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1.0 PURPOSE 
 
1.1 Marcus Morrison on behalf of  Mrs Sue Goss has appealed under section 47 of the 

Planning Ordinance, against conditions 1, 2 and 5 imposed on full planning 
permission for food preparation (for home delivery) and a music studio at 98 David 
Street, Stanley (Mamma Sue’s Pizza Delivery) 

 
2.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 
2.1 Executive Council is requested to determine this appeal against refusal of planning 

permission. 
 
3.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 None 
 
4.0 BACKGROUND 
 
4.1.1 The following are annexed to this paper for consideration by Executive Council. 
 

• Annex 1 – Original Planning Application and site map; 
• Annex 2 – Paper from the EPO to the Planning and Building Committee in 

respect of the application for full planning permission; 
• Annex 3 – Extract from the minutes of the Planning and Building Committee 

of 5 May 2011; 
• Annex 4 – File note recording the concern of Mrs Lidda Luxton in respect of 

the application for full planning permission; 
• Annex 5 – Planning permission notice subject to conditions; 
• Annex 6 – Notice of Appeal; 
• Annex 7 – A statement from the appellant in support of the appeal; 
• Annex 8 – Letter of representation from Mrs Lidda Luxton against planning 

permission which includes a letter from the Road engineer and a site map; 
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• Annex 9 – A statement by the EPO on behalf of the Planning and Building 
Committee; and 

cheord14
Text Box
PUBLIC



 2

• Annex 10 – A copy of an email exchange between the Clerk and the 
Appellant in which the appellant confirms he had no further comment. 

 
4.2.1 Executive Council are reminded that under section 112 of the Planning Ordinance, no 

Member of the Planning and Building Committee or public officer who was present 
at the Committee meeting when the application was considered may also be present at 
the meeting of Executive Council when the appeal is determined. However, section 
112(2) of the Planning Ordinance which excludes the Planning Officer from 
Executive Council discussions on planning appeals was repealed under the Planning 
(Amendment) Ordinance 2007.   

 
5.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

None 
 
6.0    LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

The revised Planning Appeal Process as agreed by Executive Council in August 2007 
has been followed although due to the heavy workload of the Attorney General’s 
Chambers the required amendments to the Planning Ordinance and the Planning 
(General) Regulations to accommodate the new procedures have not yet been made. 

 
7.0 HUMAN RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS 
 

None 
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