact upon the dwellings on Swale Close and Tarporley Walk.

The environmental protection team have submitted an objection in respect of insufficient 
information regrading odour control. The position of the proposed kitchen has not changed 
from the previous application and no objection was received to that scheme. The matter can 
be dealt with by an appropriately worded condition.  

With the above in mind and in the light of the Inspectors comments it is considered that the 
impact of the proposal on the residential amenity of the neighbouring properties is within 
acceptable limits in line with saved policies DC3, DC41 and DC38 of the Macclesfield Local 
Plan.

Highways and parking 

The layout has reverted back to a layout similar to the scheme which was the subject of the 
appeal and in the light of the Inspectors comments as follows: 

The appeal site has a good pedestrian and public transport links. The proposed development 
would not cause harm to the highways safety in the area with particular regard to car parking. 

Highways comments are awaited and will be reported as an update.



Accessibility

The site is a reasonably sustainable location, with public transport adjacent to the site, and 
also positioned approximately 0.6 mile from the local shopping complex at Summerfields 
Village Centre.  

The topography of Handforth Road means that there is an incline when travelling north or 
south.  No doubt this would dissuade some people from walking to the village centre 
depending on mobility.  However, the path is used by local people including the elderly.  As a 
consequence, it seems unlikely that the more mobile residents or those with mobility scooters 
would be deterred from walking/riding to the local facilities along Handforth Road.  Walking to 
the nearest facilities is therefore an option for residents.

Accessibility is therefore considered to be in accordance with the objectives of policies DC6 
and DC57 of the local plan.  

Trees

There are trees that could potentially be affected by the proposed development.  An 
Arboricultural Impact Assessment has been submitted which suggests that where any tree 
removals are required, this will be mitigated by high quality landscaping.  Comments are 
awaited from the tree officers and will be reported as an update.

Nature Conservation

Breeding Birds
Suitably worded conditions relating to breeding birds should be included in 
any approval.

Great Crested Newts
Following surveys of the site, Great Crested Newts are not considered likely 
to be present on site. No further action is required.

Bats
Evidence of bat activity in the form of minor roosts of a relatively common bat 
species has been recorded within number 53 and number 51.  The usage of 
the buildings by bats is likely to be limited to small-medium numbers of 
animals using the building for relatively short periods of time during the year 
and there is no evidence to suggest a significant maternity roost is present.  
The loss of the buildings on this site in the absence of mitigation is likely to 
have a medium impact on bats at the local level and a low impact upon the 
conservation status of the species as a whole.  

The EC Habitats Directive 1992 requires the UK to maintain a system of strict 
protection for protected species and their habitats. The Directive only allows 
disturbance, or deterioration or destruction of breeding sites or resting places

(a) in the interests of public health and public safety, or for other imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic 



nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the 
environment, and provided that there is 

(b) no satisfactory alternative and 

(c) no detriment to the maintenance of the species population at favourable 
conservation status in their natural range

The UK has implemented the Directive in the Conservation (Natural Habitats 
etc) Regulations 2010 (as amended) which contain two layers of protection (i) 
a requirement on Local Planning Authorities (“LPAs”) to have regard to the 
Directive`s requirements above, and (ii) a licensing system administered by 
Natural England and supported by criminal sanctions.

Saved Macclesfield Borough Local Plan Policy NE11 and policy SE3 of the 
Cheshire East Local Plan states that the Council will seek to conserve, 
enhance and interpret nature conservation interests.  Development which 
would affect nature conservation interests will not normally be permitted.

Circular 6/2005 advises LPAs to give due weight to the presence of protected 
species on a development site to reflect EC requirements.  “This may 
potentially justify a refusal of planning permission.”

The NPPF advises LPAs to conserve and enhance biodiversity: if significant 
harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an 
alternative site with less harmful impacts) or adequately mitigated, or as a last 
resort, compensated for, planning permission should be refused. 

Natural England`s standing advice is that, if a (conditioned) development 
appears to fail the three tests in the Habitats Directive, then LPAs should 
consider whether Natural England is likely to grant a licence: if unlikely, then 
the LPA should refuse permission: if likely, then the LPA can conclude that no 
impediment to planning permission arises under the Directive and 
Regulations.

In this case it is considered that the proposal will result in social and economic 
benefits, and any alternatives are likely to involve extensions to the existing 
building, which would have a comparable impact upon the species.  

The submitted report recommends the installation of bat boxes on the 
replacement building as a means of compensating for the loss of the roosts 
and also recommends the timing and supervision of the works to reduce the 
risk posed to any bats that may be present when the works are completed.

The nature conservation officer advises that if planning consent is granted the 
proposed mitigation/compensation is acceptable.



CONCLUSIONS

While the objections are noted, the amended scheme is considered to be acceptable and has 
responded appropriately to the Inspectors comments on the previous refusal and appeal 
decision. 

As the proposal is not classified as use class C3 (dwellinghouses) there is no affordable 
housing requirement.  However, the development will provide suitable accommodation for an 
ageing population within Cheshire East.  

The impact on European Protected Species and other ecological interests has been assessed 
by the nature conservation officer and is acceptable.  The proposal accords with the relevant 
ecology policies in the local plan and national guidance in the Framework.  There is not 
considered to be any reason, having regard to the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010, to withhold planning permission in this case.  

Similarly, the amended proposal also raises no significant visual, amenity, design or flooding 
issues, and complies with relevant local and national planning policies.  

A number of economic benefits will also arise from the development including additional trade 
for local business and the creation of employment.  

Bearing all the above points in mind and subject to the receipt of outstanding consultee 
comments, it is considered that the proposal accords with relevant Development Plan policies 
and as such it is recommended the application be approved, subject to relevant conditions 
and a s106 contribution to healthcare.

In the event of any changes being needed to the wording of the Committee’s decision (such 
as to delete, vary or add conditions / informatives / planning obligations or reasons for 
approval/refusal) prior to the decision being issued, the Head of Planning has delegated 
authority to do so in consultation with the Chairman of the Northern Planning Committee, 
provided that the changes do not exceed the substantive nature of the Committee’s decision.

Application for Full Planning

RECOMMENDATION: Approve subject to following conditions

1. Commencement of development (3 years)
2. Development in accord with approved plans
3. Submission of samples of building materials
4. Landscaping - submission of details
5. Landscaping (implementation)



6. Landscaping to include details of boundary treatment
7. Service / drainage layout
8. Detailed drainage stretegy /design to be submitted
9. Ecology Bats
10.Ecology Breeding birds
11.Ecology mitigation
12.Odour control
13.noise
14. lighting
15.Piling
16.Dust management
17.Floor floating
18.Travel plan
19.Electric vehicle points
20.Contaminated land
21.Verificaiton report
22.Soils
23.Contam 2
24.Surface water run off
25.Hours of construction
26.Airport safety
27.CIL




