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Pilmar Lane Development
Planning Committee Decision

On 28th February the Borough Council gave "support in principle" to the
planning application but referred it back for revision on three points.

In their Agenda, councillors had been given a Development Department
briefing running to 8% pages <{(including 3 full-page maps). It noted that
Roos Parish Council disapproved of the development and that twelve letters
of objection had been received as well as a "letter of comment" - and also
that the outline application in July 1987 had been opposed by thirteen
objectors and by a petition with eighty-six signatures.

The briefing outlined the kind of objections raised, including some from
neighbours who felt that their own properties would be affected. However

"The principle of residential development has already been established and
it is only possible to look at specific issues réised by the detailed plans."

Thee main planning 1lssues were then outlined. These are summarised below.
Direct quotation from the briefing is given inside inverted commas.

A, Density of Development (b) Variety of housing is needed, including

Objectors quoted from the Village Plan to zomeitSfmiler S?eliingf (anf :igger
argue that density in Roos should be less eﬁf y ..O{fnﬁh 5 ?:a peig eh = iuy
than the average of 10 per acre 1in ? &§u§? 411 + ?n mf e‘éf 1?1 ELaihe
Holderness generally - and the Pilmar Lane SENELTT MRS RRTATRE AN TLReany:
development would have 12 per acre. The B,Vehicles on Pilmar Lane
briefing made several points to counter

this argument : (a) The only access would be from Pilmar

Lane. The development would increase

(a) The Village Plan figures should be traffic along the existing cul-de-sac.
related to the average density for If fewer houses were built <(say, 29,
building in Roos as a whole. Because of they would probably be larger and
low density elsewhere, the average produce more cars overall than 30
would still be well below 10/acre even houses would.

Ij‘.;neBOSiI;c;tfses WeEe (DU O A R (b> No through access is planned to the
north, "although the existing footpath
(One of the maps showed densities elsewhere is rather wida. This is under

Pilmar Lane (ex-council Houses) t
Existing "Pilmar Garth" !
Eastfield Estate |
Corner of Pilmar Lane & Main St |

discussion with the Highway Authority
with a view to its reduction in width."

' (c) Development would cut off agricultural
é access to the east - "and the former

owner has required a right of way over
the estate road and through a gated
entrance on the eastern boundary. It

South Park
Eln Garth '
Chestnut Garth !
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D.Single-Storey Development
on the Eastern Boundary

To reduce "visual impact" on the village's
eastern approach, outline permission
prescribed only single-storey dwellings on
the eastern boundary.

"Although the dwellings contain dormers at
first-floor level, +these are- relatively
small and the profile of the buildings is
low, On Dbalance it 1is felt that the
submission follows the spirit of the
outline requirements, although members may
feel that they would prefer to see these
rear dormers omitted."

E.Planting on Eastern Boundary

(The briefing failed to say that tree-
planting on the east was recommended in the
Village Plan, where the implication was
that plantiag would be within  the
development site - which would reduce the
space for housing. The scheme referred to
below would prevent such a reduction and
may bhave been suggested to maximise the
number of dwellings on the site prqper.)

The applicant is considering acquiring a
strip of land beyond the site to provide "a
substantial planted area... The land-owner
has agreed to this in principle.*

F.General

Some smaller points are being discussed
with the applicant to improve spacing from
adjoining property and omitting overloocking
windows where posssible. Land ownership
also needs to be resolved ("not strictly a
planning issue"). Greater variety in the
building line could be achieved.

Parish Council

The meeting of 13th March was chaired by
Councillor G.E.Vinter., All other members
were present.

Minutes

The Minutes of the February meeting were
approved. The Chairman said that he had met
representatives of the Gas Board and the
Highways Department. Two sites bhad. been
agreed for the kiosks to house regulating
equipment : the area at the eastern corner
of Pilmar Garth and the grass verge at the
N.¥. corner of Pinfold Lane (but not the
actual site of the old pinfold).

Correspondence
¥Yhite Rose Landscapes, Hull. Advice of the

firm's services.

South Park. The Director of Development had
asked 1f a new name was required for the
further development in South Park. It was
agreed that the address of the whole should
be "South Park".

Auditors. The new auditors, Messrs Robson

Rhodes, were given authority of access to
the Parish Council bank account.

Planning
Approvals. The Borough Council had now
approved two previous applications : at
Plot 5 south of Dave Lane and 1 Elm Garth.
Hew applications.

The Parish Council supported :
YEB. Extension of overhead cable in front
of The Elms and Elms Cottages.


















