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Wnte Offs 
Best Value 182,120,38O, 

398,399 
Better Allocation of Resources for District Councils 321 
Blatches Farm 243, 278, 

403,468, 
Breach of Ptanmng Control at 181 Greensward Lane, Hockley, Essex 344 
Breach of Planmno Control at Bnck House, Stambndoe Road, Great 426 
Stambridge -
Breach of Ptanmng Control at Frrways Garden Centre, Hullbndge I 494 
Road, Raylergh -
Breach of Planmng Control at Highlands Farm, off Beaches Road, 345 
Watery Lane, Rawreth 
Breach of Plannina Control on Land at Comer of Verlander 342 
Drive/Tenders A&rue 
Budget 199912000 6,14,39,47 2 
Building Authority Charges - Regulations 1998 107 
Bustness Rates - Drscretronary Rate Relief 473 
Canrewdon Tramc Study38 

1 Car Boot Sales 33 
Car Parking Strategy 442 
Care Home Pmvrsron Throughout Essex 9,292,350 
Castle Point and Rochford Social Services Locality Panel Seminar 353 
Chairman’s Chain of Office 476 
Commrttee Agenda and Minutes 323 
Communications and Media Strategy 400 
Community Facrlrty - St Marks Field, Rochford 322 

I Contamwwted I~anrl 448 
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Title blinute 
Number 

Contract Extension 139 
Contract Standing Orders -Monitoring Report 409 
Cost Awards: Planning Inquiries and Formal Heanngs - Proposed 72,155 
Changes to Committee and Inquiry/Informal Heanng Procedures 
Countenng Housina Benefti Fraud 
Cnme and Drsord ~~ .~ .~.. 

~~_ ~-..-~~~. .-.-
ler Reduction Strategy 

1 270.271 
132 

A 

I Crucial Crew 1999 224 
DETR Consultatron Report - Llmrtrng Landfill 446 
Disabled -Appointment of Member wrth Special Responsibtlrty 174 
Disabled Access and Leorslatlon 492 
Disabled Access Matters 1 281 
Drscussron Document - Rural Enaland I109 
Dispersed Alarm System - Carelries 358 
Door Entry System - Consultatron 362 
Door Entry System - Shoebury Road, St Johns Road Flats, Great 13 
Nakenng 
Door Staff Registration Scheme 89 I 
Down1iall Road, Rayiebh - Proposed Variabon to Existing Wartrng 445 
Restrictions - Introduction to Limited Waiting Bays 
Draft (=Orporate Plan 397 
Draft County/District Waste Managemer It Statement 115 
Draft Essex Socral Org anlsatin Plan 1999 - 2004 320 
Draft Heaith Impmvem 
East of England Local Govemmen 

snt Programme 
It Conference 

11 
404 s

1 
Elect~cIn of the Charm-ran of the Council for 1999/2000 165 
Enhancing Local Dernc tcracy Steenng Group 406 
Essex 
Essex and Southend Waste Local Plan 

: Actrve Sport Partnership 222 1 

Essex Approach - Next Steps. Designing Century County 
I Council 

Essex Local Transport Plan 449 
Final Accounts 1998i99 330 
Frnancral Contnbution Towards Tnbunal Costs 48 
First Stage Air Quality Review 199 
Food Standards Agency 90 
Glebe Close/Morrins Close 361 
Great Wakenng Landfill Site 311 
Group Leaders Panel -Terms of Reference and Operatron 261 
Hawkwell Recycling Tnat- ,I- 447 

1 High Street Great Wakerlng - Proposed Variation, Wattrng Restnctrons ( 37 
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Minute Index for 1999 

Title hlinute 
Number -

Housing Capital Programme 1355 
Housing Corporation Aoomved Develooment Prooramme I10 

.rr~~-~--~ -~-I~ ~~~~~ v ~~~~~’ 

Housing lnvestn rent Programme (HIP) 294 
Housing revenue Account 1999i2000 16 
King George’s Playing Field, Raylergh 140,298 
Licensina of Houses m MultJole Occuoation - Consultation 218 
Liquor Licensing and Public Entertarn’ment Licensing Hours 357 
Local Authority Cultural Strategies -Consul&&on on Draft Guidance 91 
Local Transport Plans 111 
Locallv Determined Prooramme 1999/2000 205 
Low Energy Lamps - Update 87 
Magnolia Road Public Open Space 106 
Meat Hygiene Service 15 
Members Allowances 1999/2000 51 
Mental Health and Community NHS Trust 293 
Mill Hall 359 . .. Millennium Beacon CEtlebrations 325^ 
Mobile Home OwnersMobile Home Owners - Update ) 85 
Modernising Agenda - Possible New Polrfical StnrctrrreModernising Agenda - Possible New Polrfical Stnrctrrre A.57. - . . -. . - -. - . - - -. - .-. 
Morrins CloselGlebe CMorrins CloselGlebe CIose, Great Wakenng I93 
National Fraud lnitrative 1998National Fraud lnitrative 1998 
Natronal Housing and Town Planning Councrl ConferenceNatronal Housing and Town Planning Councrl Conference 1998 

i3nmentic Rntsnn -.--.National NonNational Non i%mentic Rntrnn niscmtinnnrv Rntn Rnliefniscmtinnnrv Rntn Rnlief _-, . .-, 474-.. --...--..- .-.... J _ -..-. I .--- .-“-’ -
Out of HouOut of Hours Call-out ) 234 
Outside Bodies and 0Outside Bodies and 0 rganisations 173 
Partnershrp ArraPartnershrp Arra ngements - Transportatron 312 
Periodic El1Periodic El1ectoral Review 402 
PetitronsPetitrons 59,110, 151, 

214,225, 
257,290 

Pets rn Sheltered Accommodation 12 
Playrng Fields Safety Arrangements 436 
Playspace Rollrng Programme 17,296,435 
Playspace Swimming Provision 220 
Procedures for the Administration of Meetings and Support for 458,478 
Members 
Process Review - Housing Grants 84 
Process Keviews - Progress Report 121 
Public Conveniences 18,80, 138, 

297 
Public Open Spaces 187 
Rate Relief for Business in Rural Areas - Rural Settlement List 141 
Raylergh Town Centre Enhancements 105 
Rayletgh Town Centre Notice Board 407 
Rayleigh Town Centre Proposed Vanatron to Existing Waiting 201 
Restncttons 
Raylergh Town Centre: Traffic Survey Update/Junction Study 202 
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1 Title / Nlinute 1 
Number 

Rayleigh Town Council - Millennium Events 331 
Rayleigh Traffic Regulation Order - District ConsNatIon of 500 200 
Residents 
Recycling Banks at St John Fisher Playing Field, Raylelgh 432 
Recvcllna Scheme to Provide AdditIonal Water Resources for Essex 219 
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Whistle Blowmg Policy 186 
Working Groups - Protocol 421 
Zebra Crosslnas 36 



ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL MINUTES 


1999 


July (Part 3) 



ROCHFORDDlXTRICX’COUNCIL 

MiuuksoftbePlanuing~commiaea 

At al&&g held cm 29th July 1999. Prex.& Gxncitlors RE. Viioe (Chairman), 
R. Adarm, RS. Amen, G C Angus. T.G. Cutmom, JM. I)l&on, D.F. Flack, 
D M. Ford, Mrs. J E. Ford, G Fox, K.A. crlbbs, Mrs. J&i. GiIes, J E Grey, 
Mrs.H.L.A Glynn,Mrs J Ha&Mrs EMHaa,D.RHelsoo,Mrs.A~.Hotchings, 
V.D Hntchmgs, CC Langlands, V H. Leech, Mrs S.J. Lemon, T. Livmgs, 
GA. Mockford, C.R Morgan, R.A. Pearson, Mrs. WM. StevensoR Mrs. MS Vii, 
Mrs. MJ Webster, PPA Webster, D A. Wen and Mrs. MA. Weir 

Apologies: C~unclllors B R. Aylmg, D E. Barnes, N Hams, Mrs. J Helson, 
A Hoskmg and P.D. Stebbmg. 

332 h4lNUES 

The~~sof~Mee~ofgthJoly1999wereapprovedasaoorrectlacordand 
signed by the Chamnan. 

333. MEMBERsJNTImsl-s 

Members Jntercsts retig 9 the Schedule of Developnxnt ~Appllcarions sod 
Recommxdatmos (Mim~to 337) were mved as follows -

Para Dl - Cooncdlor Mrs H.L.A. Glyon declared a noz-pecuniary mtercst. 

Comdlor Mm M S. Vm de&red a non-pecomaq interest by vntue of bowledge of 
the apphcant. 

Pam R2 - Gxmc&r J.M. D&son declared a non-pecamiary interest by vntoe of being 
a Hawkwell Panah Counclllor. 

WraR7-ConnnllorJ.MI>lcksondeclaredanon-penmiary~byvirtoeofbeing 
a Hawkwell Push Coundor. 

Fara 16 - Conncillor RI. Viugoe declared an interest by whle of bemg a founder 
membx of the Brihsh Trust Conserv&on Volun~. 

Para17-ComziJlorKA.Gibbs de&r4 a geammry interest by virtue of lus 
employment and letI the Meetmg wfiilst the matter was dxussed 

Counctior D.F Flxk de&+& a pxumary mterest by vntue of his wife’s employment 
and he also left the Meeting whilst the nx&ex was d~~oased. 

Pms 21, 22 and 23 - Councdlor R S Allen declared a non-peco&y interest 

Councdlor G Fox de&red a non-pecuniary inkrest by vutne of being a School 
Governor, took part in the dsimk, but &d not vote on the mat&r, 

334 STAFFlNG 

Members weI& Mr Stephen Headmg, the new Head of Plaoning SeMceS and 
Mrs. Margaret M&m, the new Gxmmatx Admmistrator who were both attendmg their 
first Meehug of the Plannmg Services Co- 

Members coucurred,ti the Chairman’s sentmten~ in wshmg to pass on their thauks 
to Mr John Wh&ck for hi sterlmg work m leading the Wanmng b&on dmmg a 
perxod of staff &mover and r&stmchtrmg and for retaining his pmfess~onahsm and 
integrity tig what had clearly been Qflicult cxcmnstances. 



335 OUTSL4NDlNGIssuEs: 

The Comttee were saldied that all necessary achon had teen taken, 
Mim~ks 421/98@ra8). 181E9 (Para2), aud 253/99 (ParaDl) HILS) were carried 
forward 

336 DEVELOPMENT CONTROL STAllSTICS - PLANNJNG APPLICATIONS AND 
FLANNJNG 

The Comuntke noted the reporl of the Gnporafe Duector fJaw Plaumng and 
Admimstra&on) wtih de&&d the percentage of applicahons determined wrthm 8 
weeks for the quarter eudtug March 1999. 

337. SCHEDW OF DJXELO- APPLEATKINS AND RJXOMMENDATlONS 

The Head of Plaumug Services &m&d a Sci&ule of Apphcations for conslderstion 
and a hst of Planning Applications and Budding Regulation Applvxhons dez~d~I ander 
delegatmn smce 8th July 1999. 

ParaD1-99,QC07X’AUT-LandAdja1M2MA&ugdonRo&,Ro&f~ 

pmpasa-~appli~toaecttwo-ctwenings. 

Members questioned whether the applxaut would be willmg m m-cons&r negotiating 
wdh the Comd regardmg die car pakng use of the site. 

Resolvd 

That the applica&m be deferred for fmther negotlahou ti the applicant. 

That the apphcatmn be approved subject to the Co&ions set o$ m the Schedule. 

ParaR3-9MlC63MTJL-VexgeGppc&e129Lc&mRoad,Raykagh 

Plupxal - Erect free-staoding posl poochbox (chmble). 

Resolved 

That the apphcation be approved subJect to the Conditvm set out in the Schedule 

WmR4-98/0063~-V~W~of2A,TharpeRaad,Hochley 

Proposal-Erectfree-st&mgpo.stpwchbox(single). 

Resolved ’ 

That the apphcatiou be appmved %IbJEZtto the Condmons set out m the Schedule 



That the apphcatlon be approved subect to the Condthons set out m the Sch&le 

F’araR69L%W638/FuL-V~Adjacent1Bmmnbeaow Avenae,HW 

Projmal - Erect flE3staQding pest pcah box (smgle). 

Resolved 

That the apphcation be approved subject to the Cond~tmns set out in the E+&&le. 

F%aR798Aw1639EUL-VergeAdjac~125LowerRoad,HnIIbodge 

Pqoaal-EredfwsmcdQpostpmchbox(single). 

Members considered that tis apphcation should be defen-cd wth a stew to the 
ap&aut re-bug the post pouch box due to concerns of Iughway safety iu the vicinity 
of this juncuoa of Coventry W. 

That the applicahon be deferred for further negotiatmu with the applicant 

ParaR898FJO645/FUL-VeqeAdjaced138F’qRo&,HulIt&ge. 

propcsal-~~-gpcstpmch~w&~. 

Rlxdved 

That the apphcat~on be approved subject to the Coudltlons set out m the Schemtle. 

Members cons&red that flus apphmon should be defend to explore further whether 
or not the proposal was sited on a public tughway and aLso whether It was appropm%~ to 
be beside what IS thought to be a narrow smgfe track road due to obstruction 

That the applicatmn be deferred for fmthernegotlat~ou rpah the apphcant 

. 



-- 

l 
That the applicahon be approved subject to the condihons set out m the Schedule. 

ParaR11!XMU52ilWL-VugePmnting617Ash&&nRoad,Rochfcud 

Propsal - Erect fmzdmd& post pmch box @ogle). 

F&Old 

That the appb&on he approved SabJect to the Cotitmns set out m the Schedule. 

Timt the apphcatm be approved subject to the conditions set out m the Schedule. 

F’mxR139&%%58/FUL-VcageSo~hof1GokknC1~sRcad,Rochford. 

Fvopod-ECBdfrre-stnndiug~~mx(single). 

Rcsolval 

That the apphcahon be approved sub@ to the Condibons set out in the Schedule. 

F%raR1499KU28%ALW-Amigcs,HocklqRcad,Rayl&gh. 

Ropoaal-DisplayofAdn“ 4s. 8 

Members consldeti that the applicant bad made a gennlne attemp to design 
advemsements whxh reflected and @ respect to the design of i&e Listed Bmldmg and 
dlsagmd with tk i$pedlst’s advice that they competed with the ongmal dmgn. 
Accordingly 1t vias 

Resolved 

That the applicahon be approved subject to the followmg condlnons - 

1. 
2 

SAC1 - Advert - time liout (5 years) 
SAC3 - Advert - Standard Condmon. 

. 

Pa~aR15m-Amigos,HaRmd,Rayw. 

;* Proposal-Display-t 

. 72 @embers consIdered that the applicant had mmzie a genuine attempt to design 
advertisements whxzh reflected and pd respect to the deign of the Listed Building and 



disagreed with the speciahst’s advice that they competed ti the origmal daslgn 
Accordingly, 1t was 

That the apphcation be approved 

The Plannmg Manager apdsted Members on developments since the report had been 
drafted. Jn particular, further letters of oh&on recewzd mcludmg a fax from a 
Solicitor on khalf of a resident wxth ecologzcal mterests Also, that the plan attached to 
the. dedule for this rtem had been trmsposed wth that attached to rtem 23. The 
Council’s Woodlands and Environmental Speci&st apprazzd Members of discussions 
that were m prograss tegardmg appropriate receptor sites and the intensive ecological 
work m dEuon to tbls proposal. 

That the Coqwate Dnwtor (Law, Planning and -on) be mstmcwl to 
negotiate a Section 106 Agreement covermg the Heads set out m the Schedule and any 
others that he may constier necessary, and that s&-q& to tie Agreerwnt bemg 
comp!.eted to the s&f&ion of the corporate Duwtor, the appkation be appmved 
s&j& to the Heads of Con&tion and any other Condmons that may lx mxawry. 

That H.hWnson Servxce be advised that no obptmn IS raised by this Counc~I. 

Jbra 18 - 9910031CKOIJ - 195, Hqh Street, Gnat Wakzhg. 

PqmsaI-&ngenseofexis6ngsiqmnttoresl~withfrontporchaudrear 
kitc&lextensionsandpnJvlsionoffimtfkKRwithpitc6edroof. 

Resolvad 

That the apphcation be refused for the reasons set out m the schedule 

Pala19-99/00259/FUL-Ilk’Ihe~Raylelgh 

~~li3hexistingdwellingmxlaect5bd,twostoreydwullingwith 
’ x 

Conslderatlon of du.s item WBS deferred for a Members’ site visa. 

Resolved 

That a Members ate vint be arranged. (HAMS) 728 



hopasal-lkmohshexMngdweEugtoerea3storeyblockof16aId&ypasonsflats, 
1wa@knsflatandpwldecarpaiiirlg~~ 

ReSohWJ 

That the apphtmn be refused for the rea.xxU set out m the schedule. 

Para21-99,WMWFUL-KingEdmmds.School,VaughauCl~Rochf,ad 

Pqxxal-Tkproviaicmofa . ,areawithintheschooIgllmnds. 

Resolved 

That the apption be approved subject to the mr&hous and h&rmai~ves set out in 
the schedule. 

1 Applicant IS asked to be mindful of the consequences of the uupact and efkct of 
dehveries on the local resideutial toad network. 

2 Applicant is asked to ensure that constn~chon and umtmctors vehicles are parked 
md loaded w&m thxs school grounds, not on the local resldeutml road network 

That the apphcation be approved Subject to the coud~tions set out in the schedule 
m&ding the two rnfomves outhmd above. 

W-To erect a two gtorey build& comprising ak&chenaudckinghaUon 
glwndflmaudmnsicteachmg~wfirstfloor. 

That the application be approved subJect to the condaous set out m the schedule to 
include the two mformat~ves outlmed above, under paragraph 22. 

para6Adkdum(lj-99~1MFuL~~y~Lane,cane~ 

PrOpod-GroUndflcorai&exbmsim Fkkfbsiontomofandformationofhvo 
bximJmsinextendedroofspace. 

729 1 



-- 

That the appkahon be refused for the reasons set out m the s&eduk. 

roofspwwTthfmntaudreardam%s. CThn&br 

Consideration of this proposal was defwred for a Members site vwt 

Resolved 

That a Member site visit lx arranged. (HA?LS) 

TbeMeebngc1osedat103pm 

730 



SCHEDULE OF PLANNIN G APPLICATIONS TO BE CONSIDERED BY 

PLANNING SJZRVICES COMMITTEE 29 JuIy 1999 

The enclosed reports have been approved by : 

All planning applications are considered against the tskground of current Town aud 
Cormby Plaunmg legislaixm, rules, orders and cmxlars, and any development, sbwture and 
locals plans issued or made thereunder. In add~tiou, ascount is taken of any gmdance notes, 
advice and relevant pohciea issued by stat&q au&&ties. 

Each pkummg apphcatmn inchxded iu this Schedule and any attached list of applic&on 
which have been detenniu~ under powers delegated to the Corporate Dnwtor (Lw, 
Planning aud Adminstmtion) is filed with all papers includmg representations received and 
consultation replies as a single case fde. 

All bullding regulation applicatiw are considered against the lmckgrouud of the relevant 
Building Regulations and approved docmnents, the Building Act 1984, together with all 
relevant British Standards. 

The above documents can be made avaiIable for iqcctiou as Committee background papers 
at the off’ce of Planning Services, Acacia House, East Street, Rcchford. 



PJANNlNGSERVI~COMMrITE E 29th Jnh 1999 

DEFERRED ITEM 

Dl 99/00075/oUT Amtawcmi 
Outlme Apphcation to Erect 2 Semi-Detached Dwellings. 
J-and Adjacent 200 Asbmgdcm Road Rochford 

PAGE 5 

REFERREDITEMS 

R2 98/00628/FuL John Wood 
Erect Free-Standing Post Pouch Box (Double) 
Verge Adjacent 1 Falcon Close Rayleigh 

PAGE il 

R3 98/0063OAL John wwd 
Ei-ect Free-Star&g Post Pooch Box (Double) 

‘Verge Opposite 129 London Road Rayleigh 

PAGE 1% a 

R4 9aKKs35lFuL. John wood PAGE 11 
Erect Free-Standiag Pat Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge West of?A Thorpe Road Hockley 

R5 98/00636mL John Wood 
Erect Free-Staling Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge Adjacent 6 Belvedere Avenue Hwkley 

PAGE 2.0 

R6 98/00638/FUL John wood 
Erect Free-Standmg Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge Adjacent 193 Phm~bemw Avenue Hockley 

PAGE 2-3 

R7 98/00639mJL John wad 
Erect FreMtanding Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge Adjanmt 125 Lower Road HuUbridge 

PAGE & 

8 

R8 9woo645iFuL Jolm Woad PAGE 29 
Erect FixwStanding P& Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge Adjacent 138 Ferry Rosd Hullbridge 

R9 9woo646/FuL JoIm Wood 
Erect Free-Standing Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge North of 117 Bumham Road Hullbridge 

PAGE 32 

RlO 98/0065O/FUL John Wood 
Erect Free-Standing Post Poor& Box (Single) 
Verge Frontmg $08 Asbingdon Road Rochford 

7 

PAGE 35 

Rll 9WOO652RUL. John Wood PAGE 3$ 
Ex=ectFresStanding Post Pouch ba (Smgle) 
Verge Frostmg 617 Ashingdon Rxd R&ford 

- l732 
pw1 

2 



a R12 98/OC65GFUL John Wood 
Emt Fre&tauding Post Pouch Box (Single) 
Verge Fronting 379 Ashingdon Road Rochford 

RI3 98/00658EUL Jolm Wood 
Erect Free-Standmg Post Pouch Box (Smgle) 
Verge South Of 1 Golden Cross Road Rochfbrd 

R14 99/00283/ADV 
Display Advertisements 
Amigos Hcckley Road Rayleigh 

Peter Whitehead 

R15 99/00284/LBC 
Display Advertisement 
Amgos Hockley Road Rayleigh 

Peter Whitehead 

PAGE 4 \ 

PAGE 4-q 

PAGE 41 

PAGE 50 

PAGE 52 

PAGE 6b 

PAGE 6c1 

PAGE 15 

PAGE 80 

PAciZ %--I 

s<sBEDDLElTEMs 

16 98/0010UFuL John WI& 
E&&ion of 66 no. Houses, Garages, Access Road+ Sewage 
Pumping Station and Atbmation Am 
Land Etheldore Avenue/ Wocd Avenue Hockley 

17 99/00327lGD Anita Wood 
Retrqxsbve Permission to Retain Extension to Existing 
Workshop Building 
B&wood Hall Prison Bullwood Hall Lane Hdley 

18 99/003 1 O/cou Kevin Steptoe 
Convert Ending Single Storey Shop to 2 Storey House 
195 High Sbxzt Great Wakermg Southend-On-Sea 

0 19 99/OQ259AJL Kevin Steptce 
Erect 5 Bcxl, 2 Storey Dwelling with Integral Garage. 
1 IA The Chase Rayleigh Essex 

20 99/00199/0uT Kevm Steptce 
Erect 3 Storey Block of 16 Elderly Persons FLats aud 1 Wardens 
Flat with Car Parkiug (Demolish Existing DweUmg) 
79 Ashmgdon Read Rocbford Essex 

21 99/00340mJL Julie Morgan 
Pro&on of a Coach Turuing Area Withm the School Gnxmds 
“g Edmund School Vaughan Close Rockford 

l 
%a2 8’ 733 
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23 

22 99/00273/FuL Julie Morgan PAGE 42 
To conshuct New First Floor Over Existing Smgle Storey 
Builti Crstmg 8 No. New Classmoms m a Two Stony 
Buildmg with Ektension Incorpor&g Stau Awes 
King E&mud School Vaughan Close Rcchfon4 

99/00294/FuL Julie Morgan 
l+kctvm of a Two Storcy Kitchen and Dining Hall with MUSIC 
TeachmgAreas 
Kmg Edmund School Vanghan Close Word 

. 

PAGE 4% 

* 
. -

734 
page3 

4 



l Committee Report 
Deferred Item 

1.1 

128 

1.3 

1.4 

1.5 

Dl 

To the meetmg of. PLANNING SEXVICXS COMMITTEE 

on. 29 JUTY 1999 

Rep&of: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADIVIIMSTRATION) 

‘Me : OUTLlNE APPLICATION TO ERECT TWO SEMI-DEXACHED 
DWELLINGS 
ADJACENT 200 ASJ%lNGDON ROAD, ROCHFORD 

Author: AnItaWood 

ApphcationNo. 99/ooo75/ouT 

Apphcant : A.W SQUIRE LTD] 

zmmg . FXSTlNGRESlDENTI.4L 

Pa&h. ROCHFORD PARJSE COUNCIL 

Site Frontage Approx 17m Site Depth: Approx 3Om 

Deferred Rewti 

This application was deferred at the last meeting for a Member site vlslt 

The H&way Authority have confirmed their obj&ion as set out m the followmg qmrt and also 
that they are not able to fund the recommencement of parkmg facilrties. 

The applicant is aware !&I this Author@ may be rtxxmsidermg its w&~ to lease the site sa a car 
parkandwasaskedagainst~lsbeckgm~dwfi~ornottheywishedtoproceedwi~~ 
planning application. ‘IIey feel stmngiy that, having offered i&e srte in good faith to Rc&ford 
Camcd, they were told it was not rqmred for car p&mg. The) lookal at alrerclc~s. 11075 6~ 
allocation in the Local Plan, discussed matters wrth Officers pre-apphcation and have de& with 
pkrmmg matters entirely reaxmably. Accordingly, they wish to proceed with the spplition. 

The original report and mxmmcdation me i-epr&d below to a.wst Members. 

Plannina A&cation Details 

Since ttus is an outline apphcatxm the pnnciple of development LS to be ConsIdered only and issues 
such as the siting of the p&qxztiq their deqn, external appearance, mezms of access and any 
relevant ladcapmg are all items which would be taken into account under in’ applicatmn for 
reserved mattee. 

l 



1.6 The appkation w two semkktached dw4ings on a site between a house 200 Ashmgdon 
Road wd four retail unrls known as Oxfixd Parade. This site is approxunately 17m wide by 30m 
deep and backs onto an area of open Land designated as Metropohtan Green Bek The she 15 fenced 
offatthereartfwugbfmmtbsland 

* 1.7 Tows& the uorthen~ rear mmer but wtthh~ the sits LS a six-sided conc&e pill-box, the mam 
opening of which has been filled-m with brick, although many of the gun slots remam open 

Relevant Plannine History 

1.8 From Council records w&m the plannmg department It has been found that the four shop umts 
were bwlt m 1938, for which there is a cei%ficate of completion, at a tune tich pre-dates plaunmg 
leg&ation. 

1.9 Whilstthe~e~panduser,oftheseunrts~havechangedinthepesttherehavebeenalrmaed 
numb5 of plamung applicatmns relatmg to the u&s, most of which were either for advertisement 
wnsent or exteusious. The unit dir&y adjacent to the s&c (now kaown as Sapwoods DIY store) 
has had two previous applications for exknsious. ‘These were EEC 43262 for a grocery shop to 
have alterations and additions together wltb a new shop front and FI303/91/RCC for a rear 
extension. 

1.10 It should be noted, however, that the a#ioation site was cevcr conditioned to be used for additional 
car parking to the units BS pat of any grant of plfummg consent for development to the shop umts 
normfacfwasthe~gthateldatsm~ntof~eshopsalequirementofanysuchplarming 
qplkation. 

Consultations and Reurescntabons 

I.11 

’ 

Essex Cotmty Council (County Surveyor) recommends that this application Lx refused on the 
grounds that the laud 1s currently used as a car park. V&&s would therefore be displaced to the 
emtmg parking am to the fimt of the shops. The r&ctiou ofpakmg facllititx may well lead to 
customers vehdes paking in Ashmgdon Road thereby crcatmg co&ions of dsnga and 
obstruction to c&r road users to the detrmxmt of gen& hiiwxy safety. 

1.12 Essex Comty Council (Se Archaeological Advice) mcmmends that wMst the pill-box 
would not be considered for listing although these rtems are becommg hrxasingly ram m Essex 
He would prefer it to be iucqorat~I withm a resldeutml scheme, but if thu; 15 not achevablc, rt is 
csseutxal thud a watchmg brief condition for recording puqxses be applied to any grant of cousent. 

8 

1.13 Rochford Ptih Council objects to the proposal on ihe gxozmds that the car park should be 
retained, as it is requkd to rcduca traBio difficulties It was considered that the pillbox should also 
beretamed 

1.14 Essex County Council (County Planner - Mineds) makes no comment on dx. application. 

1.15 The Environment Agency raises no obJection to the applic&on. 

1.16 The Head of How, Health and Commnnity Care makes no adverse comments on the 
appl1catiOll 

1 17 Anglian Water (Developer’ Services) rmscs no objechw to the proposal m principle but observe 
that no bmlding should be within 3 metres of tie Sewer crossmg the. site. 
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a1
18 7he apphcation has engendered a sqqificaut respom from members of the local commmuty, 


- mcludmg reside aml shopkeepers. Ten letten of objectmn have been received all of wluch raise, 

inthemain, ~ewiththalossof~carparkandtheassociatedtrafficproblems~atwwldoccur 
There is also mention of loss of mews; adverse effect on the viabilrty of the shops and the proposed 
deqn of the dwellings blending with the exxstmg street scxme. 

1.19 The main hues relevant to tie determination of the apphcation are plmmmg policy and the 
highway hnphcst~ons. 

’ Led Plan Designation 

In the Rochford District Local Plan Fnst Review 1995 as waz the case with its forermmer, the 
application site is deslgnsted as an sfea of existmg r&k&al development The development of 
the srte for honsmg purposes would therefore be mb~ect to Polices Hl, m H19, Hll and the 
design gmdelines contamed m Appendix 1 of the Local Plan 

Polky Hl states that resale&u1 development will m prmciple be pxmitted within areas SD; allocated 
in the proposals map and H2 refers to den&es appqnWe to the locahty. The proposal is 
-istent with M these policies. Ashh@on Road corn- mamly frontage development and 
in tis vicinii 2 storey houses predommxte with some clml& and bungalows. 

1.22 The preamble to Policy H19 states that infill developin& is not only an mqxxtant contributor to the 
housmg stock but also reduces the need for the release of green field sites However, the policy, 
whdst m support of the princrple of developmg small s&s, identifies the need to assess each ati 
andsuchapplicationsontheirind&dulmer&whilsthavingdueregardtoPohcyHl1. 

Policy Hl 1 rutera& tie. need to adhere to the design gmdance not only pmvtdexl by the Essex 
Design Guide, but aJso w&m Appendix 1 of the Local Plan Since the application is of an outline 
nature tie use of the design guidelines 1s somewbat lanited 7be guidelines that can be taken into 
cons~denrtlon include ate frontages and gsnien axes. The site is 17m wide, which cOrreSpOndS to 
tie poky for mmmmm site fmnw for semi-detached properties, whilst the depth of the site is 
also large enough to allow appmximately 25oSqm of land per dwelling, cl&y enaugb for a 
mmmmm private zone garden area of 1oOqm. 

. TtafficImpact 

124 There is clearly public objection ti the loss of the site as a pubhc CBT park. There IS also umcem 
that in losing this facility the result may have a d&imentaI effect on highway safety as vehzcles may 
be displaced to the parking bays to the front of the shops and other parts of Ashingdon Road or 
elsewhere. 

125 ‘Iheapplicanthssstatedthatthesiteisadisusedcarpsrk Thereissomehlsbxyastotheuseofthrs 
lsndasapubliccarpark 

126 The site owner granted Rochford District Council a bcence on 3’ June 1983 to use the site BS a car 
psrk fw the general public and no other purpose at a rental basis. ‘Ihe licence enabled the land to be 
u&for parkingforapprm;unately18to20cars.Uponthee~iryofthisgrantarenewalwas 
agreed for another five-year pericd, based on similar terms, again on a rental basis. SIX parkmg 
spaces to the hut of the shdps were also provided by tiis Authoriry on part of rts land 
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121 On the 25 September 1997 the Transport and Envhomnant Committee agreed the r@xmme&tion 
of its S&committee and resolved that the car park on this stie lx removed from the I3lsbict of l
R&ford (Off-street Parking Places) Order. It was considered tb.at the site does not fan part of 
the Councils overall puking stmtegy for the D&i@ that its use by the pubhc had dim&he-d in 
favour of the 6 spaces to tie front of the shops which sre used in preferem to !&is car parking ~WI 
hch has lcmxe surface txeabnent without bay markmgs, vehicle parking by operators of the 
adjoming shops tended to predommate 

1.28 The site was never purpose built ss a car psrk nor, as stated, was there any planning rqmement in 
relatontotheshopunitsreq~~landtobeusedasacar~k. 

129 The five yesr hence came up for renewal on the 30 June 1998 but was not renewed, so eff&ively, 
the site ceased to be officially IL& for car pnrkmg proposes at this tie. It was also removed from 
the D&rmt of Rochford (OiGtrM Parking Places) Order and wfulst Its use may have continued 
unwtttingly, this 1s only due to the goodwill of the om. who has not taken steps to physically 
debar this use. Indeed this use of the land was never form&ed through a plaonmg pexmisslon. 

130 TheCountySurveywsnewisbasedon~prermsethat~adevelopmentwillstoptheuseofthe 
srte for car puking. whereas officially thu use My ceased a year ago, witbout any plsm~& 
reqmrement for it to recommence Nor are the Highway Authonty understood to be intendmg to 
take any steps to r&state thh use. In these cimumsrance~, it ia consIdered that the County 
Surveyors rexmmendation of refusal 1s -de& tienable. 

Conclusion 

I31 This IS clearly not a straightforward case. The principle of two dwellmgs on this site is not 
unmsonable when looked at in conJuncbon W&I the rekvamt policies of the Local Plan. The view 
ofthelocalresldentsisstrong~obj~ngtothalossofthesIteasacarparkandtheeffectontbe 
adpcent h&way. This view is very much shared by the County Surveyor. However, dus loss and 
effect on the highway does not, m all the circumstances, particularly the development plan not&n, 
prexmtasustai&lec.asetor&sttbispropxal. 

132 The Corporate Director (Law, Plsmung acd Admimslmtion) mends 
APPROVED subject to the following conditions 

1 SC1 Reservedmatters 
2 SC3 Tie hmits - outlme 
3 SC14 Materialtobewed 
4 SC50 Means of enclosure 
5 SC59L.mdscqedesign-de%ails 
6 SC66 Pe&stnaJl vlsibllrty splays 
7 SC70 Vehicular Bazss - &tads 
8 SC97 Archs3ologd - site access 

. 

thrs applmalion be 
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INTRODUCITON TO NWEFSED REPORTS R2 TO R13 

POST-POUCH BOX APPLICATIONS 

The following apphcations relate to a number of the Post Pouch-Box apphcatmm which have 
been submitted by Royal Mail, thmz applicatums for which were reported to the Planning 
Semces Committee on 14 Jamuy 1999 and approved At that meetmg, It was resoled thst the 
remaining apphcatzons could be dealt with on the weekty hst and that the apphcauts be 
approached to change the colour of tie pouch-bmres from grey to the Post OfI& corporate colour 
of red which they have agreed to do. 

Members may recsll the backgmand that thirty four applications have been made by Royal Mail 
to emt fresstanding post pouch boxes at various lc~&ons throughout the Dlseict. The purpose. 
of the pouch boxes is to accommcdate the pestman’s second dehvery bag which wdl be delivd 
to the pouch box ready for collection when needed to obviate the need for a ratmn to the sorting 
office.Thequantityofmailhasincressedby8%overthelasttwoyearsanditisenvisagedthat 
the provision of the pouch boxes will improve efficiency and then& provide a better se- IS 
the public. Royal Mail is permaced to erect post boxes and self-serving machmea as permated 
development under Class J, Part 17 of the Town and Country Plamdng) General Permitted 
Developmart) Order 1995 but the installation of any other &ma snch as these pouch boxes is not 
spwfmlly wverd, hence the need for the apphcations. 

The pouch boxes me of metal construction and are 0.45m wide by 0.411 deep and a~ e&her 0.6m 
or lm high, depending on whether they BIB singk or double muts. They have a curved top, are 
mounted on a 0 Im dieter metal pole and are 136Gmm high overa!.l They have a powder 
ccatedredfinish 

All the following applications are rwommemded for appmval subject to the same wndit~ons and 
informative no 1 

l 
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Committee Report 
Referred Item 

R2 

Ftcdlkdnisma~ 

To the meetmg of. FXANNING SERVICES COMh4TlTX 

On: 2gm JULY 1999 

RepoTtof CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINBTRATION) 

Title : ERECT FRFaE-!X4NDING POST POUCH BOX (DOUBLE) 
VERGE ADJACENT 1, FALCON CLOSE, RAYLEIGH 

Auf& : John Wood 

Referred by Counc~llor D F Flack tim Weakly List no 479 

Application No: 98/0062SlFUL 

Applicant : ROYAL MAIL 

Zoning : REslDENTlAL 

Parish: RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Rayleigh Town Connell -Do not wzh to raise any objections or observations on ti application. 

NOTES, 

This pouch-box has been repositioned fmm the opposite side of Falcon close where d would have 
infrmged traffic sight Imes. &sex County Council Cow Surveyor rases no ObJectIon subject to I) the infmmtwe outlined below. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Ltits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hereby permit&xi shall be timshed in red colour to match the applicant 

compan~s poti boxes. 
3 Nopartof~eponchboxshallbec~~450mmtothe~ofanyfootwayor 

carriageway tich adjoins it 
4 The pouch box shall be moved titi beames redrmdard for 16 intended purpose. 
5 The pouch box shall be located in the remed position shown on the Ordnance Survey plan 

dated5thMay1999. 

. 
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1 Ifthepouchboxistobepasitionedon~highway,thenalicensehastobeappliedfor l 
under Section 50 of the New Roads and Street Works Act 1991 by writing to the Lxal 
Works Manager (Rochford), W.S. AtMx, Rayleigh R&, Thunder&y, Benfleet, Fxax. 
ss7 3TL. 

2. In the light of the CertifMe submitted under Article 12A, !&e applznnt IS advii to enswe 
that the development d5es not prcxxed wthout the newssay consentoftheownerofthe 
Srte. 

. 





Referred Item 

To the meeting of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMlTIXE 

On: 2gm JULY 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATLON) 

Ttie . ERECT FREESTANDING POST POUCH BOX (DOUBLE) 
VERGE OPPOSlTE 129 LONDON ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

Author : John Wood 

8 
Referred by Counmllor D F Flack from Weekiy List No 479 

Application No: 98/0063oiFuL 

Applicant. ROYAL MAIL 

zonmg’ REsrnErwxa 

Par& RAYLEIOH TOWN COUNCIL AREA 

Rayleigh Town Council-Do not wish to raise any objections or observations on &us prqosal. 

NOTES: 

‘lb pouch-box has been Issited away fium the Hatfield Road junction where tt would have 
prejudiced highway safety to a safer pcsition where it czar be serviced f?om a bus lay-by No 
obJe&ons have been received from neighbours. Essex County Gnmml County Surveyor ruses no 

0 obJ&mn subject to the informative outlined below. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tie Lrmits Full - Standard 
2 The~boxherebypermitbedshallbef~hedinrwlcolourtom~htheappli~ 

Company’s F boxes. 
3 No part of the pouch box shall be closer than 45Omm to the edge of any f&way or 

carriageway tich adjoins it. 
4 Thepouchboxshallberemmedditbeurmes~~for~irrtendedpurpose 
5 The pouch box shall be located m the rwlsed position shown cm tie Ordnance Survey plan 

datedSthMay1999. 
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R4 

Rc&&ldDirMdCormdl 

To the meeting of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 2gM JULY 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINBTRATION) 

Title. ERECT FREE-STANDING POST POUCH BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE WEST OF 2A THORPE ROAD, HOCKLEY 

Au&r: ~ JohnWood 

Referred by Councillor D F Flack from Weekly List No 479 

Applicahon No: !%KJo63s/FuL 

Apphnt . ROYAL MAU 

zonmg: REsmImTr.AL 

Pall&i HAwKwELL PARTSH COUNCJL 

s Hawkwell Pariah Council - objects on the gmunds of bemg visually obtrusrve and it is consIdered 
that there is ins&&lent verge space. 

NOTES. 

This pouch ti has hem re-sited from the junction of Thorpe Road and Thorpe Close where it was 
very prominent and would have inhiiti the development of a vacant plot. The verge is about 2 
metres wide and a total depth of 85Omm is only required, the box ltselfbemg 4OGm.m. deep and the 
Isolaiion from the focMay 45thnm.Essax County Council County Surveyor raises no ObJection 
subject to the mform&ve outlined below 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Limits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box henby m shall be f&bed m red colour to match the appbcant 

Company’s post boxes. 
3 Nopartofthepouchboxsballbecl~rthan450mmtotheedgsofanyfootwayor 

carnageway which adjoins it 
4 The pouch box shall be removed ifrt becomes redundant for its intended m. 
5 The pouch box shan be I& in the revised @on shown on the ordnance Survey plan 

dated 5th May 1999 

: 
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R5 

s!c&fmimcamcll 

Tothemeetingof: P IANNlNG SERVICES COMhiITTE 

On: 2gm JULY 1949 

Reportof: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJN G & ADMMSTRATION) 

Title. ERECI FREE-STANDING POST POUCH BOX (‘SINGLE) 
VERGE ADJACZTVT 6 BELVEDERE AVEMJE, H-N 

s Author : John wed 

ReferredbyCouncdlorDFFlackfmmWe&yL!.stNo 479 

Apphcation No: 98/00-

Applicant : ROYAL MAIL 

zmling : RESIDENTIAL 

Parish: H-Y PARTSH COUNCIL 

< Ho&Icy Pariah Council - No response. 

Nm 

This pouch box has been m-sited Finn a promment position m Osborne Avenue to a less 
conspicuous locahon m Behredae Avenue. Essex County Counnl County Surveyor raises no 
objection subject to the informative outlined below. 

There are no neighbour objections to the revised position. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Limits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hereby permittd shall be finished m red colour to match the applwnt 

Compan~s pat boxes. 
3 No part of the pouch box shall be closer than 450mm to the edge of any footway or 

carriageway which adjoins if. 
4 The pouch box shall be removed lf ti becomes redundant for its intended purpose 
5 The powh box shall be lo&cd in the revised postion shown on the Ordnance Survey plan 

dated 5thMay l!%? 

iso
2Q 
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R6 

To the meetmg OF PLANNMG SERVICES COMMllTFZ 

OrI. 2gm JULY 1999 

R.eprt of CORPORA-IX DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMJMSTRATTO~ 

Tie : ERECrFREESTANDING~STPOU~BOX(SINGLF) 
VERGE ADJACENT 193 PLUMBEROW AVENUE, HOCKLEY 

0 A&. John wood 

Referred by Councillor D F Flack from Weekly Lii No 479 

Application No: 98/00638/nn 

Appliumt . ROYAL MAE 

zming : REslDENTlAL 

Parish HOCKLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

I Hockley Pnnbh Cooncil 

NOTES 

This pouch box IS located m Appleyard Avenue on the verge flanking 193, Phunbemw Avenue. It 
8 has been moved shghtly fur&r away from the Junction for h&way safety reasons, but is m 

basicalty the sane location as originally proposed Essex County Councd County Surveyor rmses 
no obJ&ion 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Limits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box her&y penMted shall be finished m red cohxr io mere? tie a.Fplicx$ 

Company’s post taxes. 
3 Nopartofthepouchboxshallbec~serthaa450mmtotheedgeofanyfootwayor 

carriageway which adjoins B 
4 The pouch box shall be moved if It becomes n&mdant for its mteoded pmposs. 
5 The pouch box shall be located in tie revised positmn shown on the ordnance Survey plan 

dated5thMay1999; 
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Infomlatives 

1. Ifthe~bmistobe~tionedon~highway,~ali~hastobeappliedfor 
underSation50oftheNew~andStreetW~Actl~l bywrikgtothetil 
Works Manager (Rochfoni), W.S. Atkin+ Rayleigh RJ+ Thucdersley, Benflq Essex 
SSI 3TL. 
In the hght of tbs certificate shutted under Article 1% he applti is adwxd to ensure 
that the development does not proceed without tie ncxmsaq consent of the owner of the 
srte. 

. 

I 
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Referred Item 

R7 

To the meetmg OF PLANNING SERVICES CO- 

on* 29w JULY 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINIsTRATlON) 

Tie EXECT FREFn-STANDlNG POST POUCE BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE ADJACENT 125 LOWER ROAD, HULLRRTDGE 

Author : JohnWcmcl 

Referred by Councillor D F Flack from Weekly List No 479 

Apphcahon No. 9wclo639/lwL 

Apphcant : ROYAL MAIL 

zoning ’ RESlDENTlAL 

Parish. HULLRRUBGE PARISH COUNCIL, 

H&bridge Pa&h Council - Strongly objects to tie sitmg of these boxes as they are con.&& to 
be potenhally dangerous to highway safety and installation of which may set a precedent for the 
sltlng of other items by uhllties etc. 

NOTES: 

This pooch box IS located in Hillcrest Avenue on &a verge fiankmg 125, Lower Road. It has been 
n&ted from a positmn m Lower Road itself&we ti was consIdered to be a danger to traffic. !&sex 
fhmty Council County Surveyor raises no obJection sub@ to informative no.1 

There are no objections to the revised sitmg firm members of the public 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tune IanaS Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hereby permitt& shall be fimshed in red colour to match the apphcant 

Company’s post boxes 
3 Nopartofthepouchboxshallbecloserthsn450mmtotheed~ofanyfootway~ 

carnageway which fld~oins it 
4 The pouch box shall be removed if ti becomes rdmdant for its mtended purpose. 
5 The pouch box shall be located m the reylsed posihon shown on the Ordnance Survey plan 

dated 5th May 1999. 



l Infcmatives 

1 If~eechboxistobe~onthehighway,~alicensehastn~~b~for 
underSection50oftbeNewRoadsandStreetWotksAcb1991bywritingto~Local 
Wok Manager (Rodford), W.S. Atkins, Rayleigh Road, Thmdmley, Benfleet, Essex 
ss7 3TL. 

2 In the light of the Certificate submmed under Article 12A, the spplicant is advised to ensure 
ti the development dcm not proceed without the necessary consent of the owner of the 
Site. 

. 

8 
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To the meetig of: PLANNING SERVICES CO-E 

On: 2Sm JULY 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PMNNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title . ERECT FREESTANDING POST POUCH BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE ADJACENT 138 PERRY ROAD, HULLBRIDGE 

Author : John wood 

Refer& by Councillor D F Flack from Weekly List No 479 

Apphcation No: 9SKtO645/FUL 

Applicant : ROYAL MAJL 

ag. RESIDENTIAL 

Pariah HULLBRIDGE PARISH COUNCIL 

Hullbridge Parish Council - Stingky objects to the Smng of these boxes as they are considered to 
be potentially dangerous to highway safety and instalk&on of Welch may set a prwe&ni for the 
sting of other items by n&ties etc. 

NOTEY 

Thus pouch box has been rasitcxl from a prominent and pota- dangerous posihon on tie corner 
of Ferty Road to the verge in Mayfield Avenue flanking 138, Feny Road. 

There are no objecbons to the revwd si!&g &XII members of the public, although the m of 138, 
FerryRoad,whoappeaFjtobeliwe~Itisstillproposed~llocatethepouchboxonthesmall 
trmngle of land on the comer with Mayiield Avenue, has suggestti that it could go on the opposite 
side of the mad outwIe the hi. However, &IS site would be more expowl, and dependmg on 
siting may conflict with sight lines or be too close to tie roadJtmcbon. 

Essex County Council County Surveyor raises no obj&on subject to &on 6 and mformative 1 
belOW. 

APPROVE 
. 

1 SC4 Tie Limits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hemby permitted shall be fmished in red colour to match the apphcant 

l Company’s post boxes 
! 
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3 Nopartofthepouchboxshanbeclaserthan450mmto~edgeofanyfootwayor 
carnageway which adjobs it. 

4 The pouch box shall be removed if it becomes rednndant for its i&ended pu.rp.~ 
5 The pouch box shall be located in the revised position shown on the ordnance Sm-vey plan 

dated 5th May 1999. 
6 The pMlch box shall be sited clear of the 15m x 1 Sm pedestnan vkibllity splay mquired by 

?a-ve the a- either side of the development 

IllfOTlllatiVeS 

1 If~epoachboxistobeposibonedontfiehigbway,thenabcensehastobeappbedfar 
under Sctmn 50 of the New Roads and Street Works Act 1991 by writmg to t?~e Local 
Works Manager (Rcdtfoni), W.S. Atkms, Rayleigh Road, Tbondersley, Benfleet, ESXX. 
ss7 3-L 

2 In the light of the Catiflwte submmed under Article 12A, the appltcant is &vised to ensore 
that the development does not proceed without the necessity consent of the owner of the 
site. 



------------- 
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R9 

FJxhmdmcan&fl 

To the meetmg of: PLANHING SERVICES COMMTMEJZ 

On: 2gM JULY 1999 

Report of: CORPORATE DIRECTOR &4W, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : ERFET FREE-STANDING POST POUCEI BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE NORTH OF 117 BURNRAM ROAD, HULLBRJDGE 

Author. John Wood 

Referred by Councdlor D F Flack from Weekly Lii No 479 

Applicahon No: 98KM646IFLJL 

Appbcant : ROYAL MAIL 

Zonmg : RESIDENTIAL 

Parish -RIDGE PARISEI COUNCIL 

Hullbridge Pariah Council - Strongly obJects to the sang of these boxes as they are considered to 
be potentially dangerous to highway safety and installation of whxh may set a precedent for the 
sdmg of other ltams by utilititx &. 

NOTES 

This poach box has bea re-sited from a promment and pote&ally dangerous position on the bend 
outside 148, Bumham Road to wtuch an objection was received from 146, Burnham Rail Tbe new 
posl~onisona~ghtstretchof~roadflanking12,BeechR~andissaferfromtbe~c 
point of view, although Essex Comdy Council County Sweyor rruses no ObJection to e&a 
posltiom 

There sre no objeztkms to the revised sltmg from membem of the pubbc. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tune Limits Full - Standard 
2 Thepouchboxherebypermrtbedshallbefinishedinredcol~to~htheapplicant 

Company’s post boxes 
3 Nopartofthe~hboxshallbec~~450mmtotheedgeofanyfootway~ 

carriageway which adloins it. 

a 

‘. 1 
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4 The pouch box shall b3 removed if it bsotnes redundant for its intmdfd purpme. 
5 ThepouchboxshallbelocatedmtfierevisedpositiashownontheOldnancesweyplan l

dated 5th May 1999. 

Infonnatwe 
1 If the pouch box is to be positioned on the highmy, then a license has to be applied for 
underSec~on50of~NewRoadsandS~tWorksAct1991by~totheLocalW~ 
Manager (Rcchfod), WS. Atkins, Rayleigh Road, Thundersky, Benfleet, Essex. SS7 3TL 





FabfcdDlrtnQCwncil 

To the meeting of. 
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Title. 

Author : 

Committee Report 
Referred Item 

RlO 

PLANNING SF,RVICJ%S COMMITTEE 

29m JULY 1999 

CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNLN G & ADF4IKlSTRATION) 

ERECT~~TANDINGPOSTPOUCHBOX(SINGLF) 
VERGE FRONI’ING 508 ASFJlNGDON ROAD, ROCJWORD 

John wood 

Referred by Couucillor D F Flack from Weekly List No. 479 

Application No: !?UOCGUFUL 

Applicant : ROYAL MAIL 

zoning * RESIDENTIAL 

Parish ASHINGDON PARISH COUNCIL 

( .4ahlngdon Pariah Council -have no objections to thus application 

NOTES: 

‘hs pouch-box has been re-ated fium the west to the cast side of Ashingdon Road foIlowing 
obJe&ons fi’oin County Surveyor. The new pwtion will enable the facdity to be serviced fmm the 
adjacent bus lay-by to avoid obstructing the traffic flow on Ashmgdon F&d. Essex County Council 
County Surveyor - no ObJection to the revised hxation sub@ to hformattVe 1. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tie Liits Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hereby permitted shall be fished in red colour to match the apphcaut 

GJmpan~s post boxes. 
3 No part of the pouch box shall be closer than 45Cmm to the edge of any footway or 

carnageway which adjoins it 
4 ?hePMlohbOXShallberanovedifttbecomesredundantforitsintended~. 

The pouoh box shall be located m the revised positmu shown on the Oxlnance Survey plan 5 

dated 5th May 1999. 
. 
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Referred Item 

Rll 

To the meeting of: PLANNINGSERVICESCOMMUTEE 

on. 291a JULY 1999 

Report of: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANMN G & ADMIINISTRATION) 

Tie : ERECT FREESTANDING POST POUCH BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE FRONTING 617 ASBINGDON ROAD, ROCHFORD 

Author ’ John Wood l 
Referred by Cowcillor D F Flack f@m Weekly List No 479 

Applmatioi~ No. 9UOO652QUL 

Applicsnt . ROYAL hiAIL 

Zoning : METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT 

Parish ASEINGDON PARISH COUNCIL 

I AshingdonParish Council have no obJe&ons to this apphcat~on. 

NOTES 

This pouch box had been re-sitcxl fivm outside 601 Ashmgdon Road to a lay-by fin-iher north from 
0 which it can be serviced. This will greatly improve the highway safety aspect and IS the preferred 

lwation of the County Surveyor. 

There have be-en no ob~txtms fimn members of the pubhc tc this revised location. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tune Lrmits Full- Stand& 
2 The pouch box hereby permitted shall be fmuhed in red colour to match the applicant 

compys pat boxes. 
3 Nopartofthepwchboxshallbecloserthan45Ommtoth+edgeofanyfootwayor 

carriageway which adjoins it. 
4 The pooch box shall be removed if it becomes r&&ant for its intended purpose. 
5 The poti box shall be located in the revised poshon shown on the G~&ance Survey plan 

dated 5th May 199!?. 
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Informative 

aIfthepouchboxirtotRpositionedonthehighway,thenaticensehastobeappli~ffor 
under S&don 50 of the New Roads and Strst Works Act 1991 by wxtmg to the Local 
Works Manager (Rochford), W.S Atkins, Rayleigh Road, Thudersley, Benfleet, Essex. 
ss7 312. 
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Referred Item 

R12 

To the meetmg OF PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 2gm JULY 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIREnOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : ERECT FREE-STANDING POST POUCH BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE FRONTING 379 ASEUNGDON ROAD, ROCKFORD 

Author : John wood 

Referred by Counmllor D F Flack from Weekly List No 479 

Apphcatmn No: 9wow6nwL 

Applicant. ROYAL MAIL. 

zoning : REsmENTIAL 

Parish HAWKWELL PARISH COUNCIL 

5 Hawkwell Parish Council-has no objtion to ti apphcahon 

NOTES. 

This pouch box is m virtually tie same position a~ originally apphed for, but hes been moved a 
shortdistancefurther~attherequestoftheCountySurveyorso~rtcanbeservlced~~e 
adjacent bus Lay-by to avold parking on Ashmgdon Road. 

one ktter of objection has barn iwaived from a resident ou the grolmds that there are sevd rtems 
of street for&me on this verge already, but the tierent pcsition they propose outside lA, LawlIes 
Gardens would not be acceptable on traffic grounds 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time I&Ms Full - Standard 
2 The pouch box hereby pamitted shall be finish4 in red colour to ma&h the applicant 

Cornpan+ post boxes. 
3 Nopartofthepouchboxshallbecloserthan450mmto~edgeofanyfootwayor 

carriageway which adjoms it. 
4 The pouch box shall be removed if it becomes redundant for its intended puqxxe. 
5 The pouch box &all be located in the revised posaion shown on the Ordnance Survey plan 

dated5tbMay1999 
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Referred Item 

RI3 

To the meetmg of. PMNNING SERVICES CO- 

on 2gm JULY 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNlN G & ADMlMSTRATlON) 

Title : ERECT FRFESTANDING POST POUCH BOX (SINGLE) 
VERGE SOUTE OF 1 GOLDEN CROSS ROAD, ROCHFORD 

Author : John Wood 

Referred by Councillor D F Flack from Wezkly List No. 479 

Application No: 9S/OO658/FUL 

Applicant : ROYAL MAIL 

Z..onmg : REslDENTlAL 

ParI& ASFHNGDON PARISE COUNCIL 

x Ashingdon Parish Council have no obJections to this apphcation. 

NOTES. 

This pouch-box was originally located m the q&t lme at the m&on of Golden Cross Road and 
Brays Lane Following obje&ons from the Essex County Council County Surveyor, fi has been re- 
srted a short distance away m Golden Cms Road flankmg No. 17, Brays Lane 

One letter of objection has been received to the rensed siting 6um a resident in Golden Cross Road 
altbough it is clear from the letter that the new postion has been rmsunderstood. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Time Limits Full - Standard 
2 Thepouchboxherebypermittedshallbefmishedin~colourtomatchtheapptiamt 

Company’s post boxes. 
3 Nopartofthepo~boxshallbecbsathan45(kmntotheedgeofanyfootwayor 

carnageway tich adJoms ti. 
4 The pouch box shall be removed ifit tacomffl redundant for its mtended purpose. 
5 The pouch box shall be located in the revised pmitm shown on the Ordnance Survey plsn 

dated 5th May 1999. 

44 774 
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$nfcnmatives 

1. Ifthepouch~istobepositionedonthe~y,,~alicensehastobeappl~f~ 
under Section 50 of the New Roads aud Street W&s Act 1991 by writmg to the Local 
Works Manager (Rochfordx WS A&m., Rayle~gh Ibad, Thundersley, Bet&et, Essex. 
SSI 3TL. 

2. In the light of the Certific& suhmtted under Article 12A, the appllcarrt is adwsed to ensma 
tlxd the development dces not proceed without the necessary c0naentoftheowaerofthe 
Site. 
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R14 

To the meetmg of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 29 JULY 1999 

ReportOf: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (IAW, PLANNING 

Tiie . DISPLAY OFADYERTISEMENTS 
AMIGOS HOCKLEY ROAD RAYLEIGH 

Author. Peter Whnehead 

& ADMRHSTRATION) 

Referred by Counorllor Mrs M J Webster from Weekly Lmt No. 480 

Application No: 99bM283kDV 

Applicant : MREMASTROIANM 

ZAmmg: SECONDARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE 

Parish RAYLFIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Rayleigh Town Cotmcll raises no objections to the prolx&. 

Advertisement consent and listed building consent 1s sought for the retennon of two non-rllummated 
signs tixed to the front elevatron of the bmldmg. The bmldmg is Grade II listed. 

14.2 The signs am of pinted timber and shaped to emulate the “Gothic” arched windows and doors that 
characterise the bmlding. The onginal fen&ration pattern of the main buildmg is symmetrical. It is 
consrdered that the two archad srgns, arbitrarrly s&d on the elevation, confuse the bmlding’s 
symmetry and make the elevation appear cluttered The refosal of both applications is therefore 
i-ecmameoded This view is mpprted by the County Plsnner (see below). 

14.3 The County Planner (Specinliat Conservation Adviser) objects to the applications. He consrders 
that the hskd building 1s m a very sex&e posmon in the Conservation Area, m front of the church 
and at a busy junction, and feels that sny adver&mg material must be sensitrvely handled He 
considers that %othic” signboards are inappmpnate here Rather than complement the shape of the 
windows and doom, he considers that tfieir design detracts because the proportions of the boards am 
not satuktory and because the use of the arch-shape for a non-architectural feeture confbses the 
deugo of the facade. He rema& that it ahnost appeers that there are exb-a windows, whrch have 
beencoveredoverbytim~.InmnchLsion,hestatesthat~aretwomanyarchesandthafasa 
result, the elevation has become very cluttered. As an alternstrve, he suggests that m ad&on to the 

l 
existmg rectangular sxgn to the letI of the facade, a rectangular hand-panned timber srgn could be 
displayed beside the entrsnce door. 

777 
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14.4 Rayleigh Civx. Society cunsiders that tbezt has been an effort on the part of the applicant to match 
the shape and sm of the M with the d~acent windows together w&h discreet lettering and 
odour. Having regard to the fact that the buildmg 1s listed, and in the mation urea, the 
Society raises no objection to the applications, subject to cond&ons that the ngns remain m their 
presentformandtbattheconsentsareperxmaltotbeapplicant 

14.5 The County Surveyor raises no objccttoa 

REFUSE 

1 The sgns me prominently displayed on the fitmt elevation of a Grade II Ltied Budding 
situated v&m a Co-on Area The buildmg 1s ctised by “Gothic” arched 
doorways and wmdows that form a symmetrical pa&m and contnbute to the overall symmetry 
of the main w of the building. The two signs, by reason of their arch shape and number, 
oonfusethedesignof~faFadeandmakeit~cluttersd,therebydetractingfmmthe 
chara&er and integrity of the hsted buildmg and the character of tie Conservation Area in 
whxh it IS situated 

l 
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R15 

To the meeting of PLANNING SERVKES COMMITTEE 

on 29 JULY 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRATION) 

Tile . DISPLAY ADVERTISEMENT 
AMIGOS HOCKLEY ROAD RAYJXIGH 

Author * Peter WhItahead e 

Referred by Coumllor Mrs M J Webster from Weakly Lti No. 480 

Application No. 99/00284iLBC 

Applimtt + MREkIASTROIANNI 

zoning : SECONDARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE 

Pal-i.& RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

Rayleigb Town Council MS no obje&ons to ihe proposal 

Adverhsement consent and listed buldmg consent is jnupowd for the ratentlon of two now 
dhmhatd signs Jixed to the hnt elevation of the bhlmg The notes and consulhtion rqmses 
set out in relation to the linked adverbsement consent qptication, mf 99/00283/LBC, above, also 
relate to the applicahon for !isted bulding coosznt 

REFUSE 

1 The signs are pnxninantiy displayed on the fmnt elevation of a Grade II Listed Bmldmg 
situat4 wdhin a C4mservahon Area The building is cbaractensed by “Gotbm” arched 
doorways and windows that form a symmekical @tern and c~~~tribute to the averall symmetry 
of the main put of the bmldmg. Tbe two sqgns, by reason of tbelr arch shape and manbsr, 
car&se the design of the fapde and make it appear ctu!&red, thereby detracting from the 
charactar and mtagnty of the Listed Building and tie clwwter of the Conservation Area m 
which it is situated 

. 
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Committee Report 
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To the meeting of: PLANNINGSERVI~CO~ 

on 29” JULY 1999 

Report of: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJNG & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title. ERECTION OF 66 NO. HOUSES, GARAGES, ACCESS ROADS, 
SEWAGE PUMPJNG STATION AND AlTENUATION AREA 
LAND E-ORE AVENUEMOOD AVENUE, HOCKLEY 

Author: John WC&d 

ApplicatmNo 99/OOloS/FLJL 

Applicant. COUNTRYSIDE RESlDENTL4L (NORTH THAM!S) LTD 

zaling : PROPOSED RESIDENTJAL DEVELOPMENT 

PanSh: HOCKLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

Site Area: 4.5hP (113 acres) Density 14.5 per ha (58 per acre) 

16.1 Members may w.xll that thu; applicatmn w-as reported to Committee on 29 April 1999 but was 
deferred for the snbnnssion of a full ecologxai survey mciudmg apprqmate mitigatton measmes. A 
copy of the previous report is incorporated in this report following the recommendation and it sets 
aut~ee~oftheapplicationandhistoryofthesrteandan~slsof~proposalinrelationto 
the Design Brief for the area 

16.2 The key ESU~S that have arisen since the deferrment are:- 

1 An emlogical survey has been SUM tqgetha with a mitigatmn stmtegies document; 

2. The apphcant has independentiy snbmitted rav~ons to a nlrmber of details of the 
scheme which are summarised below.- 

* The layout of Plots 45-SO,53 and 54 has been am 
l ?benumbersofeachhousetypehavebeenchangedinmostcases; 
. Add~tmnal first or wxmd floor wmdows have been added to some house types; 
l The intend layout of some house types has been amended, 
l The roof ptch rtod height of some house types has been mcreased 



l Members will recall that the bungalow/chalets were proposed in some locations and 
modestincreasestotfiefirstfl~r~~odationhavebaRlmadefortheseTypeP 
units together with an additional dormer overlookmg the front courtyard, 

16.3 In response to the additional ecological informatron that has been snbmitted, Fnglish Nature and 
Essex Wildlife Trust have been re-consuked snd copies of the relevant documents have been 
su@ed to the Chanman and Vice-Chairman of the Committee, together wrth Ward Members and 
the FWish Council. 

164 In relatmn to the revisions identrfied at 2 above, the neighbours m the vmmity of the applmatron srte 
have been re-consulted as well as the Parish Council and the above mentmned Members were 
appraised on the changes. 

Consultations and Renresentatmns 

16.5 English Nature - @LB,A full copy of this response has bee% crrculated to all Members) No 
objectron subject to a condrtion being bnposed covering mitigation and tmnslocation masores 
including locatron of receptor sites for Great Crested Newts. Two new sates would be preferred 
including a semi-natnrsl habrta& and a hcence will be mqmred to trap and tmnslocate the newts 
a&mu& this would not normally be given tmtrl planning permissionhas been gented. (A licence 
has however already bten issued to contam the newts within a limited area, which will be extended 
when t&e property wncemed is wxted, but it 1s understood no newts will be rmnoved until Spring 
2000.) The wildhfe survey, propa;ed mitigation plans and outlines of methodology identified in the 
reports are enough to provide the local authority with mformation not prenously available to de&e 
tie planning apphcation as required by PFG9 (Nature Conservation). 

16.6 Fmes Wildlife Trust - Welcomemcrease in heiit of contaimnent fence but consider barrrex 
needed over road gaps to prevent inward nngration Immedmte translocation of wildiifa preferred to 
keepinginvrvanaClthasbeenwnfirmedinwritingbytheApplicantthattisnotmtendedtokeep 
any reptrles etc. in vivaria more t&m one night, if at all, unless weather condrtions dictate othawtse 
andtbatthe wntamment fence will include a retnrn at each side of the roads) 

16.7 A total of 18 further repmsentations have been received fbom members of the public, 17 of whmh 
are objectrons and some of which come from ontsrde tbs mea objecting to the development of dm 
site in princmle mainly on ecological and other envnmmrental grounds The supporter of the scb.ema 
conmdem that the developmcmt wdl rmprove an area that is ovmgmwn and inaccessible to the public 
forwhom~~areotheropenspacesmtheareatoenjoy. 

8 
16.8 AU the obj&mm included m the previous report are mpeated and in mkhtion, the increase m the 

number of two and a half storey mnts is regr&ed. 

16.9 ‘Ike Conned’s Woodlands BE Environmental Spe&lkt has asesed all the latest ecological 
materialand been mvolved in dratbng the relevant Condiions He will also be attendmg the 
CommitteeMeetmg. 

1610 A letter from a member of the F8sex Amphibian and Reptile Group exgxxws concerns over the 
ecological assessment snd m16gation package for the reptde species and the Great Crested Newts, 

@terra1 Plannina Consrderahons 

16.11 The key rssnes m thrs case y- 
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l Whether the nw ecological smveys and mitigation meas- proposed are 

0 satisfactory; 
. Whether the changes to the laput and house types are acceptable 

16.12 W~regardtotheecologicalissues,itwillbeseen~theresponsetocons~onsreported 
above that the concerns of Enghsh Nature and Essex Wildhfe Trust have ken met and they are 
hsppy that the additional surveys reqmred have ken camed out and that the rtutigatioa meaSureS 
proposed me acceptable subject to some fin&r data& being agreed and sa@factory receptor sites 
bamg idenMied English Nature, the statutory consultation and licensing b&y &e&ore states that 
the applmation cao be decided, the requirements of Government Plsnnmg Policy Guidance havmg 
been met Proposed Conditions 19 and 20 will therefore cover any outstandmg reqmrementr 
relatingto~eprotectedspeciesand~arebemgmadetoreachagreementonappmpriate 
mqtor sites in advance of the meeting in zm attempt to avold the danger of translocahon taking 
placa to rnwte areas, since the beghming of the exercise is immmmt. In relation to the G& 
Crested Newts, English Nature ti take the 14 though there licensing proc&me, n@wn%&nding 
the conditions referred to. 

16.13 Asfarastbalayoutchangesare cancerned, these result in overall improvements to he s&me and 
gore greater IKofection to preserved trees The cb to the house types are faiily minor in natme. 

a 
Conclusion 

16.14 In the hght of the above, it is again recommended that the application be approved, subject to a 
Legal Agreement, the Heads of which remain the same as prevmusly recommecded as set out 
below The Cotion Heads are as previously recommended Nos. 1- 18, together w& conditions 
added at tbe meeting on the 29’ ApnllS99 sre outlii below. Previous Condition No. 19 dealing 
with mitigation measures for all protected species is replaced by one dealing specifxally with soch 
measmes for Great Crested Newts wMst Condition 20 covers other pmtected spxms. In addrtion 
two conditions have been added numbers 24 and 25. 

i6.15 Negotiatious mchding E&sex County Gmd (Highways) on the Section 106 Agreement wbmh will 
accompany any grant of planning jxrmission are at an advanced stage 

16.16 ’ The fall text of the previous report to the 29” April 1999 meetmg is set out below to assist 
Mi?lllbers. 

R-mended that thus Commrtlee Resoks 

1 That the Corporate Due&or (Law, Planning and A?&nmktr%on) be mstmcted to nag&ate a 
Section 106 Agreement covering the followmg heads and any others that he may consider 
necessary.-

i. The provision of MC signals at the Plumberow Avenue/Greensward Lane Jrmction 
before construction commences; 

ii Provision for the future rqxmslbllrty and mamtewnce of the retained woodland and 
amemtyareasandtheirpermaneoir&rmon m tlus form and no erection of fences or 
structmes/builw thereon. 

hi. Improvanents to Plmnkrow AvenuelEtheldore Avenue junction at the commencement 
of the development. 

iv. Estate road co&on and maintaining access to existmg occupiers. 



l 

2 

v. The routing of ooMnn%ion txaffic and timing to avoid s&w1 opening and &sing 
hocus. 

vl. Provision of wheel washmg facihtiea 

That subject to that Agreanent being completed to the &isfe&on of the Sohc~tor, that the 
appliwiicm be APPROVEB subject to the fokwmg and any other ~ltiona that may be 
consider nexwssry.- 

, 



SC1 Time Liitts Full - Standard 
SC14 Materials to be Used @xtemally) 
SC20PDR~c&d(norwmsor~inroofof~Punrtsorthehonsesonplots5, 
6,7,13,14,48,49,52 and 53 wrtbout consent of Local Plauning Authorrty) 
SC50 Means of Enclosure Full (Wrth PD Restrictions) ADD Detai!.s of me meafl~ of 
enclosure &mitt& under tbrs condition shall include appqriate measumsbpermrttJ=
passage of wildlife at ground level throughout the site and particularly along the wkll& 
corridors as defmed on the Wildlife Corridors Masterplan contained in the Ecological 
Mitqption Strateps Report prepamd by EPCAD Consultants dated June 1999 

5 SC54A Trees tc be Retamed (Extended) (as indtcated on the subnutted drawings) 
6 SC59 Landscape DeslgD - Details (Full) 
7 SC72 Provision of carriageways snd footways commensurate with the fi-ontage of each 

dwelling wrth no upstand. to gulhffl etc. 
8 SC65 Forward Visibility Splays (PD Restrict@ 
9 SC67 Pedestnan Vtsiiihty Splays 
10 SC71 Estate Road Junction 
11 SC73 Access Ways - Surface Fish 
12 SC74 Driveways - Sh Finish 
13 SC76 Parking and Turmng Space 
14 SC85 Method Statement 
15 SC90 slrrface water Dminage 
16 SC?? 1 Foul Water Drainage 
17 SC84 Slab Levels Specified 
18 No development requisite for the con&u&n of any of the roads and dwellings hereby 

permated shall commence before traffic signals have been mstalled at the junction of 
Plumbcrow Avenue and Greensward Lane Hockmy, in accordance witi a scheme and 
spedicatmn which shdl prmously have been submitted to and approved m writing by the 
Lx.aJ Planning Authority. 

19 No development shall commence before all masonable steps have been taken to nnpkment 
the proped dgation measuresfor the Great Crested Newts whiih exist on the site in 
auxdan~ with the principles, methodology and timing as set out in the Ecologmal 
Mtigalzon S-es Report prepared by EPCAD Consultants dated June 1999 in 
accordance~~erdetailsasrequiredandtobeagreedmwritingbytfieLocalPlanning 
Authority m consult&on wtth Fngbah Nature. 

20 No development &all commenrx before all reasonable steps have been taken to implement 
mitigation measures for~~~esontbesite,~~thantfi~caveradbycOndrhon19 
above, which am protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Such mrtigatton 
measures shall be in accordance wrth the prmciples, methodology and tnning as set out m the 
Ecological Mittgabon Strategies Report pmpared by EPCAD Consultsnts dated June 1999 in 
accordance~furtherd~asrequiredandtobeagreedinwritmgbytheLocalPlarming 
Autborny m consultsiton with Ekglish Nature No tramlocation of species shall commence 
until written detds of lwept!x sites, tl@her With a management plan mcludmg 
monitoring, have been submitted to the Local Plamnng Author@ and approved by them m 
m. 

21 SC 16 PD Restricted (Within Wildlife Corridors) 
22 No development shsll commence before details of the ‘gateway’ and carriageway feature(s) 

markingthecomme-entoftheZOmphspeedzoneonthenewest;?teroadshavebeen 
submitted to the Local Plmmhrg Authority and approved by them m writing and such 
feature(s) shall be implemented before any dwellmgs hereby approved are beneticisliy 
occupied and shall be p=ermsnently maintained in position there&k. 

. 
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23 No development shall commence before a compound for a site office, construction materials, 
conhactors plant and vehicles, inchtding those belonging to construchon workers, has ken 
established in acoxdsnce wrth a kc&ion and plans submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Local Plannbrg Authority. A policy to promote its usage shall be put in plsxe by the 
Developer and it &ah be retained and used as long as prackalb posstble until the 
completion of the development 

24 No development shall commence before full details of the proposed pumping station and 
sitenuation area have been submtttzxi tc the Local P!anning Authority and approved by them 
m wrrting. 

25 SC16 PD Rights Removed to Erect Fences on Retained Woodland an Amenity Areas 

Full text of previous report to the 29 April Meeting reprinted below 

Plamnna Aoolication Detarls 

16 17 This application seeks permission for the comprehensive development of a plotland area by the 
erechon of 66 No. four, five and six b&roomed detached houses. Twenty seven out of the total me 
twoandahalfstoreysmheipht,thirtyfouraretwostoreyandfiveareoneandahalfstorey There 
are 3 pmpxties remaimng within the general area of the application site at present, all of which are 
occupied and 2 of which are to remain. Also included in the descrtption of the development is a 
pumpingstafionforbothfoulandsurfacewatermainage,andan~~~fortfielatber. 

16.18 The apphcation was origina@ for 73 houses, but followmg rxgc&mn has ken teduced in number 
to aUow for the retention of additional worthwhile trees. 

16.19 Another sign&ant change that has taken place since the original subm~on 1s that Wood Avenue 
is not tc be closed as a potential route since some existmg t?ontagers have been unwilling to give up 
their right of passage over thus alignment by neg&stioo. Also, the developer is concerned regmdmg 
otha possible unknown owners who may at some stage m the future claim ngbts It 1s not proposed 
to make up that part of the mad outside the site however, and the use of Wood Avemre to serve the 
new development IS to be dtscoumgod by destgn and srgning Nerther rs it the mtention of the 
developer to use rt for constm&on traffic except in the case of an add~honal single plot in Council 
owner&p on the north side of Wood Avenue wbrch is now mcorporaki m the scheme. The routing 
of constructron tmfftc is one of the items which it is proposed to mclude m a legal agreement 

1620 All the garages are double width or length and some sue ‘integml’ having b&mom accommodation 
over. Some of the detached garages have an ancillary mom over which can be used for storage or as 
a playrcom etc. 

1621 The site, in whioh the Cautcil has a substantial landholding, contams a large number of trees, many 
of whtch are to be retamed m the layout. Score of the trees are preserved and the desirability of 
serwng pmxnatton orders on others is king investigated and will hopefully have been canned out 
before the meeting 

16.22 

1623 Other supporting o&nnents st&mitM wrth the application are a vlsnal appmisal, a tree survey and 
a north to south cross se&on through the Me. 

16.24 The applicatton also mcludes ‘in prmctple’ details for off-& traffic stgnals at the junction of 
Phrmkrow Avenue and GSeenswardLanewhichare,lntetalia,tobethesubJectofaSectton106 
Obhgation. 



l 
16.25 During the processing of the application, meetings have taken place with the appliosnts m which 

the Chan-mau and Vrce Chairman of the Commit&, Ward Members, Parish Members and CR&m 
have all ken involved 

Relevant Plannina Histo.y 

1626 There are no prevrous relevant plarming applicatmns cn the srte, but the Local Plan histmy is 
pemnat 

1627 The site was removed fkom the Green Belt in the ortginal Local Plan which was adopted in 1988 
and shown as an Area of Special Restmmt m which existing uses should remain undisturbed until 
the land was rqmred for development muposes in a fumre revmw of the Local Plan 

16 28 Such a revtew was subsequently carried out and the land was designated for housing proposes in the 
Local Plan Fnst Review which was adopted in 1995 followmg full public wnsultation and a local 
h@Y 

16.29 Following adoption of the Local Plan, a Design Brief was prepared for the site, agam following 
conauhationwhhmten&edparties. 

a 
Consntions and Remesentamms 

16.30 He&bay Pa&h Council - Would note that while the plan appears to comply with most of the 
mquuements of the Iks~gn Brief, some mpects cause concern, notably:- 

1. House types - ‘Ihe proposal is an acknowledged skyhne development and in view of !&at the 
proposed 3-storey elements would scent to be inappropriate. 

ii. Traffic Lights - Care should be given to the phasing of the traffic lights at the junction of 
Plumbemw Avenue and Greensward Lane to avoid tailbacks which could adversely affeot 
the pedestrirm crcming and the nwrby St&m Approach. 

lb The amount of retained tree cover does not seem to comply wrth the ccologicsl survey or 
tie wishes of many members of the public. 

iv Concerns have been ratsed to ensure that section 5.8 of the Design Brief mqmrements for 
the making-tip of the unmade section of Phnnberow Avenue which grves access to the site 
will be completed prior to the commencement of any development (N.B. This was an error 
in the Design Brief, Phunbemw Avenue aheady being made up to beyond the junction with 
Rtbeldore Avenue.) 

V Concern has also ken raised that there mt& be adequate provtsion for on-site parking of 
cmstmchon ad workers vehicles to avoid congestion on the nearby restdentisl streets 

vi There should be a control over the speed of constructron traftic because of the nearby 
childrens pkyspace prmr to and dmmg comtntctmn. 

vii. Residenta have also raised concerns that the development wtll cause addttronal traffic to 
Orchard Avenue&am mgtonRc&andOakW&HamihonGardensmutestoGreensward 
Lane for whtch consequently, to&% cahmng+ed reduction measures will be needed. 



. . vm. The main accessto the srtewtll be via Plumbemw Avenu~Greensward Lane, provision for 
on-site wheel washing facihhes shouldbe a condmon of any approval and m addttioq tiere 
should be no moessfor cm&u&on vebrclesvia the unmadesectionof Phnnbemw Avenue 
from Lower Road 

ix” There will be a problem of vehtcular accessfor residentsof the prop&es in Gmemwam 
Lane~mgP~barowAvenuewitfiin~areaofthe~clightswhichneedstobe 
addressed. 

x Infmstmcture - Local schools are already full as are local doctors who have closed their 
lists. That problem should also be admpssed AU utilities should also be.wtthm the destgn 
brief to ensureadequatequality of services.The comctl note that them 1sprovision for a 
b&n&g pond for surface water run-off to ensure adequatepmtection for both new and 
existing pmperties. 

16.31 N.RTheabovecommentsweremadetotfiefirstcrms~no~be~received 
ti-omthe Parishto the secondandthhd ccnsultations. 

16.32 County Planner - (SpecmhstAmhhwtmal Adviser) The layout doesnot accordwith any particular 
type of form asenvisagedby the EssexDesign Guide. The density is too high for an amadnmdesign 
but too low for an urban form. Other commentsreganhng layout snd spacinghavebeen addressed, c 

but some observationson the detmledlayout and house deargnsam still outstmdmg, e.g garages 
being slted in back gmdenato give a greaterfeeling of spaciousnessbetweenthe houses. 

16.33 Officer comment - The density at 14.5 dwellings per hectare (5.8 per acre) is very low annpared 
wrth most developments.Policy BE2 of the Essex Stmchtre Plan statesthat estate development 
should normally achtevea density of motlessthan 30 dwellings per hectare.(12 per acre) 

1634 County Highway (Area Oflice m oti%ite highway network) - No objectton subject to road 
design beiig in accotdmce v&h Essex Design Guide and the pmvtsion of traftic signals at the 
jtmction of Plumbemw Avenue and GreenswardLane, the latter to be the subject of a S 106 legal 
w-mmt. 

16.35 ’ Co~ty Eli&ways (County HaJl - re. on-site roads) - The appropriateCounty Officers havebeen 
involved m drscusstonsbetweenthis Counc11and the developersand ate satisfiedwith the easer& 
highway componentsof the layout They are looking further at me finer detarls,the adviceon which 
andanyfmthermndrtronsmqubedwiUbemportedatthemeeting 

16.36 Angtim Water - The initial mserv&ions concermngthe dram runs being overlam by lamkcapmg 
and close to structureshave beenresolvedfollowing discusstonswtth tie developers. Conditions 
requd regarding provision of foul and surfacewater drainagedetails, 

16.37 English Nature - Licenceswould be required for the movement of the Greet CrestedNewts and 
reasonablemeasureswould need to be taken to safeguardthe slow worms, both being protected 
species ‘lime items should be covered by condrtmns to any plauning permrssron granted A 
responseon the latestecologrcalstudy is sttll awaited 

16.38 Essex Wildlife Trust - The Trust objectedto the original schemeon the grounds that the tssucs 
rdenttfied in the fust ecologicsl report had motbeentranslatedmto a mttigation p&cage; that report 
did not adequately addressthe issue of protected specmson the sate,and the reportmissed the 
oppobmity to incorporateimportant speciesand habitat conservationmeasureson site. 

. 
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Ofiicar axnment - The report was drawn up ss a pt+application survey lmfore the detailed layout 
was avarlable. A further ‘mission statement’ was armmissioned by the applicants pcst-s&ms&n d6.,,
and comments on this sre awaited and wtll be reported at the meeting, Some surveys csn only be 
carriedoutatcertaintimesoftheyearandfintbersweyworkmaybenecessary ‘lhisand,~ 
issues may be covered by planning conditions. 

16.40 Essex and Suffolk Water - No objection subject to diversion and extenxon of exisbng mains to 
feed the new development N.B. A number of residents have commented that water pressure m the 
mea is low, at the outset of this application the Water Company confiied that some problems had 
been rectitied but they have been asked for f&her comments on thus matter The Fire Brigade 
headqumters havebeenconta&dsndconUimtb.attheyhaveno wncerns legding water pltsme 
~~lsa~ea,aWoughtheWaterCompanyhaswobligationstothemmthisrespect. 

16.41 Environment Agency - No objectron sub@ to surface water being dtsposed to mains vta a 
balancing fac~tihy and pumping station. 

16.42 Sooth Essex Health Aothority - The Authority made no comment at all on t6e fti consuhatrcsr 
but respmded as follows on,the second.- 

‘South Essex Health Authority and the iRochford Shadow Prmrary Care Group are 
concemedthatthecurrentPrimarycare~~wiUwtbeabletoabsorbthe 
redting new populahon. As you may be aware, Eochford currently has very high average 
list sines per GP running at 2,526 compared to the national average list sme of 1,982. (i.e. 
27% hugher). The GP practim serving Hockley currently have closed lrsts. This 
development will undoubtedly put further strain on primary care servtces. Both the Health 
Authority and the Prnnsry Care Group am lookmg at ways to improve the sttuation 
however, but a sohrtron is unlikely to be found in the short term Addihonally, we 
understand the houaea planned will be towards the upper range and unhkely to be affordable 
by the local community We suggest thts will have an adverse effect on the overall social 
balance of the ccmmumty.’ 

16.43 Head of Health, Homing and Commnnity Care - repIs that there is a potential for increased 
levels of dust and disturbance arising from constructron traffic and that these matters are unlikely to 
be controlled by existmg Bnvironmentai Health legrslation If Members are minded to approve the 
spplication, the developer should lx requhed to construct a hard surfaced site auxss toad and csr 
park for contrsotors and workers velncles prior to any construction works taking place The 
pmvismn of foul drainage to this development offers the potential for exishng premises, currently 
uttlising private sewage treatment plants, to be connected to the public foul sewer ‘Iins would be 
dependent on the private sewer and pumping station for the proposed development being of 
sutIicient cspacity to accommodate the increased flow and would be a matter between Anglian 
W&x and the developer. I&commends mchrsion of S116 (Control of Nuisances) subject to the 
addition of the following paragraphs under step 7..- 

TheappUcantisadvisedb,refertothe~dancegivenintheappmvedCodeofPracticeon 
Nom Control on Construction and Open S&s (BS 5228 Parts 1,3 and 4) for stntable 
methds to r&w tie pot&d for noise nuisance. 

1644 Wwdlands and Environmental Spe&list - w the mtenhon of addrtional trees most of 
which have now been incmpomted in the layout Works to trees where mtained should be agreed, 
but full monitormg and agmment of pm&&n measure+ ground levels and tree works essential 
before and during construction. 
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16 45 Hockky Rmidenta Association - Am -ed that the .ecological issuesare properly at&x&. 
Also concernal about the non-dam of Wood Avenue which is con6my to the &sign Bnef & 
could lead to the use of ti and the unmade section of Plumbcrow Avenue for cam-uction traffic. 
Sewers m the unmade section of Phunbemw Avenue m near t&a surface and will be damaged and 
the applicahon should be refu& Many of the proposed houses are out of context with the exu;tin& 
e.g chalets m Wood Avenue next to bungalows and some houses am situated in f&t of the exLsting 
bmlclmg line aefkthg residents’ views. Complamts have been recewed that the exlstmg water 
presnrreisverylowmsomepartsandfeedbackhasbeenreceivalthat~eefireseMceisvery 
worried about the premre. Further -~~~urredfromtheW~cOmpanY. 

16.46 Rochford Hundred Amenities Society are oposzd to 3 stmey houses on the edge of Green Belt 
lend; cons&r the b&structure to be totally inadequate and are concerned about ovemmwd.xl 
schools and low water pressure m the axa. The Rochford Co-O&n&r of Friends of the Earth is 
opposed to the development of the site in prmciple and considers it 1s unsustainable in terms of 
Local Agenda 21 A detailed critique of the original e~.~log~cal survey is gtven and the CC-ordinator 
consider; ti mostif not all of the wildlife wdl be destroyed If development takes place. Loss of 
~areaanllputsddmonalpressurecmHocldeyW~forrecreati~purposesw~charealready 
over-used. A plotland reserve should be created as Essex Wiidliie Trust have done at Langdon Hdls. 
Additional comments referred in mad and &msport problems and overcrowded schools and 
surgeries. Hocldey Hawkwell Women8 Institute objected totally to the apphcahou cm the gzrouxis 
tithefacilitiesand~ of the area am already overstxtched and cannot sport any 
extra population; the detnmental effects on the w&UCe and woodland and unsellity in the 
lightofAgenda21. 

16.41 A total of 56 representations were reserved fmm members of the pubbc to the first consultahon, of 
tiich 55 wae objections. The main grounds of ObJection were.-

Houses across Wood Avenue woald block nghts of way and a drainage drtch; 

Schools are overcrowded, 

D&orsanddentis&waitinghsIsarefull; 

The unmade sectbus of Plumbxow and Weed Avemzz would be damaged by in& 
traffic and maintenance costs will mcrease; 

The proposed tmflic lights at the F’bxntxmw Avent&- hne~umtion would 
result ln fmffic cmgestiou and delays, 

‘The pnpxd traffic lights are a good idea and would reduce aocidents. 

The traffic lights wdl result in the creation of ‘TBt-runs’ to the east of the junction by drivers 
trying to avoid them; 

The development would d&my the wildhfe and their habitats on t6e site. 

The development would have a detrimental effect on the skyline wewed from &e noa 

The iubstmcture in the arm c&d not cope with the dweIlin&qxdation mcrease; 

The town centre shops and prkmg could not cope wxtb the increased population; 

Thrm story pm&ties are happmpriate and will result in overlookmg, 
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The principle of developing *wooded ama m the Green Belt is wrong -there am many less 
attmdwe sdes that should be buitt on instead, 

Fkxdmg occurs in Wood Aveuue &om water munmg off ‘The Mount’ wh~.h the 
development would exacerbate, 

WKXI Avenue should not be used by construction traffic which would inter alia damage the 
shallow drains; 

Unacceptable iucresszs iu the use of ‘The Mormt’ open space and playground would resnlt; 
the development should have rts own playgmu@ 

There should be restrictkms on weekend workmg, 

Woad Avenue IS part of the route to the pubI@ f@xth m Beckuey Woods, 

A buffer zone should be geated between the development and Beckuey Woods. 

16.48 A total of 34 letters wcse received from membra of the public in respmse to the semnd 
consultion, one of whxh supported the proposal, wiuch raised the followiug additional 
obje&ons:-

W~Avenueshonldnotbeallawedtoremainopenasa~~muteas~wMlldbe 
damaged by co&r&ion traffic and be used by residents from the new estate. 

The smgle plot iu Wood Avenue should not be inch&d m the developmen& but ff it 1s ti 
should only have a bungalow b&t tberew. 

The inclusiou of rooms over some of the garages would lead to loss of privacy and could 
leadtoabusebyuseforba4inesspurposes,grannyanrwxesetc. 

e 
16.49 A total of 8 letter wem melved from members of the public in rqonse to the thud consultation 

which did not raise any new issues of prmclple 

16.50 A number ofdeta~led aspects v&ch unmediate neighbours have raised and repeated which remain 
outs$ndmg m i&t~ou to the fml pti are obJ&lom to.-

The house on plot 50 is too ti forward of ‘Wahmt Cottage’ m Etheldom Avenue, 

A house is propped behmd the bungalow at 23, Bra&some Avenue; 

HOILSS with gables to thev Gnk elevahons m-a proposed behind 37-41, Bnmkszue 
Avenue. 
UYP ‘9 , 

A 3 storey house 1s proposed next to the bungalow ‘Waverley’ in Wood Avenue; 
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A house is Irmpased oppc&e the bungalow ‘La &&ta’ in Wcod Aveune. l 
Material Plan&n Consrdemtions 

16 51 The local plan and design brief for this site origmshy envisaged that approximately twice the 
numberofhousesasarenowpmposedconldbe accommodated ou the whole site. However, the 
s.econdray woodland has matured considerably and the low density now pmposed allows for the 
‘maximum retentron of mature trees on the srte which stukes a balance between the ecologrcal 
iutmsts of the site, the commercial aspects and the contrrbutron that the site can make to fulfilling 
the Disinct’s housmg needs as reqnbed by the Stmcture and Local Plans. 

16 52 Policy H4 of the Local Plan rqmes the development of the area to be in the form of a 
comprehensrve redevelopment scheme as proposed, gurded by a design brief, The policy also states 
tld constdemtmn will be given, if apmolmate, to the use of compulsory pun&se order (CPO) 
powers in order to ensure that the development proceeds during the plan period It currently seems if 
the applicants negotiations come to flumon that CPO powers may only have to be exercrsed m 
mpxt of two small parcels of land in nnknown ownerslnp, and pcwsessorytltlemaybec1aimedto 
one of these by an adjoining landowner Agreement to purchase has been reached or 1s likely in 
respect of the remainder, although mrne owners are wartmg until plsnmng permission has been lgranted before they will agree terms. None of the problems relating to lsnd ownershrp and purchase 
will prevent the vast mqonty of the development and the construction of the lmk road between 
Etheldone and Wood Avenues fbnn pmceedmg however. 

The Design B&f 

16.53 This document is supplementary plannmg guidance which IS intended to gnide the form and 
character of the development of the site. ‘Ihe applmrdmn does comply fundamentally in that a 
comprehensive development scheme for the site is proposed, wrth two existing dwelImgs to be 
retainedwdhmthemainapplicationarea.Alsoas~uiredby~eBnef,trafficslgnalsare~, 
provided at ihe Plumberow Avenuo’Gmmswam Lane junction. The Brref refers to these being 
provided before any dwellings are completed on the site but the Apphcants have mdicated a 
willingness to provide them before any work commences so that they wdl be available for all 

’ construction traffic which 1s a bonus. 

16.54 

Access - The Bnef states that all tram% to the estate can enter by Etheldom Avenue v&h 
Wood Avenue being closed past the point rqdred to mamtain Bccess to existing pmpertres. 
It is not the intentron of the applicant that any part of the development should be accessed 
from Weed Avenue, apart fmm the single plot between Bluebell and Mcardown 
Bungalows, but for legal masons, including exrstmg Iiontagers rights of way which they 
are mvdlmg to relinquish, Wood Avenue cannot be closed off, It IS not the mtention 
however to make up that part of the road between the srte boundary and Plumbemw Avenue 
and naflic wdl be disczmmged fmm usmg Wood Avenue as a thrcugh route by desrgn and 
signing as much as wble. Furthermore, the applmants am prepared to include a covenant 
m the sale of the individual plots pmhibrting the new residents fi-om usmg Wood Avenue. 
In practicq it appears from the layout that very few of the new householders would lind rt 
convenient to use it anyway. As far as its use by construction tic is concerned except 
for the one single plot referred to above, the muting of comtfuction tmfIic will be covered 
by the pmptxi Se&u 106 Obligation and be pmhtbited from usmg Wood Avenue. 

t 
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Dwelling size and type - The Brief states &at ‘Dwehinep will not be more t&n 2 stmqsys m 
height, although appmpriately designed single storey development will be ~ppmpn~, 
particularly in establiig the relahonship between the new estate and e&rug houses on 
~eebaundaryoftheallocated-‘Twentysevenofthe~unrtsare~andahalf 
stories, ie a two storey shell plus additional rooms in a pit&d roof, however these are not 
consrdered ameasouable and m view of the appeal that was allowed at Ashigdon Heeghts 
for such prop&es, these would be difficult to resist. The tallest units of this type of design 
whtch were included in the angina1 layout (Type K), have been omitted tiom the scheme at 
the Council’s request however, and all three storey units have been moved away from the 
southern boundary so that they do not impinge on the skyline 

There am no single stomy units of true bungalow desrgn as such, but 5 one-and-a-half 
storey units are prow at various locations around the penphery of the sate adjoining 
emtmg bungalows These ate of bungalow proportrons with lmuted fnst floor 
.smanmcdation the windows to which overlook a comtyard to the front of the bu&lding 
and there are no windows to the mar. 

The Ecdoghl Stmliea 

16.55 The first study was pmpared before the srte layout was designed and therefore coxe&aM on 
idetmfymg the signiticant flora and i&ma present English Nature confirmed that licences would be 
required for the movement of the Great Crests Newts and reasonable measures would need to be 
undertaken to safeguard the slow worms (both pmteckd species) and recommended ccmbtions to 
achiie this. Essex Wildlife Trust objected to the apphcahon on the grounds that mitigation 
measures were not proposed, pro&&l species were not sdequately addressed and impxtant species 
and habitat conservatiou measures were not mwrpomted They therefore considered that the plans 
were incomplete and should not be accepted by the Council in theii original form 

. 

1656 A further ecologrcal ‘Mission Statement’ commissioned by the appkants based on the submated 
layout has been sent to English Nstum and the Fksex Wildlife Trust and then comments are 
awarted. Attempts are being made to agree appropriate condrtrons to cover the concerns of both 
these ties, and the relevant condition k below is based on their known requirements so 

* far. 
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Committee Report 


To the meeting OF PLANNINGSERVKESCOMMXIEE 

On: 29mJULY 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Title : RETROSPECTIVE PERMISSI ON TO RETAIN EXTENSION TO 
EXWJTNG WORKSHOP BUILDING 
HM PRISON, BIJLLWOOD HALL, BULLWOOD HALL LANE, 
HOCKLEY 

Author. Anita wood 

Application No. 99lOO327lGD 

Apphcant . HMPRISONSERVICX 

htng. METBOPOLITAN 
ROACH VALLEY 

GREEN BELT, 
CONSERVATION 

SPECIAL 
ZONE 

LANDSCAPE AREA, 

Parish: RAYLFXH TOWN COUNCIL 

PIarming Am&&ion De!ads 

17.1 Members are advised that under the provisions of Cmxlar 18/84 (Crown Land and Crown 
Development) Part IV (Development by Government Departments), development by the Crown 
does not qmre planning permission. However, Government Departments are obliged to con&t 
Local Planning Authonties before proceeding vn& development $I& would otherwise require 

0 Plantllng -‘on. 

17 2 This is however, a retrospective appbcatmn to retain an exteoaion to an e&g workshop The 
workshopitselfisa~addrtiantothesi~aradwaspartoftheprwiwsapplicationoo~essiteto 
emt an ammmodation block for 40 -as, erect a new workshop and to ~-+align the secunty 
fence, (GW47ZWRCC). l-he. exiension meamres 7.3m x 9.4m and compnsea an additional three 
units to the workshop bailding, tich remain smgle storey The extension 1s reqmred for fatare 
office space withm the new workshop. 

Relevant Planmna H~stoq 

17.3 This apphcahon is very much linked to the previous application considered by the Local Plannmg 
Author&y, GD/472/98/RCC. As stated the existiq worMop was a part of dus applicatmn and has 
smce been built Unfor!uateiy it was discovered that the size of the workshop had been 
m~scalcalated and had not been designed to incorporate the reqmred additional office space 

i -
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Consultations and Remesentations 
0

174 Rayleigh Town Conncil rakes no objedims to the prupal. 

17.5 Essex County Council (County Planner) makes no s@atagm planuing comments on lbe proposal. 

176 Essex County Cinmcd (County Surveyor) rams no objection to the proposal 

17.7 The Environment Agency ha.3 no comment to make im tbe pmpxal. 

17.8 The Eead of Housing, Eealtb and Community Care makes no adverse comments on the pmpusal 
subject to the Standard InformaWe SI16 (Control of Nuisances) bemg added to any grant of 
wnsent, 

17.9 lie Head of Leimre and Client Service, (Engineers) makes noobservabon on the proposal. 

17.10 AnglIaa Water (Developer Sav~ces) raues IIO objectmn to the proposal. 

Material Phmnine Considerations l 
17.11 The xte 1s within the Metmpolrtaa Green Belt, a Special Lundacqe. Area and the Roach Valley 

Conserw&on Zone. Due to the nature m which the bnildmg 1s constmcted, the additional tits 
snnply lmk onto the existing mnts snd enable the workshop block to be seen as one bmIdmg This 
wntmues the god s!mdard of design that was set w&en the ongma1 block was approved Le fea&er 
edgeboardingonthewallsandslabeeffect~lcladdingmadarkslategreyfortheroof. 

17 12 As with the previaus application, the pmposal does not oomply with the oleen Belt Policy of the 
adopted Rcchford DE!& Local Plan Fim Review 1995 and so ‘very special circums$races’ must 
bedemonstmtedinthiscase. 

17.13 

’ 

Since this apphcation IS very much the result of an amendment to the previous applic&on, the 
de- need for the workshop block ti meet the requiremen!s of the mcxease in poputatlon at 
Bullwood Hall was identified previonsly B exceptional circumstances in wbxh such development 

17.14 When taken in WJII*OII with the previous apphcation on the sate for a 40 person accomm&tion 
block and workshop whmh was justified due to the need for additional female p&on 
accommodation m the South East It is considered rhat the emon to the workshop building has 
nofurther~~im~upon~es~etfianoftheonginalworkshopbaildingandis 
aweptable. 

Recommendation that this Commrttee resolves: 

17.15 That the Corporate Duector (Law, Planmng and Adminiion) rewmmendation to advise HM 
Prison Servxe that NO OJUECI’ION is rxsed by this Council. 

. 
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18 

To the meeting of PLANNINGSERVICEXCOMMTMEE 

On: 29 JULY 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, P LANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Tie ’ CE4NGE OF USE OF FXISITNG SHOP UNIT TO RESIDENTIAL 
WITH FRONT PORCH AND REAR KITCEEN EXTENSIONS AND 
PROVISION OF FIRST FLOOR WITE PITCHED ROOF 

* 195 BIGE STREET, GREAT WLKEXING 

Author. KevmSteptoe 

Appbcation No 99/oo31o/cou 

Applicant : MRBBOND 

zming : RESIDENTIAL 

Parish. GREAT WAKERIN G PARISH COUNCIL 

Site Frontage: 3.lm Site Area 68sqm approx 

Plamdng Awlication Details 

18.1 At present the site contaius a vaxaut shop mut, a small frontage area, a rear yard and a storage 
bmldmg to the rear of the site. The shop unit q m effect, a ‘lean to’ type co-&on with a single 
pltoh roof which is supported by the neighbowmg residential pmperty to the west, no 197 The 
pmpu=als envisage the removal of the exist& ptihed roof and the construchon of a second storey 
A new pItched roof would then be pmvlded ti the pitch sloping up from the front and down to the 
back This would match the roof on the nelghbouriug attached pmperty, no 197. The proposals 
amount to the v&al replacement of the existing structure by a new two storey house 

182 A small single stcxey extension would be provided to the rear to xcommcdatc a kitchen, add&or& 
depth 1.5m appmx. % rear storage building would be demolrshed and the land used as a parkmg 
bay At present there is a wall enclosmg the eastem boundary ofthe site to the rear of the shop unit 
This would be demolished to allow vehicular access. The appbcant explams that there IS a right of 
acoesswer~e~~eofthenei~~oringpropwtyto~eeast,no193 

Relevant PIarming H&my 
, 

183 An apphcation to extend the cmrently vacant shop unit mto no 197 was refbsed in 1975. 
Pemussion was granted to build the emsting lear storeroom in 1977 and nlnsent was given to 
display adverts m 1986 

8 
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Consultatioas and ReuresenMions l 
18.4 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) No objection 1s raised .subJtXt to the -ss tn the 

parlong area bemg ass4 Tlus would remove tie commercial element &om the s&. 

18.5 Essex County Coond (Historic Btdlding and Design Advice) - No objection in prmciple. 
Windows however should be tiler sashes rather than top hung openings 

18.6 Envirvnment Agency-No obJections 

18.7 Auglian Water Servicea Ltd -No objechons 

18 8 Head of Eotig Health and Community Care - No objections Suggests the addition of 
standasd mformative SI16 to any approval 

18.9 Four local residents have responded to the consaMi0n.s on the application and have raised, in the 
main+ the followmg concerns: 

- The development will result in loss of privacy and amenity to the neighbouring occupiers and lcause additional noise and over-lookmg; 
- Themqxtonthe&uacteroftheareawillbehfamfal; 
- The parking cmd access arrangemntts are unsatisfw, 
- The front porch reduces visibdrty at the f@ont of the site; 
- The proposals constitute over-development of the site; 
- Development may well Celtic stru&ml problems to the adjoining property at no 197; 
- Drainageisinadequate;and, 
- The development e~~~~hes onto neighbouring land 

- - Material Plan&g Considerations 

18 10 The site is located v&m an area uzleatied for residential development m the Rochfurd District 
Local Plan and w&in the centre of the setimant of Great Wakermg. As such residential 
development 1s acceptable in prinmple. It JS in such lo&ioas as thus that redevelopment of unused 
land is encourage by government gmdaace to reduce pn?ssm-e on greedlfiekl ST&S. However, the 
lbmtatiom that the. lbmti plot size places on development has to be kept m mind as does ti impact 
on the character of the Comervatxon ti in which It is located 

18.11 Intiscaaathe&yissueswoaldappeartobe: 

- The a&t of the development on the character and appearance of the area, grven its 
Consarvahon Area status; 

- The uqact cm amenity of the adjoining occupiers; 
- provision of amemty space on site, aa4 
- driveway and access arrangements. 

Character and apparance 

18.12 The site is located in the Conserx+~on Ama. There are mixed forms of development in the wcinity 
wth detached dwellin@ sat back from the pavement edge and older serm-detached and detached 
properties that front nnmedlately onto tie highway. 

18.13 The onus on ttw authority, drben considering development proposals in Conserve&on Area locations 
IS to ensure that the mtended development either preserves or even enhances the chmncter or 
appearance of the ares These proposals will have the result that an eushng pan of semi-detached 
dweIlm~,w~alleantoshopunitattfteend,~be~med~a~ofthree~~~. 

a 



18.14 Atpresentthevacantshop~~aamnmspirmgelevationtothestreet. Ifitweretobee replaced by a two stcrey form of development, it is not conaid& that this would appear 
inconsistent with the developma wiuch alre&y extsts to the weSt and therefm would not be 
harmful to the character or appearance of this part of the con.servatlon Area This would ac0.X-d 
with the requimaents of the Local Plan Policy UC3 

18.15 When the overall scale and densii of development 1s cons&red however, ti 1s cla ti thii new 
unitlsillte&dtobe accommodated on plot which ts far smaller than even the older development in 
the vicmity. As such it is at scme variance with tie existiq character of development in the area 
when plot size, dens@ and amemty space are taken intO account Therefore, whilst acceptable in 
prmciple, tie proposals so at some vanauce with the mqurements of policies H2 and H19 

Mjoining neighboor amenity. 

18.16 There are no windows propod in b east elevation of the buildmg proposed. To the south (rear) 
onlyasingle~atftrstflooris~~ichistoashowerroomandcanbeobscure 
glazed. It would be difEcuIt to sustain any argument that the proposals would have a detmnental 
unpct on the amenity of the residents of the property to the east 

18.17 TheImpacton~proIPertyto~eewestislytobemarenaticeable. Thatpropertyhasalunited 
antdage. Thereonly~floor~are~osetothefmrttagatoHighStreetanda~ 
kitchen wmdow at the rear which faces east onto this tie. LLght pen&a&on to that property is 
Iunited. It 1s likely that the development of the applicahon site at two storey he&t and the 
implementation of the rear extension would further R&X the daylight and sunlight received in that 
pmpetty. Thaf, and the pm of the new development in such close pmxim~ will have a 
noticeable affect on amenity of the occupiers of that property, but ti is not considered to be so 
substantial to wanant the refusal of penrussion. 

On site amenity space. 

i8.18 Discounting the area to the mar of the pmperty which is to be utilised for vehicle parking and 
msnoeuvrmg the remaining amenity space vnll be only 5m or lass m depth, aving an overall 
amenity - of approx 15q-a. This is clearly deficient when tie mmimum Local Plan requirement 
for dwellii of thus nature: 5Osqm is oonslderwl. In add&on, because of tie adjacent &rive end the 
requirementtoremaveilleexistingwalltogainaccess,itisunlike~~therewillbea~ghlevel 
of amenity for any @enhal occJ.lpEr when using tkds area 

0 18.19 Havmg set the shortcomings out, it ihe l-on of the ske has to be held in mind It IS in a 
settlement oeutre lczahon, a lc&mu where smaller umts sre commonly implemented wluch have 
halted amenit, spaces Government guidance ls that cumdy disuaed space and laud wrthin 
settlements should be reused, where possibly to provide new development reducmg the need for the 
development of meld s&s. In this case however, it 1s wnskrt~I that the lim&tmns of the plot 
and the restrictions that places on the type of development are such that It 1s not appropriate for 
redevelopment by means of the proposals m finut of the authority 

Accea and car parking. 

1820 Access to the srte is vm the driveway to no193, over whmh ti is understood there IS a right of access. 
Attherearofthenewuniianareaof5mx2.6mwouldbecrzatedforouecarpskingspace 
Because of the restncted size of the site there can be no provisIon for vehicle tumiug. The 
neighbouring property has a turniug facibty but there is no right of access over this land 



18.21 TheHighwayA~~hasactvised~ithasnoob~~~toraise ‘Ihesiteisinase&ment 
centre hatim where, if redevelopment is to tie place, parking and other stand&s cmmot slv,xys l 
be achieved. In its guidsn~ on development in such lcxxtiona the government doea mdicate tkt the 
anihority should be flexible with regard to such requirements 

1 18.22 However, ouly one pinking space 1s to be provided ti tie local plan gmdelmes call for two. In 
adddon, vehcles will be required to revem out onto, cx reverse off of thz H&h Street, along a 
re&icted private ~LXWS over which other vehicles may be &tempting to pass at the same tune. ‘&is 
appearstobeanMsatisfactoryrarangffnent.Despltethefactthat~~ialbaffictotbeshopuse 
would be precluded from recommencing, It is not considered that the al&native implication for 
traffic annnge~~~ents,created by allowing these proposals, are accept&e. They sz not a 
accordanca wltil Local Plan Policy TP15. 

1823 The proposals @de an additional small unit of accommodation, meet government and local 
policy in the respect that the pmposals repwent redevelopment an& in tem1.3 of the J&xi Plan, sze 
acceptable in principle a this ICC&OIL However the shc&omings of the proposals have to be 
considered also The plot size is very limited. This leads to a form of development whmh is at cdds 
wtb even the smdkst ants on the ad~acerrt sites. In addition, despite the kation, the iuadquaciea l
of pmvkioq iu relatmu to amenity spnce and parkmpl access arrangements m such that it 1s 
considered that the prqusak should be resisted m this case 

Recommendation that this Committee resolves. 

18.24 That the appkatioo be REFUSED for the following re8sofls. 

1 Whdst the size of the dwelling IS compatible with t&ose that already exist immedia!zly to the 
west, the size of the plot is considerably smaller than b&h those and any of the other dwelling 
units in the vicinity. As * result the scale of the pmposak relatwe to the size of the applicatton 
site and the dens@ of development that they represent are unchsractenshc of the ares The 
result is that development IS b&g introduced which is cramped in terms of its layout aud 
v&h represents an over-intenswe form of development, gwen the exisbng chsracter of the 
area This tmp& would be contrary to the aims expmssed m the Rochford D&ct Local Plan 
(1995) Policies HZ, Hl 1 and HZ4 

2 The proposals, if implemented, would prov& a new residential unit with a s=vemly &ted 
area of priv&e amemty space, bearing a mmd the proposed mmngements for vehicle p&ng 
and circulation on wd off the srte. As a result, any occupaut of the residential unit would be 
provided ti in&q&e amenity facilik c~mmensumte with a dwelling of ti type. This 
would be contrary to th+ Ro&nd Diict Local Plan (1995) Pokes Hl 1 and H19 

3 No vehxle turning famkes are to be provided on the site. As a result, vehicles will be 
requimd to e&er reverse off of, or onto High Street. This mad tames significant traffic flows. 
Iu addition, access is to be gained over a pnvate drrveway, which IS in use to provide access to 
at least two other units Fmthermore there is no provision for the passmg of vehicles on this 
driveway, of which use can be guaranteed for the occupiers of this unit. As a result it 1s 
consIdered that an unacceptable form of access is proposal wluch has the potential to cause 
additional vehicle con& to ti detriment of highway safety. 



l 
4 The propods indicate that one pnvate vehicle parking space 1s to be provided on development. 

Vehicle pkmg standards adopted by the J..ocal Plannmg Author@ indicate that two vehicle 
parkmg spaces cue quntd for a development of thts nature in order to satisfactby 
accommodate the anticipated level of demand a the mteresk of highway safety The 
madequate pruvhon of vehicle pTkmg Eac~htza is contrary to the Essex Strwture Plan (1982) 
Policy TS and the lb&ford DistwtLc4 F%n (1995) Policy TP15. 

l 
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rcmhfcdMdCouodl 

To the meetmg of: PLANNING SERVICES CO-E 

On: 29 JULY 1999 

Reportof: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRATTON) 

Title : DEMOLISH EXISTING DWELLIN G AND FXECT 5 BED, TWO 
STOREY DWELLliV G WITH INTEGRAL GARAGE. 
11A THE CHASE, RAYLEIGH 

Author: Kevin Steptoe 

Apphtion No 99/00259/FLJL. 

Applicant : Mr. T. WJTHRINGTON 

ZOIliIQ: RESIDENTIAL 

- Pansh RAYLEIGH TOWN COUNCJL _ 

Site Frontage 11.4m Site Area 3754qm 

Plannina Auulicahon Detah 

19.1 These pmposals repmsent the demolitmu of tie current dwellmg on the srte of no1 la, The Chase, 
and the replacement with a new dwelling The current dwellmg has, in fact, already been 

* 
demohsbed It was a modest dwell& aplomb@ constmchi in the 1920s or 30s It was two 
storey 

192 The new dwding is pmpd to have five bednxrms and an integral garage to the frontage. It 1s of 
a mock @lorBW design with a pmjachg &le feature to the fiuntage and a mixture of 
brick and bmbxmghnder design. The new dwelling will have a larger footprint than the dwellmg 
that ti replaces but 1s to be accommodated withm the existmg boundarm of the plot. 

Relevant PlRnuhu7 HLstoq 

193 None. 

ConsuItxtions and Remesentahons 
. 

19.4 Essex Cqunty Coancil (Coanty Surveyor) raises no objections subject to the implementatmn of 
condihoqs regadmg the tecbmcal a.qx& of access, visibility splays and parking Amy. 
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19.5 Envirunment Agency - No &j&ions 

19 6 Ao@an Water Services Ltd -No obJ&ions 

19.1 Rayleigh Town Conneil - Objed as this is an overdevelopment and considered mu+zqt&h~ 
Concerned at the mnowmzs of the road and that the development would be out of keepmg with 
adjoining properties and lead to over-looking, Noted that trees referred to altezdy removed 

19.8 Head of Hotig, Health and Community Care - No adverse comments subject to the stan&ni 
mformative SI16 being tied to any coflsent 

19.9 Head of Corporate Policy and I&a&m - suggest a condition be attaohed requumg pmtectlon to 
the siber birch to the rear of the plot during comtro&on, 

19.10 Raylagh Crvic S~ety - Consider that this is a very large house for the plot Comments am made 
in &tam to the use of materials and the buildmg line for tb&3 site in relahon to an applicatum that 
was submitted for the plot tD the no& (No. 15 The Chase, ref 99/00263/FUL). It is quested tfad 
boththematenalsandtfiebuildinglineshonldbevariedandtheuseofdarkredbncksshouldbe 
avoided lJ%e application for the site to the north has now ti withdrawn so ths application needs 
toteconsideredmisolation] 

1911 Six local residents have responded to consul&a on the proposals and have raiszd, io the mam, 
the followmg points: 

- the proposals repmmt an over-development of the plot and in fact the dwelling proposed will 
not fit within the existing plot bormdanes 

- the development ti result in over-lc&ng and kzss ofprrvacy to the east and south. 
- the development wdl block hght received by th+ dwellmg to the south 
- drainage services am inadequate or would be overloaded 
- the development ~11 alter tile charades of the road 
- thekdgdtreebo~tothewest(rear)maybe~ed 
- cxlstmg tree3 have already been removed 

Material Plannina Considerations 

19.12 In this case the key issues to be considered am: 

- the impact of the development on the character and qpaamn~ of the area, given the looal plan 
and design guide policies; and, 

- any imp& m &tion to over-lookii and the loss of amemty, prrfaoy or light 

Character and appearnnee 

19 13 The Chase is an area of mored forms of development. There cmrently exist bungalows, chalet 
bungalows and houses The frontage widlhs of the pnperties do vary but few could be considered 
to be exceptionally generous grven the styles of piupe&s coutaintd on them They vary between 7 
to14mwtthanlrmberoftfreexistinghousesbeingonpl~~chare9or10min~~ Theplot 
width anticipated here is 114m. This accords ti measmementstakenonthe~rmdnmom 
genemns &ta the mmimmn width est&bsheA m the Iti plan. Side se~on distances will be 
achieved in the normal way. 

8.b6 
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19.14 Intermsoffrwtagetreatmerrt,manyoftheexistingpropertieshavethesesettohardstanctingfor 
* vehicle pakmg gwm the !.imtxl nature of the plots. There 1s a mixture of types and styles of 

garaging but mere are a number of integral garages. The treatment of the proposed plot would be 
conststent with ttuS, with an integral garage proposed and a double wnlth driveway, 

’ 19 15 There is considerable umformity in the street when the drstance of the pmperties from the footway 
edge IS consIdered. Invariably they are set back between 6 to 8m. The new property is to be set 
backbyadistauceof6m. 

19 16 As indicated, the exrsting dwellings in the mad have a mtx of heights dependii on their type 
There are existmg houses m the street wtth a ridge height greater than that of the proposals, and in 
clos3 pmxmuty to them. These are located immediately adjacent to bungalows or chalet 
bungalows The proposed dwelling has a height of 8 5m to the ridge.. To tie north the extsting 
bungalow will remsm, to the south is a chalet bungalow. 

19.17 The style of the dwelling is contemporary with many that are comiug forward now The street does 
not have an exrsbng dcminant style There are examples of development from almast all decades 
from the late 1PthC ommds. Modem development is already readily apparent in the street 

19.18 The applicant has submttted a supporting statement In it he argues that the form of development 
proposed now is similar to m-developments that have already taken place close by to the stte in the 
street .‘Ike impact on cnsmcter and appearance then, must revolve around the consistency or 
othm that the propsal. have with the existing forms of development in the area It 1s 
considered that the proposed development would fn acceptably m a street which has a mtx of styles 
of development, gtven Its comparable chamotenstrcs. It would not have an lmacceptable impact on 
the&amcterorqpearanceofthearea. 

Amenity 

_ 19.19 It would be dfficult to sustain any argument that the proposals will lead to the loss of amenity for 
restdents across the road (to the east) The road is public domam and any housing across the toad 
would probably be a minimum of 20m distant The situation here will be no different from that 
elsewhereonlhestreet 

19.20 To the north is the existing bungalow Fxrstmg boundq treatment, with fencmg and substantisl 
plantmg to the north side, ~111 reduce over-lookmg from ground floor windows This can be 
reinforced by any boundary treatment required by vntae of a condition attached to any permission. 
Only one fti flwr window, whtch is to a bathroom and can be obscure glazed would face this way. 
The bungalow is over 5m diit fmm the house and, as such, tt will not bavc an unacceptable 
impactOnlightreachingthatproperty. 

19.21 On the south side at ground floor three wmdows face the side of the exmting chalet bungalow. 
J3xitig kmndmy tma!ment here is a low hedge (only appmx lm high). ‘Ilns falls withm tbc 
adlommg plot and will not be removed by the development Further boundary treatment could be 
implemented to reduce overlwkmg more. At the rear, of the proposed dwelling patio doors are 
proposedtbatwillfacethedne=ehonofNo11tothesouth. Howeverthesearelocated6mfromtbc 
boundary and boundmy treatment can mchtcc any impact to an acceptable level. At first floor level 
tberearebvoFvildows,botbtobathrwmfacl~es. Tbesecmbeobscureglazed. 

19.22 As the existing property is to the south rt would be diicult to substantmte any argument that the 
proposed dwelling would lead to ihe loss of any l&t. The main n>om windows in the exrsting 
chalet bungalow face towa@ me road or the resr garden. Given that and the location of the 
existing and proposed dwolhngs in relatton to each other, rt is unlikely that there will be a 
deirmrental impact on amemty or prtvacy here. 
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Conctwion 

19.23 These pmpcsals represent a form of intenaifkahon development that is .snppMted in principle by izb 

pohcies set cat m the Local Plan Despite that, su% forms of development can have an 
wwqtable nnpact on the chamckr and amenity of a~ area by virtue of the type and scale of the 
new develment propowl 

19 24 InthiscasacoIbsiderafionhas~obetemperedbytheextstingcharacterandtypesofdevelopment 
that have already taken place in the aura Searing that in mind, rt is not considered that the 
proposals will have an mwcqtable tmp& such that they should be resisted. 

19.25 That tie apphcation be APl’ROVFB s&j& to the following condition heads: 

1 SC4 Time Lnni& Full - Standmd 
2 SC14 h&erialsToBeUsedfjZx&~Ily) 
3 SC16 PDResQictexi-McdelFFFL 
4 SC23 PD Restricted - Obscure Glazing 
5 SCSOA Means of Enclosure -Full (Wiiout PD Ratriction) 
6 SC60A Tree & Shrub Protwtioo 
7 SC64A Visibility Splays - Details 
8 SC70 Vehicular Access - Deta1L3 
9 SC81 Gamge&Ikdstand 
10 SC75 Parking & Turning Space 
11 SC84 Slab Levels Specified 

/ 
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To the meetmg of: PUNNING SERVICES COiWMlTEE 

on. 29 JULY 1999 

Report of : CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & AD-TION) 

Title : DEMOLISH EXISTING DWEJLIX G TO ERECX THREE STOREY 
BLOCK OF 16 ELDERLY PERSONS FLATS, ONE WARDENS FLAT 
AND PROVIDE CAR PARKING PROVISION. 
79 ASHINGDON ROAD, ROCXFORD 
(JUNCTION OF ASHINGDON ROAD AND ROCEIE A-) 

Author : Kevin Steptoe 

Applicatmn No !39mo199/ouT 

Applmmt : A LEWIS AND SONS (CONSTRUCTION) LTB 

zoning. RFsHmNTL4L 

Parish: HAWKWELL PARISH COUNCIL 

Plannina Auolicatmu Details 

20.1 This application is in outline form. The applicant is seeking to establish the principle of the use of 
this site for a development of elderly persons flats. At this stage the applicant 1s seeking 

l 20 2 

consideration only ofti &g of and means of access to the buildmg proposed. 

The development would require the demolition of the existmg dwelhng on the site. Although the 
application relates to siting and access only, tile applicant has provided some addttional details 
These indicate Fiat the new building would be three storeys in height, would accommodate 16 
elderlypersonsunrtsand1wardensunitandthatlOcarparlungspaceswouldbeprovidedon~e 
site. Access would be created from a location in R&e Avenue appmximately 2Om from the 
j&on v& Ashmgdon Road Drawmgs of typIcal elevational treatment have ti supplied. 

20.3 These show the bmldiug to have a mansard roof con&uction It appears that there would be a 
considerable numbe7 of windows to both the front and ream Some of the window openings wuukl 
be full length, ie floar to ceilin& fitted ti shdmg doors and outside railiugx Dormer wiudows 
would be inszted m the till length of the mansard roof to pmv& flat umts on the third storey The 
bullding IS to be lcc.&d to the comer of the site adjacent the Roche Avenue/ Ashmgdon Road 
Junction. The car parkmg area would be prov&d to the west side of the site. 

. 



Relevant Planrune. EEstoq 

20.4 -Pm ens have been granted in tie l%Os, 70s and 80s for extensmns to the dwelling 
currently on the site. 

Chnsultahons and Reoresentstions 

20.5 Essex County CoundI (County Sumqor) raises no objections to the proposals subject to a 
number of condrtnms. These relate to tie dimensions of any access mad, p&stnan vrsiiility 
splays, the provision of a tnrnmg area, the surfhcmg of the parking area, the location of pedestrran 
acceses, pmv~ding suEcient car parking and the stopping up of existing accesses 

20.6 The Environment Agency raises IXJ objeotions. 

20.7 AngIian Water raises no objections rn prmclple. However it is suggest& that a condition be added 
toanyamnovalmdicafingthat~detailsoffoulandsmfecewaterdrainagewrllneedtobe 
approved Itnuiic&sthstsevereonsrtesurfacewsrterattenuanonwillberequired l 

20.8 The Head of Corporate Policy and InitMives indicates that there are three trees cm the frontage of 
the site w&h are consrdered to contribute to the street scene. These would need to be removed for 
the development to proceed ss proposed. This should be reststed (these trees are now protected 
by TPO 4~59). 

20.9 Hawkwell Parish ConkI considers that a three stomy burlding rs out of character with the street 
scene given the open school playing field to the north. It indicates that, if the authority is mindful to 
approve, a conditton should be attached r&meting oocupsncy to elderly per-sons. Gther cxqmntx 
would create .s need for more vehicle parking . -

20.10 The Rcchford Hundred Amenities Society expresses concern m relation to the height of the 
proposed development. It is cons&red that thts will block l&t to existmg dwellings in the area 
and 1s not suitable s.s sn elderly persons tmrt due to evacuation drfficulhes in emergencres. 

20 11 12 responses to neighbouring ocoupier consultatron3 have been received They have raised a range 
of issues, nr the ma& as follows 

- .wcas to the site will create additional problems of parlang, congestron and dismption and diflicult l 

emergency Access in Roach Avenue. The srtnahon is already poor due to long term 

daytbne parking for the st&ion. 
- Inadequatecerperkingpmvrsionismadewithiithesite 
- The form of development, being tbrw storey in height, is tmcharaderistic of the zrea 
- OccuImnon of the units would change from elderly persons only to general occupation, t&is 

would lead to additional car pnktng and other problems 
- There will be B d&rmental impact on residential prop&y value 
- The lccstmn is not sppmp&e for elderly persons due to busy roarW mad junction 
- Development‘lvlllresuttinthelossofw~eand~~isbed~gpmperty 
- Proposals represent over-developinent of the site 
- There is no rquirement for this form of development, there 1s stdqnfz pmvrsron rdready 

available locally 
- Development win block light to adjoining properth 

. 
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- The cm parkmg arcs wdl exacerbate the sthma health problems of a neighbourmg occupier 
0verlc&ng will lead to loss of reaidentml smernty 0 -

- Thecurrentsitingproposed~leadtotfielossoftreesonthesite 
- A covenant exists wluch precludes this form of development 

20.12 The site is located withii the residential development zone identified in the Local Plan However, 
although the prmcrple of residentral development may be established due regard must shll be pard 
to the impact of the proposals on the area m whrch tt is ntnated. 

20.13 In this case the key issues to be conardered sre. as follows: 

- ~escaleofthelntendeddwelopmenrmrehdiontotheplotandany~~asa~ontfie 
character and appamce of the atea and the smernty pro&on within the site; 

- theimpsctcmthetreesonthesrte, 
- the level of car parking provrsion, access and nnpact on the adjacent roads, 
- he ccmption of any units on the sate; an& 

20.14 The anx cmently c~ntaim mixed development. To the north of the site is the school playing field. 
To the west 1s the predommandy chalet style of development on R&e Avenue South of the srte is 
the flat development at Suffolk Court On the other side of Aahingdon RwI there is a parade of 
shop units with flats over, and, to the sonth east there is modern restdential development 

20.15 ‘Ibe Suffolk Court and Roche Avenue development appears established scul, due to laodsxping or 
location, sre not predominant in views of the area The parade of shops has a psrking srea to the 
frontage along with grax+ed arcas. Because ofthisitissetwell~kfromt6e~andagain, - _ 
although is a large single block of development, is not over-dmninsnt in crews The modern 
residential development, although appemng more wmpt than other develqnnent in the area, is 
located to the south east side of the roundabout junction and 1s encloszxl by surroundmg walling 

’ Again not don&ant in the local views. Ail exrsting development is either single or two storey. 

20.16 The propads however would consist of a smgle built form at three stnreys in height At the closest 
it would be located approx 1.4m back fnnn the f?ont of the srte and 2.4m from the footwsy edge. 
All signdicsnt existing &mtage trees would have to lx removed for the development to take place. 
Whtlst three storey development should not necessBtiy be mled out simply because it does not extst 
m the mea at present, this single b&k, shown to be all at three storey height, would prove very 
dominanttnviewsofthearca Itisnotconsideredtobeappropnate~viventfie~gc~of 
development in the vicinity and the effect that rt would have on the appearance of the srea, partly 
due to 1t.s scale and partly due to the corner location 

20 17 As a mutt of the scale of development proposed, the burldmg would not only have an unfortunate 
impact on the character of the vicnnty, but also results in minimal on site provismn for amemty 
purposes. This is symptomatic of pqosals which represent over developments of the srtes on 
which they are located. As a result it is considered that the proposals do not match up to the 
reasonable rcqmments of the authority as estabhshed rn local plan policies H2 and H17 

, 
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20.18 Assetout~~ithasbeenidentifiedthattherearet618esi~canttreesonthe~oftha 

site,whichsrenowpmt&edbytreepreservstmnorder Becanseofthepmximityoftheproposed 
bnrldmg to the fbmtsge of the site it is improbable that the bmlding works could take place wrthout 
theremovalofthetrem. These~eddsi~~ytothecharacteroftheareaanditisnot 
considered that the provision of elderly housing umts here should cntwergh the harm that would be 
caused by the loss of the tiees. 

Parking and traffic implicatiolw 

20.19 Many existing local residents am concerned at the traffic nnpact of these proposals. They point out 
that currently, during workmg days, FZ.oche Avenue is lined with vehicles whmh have been left 
~theoccupantstnrvelorrwardstowcrkby~~mRochfordStahon. There~scataialy 
wnsrderable parking in the mad by day. Rovnhng a new access here would be likely to push the 
existmgpressmeforparkmgfnrdmralongtheruxdortooiherftreas. 

20.20 This 1s clearly an exisnng problem which Is not oansed by these development proposals. Even if 
tllw prcpsds may ecx?#&& it, if it is to be solved other masums, such as residents only psrking 
mhwtms or mrprwed mtegmted transport provision. This IS not an m‘goment to msist these l 
Proposals. 

20.21 Onsrte,1Ocarparkingspaoesarepmpxexl The~ent,setoutmtheLocalPlanfoFshelteRd 
housing for elderly persons, is !&at two spac=~ should be pmvrded for the warden (self and visitor) 
and that othe- one space should be pmvrded for every two units. 

20.22 Inthiscasethereamtobel6units. Thereforeeight~p~thetwofortfiewardenarerequired, 
total ten. This requimment is met The other tqrirements suggested by the County Surveyor in 
relation to access wniths and v&ii splays can also be achieved. 

unit Occupancy 

2023 Some concern has been raised with rqgard to the occupancy of the umts. It is feared that, If 
pennmed, oaxpncy will change from elderly persons to all ages with consequent addrtional 
demand for pmkmg and other faoilities. The authority is in a posrtmn to impose occupancy 
cm&ions and/ or seek a legal agreement stipulating the occupatxy criteria, if it was consrdered that 
the proposals were acceptable in sll other respects, I would recommend that pernnsmon IS not 
granted withat an associated legal agreement 

Residential amenity 

20.24 The main elevations of the bnilding face east and south onto the existing mads in the area The 
elevatron to the north faces onto the s&x~l playmg field It IS not considered that the intcr- 
relationship between these elevations and the neighbourbrg uses cause any unacceptable harm 

20.25 To the west however 1s sn emsting traditional restdentral unit with gsrdens front and rear. There 
wdl be some imp& on tie occupiers of this dwelling. The csr parkmg area is to be located 
mnnedistely ad~acwt to the full ten& of the bonndary with tis dwelhn& m fact wrthin OSm of the 
boundary. The arming and gang of vehmles will be paceptable from within the resr garden area 
of this dwelling. In ad&ion, although drawings of the western elevation are not avmlable, the 
avatlable dmwmgs of other elevations show windows to all floors Whist there is a 13m sepsrmion 
between the pmpsed Lwlding and the existmg dwelling, it IS corm&red that there wrll be a 
harmfnl impact if the wm&w anangement for the western elevation is as the other elevations 
provided 

l 
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l Conclusion 

20 26 These pmpal~ would appear to be unacceptable for a number of masons. The applicant has 
sou~toestablrshthepnncrpleforthisuseofthesitewrtho~thasubrmssionofagreatdealof 
detailatdusstage. ~theyareenmledtodo~theauthoFIfyisequallyentltledtorequest~ 
addihonal detail B provided. The additional information that has been made available IS sketchy 
and does not add sigcuficantly to tie understsndmg of the proposals 

20.27 OBioers have not sought to negotmte at length with the applicants becsuse of the obvious 
shortcomh~~ of the scheme To do so would lengthen the bme taken to reach a de&on, mvolve 
additional expense on all sides and would be unlikely to alter the recommended de&on. 
Fmniamentally, the scale of the proposals with rqxct to the site on winch they sre located make 
the pmpsals unacceptable. It is &us intensity of development on one small srte which leads to all 
the other problems set out above. 

Recommendation that this Committm msolvex 

l 20.28 That the appbcation be REFUSED for the folhxwing masons: 

1 Three storey development on the footprmt and srte coverage pm@ is considered to be out 
of character wtth the arusting appearance sd development m the vicinity Generally the area Is 
cbsracteriscd by development whtch is set: in plots wrth room for landscaping meanrres to be 
established or whrch is set at some distame back from the roadside &miary. There is no 
deveJopm~at~storeyheight.TheFoopo~dJ~istobelocatedclosetD~rotldside 
bamdq and is of such sn extent that there is insufficient room for lrmdscapmg rnea~ures to be 
implemented or for a masonable amount of on site amenity space to be provided The building 
proposed is of three storey height, which is not necessanly unacceptable m principle. However 
it IS wnaidered ti the talk of the developmen& as detailed on the mdicative drawmgs, pays 
inade=quate regard to the scale and heights of the development hereabouts. On thrs basis the 
prqxxal is considered to mpmsent sn overdevelopment of the site. These shortcomings in 
scale and appesrance are contmq to govermnent guidance in Plarmmg Policy Gmdance Notes 
1 (General Policy and Principles) and 3 (Housing), Essex Snxture Plan (1595) polrcres BE2 
and BE7 and Rochford District J&oal Plan (1995) pohcies H2, H17, and H24. 

’ Thel~onof~eploposalswould~~eranovalof~treesplntectedbyTree 
Preservation Order (O&r 04/1999). T&e trees coninbute significantly to the chamcter and 
appeamw of the extsting street scene and as such their removal would detrimentally impact 
on that character. ‘Ibe mmovrd of tie trees therefom would be contrary to govarmnent 
guidance m Plmming Policy Gnidams Notes 1 (General PoIicy and Principles) and 3 
(Housmg), Essex Structure Plan (1995) policy BE2 and Rochford District Local Plan (1995) 
policies IX2 and H24. 

3 
The location of the parking area IS nnmediately adjacent to the exrstmg neqhbonrmg 
residential unit at 2 Roche Avenue. It rs considered that me close proximity of the perking area 
will lead to unacceptable di&&mce and loss of amenity to the ccoupmrs of that propmty. No 
additional informahon has bean supplied to indicate that measures may be put m place to 
reduce this barmfnl impact. As such the rmpact is contrary to the Rochford Dmtrtct Local Plan 
(1995) policy H17. 



4 The apphcation has been made in outline form However the s&&y has requested that 
addaianal inform&on ba sappl~ed m relation to the. external rrppaance and design of the 
proposed buildmg under its powers ~JBIIM by the Town and Country Planning (General 
Developmmt Procdre) Order 1995. Jkpfie this only typical elevational dmvfings have been 
supplie& end no details of the west elevation of the pposed building. It IS wns~dead that 
there may be mwcqtable impliations for the residential amemty of the eastmg neighboming 
occupies to the west (no 2 Roche Avenue) by virtue of ovehoking and loss of privacy fiwn 
the windows m tie three storey building. However, due to the lack of mformation the authority 
is unable to asas the mpact of the bmldmg m relahon to this m&r at &IS stage. 
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To the meeting of: P-G SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 29 JULY 1999 

Report of : CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADSHNISTRATION) 

Title : THE PROVISION OF A COACH TURNEiG.4RJ3AWlTHINTHE 
SCFIOOL GROUNDS 
KING EDMUNDS SCHOOL, VAUGHAN CLOSE, ROCHFORD 

Author. Juhe Morgan 

Application No: 99/00340/FLTL 

Applicant : KING EDMUND SCHOOL 

zoning : METROPOLLkN GREEN BELT AND IDENTIFIED AS AN EXISTING 
SECONDARY SCHOOL 

Parish: ROCEFORD PARISH COUNCIL 

Plan&n Atmlicatmn D&ads 

21.1 T~LS full applicahon is for the provision of a coach tmnmg area w&in the school grounds of The 
King Edmund Schc=~l, Vaughan Close, R&&d. The proposal IS to erect a 22 metre high wire 
mesh fence and gates to complete the enclose of the tnming area. 

A separated area of playgmund wll form the new pqxed wach tmn-around, adJwent to the sktb 
formcarpark~proposedtumingareahasametalled~acereinforcedin1992tocreateaheavy 
duty s&ice for wilktandmg use by Coach and Bus vehicles Thts proposal therefore does not 
include any cpraths relating to the preps&ion or altaation of ha&tamimg. Furthermore, as 
detailed below, this area has been in wntiaued we since at least 1992 for dropping-off and taming 
ofthewachesintbeafkwxms asvmllasadualnseasaplaygnmd. 

21.3 It 1s hoped that tbis full appficabon largely addresses the 00ncern.s raised in the two otba cm-rent 
and sepamte planning applications relating to the site, reference numbers 99/00294/Far, and 
59/00273mJJ., 

21.4 Members will note fiwn the application number that sequentrally this application was submitted 
after the two items on the schedule for building extensions to the School T%is is because it was 
submitted by the School m response to wmcems ratsed by Ofiii and local Members regardmg the 
problems eqrienced due $ current BwXoach anangements. 
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Relevant Plannina History l 
215 There are two other planning apphcatiom rek&g to the above named stte being consider& a-

currently. These are; 

Applidon 99iOO273BXJL To construct a new fnst fkor over existing smgle stmey building 
cmtmg no 8 new classrooms in a two storey bullding, Also incorporating an extension for stair 
acoess. 
Application 99KJ02941FULThe proposal is to et& a two-storey building comprising a k&hen 
and dming hell on ground flcor and musrc teaching srea on fhst floor. 

21.6 A summary of previous planning apphcamms submitted to this author@ includes, 

. 064206 Toerectasmglesixthformclassroom btoc.kTheComqSurveyorinitiahyo~ 
tfiepropasal~thegroMdsofalackof~~pmvisian,andanunsuaablemeansof-
&omVanghanClose WitharevisiMltoiocludeparkingprovision~proposalwas~by 
the Cmmty Surveyor and granted platmmg permission. Also, when the SE& Form building was 
ccm&ud@ two further demmmtable buildings were removed from the site These 
developments therefore &d not in- the size of the sohcwl accommodation. l 

l O&W95 To~adetached~hallatraarforschooluseandpriv~hire.Granted 
permission subject to several conditions inchtdiug ltmit& hours of use. 

l 032Ot94 Advert regulation codsent to erect a flagsME 

l 0352793 To erect a single storey building rear of the school to house No4 science 
laboratories, with link to the existing school building When the school became grant 
maintained m 1593 and the new H&aster WBS sppointed, prionty for the premises 
development ~89 to progress towards the smting of subject rooms. Between 1593 - 1994 a cew 
sxence b&k was built and two demountable buddi were removed from the s&e, resulting in 
an rmprovement in the quality of science accommodation and subject smting. 

l 035&91 To contnme the use ofNo. r&catable classmoms. Temporary phimnng permisaron 
was glmtd with * phmning condition that required then removal by 3 1 OcMxr 2001. 

l 0846B4 Apphcation for m-cladding works to buildmg. 

l 0328/84 Appkation for m&dding works to buikimg. 

Conaultions and Reprasentations 

21.7 Rocbford Parish Coancil welcomes the pmpos& 

21.8 The County Sarveyor recommends no objectton subject to any permission granted bemg subject to 
a pemd not exceedmg 12 months. 

219 The Environment Agency has no wmment 

2110 Anglhn Water has no &~e&ons to the proposal but would like an lnfointabve, advismg of tie 
locationofsurEacewater~,tobeattrtchedtoarrypermisnongrarrted. 



0 
21.11 


21 12 

21.13 

l i 
21 14 

resrdents. ~~intheaftemoonthecoachtmnaronndis~inusefor~purpasewitfithe 
coaches arrrvmg, tumkg and parking in this area pnor to school fimsh tune, pupils then boarding 
the coaches which then depart fmm the site to the home destinatrons. 

21.15 The County Surveyor had initial concerns about the practicalities of this pmposal and at fust 
_ lrexmnmellded it for refusal based cm concerns relating to the possible conflicts with the garage users 

and sub-standard access. However, in the light of additional information he now recommends no 
objection subject to a 12 month temporary consent with attached notes; 

0 
COlduslOll 

21.16 In the light of the current cimumstances whereby the residentral streets serve as sn access to the 
school, the proposal IS considered an improvement tc the cmrcnt srtuahon which dcxzs cause 
considerable dktmbance to the local mardents every meaning when the school children alight from 
the coaches in the residential srca of Spencer Gardens The apphcahon proposal does have the 
sdvantage of amcentratmg the bus activity witbm the school grounds, although arguably at the 
expense, to a degree, of the amenities enjoyed by residents near to, or on, the mute to the 
nunaround 

21 17 
local resldents in opposition to the developments proposed m the fo!.lowing two applxations Ref 
99/OG!73/F’LL and 99/00294FUL where one of the pnmary grounds of ob~octmn IS due to the 
current bus and coach arrangements. 

The main plmmmg issues material to Member’s consideratmn of ti appbcatam are; 

. Phurrdng Pohcy 
l Appearance 
. Highwaysisues 

Plannina Pohcy 
The proposal for a coach turnaround m the grounds of the Kmg Fkbnund School proposes 
exceptional cmumstances fw development in the Meuq&tan Green Belt, ansing from a need to 
provide adequate access to Fducatronal facilities at tins site However, there are no specific policies 
wntaned w&in the adopted focal Plan relating to the provision of coach turning famhties wrthin 
the Metmpolitan Green Belt The proposal itself does not involve any significant built development 
andisopenmnature,tfinsnotinconfllctwithPPG~~. 

ofthesitewouldnot~~Uy~~~by~eerection,ofwiremeshfennngat 
this location. Them would be minimal constructton dtsruption as the hmdatandmg surface has 
ab-eadykeni-eidd. 

Hic!hwaYs Issues 
The current smmtion is that the coaches arriving in the morning in Spencer Gardens and dropoff 
the school chrhiren m this nxdential area causing traffic congestron and other dktmbanx to local 

1 Thisracommendationistoenable~useoftheaccesstobemon~. 
2. It should be noted that any farther development on the srte is likely to be subj& to a 

recommendation for refusal, without a properly formed access onto Brays Lane 

The scale of the problems and the issues mvolved arc reflected m the submission of a pethron by the 

l .’ 
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21.18 Hmwver, it is hoped that these local problems of traft?c congation and loss of amemty around 
Spencer Gadens and Vaughan Close caa be mbkaised by the unplementation of this permkon in 
order to contain the level of school actrvity w&in the site. Although Members will 8ppreckte that 
wixilst the Local Ptig Au&o+ can grant pamission for the proposal it does oat have powers 
to m&t the buses use the facility. Given all the clnrnnstances of the apphcation, it is not considered 
t&at a temporary permission as advoca@d by the County Surveyor is appropnate. 

Rexnmendation that this Committw rewhw 

21.19 That the Corporate Director (Law, Planning an AdministmUon) recommends &at this application 
should be APPROVED subject to the followmg Conditions and Infonnatives; 

1 SC4 Time Liiits Pull-Standard 
2 The wad hmmg area hereby peaitkd shall not be used outside the hours of 08.00 to 20.00 

Monday to Friday WOO to 14:oO on Satlrrdays, nor at any time on Sundays, Bank or Public 
Holidas 

3 SC34 Flwdlights Fwhiited 
4 Thecoach~gareashallbeprovidedinfull~~~theddailsherebyappoved 

poor to the first beneficial use of the extcnzions proposed under application3 99/W273/PUL 
and 99KWWFLJL and it shall tbweafkr be retained in the approved form and kept clear for its 
intended we. 

, 
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ROdlfdDtiCtC 

To the meetmg of. PLANNJNG SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 29 JULY 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADbIJNISTRATlO~ 

Title : CONSTRU@T A NEW FIRST FLOOR OVER EXISTING SINGLE TO 

STORJZY BUILJHNG CREATING No. 8 NE?iV CLASSROOMS. TElE 

l TWO STOREY BUILDING ALSO INCORPORATES AN EXTENSION 
FOR ZXAIR ACCESS. 
KING EDMUND SCFIOOL, VAUGHAN CLOSE, ROCHFORD 

Author : Julie Morgan 

Apphcation No 99/00273iHJL 

Applicant : KlNG EDMUND SCEIOOL 

Zoning : METROPOLlTAN GREEN BELT 
IDaD AS A SECONDARY SCEOOL 

P& ROCHFORD PARISH COUNCIL 

Planning Au~hcatmn Details 

l 
22 1 A full planmng applicaha~ to construct a new fnst flea ova exlstmg single stormy building cr&mg 

no. 8 new classrooms The two-storey buildmg would also incorporate an extension for stair access 

22.2. The King lZdmund School is situated just outside the eastern edge of the Rcchford u&m envelope 
in the Metropohtau Green Belt ‘Ibz site is bordered to tie west by reader& properties along 
Spewer Gardens and Vaughan Close, and to the south by residential prqxties on Oxford Road 

22.3 Thegroclpofschoolbuildingsissituatedtawardsthewestcomerofthesite Totlmwestofthesite 
tennis cmrts buffer the boundmy along the residential pmperties To the south there is an expanse 
of open space that comprises the schwl playground between the private dwellings and the school 
buildings. 

22.4 The proposal to erect another storey on an existmg bkxk is to use the same constmct~on materials as 
the former. IIe existing ground flm single storey block is situated on the suuthem edge of the 
group of school bmldmgs end is asible at a distance fivm the rear of many plopeties along Oxford 
Road, R&ford, although v@czd a@nst tie backdrop of the main school buildings. 
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Relevant Plannma History 

22.5 There are two other planning appbcations relatmg to the above named srte being conatdered con- 
currentIy Theseare, 

Application 99/00294/FLJLTo erecta two-storey building comprising a kitchen tmd dining hall 
on ground floor and music teackdng area on &t floor. 

Appkdion 99/0034O/FUL For the pmvision of a coach tummg area w&in the school grounds. 

A summary of previous planning appWons submated to this author@ includes; 

l 0642D6 To sect a single sixth form classmom block. The County Surveyor initially opposed 
the proposal on the grounds of a lack of parking pmvision, and an ma&able means of Access 
fromVaughanC!+se W~arevlsioatoinclude~gprovislonthepropasalwas~by 
the County Surveyor and granted planning permisxm. Also, when the Sixth Form building was 
construded, two f&her demotmtable bulldings were removed fivm the site. ‘Ibex 
developments tbercfore did not increase the size of the school accommodatmn. 

l 044WX Toeredadetached~hallatRarforschDolnseandprfvatehire.Granted 
pxmi&m subject to several condrtrons in&ding limited hours of use. 

l 032OD4 Advert regulation consent to erect a flagstaff. 

l 035293 To erexzt a single stm-cy buildmg rear of the &xx1 to house No.4. science laboratories, 
with lmk to the etig school building. When the s&co1 became grant maintamed in 1993 and 
the new H&master was appoint@ pnonty for the prem development was to progxss 
towards the suiting of subject nmm.s. Between 1993 - 1994 a new science block was bmtt and 
two demountable buildings were removed iimn the site, resultmg 111 an onprovement in tlx 
quality of science acwmmodahon sd SubJect suiting. 

l 035W91 To continue the use of No.5 re-locatable classrooms. Temporary plannmg permitin 
was granted with a planning condition that required theta removal by 3 1 October 2001. 

. 0846/84 Application for rucladding works to building 

l 0328/&I Application for re-claddmg works to building. 

Consultntions and RemoxnWons 

226 Rodford Parish Council express wmxrn as &em 19 considerable con@on around the school cn 
the roads at the moment and members would look to see included in the proposals adequate car 
parking provtsm within the site of the school. Also, concern as to the new two-storey budding 
having no means of access to the seamd storey for d&led children 

22.1 The County Surveyor xanmends that space shall be pmvided within the site to accommodate the 
parking and tummg of all vehicles regularly v&ing ihe site. 

22.8 Anghn Water has 110 ob~e@on subject to a condrtion being attached to any permission gmxted for 
the de&ls of water dramage to be appmved by the Local Autbonty. 

229 The Environment Aeencv has no oblechoos.- . 
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e 22.10 Building Control Manager advisea lit? provision is not a rspdremcnt under tie Buildmg 
Regulations but strongly recMnmendsitspmvlsiontothenpperfloor.If~onsarebeingoarried 
out to ground floor, then tiled t&et facilities and a ramped BC&SS 1s rewrmmendcd. 

22.11 Head of Corporate Policy & Initiatives raises c~ncem regadhg the Metropolitan Green Belt If 
the buildmg to the east of &us apphcatmn is also two-storey then this apphcatmn wdl not really 
affect the openness of the Green Belt. Nevatheless, policy GBl has a presumption agamst 
development - am there very spinal cncumstances? LY tLre a proven demand for additional 
classrwms ti this school? What IS the opimon of ti Essex Coun!~ Council Fducatlw Off~icer? 

22.12 Head of Housing, Health and Community Care has no adverse commerds subject to appendmg 
S116 and a condition for approvmg any propzsed hft system, to any permission gmnted. 

22.13 Rochford Distrkt ACES Committee for the Disabled mises concerns regardingsuitable acces 
and toilets for d&led people on the fn-st floor. 

22 14 TklWIettemof cmcm have teen razewed fmn local residents in relation to this application, wrth 
concerns regarding constmction traffic, psrking problems and traffic congestion. There is also 

a concern that emergency vehicles may not have edequatc acces mto the site at present due to 
h&ways congestion on Spmcer GaAens and Vaughan Close. 

22.15 A Petition signed by 48 local residenta was submitted in opposition to the development, f?om 
residents of Spencer Gardens, Vaughan Close and Oxford &ad The reaz=om for opposing thii 
proposal included the potential for, 

l an increase in school population and teshcrs 

l More cars visiting site, snd a lack of parking facibties 

l More buses parking along Spznccr Gardens and Vaughan Close 

l Morerubbish 

l Losofprivacyandamenity 

22.16 The main planning -es materml to Member’s consldtion of &.s applicatmn are; 
. Planmng Pohcy 
l Siting and Deslgu 
l HighwaysIssues 

l Other Consider&ons 

22.17 Plan&z Policy 
The srte 1s stuated ult%m the Metropolitan GreRl Belt ausdmg to the proposal map of the adopted 
Local Plan. Policy GBl of the adopted ~1 Plan requves ‘exceptional circumstan~’ for the 
granting of any planmng petmisslon for the construction of new bmldmgs or extension of existing 
bmldmgs. Planning Policy Guidm~ Note 2: Green Beb has to be read m um~unctmn -mth Local 
Plan Pohcy GBl, as ti updates the policy, redefmes the objectives of the Green Belt and the bass on 
which exceptional circumstances arc considered 

22.18 The designation of this site on the adopted Local Plan pm map also as a Secondary Schwl is 
a material planning considemhon m the l&t of the educational famlities required in the area 

a 
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22.19 The Department for F.duc&on and Employment has approved 21 lbasic need places for children of 
11-16 years in the arc& The Funding Agency for Schools and Essex County Council as the Local 
Educatmn Authority, have agreed 106 of these places to be pmvlded by the King Edmund School 
by the begsming of the academH: year 2002. 

22.20 The cmreut school populahon stands at 1300 tierrts, extending over a catchment area b&&ng 

the island of Foulness, some 11 miles away However, Section 30 Pred~chons from Essex County 
Chncd show that this school would need to expand by some 1758 places by the year 2008 just to 
include students within the pnonty catchment area. The Gover~rs of the school wdl resist BIG 
expansion of the school beyond a population of 1525 by the year 2002. 

22.21 The pmvislon of adequate educational facdit~es at this school IS a massable pmposal and tt is 
considered that this application, on a site recognsed for educational purpose withm the Local Plan, 
comprises an exceptional cirzumstese in support of the application In any evenf withm the 
wntext of the school grounds and buildm@ the proposal NIX+ not affect the openness of the Green 
Belt 

22.2i 

22.23 There is no loss of school playing field proposed, nor any pmposed loss of car parkmg provision at 
the site. 

22 24 Siting and Design 
The proposed new fist floor above an existmg single storey bmlding IS appmpriately sited amongst 
the exlstmg SCIWJI buildings, where the external visual impact of the development would be kept to 
a mmimum Some of the existmg school buddings are three stureys hl& so no mcmase in the 
existmg elevations at the site 1s props& The impact is further kept to a mmimum by the existence 
ofthegmundflooroftheproposal 

- i2.25 A lift is -ended by four of the consultation rcqonss received The rasonmg behmd the 
absence of lift pmvisiin is that Fsex County 0nmcil has addressed the pmblem by mvesting 
heavdy m providing fMities and transport in the area at the Desnes S&not m Thundersley. The 

’ Deanes School not only has access for dsabled students, but all the cumculer facdities have special 
adaptatmm,i e. Science, Technology, e&z 

22.26 H&vavs Issues 
The current s~tu&on is that cc¶chcs arrive in Spencer Gardens end dmpoff the school children in 
this resldenbaI area 10 the mornings cansmg considerable tic congestion Tlus aspect is covered 
in the preceding I&II on the schedule and the msznnmecd&on to approve this applicatmn IS SubJect 
to a conditmn that the bus tnrmng facility is provided in full prior to this extension coming mto 
beneficial use. 

22 21 Discussions have taken place wah the H&aster of The tig Edmund Schwl, Mr. G. Abel 
rugmdmg a Legal Agreement to secure the pnor cnmpletum of the bus tumamund, however, the 
Headmaster LS not happy with a Legal Agreement because of add~~onal cost and delay but has 
given his parsonal word that if the current planning app!ications arc approved at the same tune, t&m 
the permission to complete the mch tumamund as per Appli&on WOO34OIFUL. would be 
implemented prior to the beneficial us3 of the other developments. 
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l 22.28
In the hght of the cum& circummq rt is considered that the new CAIUS proposed are 
reasonable in order to provide su adquate standard of educat~oual provision for the school 
populatlou as supported by The &par&m& for E&cation and F.mployment, Puudmg Agency for 
Schools and Essex County Council. 

2229 That the C!orpo& Duxtor (Law, Planning au AdminisWion) recommends tbai this apphcation 
should be APPROVED subject the followmg Conditionx 

SC4 
SC15 
SC90 
Sal 
The development bby permitted &alI uot be brought into beneficial use until at% the 

l proposed -h tummound iucluding the fen&g, has been implemented m full. 
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Rochford Dmtrict C!our& 

To ihe meeting of PLANNING SERVICES COMMTTTEE 

on. 29 JULY 1999 

Ftep0i-t of: CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ADMINISTRATION 

TO ERECTTitle . A TWO STOREY BUILDING COMPRISING A KlTCHEN 
AN0 DINING HALL ON GROUND FLOOR AND MUSIC TEACHING 
AREA ON PIRST FLOOR 
KING EDMUND SCHOOL, VAUGHAN CLOSE, ROCHPORD @ 

Author : Julie Morgan 

Application No. 99l00294fFUL 

Apphcant . KING EDMUND SCHOOL 

zoning: METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT 
ID- AS A SECONDARY SCHOOL 

Parish: ROCHPORD PARISH COUNCIL 

I Plamrme: Auulication Details 

23.1 The proposal is to erect a two-storey bmldmg eompnsmg a kitchen and dinmg hall on wound floor 
andmusieteachmgareaonfirstflcor 

23.2 The King Fdmund School is situated just outside the eastern edge of the Ro&ford urban envelope 
e in the Metropolitan Green Belt. The site is bordered to me west by residential properties along 

Spencer Gardens and Vaughan Close, and to the south by residential properhas on Oxford Road. 

23.3 The group of school buildings is sknated towards the west corner of the sate. To fhe west of tk site 
tennis courts buffer the bomniq along the resnIentml proper&s To the south there rs an expanse 
of open space that comprises the school playground between the private dwellings and the school 
buildings. 

23.4 This apphcation forms part of an organisatkmal review of the layout of the school, wbmh includes 
trying to s&contain the music suite at a first floor level located away from nearby classrooms. The 
~~dflooruseispmposedasasohoolkitchendirectly~emeafhthemusicroomsandan 
adjoining dining hall, The dmbq hall is to be constructed as a structure of one-and-a-half storeys m 
height 

Theformerusesofthec~tdininghallandmusicroomsaretobeincorporatedwithmthe23 5 

school’s comprehensive m-structurmg s&arm whereby the subject classrooms am bemg suited into 
convenient ‘zones’. 
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23.6 The proposed building is to be sited in a location cmrently bemg ouxpnxi by a demountable 
buildmg, proposed to be removed prior to construction X-us sitmg 1s in a pket of land nestled 
among the existmg group of school buildings. 

Relevant Plannlnp. Htstorv 

23 7 There are two other pkmnmg applications relatmg to the above named site being considered con- 
currently. These are; 

Application 99/OftZ73fgUL. To ccs&uct a new fnst floor over exmting single storey 
buddmg creating no. 8 new classroom s m a two storey buildmg. Also incorporatmg an extensron 
for stair access. 

Application !99/00- Forthepnoviaionofaceachtnmmgareawititheschool 
grad. 

l 06496 To erect a single sixth form classroom block The County Surveyor mnirdly 
opposed~ep~onthegroundsofalackofparfringpmnsion,andanim~tablemeans 
of access tiom Vaughan Close. Wrth a rev&n to include pakmg provision the proposal 
was acceptd by the County Surveyor and gra&d planning permission. Also, when the 
Sixth Form buildmg was constructed, two ftuiher demountable buildings were removed 
from the srte. These developments therefore did not incresse the size. of the sehcol 
acummlcdatim 

l 04&?/X Toerectadetachedsport4hallatrearforscbwluseandpriv~~.Grarrted 
permissmn subject to several conditions includmg limited beaus of use. 

- l 0320/94 A&mtre~nconsenttoered aflsgstaff 

l 0352193 To erect a single s&my building rear of the school to house No 4. scrence 
labomes, with lmk to the amsting school buildmg. When the s&co1 became grant 
maintamod in 1993 and the new Headmaster was appointed, pmmty for the premmes 
development was to progress towards the suitmg of subj=zt rooms Between 1993 - 1994 a 
new science block was buii and two demountable burldii were removed t?om the srte, 
resnlthg in an improvement m the quality of science accommodation snd subject smting 

. 0358/91 To continue the use of No.5 relocatable classzooms. Temporary planning 
permission was granted wrth a planning condition that required their removal by 3 1 October 
2001. 

l O&M/84 Application for re&ddmg works to building 

l 032&W Application for r&adding woti to building. 

23.8 Rochford Parich Council Members are concerned that this proposal will generate yet more trafEc 
and suggest there is included provrsmn for parking cars withm the site of the school 

23.9 The County Surveyor mses no objections. 

23.10 The Environment Agency has no obje&ons 

l 
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23 11 AngUm Water has no obJections. 

23 12 Building Contml Manager strongly urges a lift installation, especially in new of the spxialist 
use at timt floor level, yet the area proposed at &at level ts such that prtxsmn could be mnsrdered 
mnable. 

23 I3 Head of Corporate Polk-y & Initiativea mix-8 concern regardmg the Metropolrtan Green Belt If 
the buildmg to the east of thrs apphcahon is also two-&ray then thrs apphcatmn wdl not really 
affmt the openness of the Green Belt Nevertheless, polmy GBl has a presumption against 
development - are there very special cuc~stances? Is there a proven demand for these facilities 
at this school7 What is the opmron of the Essex Co~ty Council Educatmn OSicer? 

23.14 Head of Housing, Heattb and Community Care has no adverse comments subject tu appambng 
S116 and several cmubtions to aq pemussion gmntad The condittons relate to approvmg plant 
and extraction eqmpment, and emuring that building insulation is mamtamed 

23.15 Rochford Diict Acsew Committee for the’ Disabled raises concerns regarding stumble access 
and to&s for disabled people on the tirst floor) 

23.16 A Petition signed by 48 local reaidenti was submii in apposition to the developma froma a 
restdents of Spencer Gardens, Vat&m Close, and Oxford Road. The masons for oppcsing thrs 
proposal included the potenti for, 

. anlncreasemsch~lpcpolationandtea&ss 

. an inmase in cars visiting site, and a lack of parkmg tbcilities 

l More buses parking along Spencer Gardens and Vaughan Close 

l More rubbish would ensue 

l Lossofprivacyandamem@ 

Matertal Plannmg Consideratimrs 

23.17 The main plsnnmg tssues material to Member’s consideration of &us apphcation are; 
l Planning Policy 

l Sitmg and Design 
l Highwaysissuw 

l Other considerations 

23.18 Plamnne Policy 
The site IS situated within the Metropolitan Grew Belt acoxding to the proposal map oftha adopted 
Local Plan Pohcy GBl of the adopted Local Plan requims ‘exnaptronal circumstances’ for the 
granting of any phummg psrmisslon for the constmction of new buildings cr extension of existing 
btuldmgs. Planning Pohcy Guidance Nom 2: Gram Belts has tu be read in cOnJ”ldiOn v/r& Local 
Plan Pohcy GBl, as tt updates the policy, redef&s the objectives of the Green Belt and the basis on 
which exceptional cnwmstanccs are considered The deqrmtton of thts sate on the adopted Local 
Plan pmposals map also as a Secondary School 1s a material planning comnderation, in the hght of 
the cduwtmnaJ facilrties rquired in the sma. 

. 
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23.19 The~entfof~~andEmploymenthasapFPoved2llbasicneedplacesfor~drenof 
1 l-16 years in the area. ‘Ihe Fundmg Agency for Schools and Essex County council as the ~ocsl 
Education Authority, have agreed 106 of these places to be provided by the King I?&nund Schwl 
by the begin&g of the academic year 2002. 

23.20 The current school population stands at 1300 students, extendmg over a catchment area hx&dhrg 
the island of Foulness, some 11 miles away. However, Section 30 predictions from Essex County 
Council show that this school would need to ex$wmd by some 1758 places by the year 2008 just to 
include students within the priorrty c&chmem area. The Governors of the school will resist an 
expansion of the school beyond a population of 1525 by t-ha year 2002. 

23.21 The provision of adequate dining faoilihes and munc block at this school is a reasonable proposal 
and it is considerexl that this spplication, on a site rewgmxd for edwaticnal purpowa within the 
Local Plan, comprises an exceptional &cnmstance m support of the apphcahon. In any event, 
within the context of the school m and bmldmgs the proposal does not afFect the openness of 
the Green Bek 

2322 There 1s na loss of schwl playing field proposed, nor any proposed loss of car parking provision at 
the site. 

l
23.23 Smile and Desien 

The proposed dining hall, &hen and first flwr music block is approprrately s&xl amongst the 
existing school burldings on a srte where the external visual impact of the development would be 
kept to a mimmum. Some of the existing school buildmgs we three storeys hrgh so no increase m 
the exdng elevatnms at the site is IHDposed. 

23.24 The reasoning behind the absence of lift provision is that Essex County Council has addmszd the 
problem by investing heavily in providing facilities and transport in the sma at the Deenes School m 
Thmdmsley. The Deana School not only has - for disabled studen@ but all the curricular 
fanlites have special adapt&ions, i.e. Soience, Technology, etc. _ 

2325 HlKhwavsIssues 
The current situauon is that ouches arrive in Spencer Gardens and drop-off the school children in 
ti residential me-a in the mornhrgs, causing considerable tmfflc congestion. This aspect is covaed 
in the preceding item on the schedule and the mcommemiation to approve tis application is sub@ 
toacondi~~thatthebus~~acllityispmvidedmfullpriortothisextensiancomingintD 
beneficml use. 

23 26 Dw.xasmns have taken place with the Headmaster of The Kmg Edmund School, Mr G At& 
regarding a Legal Agreement to seam the p-m completion of the bus tumamund, however, the 
Headmaster is not happy with a Legal Agreement baaase of addrtional cost and delay but has given 
his pfmmd word that If the current planning apphcations si-e approved at the same time, then the 
pamlss~on to complete the coach mnmmuml as per Application 99/0034O/FuL would be 
hnplemented prior to the beneficial use of the other developments 

2327 In the hght of the current circumstances, tt is considered that the new facllrbes proposed am 
reasonable in order to provide an adequate standard of school meals provision for the school 
population and also create a self-contained music suite with mimmal cxtemal effects on the rest of 
tie school actwmes. Th$ apphcation for development at this school 1s supported by The 
zent for Education and Employm~ Funding Agency for Schools and Esxx County 
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l Recommend&on that this Committee resolves: 

2X28 That the Corporate Duector (Law, Plarming an Afl ’ tion) recommends that this a&ication 
should be APPROVED SubJWt to the following Coultitlons: 

1 SC4 Trme Lihmts Full - Standard 
2 SC14 Materials to be used (Externally) 
3 SC92 Extract Vent&&on 
4 SC9 Removal of Buildings 
5 SC85 Method Statement 
6 No development shall ccmuncnce prior to details of any extemally sited plant or eqmpment 

shall be submrtted to and agreed m wr&mg by the LPA pnor to &tail&ion. 
I ‘Ihe development hereby pzm&ed shall not be brought into beneficml use until after the 

pmpcsed coach turnaround including the feucm& has been implemented in full. 
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DELEGATED PLANNlN G DECISIONS - 29 JULY 1999 

I have decided tie followmg appllcaaons m accordance with the policy of delegation. 

Applicatmn No 98/00412/FUL De&on Application Permitted 
Location . Hall AdJ 47 High Street Great W&ring 
Proposal : Demolish Exlstmg Mlssmn Hall and Erect 3 Bed Detached House 
Apphcant . stewardship SeIXces 

Applition No : 98/0@413/CON Decision Grant Conservation Area 
consent 

Location. Hall Adj 47 tigh Street Great Wskenng 
propml : Demolish Exlstmg Mission hall and erect 3-Bed Detached House 
Apphcant : Stewardship Services 

Application No : 98/00709(lWL ’ Dmlslon : Application Permitted 
Location . 40 Wmdenuae Avenue Hullbridge Hcckley 
Proposal : Two Storey Rear Extension and Garage to Side 
Apphcaot. MrAndMrsMFisk 

Apphcation No : 98/00737/FUL De&on . Application Permitted 
Location Land Rear Of l-8 Robert Lamard Indus@ial Site Avlatlon Way 
Proposal : Erect 3 Industrial Unik for Bl, B2 or BR Use and 1 Untt for 0ffk.z Use 
Apphcaut . Robert Leonard Estates Ltd 

Application No : 98/00766/FLJL Deamn ApplicatmnPermitted 
Locanon. 106 Greensward Lane Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Construct Vehicular Acoess and Erect Ground Floor Side Extension 
Apphcant : R Comlsh 

Application No : 99/ooo14/FrL De&on Application Permitted 
titian . Land Adjacent Wadham Chase Nurseq Blountswood Road Hockley 
Proposal Erect Block of Two Stables and Tack Room, Yard and Fencing 
Applicant. Mr&MrsCENewbmy 

? 

Application No : 99/000~6/FUL Declslon * Apphca~on Permitted 
L.maiionI 10 Queen Anns Grove Hullbndge Hockley 
Proposal : Erect Side and Front Entrance Porch Extensions 
Applicant Mr And Mrs Ken Holmes 

Application No 99/0003 l/FUL Decclslon Application Permitted 
Location : 5 Harewood Avenue Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Convert Chalet to House 
Apphcant : Mr&MrsJBettls 

T 
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Appltcatmn No . 99/ooo45AJL De&on. Application Permitted 
Location. Land AdJacent Units 9-l 1 &verslde Industnal Estate South Street 
Pmposal : Use of Srte for Open Storage Erect MoblIe Office and 1 Sm High 

Fencing 
Apphcant . Cams Lodge Ltd 

Application No 99/00121/mL Declaon~ Refuse Planning Permwion 
Location : 48 Queens Road liayleigb. Essex 
Proposal : Convert HIP Roof to Hip@ Gable and Add Rear Dormer (to Provide 

Rwms m Roof at %ond Floor Level) 
Apphcant ; Mrs Vmcent 

1 Number 48 Queer Road IS one half of a pau of two-storey, semi detached dwelltngs 
in a promment positron mthin tbts mIxed street scene Tbe rear elevations are also 
visible from Broad Oak Avenue that runs along tha side ofthese dwellmgs 
The pmposed formatton of a part gable end roof, constructed with a squat half hip 
end, together v&b the construction of a substantial rtzu flat mofed box dormer, would 
If permtti venously disrupt the overall symmetry of the extsting par It would 
me an incongruous f&ore to both the front and rear street scene, the latter of 
tiich is also vtsible from au&z highway near by. This would be to the detrtment 
of the character of the area as a whole 

Application No ’ De&on : Grant Outline Planning 
Permission 

IAxation : 25 1 Rcchford Garden Way Rcchford Essex 
Propaal . Outline Applicahon to Erect Two Storey Dwellmg 
Appllcaut : Mr & Mrs M J Holmes 

Application No 99/00165iRJL Decision Application Permitted 
Lo&ton. Shaapcotes Farm Lower Road Hockley 
Proposal . Erect Stable Block (Demohsb exlstmg Stables) 
Applicant. PCooke ’ 

Application No : 99/00 169mJL Decismn : Applicatmn Permitted 
Location 89 The Chase Raylelgb Essex 
Proposal. Erect 2 Pars of Imn Gates (Appmxunately 2 Metres High) To Front 

Boundarj 
Applicant : Mrs M Kumar 

Application No. 99/00176mL Decwon Application Perm~ttd 
LocahOrl . 2.56 Daws Heath Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal . Emzt Detached 3-Bed Bungalow (Demohsh Existing Bungalow) 
Apphcant MrsPScott 
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Applicatton No !99/00186TUI. Decision Applicatmn Permitted 
Locahon 12 W&ands Avenue Ray&h Essex 
Proposal ’ Two Storey Side Extension 
Apphcant : fi Dlgby 

Application No 99/00189fFUL De&on . Appbcation Permitted 
Location 5 Roach Avenue Rayletgh Essex 
Proposal. Rear Dormer wndow, Conseavatcq and Attached Garage 
Apphcant Mr & Mrs Htlls 

Application No : 99/002oo/REM Decisron . Approve Reserved Matters 
La&on 2 West Avenue Hullbridge Hockley 
Pmposal ’ I%-& 4Bed Detac& House With b?qral Garage (Plot 1) 
Applicant M Stone 

Applicatipn No : 99/00203&UL Decision Apphcntion Permttted 
Locations I6 Albert Road Rochford Essex 
Propeal ‘: Fxechon of 2 Detached 4 Bed Houses wtth Integral Garages 
Applnzutt B Copeland 

Application No : 99/00206rFuL De&on : Applicahon Permitted 
L.ocation . 70 Main Road Hawkwell Hcck!=ey 
Froposal : Demohsh Existing Conservatory & Attached Outburldmgs and Erect 

New Single Storey (Ground Floor) Pitched Roof Extensron to Exrstmg 
Bungalow. 

Apphcant Mr Davrd Dean 

ApphcationNo . 99/00225/FuL Dectston : Application Permitted 
Locatron. 70 Hugh Road HocMey Essex 
Froposal : Erect Single Storey (Ground Floor) Front Etienston 
Apphcant . RH*ywanlW 

Apphcation No : 99/00228IFUL Decision Application Permitted 
Location 32 Downhall Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Create Stngle Storey (Ground Floor) Stde & Rear Extensron 
Apphcant : C Buckley 

Apphcauon No, 99/00232&UL Decision : Application Permrtted 
Lmatlon~ 4 The Glen Daws Heath Road Raylargh 
Proposal. Erect 4-B& Detached House with Integral Garage and Attached Car-port 

(Plot 17) Renewal of Apphcatron no F/O332/94/RGC 
Apphcant : Gales Developments Ltd 
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Apphtmn No : 99/00234lADV Declslon . Grant Advertiwmeat 
consent 

IJxation 78H&I Sweet Rayle~gh Essex 
Pmp-xal . Externally IlIummated Letter and Prqectmg Hangmg Sign and 

N~eplate 
Apphcant . Lloyds Bank PLC 

Apphcation No * !&‘/00235/L,BC Decision . Grant Lhted Building 
consent 

Location 78 High Strezt Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Externally IlIummated Letter and PmJ&mg Hangmg Sign and 

Nameplate 
ApplKant : Lloyds Bank 

Applicatmn No : 9!Y00241/FuL Dewlon : Application Permitted 
Location 97 Sutton Court Drive Rochford Essrex 
Proposal : Ad&on of First Floor and So& and Rear Extensions to Create House 

Fmm Existing Bungalow With integral Garage 
Applwt S Holliday 

Applicahon No : 99BO24uFUL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location 62 High Road RayleIgh Essex 
Proposal : Erect Smgle Storey Extension to South Side and Smgle and Two Storey 

Extensions to Rear and North Side of Exlstmg House wth PItched Roofs 
Over and Incorpomting Rear Balcony at Fii Floor Level. 

Applwmt Mr Mark Bertola 

Application No . !?9/00250FuL De&ion : Application Permitted 
Location 7 Picton Gardens Ray&h Essex 
Proposal. GroundFlax Rear E&&won 
Apphwt . MrsIFranLliIl 

Application No : 99/00254imL Dec~swn : Application Permitted 
LDultion 54 Ashmgdm Road Rcchford Essex 
Proposal : Smgle Storey (Ground Floor) Side Extension 
Apphcant MISS M Pike 

Application No : 99/00256/FuL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location. 17 CheapsIde East Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Fwst Floor (Smgle Storey) Fmnt Extcnslon Wii Pltched Roof Over and 

Addthon qf Pitched Roof to Part of Car Port Area 
Apphcant Mr & Mrs Stammers 
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Applmatmn No 99/00257/FuL, Deciaon Application Permitted 
Location . 5 Macmtyres Walk Rochford E&sex 
Proposal . Emon of Two Storey Rear Extension With Pitched Roof 
Applant . Mr & Mrs Michael Warner 

Apphc%rmn No 99/00261/FUL Declslon Application Permitted 
Location. Ashmgdon Schwl Fambndge Road Rcchford 
PropOd: Proposed Single Storey Extension 
Apphcant . Ashingdan Schwl 

Application No : !%‘00274/FuL Decision : Application Permitted LJxatim6 kasway RayIetgh Essex l Pmpxal: 
. 

Retatmn of Garage 
Apphcant : Mr Barmn 

Application No : 99/00277FUL Decision. Application Permitted 
bcahon 35 Connaught Road Ray&h Essex 
Pmpusd: Provision of EYtched Roof Canopy to Fmnt of Dwellmg Including 

Pttied Roof to Pat of Garage 
Apphcant . Mr&MmAIbrahim 

Apphcation No : 99/00278/FUL Deasmn : Application Permtted 
Location. 22 Elmwood Avenue Hockley E%ssex 
Proposal : Form Two Storey Side Extension arld Smgle Storey Front Porch Both 

with Pti Roof Over. 
Apphcant . Mrs Galbmith 

Application No : 99/0028l/ADV Dewloil Grant Advertisement 
ConsentLocation63-69 l+hnvwd Road Raylagh Essex 

Proposal Display Two Free-Standmg Non-IlIummated Sign Boards 
Apphcant McCarthy & stone (rkvs) Ltd 

Apphcatlon No . 99/002871FUL De&on Application Permitted 
Lxahon Land Jon&on Bellmgham Lane. High Street Rayleigh 
Pmposal : Erect Rayleigh Town Councd Mdlennium Pillar Clock 
Apphcant : Rayleigh Town Counwl 

Application No : 99/00?.95lFUL D+ision : Application Permitted 
Location. 381 Ashmgdon Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Erea Pitched Roof Over Existing Flat Roofed Extension 
Apphcant : Mark Ea-wcker 

Q <. I 
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Apphcahon No 99/00297m lkcislon . Application Permitted 
Lombon : 15 Blahelm Close Ho&q Essex 
proposal, Front Porch and Pitch Roof to Part of Garage 
Applmnt : P Clements 

Application No 99/00300/FuL Declsmn . Application Permitted 
Location * 17 Hawkwelt Park Drive Hockley Essex 
Proposal. Proposed Extension to Existing Front Dormers 
Applxant * Mr R B&y 

Application No : !99/00308mJL Decision : AppIicabion Permitted 
Location : 168Wanwk Road Rbyleigh Essex 
Pmpoal ; &de Fxtcnston to Form Conservatory with Apex Style PItched Roof 
Applwnt : Mr&MIHannaford 

Appllcatbn No. !woo343/FuL De&on : Application Permitted 
Location, ’ 45 Burnham Road Hullbndge Hockley 
Proposal : Smgle Stomy Rear Extension 
Applwint : Mr&MkLme 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


APPROVALS 


29’Jdy 1999 

Plan Number Descrmtron 

BR 98lSSSA lc, Hawkwell Road Rear & &de Extensxm 
Hdey 

BR991171A 48, Southboume Grove 
Hockley 

Rooms m Roof 

l 
BR 5?9/199 

BR 99h22A 

5, Roach Avenue 
Rayle1gh 

56, Broad walk 
H&Icy 

Side Extension and Dormer Extension 

Rear Ekewon 

BR WR24A 9, Tudor way 
Hwkley 

Rear Extension 

BR99i231A 282I?astwd Road 
RayleIgh 

Two Stmy Rear Extension - Build 
Over Garage -Covered Way Fmm & 
Rear- All PCciwl Roofs 

BR !%‘.234A Room m Roof 

BR 99R42A Dozen & One, 
Pudsey Hau Lane 
Canewdon 

New Roof & cawat G&age to 
Bedroom 

BR 991309 21, Station Avenue 
Raylea 

Smgle Storey Flat Roofed Rear 
Fxtension 

a 
BR 99I326 9, Sandhill Road 

!zashvwd 
Rear Extension 

BR 991327 113,GreenswardLane 
Hockley 

Raw Extension For LJtilrty Room & 
WC 

BR 991332 78, Hawkwd Chase 
HOCkky 

Rear Extension 

BR 991337 37,Leamm~n Road 
Hockley 

Single Storey Rear Extenson to Lounge 

BR 991358 Waste Transfer Stmmn Ground Works 
mys way 
Rochford 



BR 99365 Room m Roof Space a 
BR 99l44A 19, StThmne Rod Rear Eartension 

R0dlfm.d 

BR Wi31A 61, Gr02WhedeyRoad First Flex Rear Fxtensw & Ensuite 
RfLYlCl#i 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 


REJECTIONS 

29’hJuly 1999 

Plan Number m Descn~tion 

BR 99,215 lW121, Ferry Road Redevelopment & Extensmn ofNew 
Hullbndge Sales Am for Exlstmg Co-op, 

Relocation of Bakery to Adjacent 
Prcmlses 
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