N THE PLANMNING COURT COl2474118

BETWEEN
R {cao JAMES KENYON)
Claimant
and
WAKEFIELD COUNGIL
Defendant
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UPON the Cizimant having applied for judicial review of the Defendant's decision
to grant planning psrmisaion no, 08/00008/0CUT datad 31 March 2018

BY CONSENT IT IS ORDERED THAT:

1. the Claimant be permitiad to introduce a new ground 5 (as summariead In
the statement of reasons);

2. tha Claimant's claim is allowsd;

3. the Council's decision of 31 March 2018 to grant planning parmission for
application no. 08/000068/0UT is quashed; and

4, the Defendant shall pay the Claiment's ressonable coels subject to
detailed assessmeant on the standard basls if not agresd,

Richard Buntdon Environmental and Public Law, Solicltors for the Claimart
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Statement of Reasons

On 31 March 2016, the Defendant granted planning permission no.
08/00006/0UT.

Tha Claimant challenged the Defendant's decision by way of application
for judicial review of 12 May 2016.

The claim was brought on four grounds ss set out in the Claimant's
Statement of Facls and Grounds of 12 May 2018.

The Defendant's summary grounds of defence proposed an additional
ground of claim, namely that the Defendant emed In failing to grant
planning permission in accordance with the conditions proposed and
reporied to the Defendant's Planning Services Committee on 6
September 2013. In the circumstancas, the permission has not been
made subject fo various conditions recommendad to Commitiee mada
subject to others which were neither recommanded nor considered by the
Defendant's Committee and it has therefore besn issued outwith the
authority of the resolution of the Planning Servicas Commities.

Having considered the point raised by the Defendant; the parties agree
that the Claimant should be permitted to introduce & new ground of review
(ground 5) that: the Defendant has emred by falling lo take into account
material  considerstions andlor teken inlo account irralevent
considerations, namely cerlain conditions forming part of the grant of
parmigsion.

Further, and without prejudice to the parties’ positions in all other
raspacts, the parties agres that decision no. 08/00008/0UT of 31 March
2018 should be quashed on the basis of new ground 5.







