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[bookmark: _GoBack]Address: Palmer Park Stadium 
Application No: 211030/NMA
Proposal: Minor amendment of condition 26 of planning permission 201735 to require the submission and approval of the end user skills plan prior to occupation
Case Officer: Alison Amoah

Proposal: Non material change relating to the trigger point for the submission and approval of an Employment, Skills and Training Plan for end user skills.  To amend the originally approved condition 26, which states:

26. Prior to the commencement of construction, an Employment, Skills and Training Plan for construction and end user skills shall have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority in consultation with Reading UK CIC and to be implemented in accordance with the approved plan. 
REASON: to ensure that the relevant economic development services including employment, skills and training development initiatives are implemented in accordance with Policy CC9 of the Reading Borough Local Plan 2019 and the Employment, Skills and Training SPD 2013.

TO:
26A Prior to commencement of construction, an Employment, Skills and Training Plan for construction shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority in consultation with Reading UK CIC and to be implemented in accordance with the approved plan. 
26B Prior to occupation, an Employment Skills and Training Plan for end user skills, shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority in consultation with Reading UK CIC and to be implemented in accordance with the approved plan.

REASON: to ensure that the relevant economic development services including employment, skills and training development initiatives are implemented in accordance with Policy CC9 of the Reading Borough Local Plan 2019 and the Employment, Skills and Training SPD 2013.

The reasons for the proposed change, as set out by the applicant, is that as the construction period is two years, employment trends may vary making an end-user plan potentially redundant if prepared now.  

Objections Received (Summary):
Applications under S96A are not applications for planning permission, so are not covered by the publicity requirements as set out in the DMPO.  

Consultation was, however, undertaken with Reading UK CIC, who raised no objection.

Relevant Planning History:
201735/FUL - Leisure centre extension to include a 25m 6 lane pool, fitness suite, cafe, activity room, parking spaces and landscaping, and the refurbishment of the existing grandstand to include demolition of the existing entrance lobby, internal works and roof works – Approved with S106 23/4/21

Appraisal:
1) The proposed change to the trigger point for the submission and approval of an end user plan prior to occupation would have no detrimental effect on the permission as granted under 201735 and the condition requirements.  This would still allow a plan to be in place before the development is occupied, which is appropriate as it relates to training requirements in association with the operational development.    

Conclusion:
The change to condition 26 as proposed is, therefore, considered as an acceptable non-material alteration to the approved scheme.

Recommendation:
Approve non-material amendment subject to conditions. Although Section 96(A) of the Act does not allow for the original decision to be re-issued, it does allow the modification of, or imposition of, conditions. In this respect it is considered appropriate to amend condition 26.

Condition
The amended condition 26 as above.

INFORMATIVES
1. This notice relates only to the change to condition 26 of the substantive planning permission (Ref: 210735).  It shall be read in the context of the substantive permission and is bound by all the conditions and obligations attached to that permission.  That permission still stands and this notice (and any other notices issued under section 96a for this development) should be read together.

2. In reaching this decision, the local planning authority is satisfied that the changes proposed by this application do not constitute a material change to the approved planning permission. 




