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 DEPUTATION REQUEST: PLANNING PERMISSION GRANTED IN RESPECT OF 

ORLAND ROAD/STUART ROAD, SE15 (NUNHEAD ACTION GROUP) 

ard(s) or groups affected: 

From: 
 

. That Members consider whether to hear the deputation in respect of planning 
permission granted in respect of Borland Road/Stuart Road, SE15, and if so, agree 

ly. 
 

. On 11 November 2002, Planning Committee considered planning applications in 

 
3. tee. The relevant 

extract from the draft Minutes for the meeting on 11 November 2002 are attached at 

 
4. 

 follows: 

They understand that it is not in the power of the Overview & Scrutiny 
Committee to change the decision but woud like Councillors to listen to the 

e decision was 
taken. 

They hope that, if they feel it appropriate, the Committee will pass on a report 
regarding this matter to the Executive. 

Local people believe that if the Council does not learn from mis-handled 
lications such will forfeit the suppor mmunities 
s to serve.” 
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 All 

COUNCILLOR DOMINIC THORNCROFT 
 

 
 RECOMMENDATION 

 
1

on the procedure which should app

 BACKGROUND INFORMATION  
 

2
respect of the Thames WaterDepot Site, Borland Road, SE15 and 1-3 Stuart Road, 
SE15. The reports to Planning Committee are attached at Appendix B. 

Planning permission for both sites was granted by Planning Commit

Appendix C. 

On 27 November 2002 a deputation request was received from Councillor Dominic 
Thorncroft (attached at Appendix D) on behalf of the Nunhead Action Group, as

 
“Local people want to make their feelings clear about the process by which 
the Planning Committee took the decision to allow the development of the 
Borland Road/Stuart Road sites. 
 

range of concerns which they have about the way in which th
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 as this, it t of the co

 



 
Legal/Financial Imp

uncil Proce Council's Constitution have procedures governing 
g o  Council Assembly and the Executive.  There are 

nd 
re 

h would apply should a deputation request be agreed.  At common law, the 
g has the power to regulate an e for 

 agree to receive deputation, notwith ing the absence of a 
 to do this.  

 
6. If members are minded to agree the deputation request it will be necessary to agree 

the procedure which should apply and it is suggested that members use Council 
Procedure Rule 3.7 as a model. 

 
7. Members will note that CPR 3.7(2) provides that deputations "shall not concern 

approval or otherwise of a current planning...application but may address any other 
issue within the direct responsibility of the Council..."  CPR 3.10 provides that 
"Deputations ... received concerning Licensing or Development Control applications 
will not be considered by the Council Assembly.  Any such representations received 
should be forwarded to the appropriate Proper Officer(s) for consideration as part of 
the formal consultation on such applications."  There is a clear provision in the 
Council Procedure Rules that deputations and representations on planning and 
licensing matters are not received as deputations but are dealt with as part of the 
consultation on individual applications, with residents and objectors being afforded 
the opportunity of addressing the relevant committee about their concerns before the 
committee makes a decision. 
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Co5. dure Rules and the 
utations to boththe makin f dep

currently no rules which would permit the receipt of a deputation by the Overview a
Scrutiny Committee or any of the Scrutiny sub-committees, or govern the procedu
whic
meetin  its own proceedings d it is therefore possibl
the meeting to the stand
specific power
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