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Table 1 Permission success rate by allocated use

Allocated on Development Plan
for
- total
Non
Residential | -residential
b ]

Planning Application 783/96.9 127/89.3 916/180.2

submitted (number/ha) (86.0/50.4) (14.0/49.6)
Refused 285/21.5 30/11.4 315/ 38.9
(36.4/30.3) (23.6/12.8) | (34.6/21.6)
ungondi- 22/ 3.1 3/ 0.6 %/ 4.3
tionally (2.8/4.D (2.470.8) | (2.17 2.9
Approved condi~ 438/55.6 90/55.2 528/110.8
tionally (85.9/61.2) (70.9/61.8) | (58.0/61.5)
Appeal 38/ 4.0 4/ 4.4 42/ 8.3
(4.9 4.9) (3.174.9 | (4.6/4.8)
Sub~tota1 498/63.3 97/60.1 595/123.4
(63.6/69.7) (76.4/87.2) | (65.4/68.5)
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Table 2 Permission success rete for Green belt

Refused Approved Planning Application
submitted (number/ha)

Residential 2/ 0.04 3/ 0.18 5/ 0.22

Office 4/5.15 0/ 0.00 4/ 5.15
Industry 2/ 5.50 1/ 1.43 3/ 6.93
Shopping 2/ 4.45 1/ 0.09 3/ 4.54
Cange of Use 0/ 0.00 2/ 0.98 2/ 0.9
total 10/15.14 1/ 2.68 17/11.82

(58.8/85.0) | (41.2/15.0)
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Table 3  Permission success rate by Planning Appeals

Allocated on Development Plan
for
total

Non (number/ha)

Residential -residential
Residential 31/ 3.717 4/ 4.36 35/ 8.13
(88.6/46.4) (11.4/55.6) (44.9/56.8)
Office 5/ 0.37 9/ 3.90 147 4.7
(35.7/ 8.7) (64.3/81.3) (17.9/29.8)
Industry 2/ 0.02 2/ 0.9t 4/ 0,93
(50.0/ 2.2) (50.0/97.8) (5.1/ 6.5
Shopping 0/ 0.00 3/ 0.22 3/ 0.22
( 0.0/ 0.0) (100./100.) ( 3.8/ 1.5)
Change of Use 12/ 0.42 10/ 0.34 22/ 0.76
(54.5/55.3) “5.5/22.1) (28.2/ 5.3)
total 50/ 4.58 28/ 9.713 78/14.31

(64.1/32.0) (35.9/68.0)
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