
ADDENDUM 

LA01/2021/0650/F 
 

 

1.0 Update 

1.1 Paragraph 8.7 of the Planning Committee Report refers to a bridge 

not being considered a building for the purposes of Policy CTY8.  

Notwithstanding the Drumahaman Bridge is listed on the Listed 

Buildings Register, it is not a building for the purposes of CTY 8. 

 

2.0 Consideration 

 

2.1 When assessing planning policy, it is general practice that a word 

within the policy is given its everyday meaning within the policy 

context.  Adopting such a position for the purposes of CTY 8 is 

supported in Paragraph 8 of Planning Appeal 2018/A0088 

(Appendix 1). 

 

2.2 The everyday meaning of a “building” is defined as something built 

with a roof and walls, such as a house or factory.  It is evident that 

a bridge has neither walls nor a roof and is therefore not a building.  

While the bridge near to this site may be listed, and is identified 

within the Listed Buildings database, this is for record keeping 

purposes only and it is clearly not a building. 

 

2.3 To support this interpretation, Policy also states that the proposal 

must respect the existing development pattern along the frontage 

in terms of size, scale, siting and plot size – this clearly relates to a 

building on land along the frontage and not a structure such as a 

bridge.  A bridge or other such structure would not exhibit these 

elements to be assessed as it has no size, scale, siting within a 

plot, or plot size to allow such a comparison with the proposed 

building.    

 



2.4 Furthermore, in the supporting text reference is made in Para 5.34 

that:  

 

“Many frontages in the countryside have gaps between houses or 

other buildings that provide relief and visual breaks in the 

developed appearance of the locality and that help maintain rural 

character.”  

 

Again, this supports the policy interpretation, as it talks about 

physical relief from buildings. 

 

2.5 It is also noted that in Planning Appeal 2020/A0042 (Appendix 2), 

the Commissioner in that appeal explores what constitutes a 

building for the purposes of CTY 8 and again refers to a building 

being given its natural, every day meaning (Paragraphs 6 & 8).  In 

Paragraph 9 of this Appeal, the Commissioner concludes that wing 

walls, gates or ruins, or a building under construction do not 

constitute buildings for the purposes of CTY 8.  This supports the 

position adopted in this Addendum that anything other than a 

building with walls and a roof is not a building for the purposes of 

CTY 8. 

 

3.0 Recommendation  

 

3.1 That the Committee note the contents of this Addendum and agree 

with the recommendation to Refuse the application in accordance 

with sections 1 and 9 of the Planning Committee report.   

 

  



Appendix 1 – Planinng Appeal 2018/A0088 

 

 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



Appendix 2 – Planinng Appeal 2020/A0042 

 

 



 

  



 

  



 


