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Coventry City Council Public report
Report to
Planning Committee 6 December 2007
Report of

Director of Finance and Legal Service and City Planning Manager

Title
Unauthorised development by installation of hard surfaces at various address in Daimler Green

1.0 Purpose of the Report

1.1 To consider a petition submitted by Councillor Skipper in respect of unauthorised
development to form hard surfaces within the front gardens of several properties on the
Daimler Green estate.

2.0 Recommendation

2.1 Planning Committee is recommended to note and consider the petition when considering
report 22 of the private agenda.

3.0 Background

3.1 Outline Planning Permission (46810) was granted 27 September 1996 to use the 21.8ha
site of the former Jaguar Daimler plant for predominately residential purposes in
accordance with a planning brief that sought to develop a high quality urban village.

3.2 The subsequent Reserved Matters were approved between December 1999 and February
2001. Each of these included a condition requiring "no development to form hard surfaces
within front garden areas shown as soft landscaping on the approved plans or any
approved amendments shall be carried out unless planning permission has been granted
by the City Council." The reason cited was that having regard to the layout and general
nature of the proposed development it is important to ensure no development is carried out
except with the permission of the City Council, which would detract from the appearance of
the area and affect the amenities of adjacent properties.

3.3 Following the refusal of planning permission an enforcement notice was issued in respect
of breaches of planning control at 59 Bardley Drive and an appeal to the Secretary of State
against this decision was upheld. The Enforcement Notice required that part of the
hardstanding be returned to soft landscaping. The Inspector agreed with the City Council
that the hardstanding in that prominent location did disrupt and detract from the open
landscaped frontage, which formed an integral part of the comprehensive development of
this large residential area. The Notice was subsequently complied with.
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Similarly, In considering an application at No.43 Bardley Drive for '‘Conversion of garage to
habitable room, elevational alterations and laying out of forecourt in modified form' in
October 2007 the Planning Committee were advised that negotiations had sought to retain
part of the frontage area as grass whilst permitting retention of sufficient of the
hardstanding to park two cars. The permission was granted with a condition that required:

"The landscaping to the forecourt area indicated in the approved documents shall be
completed in all respects no later than 30 March 2008. Any trees or shrubs removed,
dying, being severely damaged or becoming seriously diseased within five years from
the substantial completion of the planting scheme shall be replaced within the next
planting season, by trees or shrubs of similar size and species to those originally
required to be planted."

When considering this application, it was drawn to Members attention that other properties
had carried out unauthorised hardstanding and that it was intended to seek to negotiate
remedies along similar lines to that adopted in this case.

Letters were sent to 32 properties on 17 October 2007 advising that a breach of planning
control had occurred and clarifying that properties on the 'Daimler Green' estate have had
their 'permitted development' rights removed and that any development involving the laying
out of hardstanding to a front garden area requires planning permission. The occupiers
were encouraged to respond in writing clearly setting out their intentions and any other
comments that they may wish to make. Apart from the unsightly visual impact of extensive
areas of hardstanding, it also raises the issue of increased surface water run-off. The letter
indicated that the following options would be acceptable:

) Remove the additional hard surface that has been laid to the front of the property and
return it back to the approved layout by 30 March 2008, or

o Remove part of the additional hardstanding and reinstate the grass and/or permanent
planting, such that no more than a 5m wide hard surfaced strip remains by 30 March
2008. This would allow for 2 cars to be parked on the forecourt and an acceptable
amount of landscaping.

o Other alternatives, which replace the additional hard surface that has been laid out
with a combination of landscaping and green semi-porous permeable surfacing that
may also allow additional parking by 30 March 2008.

A public meeting was held on 2 November 2007, which was attended by many residents,
an Officer and Councillors Skipper and Mutton. It was agreed to extend the deadline for a
further 2 weeks to enable residents to make further written representations, and that the
matter would be presented to Planning Committee on 6 December 2007.

Comments raised at the meeting were as follows:

o Parking is in short supply and cars would be forced to park on the road, which would
cause chaos, as the roads are narrow.

) Most houses have between 2.5 and 3 cars on average.

o Why was action being taken several years after some people had carried out the
works?

o Grasscrete blocks (which are semi-porous) will look untidy.

o The City Council does not maintain areas of land in its own control.
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Although the letter to householders did not encourage applications to be submitted to retain
existing hardstanding, there have been no planning applications submitted for retention or
modification of any of the unauthorised development.

In one instance remediation works have been carried out.

Written responses have been received from occupiers of certain individual properties and
these are appended to the private report. In summary a number raise concerns that they
were unaware of the requirements and/or had sought approval from the developers that is
all they thought they needed to do. Many of the respondents also refer to the difficulty of
parking in the area and the poor quality of the grass that has been removed. Some
indicate a willingness to negotiate whilst others indicate that they do not wish to accede to
the Council's request to carry out remedial works. In one instance remediation works have
been carried out.

In addition a letter was received from Geoffrey Robinson MP that stated:

o 35 properties is an exceptionally high number for so many residents to have
undertaken this work unaware of the 'rules’. The Council must accept a certain
amount of responsibility for not stressing the importance of 'open green spaces' at the
time properties were bought. The Council are guilty of a lack of information and, in
one case that was highlighted at the meeting, complete misinformation.

o Due to the Council's poor information | would ask therefore that they accept mistakes
have been made, learn from these mistakes and move on from here and to allow the
35 properties planning permission.

) I don't see any other practical resolution to this problem, | feel that if the Council
persist in the direction they are heading, it will just become a bureaucratic nightmare,
wasting public time and money.

Correspondence has also been supplied by the Daimler Green residents Association that
does indicate some support on the estate for the removal of the block paving and one letter
has been forwarded to the planning office from a Daimler Green resident who comments
that it was the landscaping proposals that led to them buying their house and that
conditions would control change. The letter further indicates that where grass has been
reinstated it has made a vast improvement.

The Daimler Green estate was designed and laid out as an Urban Village, with its own
ambience and the protection of green areas is important to retaining the high quality of the
estate. The entire estate is less than 10 years old, with later phases of the development
still in the process of being constructed. As a whole, the estate is characterised by mixed
forms of development, including detached, semi-detached, and multiple storey flats and
apartments. The dominant form of development within the estate is detached two and three
-storey residence, positioned on relatively large plots, with extensive landscaping areas to
the front. In most cases, more than half of the frontages of these properties are covered
with soft landscaping, the remainder is devoted to hardstanding for carparking. The
extensive areas devoted to landscaping, combined with the estate wide design of the
landscaping areas results in a very coherent and pleasing streetscene, characterised by
green spaces and tree lined streets.

The impact of the enlarged areas of hardstanding upon the streetscape and the character
of the estate is pronounced, particularly so where landscaped areas have been converted
to hardstand areas on cumulative or closely grouped properties, or where the properties



are positioned in prominent positions within the street, such as the corner, or the end of a
cul-de-sac. If the conversion of hardstand areas remains unchecked the character of the
estate will be gradually eroded, replaced with a hard lifeless streetscapes. It could also
have a cumulative adverse impact on drainage within the area.

3.16 Members will be asked to consider in the private agenda the position in respect of
individual properties and the response received by the occupiers and to instruct officers
how they wish to proceed.
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