
changed since the original grant of permission. This application seeks to extend the 
time limit for a previously approved scheme, which has not changed.  However, 
since the original decision there have been some significant changes in policy and 
some minor changes in material considerations.  These are discussed below and 
were considered in the updated planning documents submitted by the applicant. 

 
10.1.3 Paragraph 24 of the guidance note on extension of time period applications states 

that “Local planning authorities may refuse applications to extend the time limit for 
permissions where changes in the development plan or other relevant material 
considerations indicate the proposal should no longer be treated favourably.” 

 
10.2   Unchanged policy and material considerations since the original consent 

The policies in the adopted UDPR and site material considerations have not changed 
since the original grant of permission, including matters raised by consultees.     The 
detailed assessment of these policies and material considerations was set out in the 
original panel report and is considered to be appropriate to the determination of the 
current application.  The main issues are considered in further detail below. 

 
10.2.1 Principal of use - Leeds Unitary Development Plan Review 2006 
 
10.2.1.1 The proposal  accords  with  adopted development plan policies.  The 

proposals have not   been  altered  since  the  previous submission and 
there has been no adopted development plan policy change in this respect. The 
site lies within the designated UDPR City Centre and is outside the Area of 
Housing Mix.  UDPR policy would support the provision of purpose built 
student housing in the City Centre, and the parts of the City Centre closest to 
the University campuses would be the most sustainable locations.  Policy 
H15A is applicable, and the site follows the tests it sets out as follows: 

 
-    in that the site has good public transport connections to the Universities,  
and  is close enough to enable easy travel on foot or by cycle; 
 
-    the site would be an attractive location for students to live and of sufficient 
scale to form a viable student community either in itself or in association with 
other nearby developments (the existing student housing developments in the 
immediate area constitutes  3225 bedspaces in Opal One, Opal Two, Concept 
House, The Tannery, Liberty Park and Sentinel Towers – the policy does not 
give guidance on definition of ‘scale’ or ‘viability’); 
 
-    that the proposal would be well integrated into the surrounding area in 
terms  of scale, character and associated services and facilities (the site is 
close to the city centre and the universities, and is of a lower scale and density 
than all  recent student housing developments.  The design of the building is 
complementary to the recent student developments); 
 
-    that the proposal would contribute to the regeneration of the surrounding 
area (it is considered  that  the  existing  use  of  the  site  as an unsightly, 
unauthorised car  park  is  not acceptable in policy or visual amenity terms, and 
is not the best use of urban City Centre land); 

 
-    not unacceptably affect the quality, or quantity or variety of the local housing 
stock (the proposal is not located directly adjacent to existing local housing 
stock, other than other recent student housing developments). 
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