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ROCHFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL MINUTES 


1999 


September (Part 3) 



ROCH!?ORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Plan&q Services Committee 

At a Meetmg held on 30 September 1999: Present: Councitlors R E Vingoe (Chanman), 
RAdams,RSAllen, DEBarnes,TGCnbnoro,JMD&xm,DFFla&DMFord, 
MrsJEFoid,GFo+KACTlbbs,JEGrey,MrsHLAGlynn,MrsJHall,NHama, 
him J Helson, Mrs A RHutchings, V D Hutchings, C.C Langlands, V H Leach, 
MrsSJLemou,GAMockford,CRMorgaqRAPPearson,PDStebbii 
MrsWMStev~son.MrsMSVmce,MrsMJWebstqPFAWebsterandMrsMWeir. 

Apologies: Councillors: G C Angus, B R Aylmg Mrs J M Glles, D R Helxm, A H&g, 
T L~vin@ and D A Weir. 

‘b 

385. MJNUTES 
, 

The Mmutes of the Meeting held on 2 September 1999 were wved 
srgned by the Chairmau 

386. MEMBERS’ INTERESTS 
I 

Chuncdlor Mrs J Hall de&red an interest m the ite&conSultatmn 

as a correct mwrd and 

from Castle Point Bagh 
Councd - Former Shell Garage &ta, A127, Artenal Road, Rayleigh” (Minute 389) by wtue of 
bang a joint owner of land &acant to the sate. 

Mea&xx mtere& rekng to the Schedule of Development Applications and Recommendations 
(hfmte 391) were rtxeived as follows:- 

Pars D3 - CoumillorMrsHLAGlynn declared a non-e tier& by vntae of 
occasional use of the site. Councillor Mrs hl S Vrnoz de&r& an interest by virtue of slight 
ac-ce with the applicant. 

Para D4 - Couucdlor Mm A R Hutchmgs declared a non-pecumq intest by virtue of bemg 
Cbanman of the HockIey Chamber of Trade. 

387. CONSULTATION FROM SO -ON-SEA BOROUGH COUNCIL - LAND TO 
TBE REAR OF 7 COMET WAY, SOUTHENDON-SEA 

The Commttee considered the rep& of the Corporate Dutxtor (Law Plamung and 
A? ’ tion) whtchgax detailsofa cons&&on from Southend-on-Sea Borough Council 
on an applicahon proposing thefo~onofanewseniceroadfroman~ghi@fiwayas 
well as the coustnmhon of five mdnstrial and one office umt at the above she. In concurring 
with the Offiwr’s recommendation, Members cxmsid& that no objtxtion could be raised d the 
permitted use of the proposal was be e&her Bl or B8 use. 

‘lht Southend-on-Sea Borough Counxl be advised that no objection 1s ra& by tlus Authority 
.subJectto the use of the site being cunc&oned to be etther Bl or B8 use only. (HPS) 



388. CONSULTATION FROM SOUTHEND4N-SEA BOROUGH COUNCKL - ST 
LAURENCE AND ALL SAINTS CHURCH, EASTWOODBURY LANE, SOUTHEND- 
ON-SEA 

The Commrttee constdered the report of the Corporate Dmxtor Law Plannmg and 
Admmistration which gave details of a consultatum from Southend-on-Sea Borough Council on 
an apphcauon proposmg to demohsh an exrsting wooden tool shed and replace thrs with a steel 
frame smuity shed at the atxve srte. 

That Southend-on-Sea Borough Council be advised that no objection 1s rarscd by thrs Authori@. 
WI 

389. CONSULTATION FROM CASTLE POINT BOROUGH COUNCIL - FORMER SHELL 
GARAGE SITE, A127, ARTERIAL ROAD, RAYLEIGH 

The Committee considered the report of the Corporate Dmector (Law Planuing and 
Admmrstmhon) whmh gave details of a consultatmn from Castle Point Borough Council on an 
application which proposed to erect a motor-dealing showroom with ancillary facrltties at the 
above site. 

Resolved 

That Castle Point Borough Council be advmed thst no objeotton rs raised by thus Council subject 
tot~addti~ofaplantingstriptotheboundaryofthelargecarparkwfiere~abntstheA127 
slip road. (HI%) 

390. PLANNING PERFORMANCE CHECK LIST - DEVELOPMENT CONTROL 
PERFORMANCE- 12 MONTHS ENDING 31sr MARCH 1999 

The Head of Planumg Servrces reported the pubhcatron of the above check hst detadmg annual 
performance iu determmin g plannmg apphcations. In noting the report and the Authority’s low 
pahmsnca, Members considered that, now the @fling YES of the Plannmg Department had 
been msolv~ there would be an upturn in performan~. 

391. SCHEDULE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Head of Planmng Services submit-ted a Schedule of Appkahons for consrderatron and a hst 
of Planning Applicahons and Bmlding Regulation Apphcations decided under delegatron since 
2 September 1999. 

Para Dl - 99/00219/OuT- Land Rear of 83 Grove Road, Rayleigh 

Proposal- Ontline Applicntioo to erect detached bungalow and garage. 

Mmdful of Officers raxunmendat~on for approval Members ware not sahsfied that thrs she was 
an acceptable form of backland development nor that it enjoyed an appropriate form of access. 

Resolved 

That the applicahou be refused for the following reason. 

The mtended access to the sate 1s considered by the local Planmng Authonty to b-e tmsatisfactory 
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intamsofcharacter,appearanQandnurentuseb3seweasansccesstothedwe~gintencled 
In addition the form of developmen does not relate mtisfactcmly to the exi&ing pattern of 
development in the vicinity. Aa such, the quaky and type of development which would be 
ac~evedisnotofanacceptablestandardandtheproposals~wntrarytoPohcyH11,H19and 
H20 of the Rochford District Local Plan 

Para D2 - 99/002Ol/FUL- Rocbford Eundred Rugby Clnb, Magnolia Road, Roehford 

Proposal- Ground floor rear extension. 

Officers clan&d Clause(~) of the legal agreement, wbch reqmred delmeahon of the car parkmg 
spaces m ascodance ~5th the 1992 approved plan. In agreeing with the Of&r’s 
recommendation, Members considered that legal agreement clauses (I), (IQ and (ii) should alJ 
be completed pnor to development taking place. It wa9 further requested that a letter be sent to 
the applicant regding discussions about any Mure plans for the tie and also that a Mter be 
sent to the County Sunqor expessmg concern wit!0 regard to the nmmur that Magnoba Gad 
maybeusedascar+angareafortbedub 

Resolved 

That the Corpaate Jhmtor (Law Plannmg & Adm&tmtion) be mstructed to negotiate a 
Section 106 Agreement to ensure that the arngle storey room extension ahall be used solely for 
the prow aodary to the sporting activities of the pnvate memkn club known as Rochford 
Hundred Rugby Club. Fur&r that.-

ThecarpakmgisproperlyMdoutmacoordance with the Approved Plan; 
& Thatthesb3ndisremovedfromthesite;and 
(iii) That prow dlre&onal ngnage be pruvlded to the overflow car park 

These to be completed prior to the development takmg place. 

That subJe.3 to that Agteednent being compkted to the SaaSfacticm of the Corporate Dzector 
(law Planning & -on) the application be approved subject to the cotions set out 
m the schedule. 

Pam D3 - 99/0007S/OUT-Adjacent 200 Ashingdon Road, Rocbford 

Proposal-Outline Application to erect two Semi-Detached Dwelkgs 

Mmdfd of the Officers recomm~on for approval, Members concunad with the County 
Surveyor’s recommendation of refusal on the g7ounds of highway safety. 

That the application b-5 refused for the followmg reason. 

The land is cmmtly used as a car park Vehicles would therefore be displaced to the existing 
car parking area to the fkmt of the shops. The reductmn of eg famlitiw may well lead to 
customem v&idea parking in Aabing& Road, thereby creating conditions of danger and 
ob&uction to other road users to the deknent of highway safety 
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Pam D4 - 99/00325/FUL 40 Spa Road, Hockley -

Proposal - Siting of Storage Container (12.2 metres in length) for Fur&are Storage 
Porposea 

Mmdful of the Officers rwommendatmn for approval, Members considered nevertheless thu 
was an mapprqmate form of storage m a town centre ls3tion. 

TM the applicatxon be refused for the following leasons. 

(1) The~~leadtothel~sofparkingspaceq~toRochfordI>ls~ctLocal 
Plan car &zing s$ndard B6 as well as service spaoe for delivery vehicles. 

The proposed contak is of r&-standard construction, not recogmsed as a building 
suitable for the proposed location sod as such, would be dettimental to the street scene 
m the town shopping area. 

(m) ‘I& proposal wadd cnste an unacceptable and undefendable pmxdent for the 
mirodudon of sub-standard budding mto the town centre. 

(iv) Tk location of the contamer to the rear of the existmg premises has the potetmal to 
generate cnmd behaviour contrary to the R&ford District Council Cnme & 
lX3oder Reduchcm Strategy, as well as anh-social behaviour and d&xbaxz, to the 
detnment of the amemty of the 03-x 

Para 5- 99/00209/FIK - Land Rear of 2 Thorpe Road, FIawkweU 

Pmpmal - Erect detached 4&d Chalet bungalow with integral garage and sepamte 
detached single garage. 

Apphcation deferred due to the late subrmsslon of revs& plans wbch reqme fu-iher 
conmietion and consultation thereon. 

Resolved 

Para 6- 99/0023l/FUL - Plot 2 Site of Oaklands, Folly Chase, Bockley 

Proposal- Erect Five Redroomed Detached House with Attached Double Garage. 

Mindful of the Officers recommendatmn for approval, Members considered the normal, 
mmimal garden space should be provided wlthm the msidentlal - to avoid over-development, 
safeguard the q&t of Green Belt Policy and on the grounds of precedent 

Resolved I 

That the apphcation be refused for ths foIlowmg reason. 



(0 The proposal oonstrtutes an ovexdevelopmti of the site given the size and scale of the 
dwelling posihoned vnth the rear face of the buikimg abuttmg the Gmen Belt boundary 
witholdanyrear~enareal~edw~theresldentlalarea,asBhownonthe 
Rochford Jhtnct Local Plan l%.s IS also oontmry to the spint of Policy GB9 of the 
Local Plan 

(4 The proposal would create a precedent for tier development with tilar F&r@. 

Para 7- 99/00537/M - Jkwling Landfill Site, Ba.rling Magna 

Proposal - InstaUation of Plant and Machinery within Compound to Ut%e Landfill GM 
for F%ctricity Generation 

Members considered that thts apphcatnm should be defened for further information on the 
pqmsaltobesougfit Onashowofhandatiwas 

Resolved 

Timi the ap@ation be defer& and that the followmg action take place 

(1) That the County Coundl be requested to defer amaiderahanalso. 

(2) That the County Council be adwd of tins Authaty’s concerns regardmg the site 
nome and publicity. 

(3) That a site viait to EDL operations (Ware, Hertford&n-e) be arranged. 

f4) That the meetmg of Bsrling Magna Parish Council with regard to thus proposal be 
notei 

(5) Thatthepolnts~mning~usslonamcemingt6eresiduemat~alsetcbesentto 
Essex County Council as a holding response 

Para 8 - 99/00413/FUL- 32 Creekview Avenue, HuUbddge 

Proposal- J&e&on of a Four Bed Detached House w&in Integral Garage 

Resolved 

That the apphcation be approved subject to the Con&t~ons s-at out m the Schedule 

Para 9 - CU10612J98/ROC-Fairways Garden Centre, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh 

Proposal -Retain Use of Soilding as Cafe (Ancillary to Existing Garden Centre) 

Mmdful of Officers recommendatmn for approval, Members considered nevertheless that the 
~~wasnotancillarytothegardencentreuseb~goperatedasalaadsldecaf~w~chwasnot 
appropriate m this open Green Belt location. 

Resolved 

That the application be refused for the followmg reason 
1017 
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Due to the hours of opening, the scale (includmg outside seating areas), the loca!~oo and 
consequent impact on the openness of the Green Belt between Rayleigh and Hullbridge, the cafe 
is um&ary to Pobcy GB 1 and GB5 of the Rc&foni Dxstrict Local Plaa 

Para 10 - 99/OQ35WOU- 42A-i2B High Street Rayleigh 
Proposal- Change of Use of 42A(First Floor) and 42B EUgb Street from Al to A2 Use 

Members were advstxi that mSablement access and possible to&t facilrtles for the dsabled 
would be considered by Bu&ng Regulakons. 

Resoled 

That the applmtm be apruved subject to the conditions set out in the Schedule. 

Para Rll - 99/00339/COU- Former Shellfish Packing Station, Stambridge Rotid, l
Rochford 

Proposal - Change Use of Former Shellfish Packing Station MO Boat Yard for the 
Storage, Repair, Servicing and Sale of Boats and Equipment 

Members questioned whether a condrhon could be mqxxed restnctmg the n.ze of the boats at 
the yard and amsldered that the matter should be delegated to Offkers to approve after 
ducusslon with the applicants 

Amend Condition 10 “No plant or machmq (includmg power tools) shall operate witbio the 
site, orknde the hours of 0800 hours and 1800 hours at anytime and there shall te no del~venes 
mewed at, or despatched from the mte, outs& the hours of 0800 bmrs and 1800 hours 
Mondays to Fndays and 0800 hours and 1200 hours on Saturdays and at no tune on Sundays or 
Pubhc Holidays” 

Add Informative regardmg advice to operators that before laurscbmg boats, the Hzbolrr 
Autbonty should be contacted 

l
Resolved 

That the appkatmn be delegated to the Head of Planning Services to approve as set out above. 

The Meetmg closed at 10 3Opm. 
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SCHEDULEOF PLA.NNJNGAPPLICATIONSTOBECONSIDEREDBY 

PLANNTNGSERVICESCOMIWITE E30f~SEF"IlXBER1999 

The enclosed reports have been approved by : 

All plannmg applrcations are considered agmnst the background of current Town and 
Country Planning legislation, rules, orders and circulsrs, and any development, structura and 
locals plans issued or made tberennder. In addihon, account IS taken of any guidawe notes, 
advice and relevant policies issued by statutory authorities 

Each planmng applicatmn moluded m this Schedule and any attached list of application 
which have been determined under powers delegated to the Corporate Dnwtor (Law, 
Planning and Administration) is filed with all papers includmg representatmns received and 
consultation replies as a smgle case file. 

All budding regnlatlon applicatioas a~ considered agamst the background of the relevant 
Butlding Regulations and approved documents, the Btulding Act 1984, together wth all 
relevant Bntish Standards. 

The above documents can be made available for inspection as Committee background papers 
at the office of Plsnning Services, Acacia House, East Street, R&ford. 
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PLANNING SERVICE-S COMMWIE E 30th September 1999 

DEFERRED ITEMS 

Dl 99/00219/0UT Anna Wood 
Outline Applldon to EKct Detached Bungalow wd Garage 
Land Rear Of83 Gmve Road Rayleigh 

D2 99/002OliFUL Julie Morgan 
Ground Floor Rear Exteusiou 
R.ochford Rugby Club Magnolia Road Rochford 

D3 99/00075~OUT Anrta Wood 
Outliee Application to Erect 2 Semi-Detached Dwellmgs. 
Land Adjacent 200 Ashmgdon Road Rochfd 

D4 99toQ325lmL Anita WoDd 
Siting of Storage Container (12.2m) in Length for Furniture 
Storage Purposes. 
40 Spa Road Hockley Essex 

K!HEDULE ITEMS 

5 99~209/FUL. Kevm Steptne 
Erect Detached &Bed Chalet Bungalow wit% Integral Garage 
Erect Detached Double 
@wze 

Land Rear Of 2 ‘Ilqe Road Hockley 

6 59/0@23 l/FUL Kevin Steptoe 
Erect Detached 5-Bed House with Attached Double Garage 
(Plot 2) 
Site Of Oaklands Folly Chase H&lay 

7 99/00537/CM Kevin Steptoe 
Iustallat~on of Plaut and Machmary within a Compound to 
Utilise Landfill Gas for Electncity Generation. 
Barling Landfill Church Road Grezt Wakering 

8 99/00413/FTJL Mark Mann 
Erechon of a 4-bed Detached House with Irdegml Garage 
32 Cm&view Avenue Hullbndge 

9 98/Qo612/cou Nick Barnes 
Fairways G&en Centre Hullbridge Road Rayleigh 

10 99loo356/coU Anita Wood 
Change Of Use of 42A High Street Fmm Al to A2/Bl Use 
42A-42B High Street Raylelgh Essex 
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Committee Report -e Deferred Item 

Rochrod !3umc! cauml 

To the meehng of. 

on. 

Report of 

Title : 

Author 

Deferred Report 

Dl 

PLANNING SERVICES COMIMYITEE 

30” SEPTEMBER 1999 

CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADh’IlNISTRATION) 

OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT DETACHED BUNGALOW 
AND GARAGE 
LAND REAR OF 83 GROVE ROAD, RAYL.EIGH 

Amta Wood 

11 This apphcatton was presented to the Committee at the meetmg of 2F September 1999. The matter 
was deferred to allow a site v&t to take place. Members w11l r~~=.ll the chamcterlstlcs of the site 
and the neighbounng existing development f&n that visit 

1.2 Members had queried some dimensions of a property that was approved on the land adjacent to 110 
The Chase smce thts site abuts the application slta The pmparty that was approved was a 4&d 
house with integral garage The propeny has been desIgnal to be 2.5m deeper to the rear than that 
of 110 The Chase and d%re is a distance of 11.6m from the house to the rear boundary, (where it 
abuts the appli@mn site). 

13 ‘IIis apphcation was included m Weakly List 4&t tequicmg notioafion of referrals to the Corporate 
Director (Law, Planning and Ad&&ration) by 1 OOpm on Wednesday 1 p August 1999, with any 
appliaons being referred to this Meeting of the Committee The item was referred by Councillor 
D E. Bames and Counmllor D. R H&on. 

1.4 The item wiuch was referred is appended as it appeared m the Weekly List together with a plan. 

15 The Head of Planning Services v&d like to apologise for the omission of Rayieigh Town Councd 
comments from the Weekly List report, whxh are as follovi~- 

16 Rayleigh Town Council expresses major concems over ascess and egress. 
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Apphcat~on No 99/00219/OUT Zonmg : Local NeIghbourhood Shoppmg Parade 

Rayleigh Town Council 

Location : Land Rear Of 83 Grove Road Rayleigh 

Proposal. Outline Applicabon to Erect Detached Bungalow and Garage 

1.7 This IS an outlme appliaon to erect a detached bungalow and garage on a parcel of land to the rear 
) of numb 83 Grove Road 

18 The access to the tuta is the only matter that can be taken mto conslderatmn on this application m 
conjunchon with the principle of what would b backland devebpment on the sate, 

1.9 Although the land IS zoned as a Local Ne@&vhood Shopping Parade and subject to pohacs 
SAT1 and 4, tlus site is at the northern extremity of the exlstmg group of shops, sod is open land, 
which has been vacant for many years. The srte abuts the zone of exlsting residential development. 
Planning mission for residential development has already been granti on land to the west within 
the Local Shopping mne and It seems unlikely that retail proposals for tiis land will come forward. 

1.10 The site IS TV be ac.cmsd via an existing driveway fmm The Chase, w+ich is already used by the 
residents of the exlstmg flats above the reta11 units sod -es a number of garages Although the 
WE IS to the rear of the retail tnuts and existmg res~dantial development, there IS the opportunity to 
achieve a workable relationship between tha proposed bungalow and these existmg dwellings, so as 
to reduce any impact on the residenti amenity of those ad~acmt to the de. 

1.11 The County Surveyor advises De-mmimis 

1.12 Essex County Council (County Planner), the Head of Housing, Health and Community Care, 
the Environment Agency and An&an (Developer Services) all raise no obje&on to the Water 

proposal. 

1:13 Two letters have been received from residents. The residents of rx) 38 Shefidan Close are 
concerned wth the unpact on amenity I e. loss of pnvacy, hght, the use of the s~ta and the removal 
of the existmg trees The residents of number 85A have no ObJection to the proposal as long as it is 
not TV be us& as a play school eltber informally or formally, 

APPROVE 

I SC2 Reserved Mat&s - specific 
2 SC3 Time L&s Outhne - Standard 
3 SC77 Car Parking Provision Details (Single) 
4 SC66 Pedestrian Vislblhty Splays (Single) 
5 SC49 Means of Enclosure _ Outlme (PD Restricted) 

IO,22 4 
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D.2 

Committee Report 
Deferred Report 

To the meeting of: PLANNING SERVICES COMTvlTITEE 

On. 30” SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, P LANNING & ADMPGSTRATION) 

l 

Title . 

Author. 

GROUND FLOOR REAR EXTENSION 
ROCHFORD HUNDRED RUGBY CLUB, 
ROCElFORD 

Julie Morgan 

MAGNOLIA ROAD, 

Applicabon No: 99/00201iFUL 

Applicant : ROCHFORD ElUNDRED RUGBY CLUB 

Zoning METROPOLTTAN GREEN BELT 

Pan&C HAWKWELL PARISH COUNClI 

Deferred Report 

21 This Item was deferred for a Manbets sltc v~sti the origmal report and recommendatmn mcludmg 
the asp&s rmsed m the addendum 8r8 repeated below 

Plannine Apphcation Details 
e 

22 This is an appbcation to erect a ground floor mar extension to tbo exmtmg Clubhouse for Rochford 
Hundred Rugby Club The application site is on Magnolia Road, Rochford, located m a rural setting 
mid-way teh~~n tie urban envelopes of Hockley and Ashingdon 

23 The proposal would increase the floorspace ama by appmxunately 1W square metres There IS a 
considerable plannmg history in terms of previous small-scale piecemeal applmhons,signlfcantly 
increasing the original size and scale of the clubhouse 

24 The Rugby Club has a total membership of 532 persons. Thii figure comprises of 191 senior 
members (over 18 years) who play tugby ; 127 social members (over 18 years) who do not play 
rugby ; and 214 rugby-planing youth members. 

25 Rochford Hundred Rugby Club 1s not expanding its membership capacity, nor are the hours of 
current usage of &se faciliitias proposed to be extended at all. The club also goes on to point out 
that there will be no further incmse in the amount of traffic generation to the srte The pmpasal 
suuply bemg an upgtading of the exisbng facilties at the clubhouse 
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26 Existing facilities in the clubhouse are to be dtsplaced and internal alter&tons are proposed m order 
to provrde a higher standard of these existing facrlities. Suppca-tmg evidence submitted for thus e 

apphcatton provtdcs the following mformabon; The pmposed new changmg room wtll meet 
minimum standards as set ottt by the Rugby Football Umon and the former changing room wtll be 
converted into an off~oe. The showers are also proposed to be expanded to accommodate existing 
members and attempt to avoid queues 

Relevant Plannma Htstory 

2.1 Application ROCXlO85/68/FuL 

2.8 Apphtion F/1152/73iROC 

2.9 Application F/O166#O/Roc I 

2 Application F/O505@l/RW 10 

2.11 Application ~51~9klC 

2.12 Application FiO725/9O/ROC 

2 13 Application WO578,‘9lfROC 

2.14 Application lTU214192/ROC 

2 IS Apphcatmn AD/O485I!%ROC 

2.16 Application F/O299/97/ROC 

2.17 Application CU/OO26/97/ROC 

The original clubhouse approved m 1968 was bmlt with a 
floor area of appmximately 30 square metres Tlus outhne 
applicatton for changing accommodation and clubhouse was 
followed by details ofreserved matters in the same year 

Full pk&ng application for a store to be added to the 
clubhouse. Approved with condttions requiring the 
development to be begun before 5 years of the permission 
with matchmg materials. 

Application to instalJ a gas pressure regulation station 

Full pIarming applicahon for a single storey rear extension to 
be added to the clubhouse. Approved wnh conditions 
requiring the development to be begun before 5 years of the 
permission wttb matching materials. 

FuU pkmmng apphcatron for a single storey side extension to 
be added to the clubhouse. 

Full plaw applicatton for a single storey stde extension to 
be added to the clubhouse. 

Full planmng application for the erection of 4 floodlighting 
cdumns and flcx~Il.igbts. 

Full planning application for a smgle storey side extensmn to 
be added to the clubhouse. Approved subject to 7 condttions 

Applicstton to display 14 non-illuminated adverts on the 
clubhouse and 4 non-ilhnnmated frssstanding hoardings 
(adjacent to pitches). 

Full plannii application to erect a single storey flat roof 
extenston (to form entrance lobby). Approved 

agricultural land to rugby training field (includmg 4 mobile 
floodlighting units) Refused planning permtssion but 
granted on APP~ 

2.18 The ongmal clubhouse was appmved in 1968 with appmximately 301 square metres. The existing 
floor area of the clubhouse totals approximately 635 square metres. Already the area of floorspace is 
double that of the origmal floorspace proposed m 1968. The current proposal would further mcrease 
the amount of floorspace to an overall total of appmxnnately 735 square metres 
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2.19 HawkweU Pariah Coancil has no obJc=ztion. 

2.20 The County Surveyor has no obj&ron subject to coaches parkmg withm the sate. 

221 The Environment Agency, VI& they have no obleztmns, have advIsed that written consent is 
required f?um them prior to any proposed works or strnctnres withm 9 metres of the top of Hcckley 
Brook This wdl be the subject of an informative if permission is granted. 

2.22 The Head of Housing, Health & Commnnity Care recommends that a condibon requtnng extract 
ventilatron systems details, and Standard Informative No 16 are attached to any approval grven 

2 23 Railtrack have no adverse comments. 

Mate& Planrune: Considerations 

2.24 The mam planning issues matenal to Member’s considemhon ofthts apphcatron are’ 
l Planning Pohcy 
l Sitmg and appearance 
l car parkmg issues 

Planning Policy 

2 25 Planning Policy Guidance Note 2. Green Belts, clearly supports the use of land des~gna&d as Green 
Belt for purposes such as, the prov~ston of opportunities for our&or sport and outdoor reoreatmn 
neaf urban areas PPG2 1995, (1 6). 

2.26 Pohcy S9 contained withm the adopted E&x Stn&ure Plan states that wrthin the Green Beh, 
permission wdl not be given, except in very special cimumstances, for the extenston of extstmg 
buildings for purposes other &ran. agriculture; mineral extrachon; forestry; small-scale facrltties for 
outdoor parttcipatory sport and mcreation; hrstdutiona m large grounds, cemetenes or stmilar uses 
wbmh are open in charaoter. 

2 27 The proposal is the&ore acceptable for purposes anct~lary to the undertaking of small-scale outdoor 
particrpatory sport and reoreation in con;uncticn wrth the existmg clubhouse of the Rochford 
Hundred Rugby Club. The proposed purposes specified are considered as complying with this 
policy 

2 28 The site lies withm the Metropohtan Green Belt according to the proposals map of the adopted 
Looal Plan The site is used for out-door @cipatory sport, with the clubhouse functions anoillary 
to this use Policy GBI of the adopted Looal Plan restrt& the amount of development m the 
Metropolitan Green Belt, although this proposal is for an extensron to a clubhouse for purposes 
ancdlary to outdca ptxticptmy sport and therefore comphes with the pohcy exempttons. 

2.29 However, tf this proposal where to be approved, there would be a considerable amount of extsting 
floorspace that would be freed-up. The proposed Boor layout from the existing clubhouse proposes 
to create a small retail outlet wrthm the butlding. It IS desirable to hmit the use of thus “shop” to the 
sale of merchandrse diitly assc&ted with the Club, such a souvenirs, paraphernalia, sportswear 
em and restrict the retad facilrty to members of the Club only. This would ensure that no addrttonal 
retail funcbon would ensue as a separate unit from the Rugby Club facility and retain a degree of 
control ovec acceptable uses within the Green Belt. 
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2.30 ‘The other proposed rooms and uses am reasonable proposals for enhancmg the outdoor sporting 
factlities provtded by the Club. 

231 Policy LT3 states that the Local Planning Authority will encourage proposals for sports clubs 
havmg regard to noise, limits cm usage, traffic, visual amemty and the need for facdity provision 
There sn no sigmfiicant material consrderations in respeot to this proposal for an extension 

Siting and Appearance 

2 32 The sitmg of the rear extension does not detract from the nucleated mass of the clubhouse. The 
proposed elevattons conform to the existmg and the style proposed is similar. The proposal IS 
logically stted and provides a “mundmg off of the built form. 

car Parking Provision 

2 33 The proposed extension does not reduce the amount of car parking provtsion as specified in the site 
plan drawmg number 197 02A dhWatmg car parkmg layout. Thrs car parking layout scheme also 
shows the number and layout of rear “over-spell parking” pmvtsion, which would also be unaffected 
by the proposal This “over-spill” parking area was previously agreed in order to pmvule adequate 
provision for cars visrhng the site It rs considered that no addrtional parking spaces are reqmmd as 
me&&tip will not be further increased. 

2.34 The site has a history of numerous phnming permissions granted for single sturey extensions to be 
attachd to the or&al olubhouse. However, the increase m size and scale of this famlity from ns 
origmal size 1s not restricted under any Lo4 Plan policies. Each previous extension pqosed was 
for purposes ancrllary to outdoor participatory sport, in aocordance with Pohoy GBl 

2 35 In this application, there is no reason for refnsal provtded by Local Plan Policies, as the purposes for 
the proposed use of the extenston to the clubhouse am just&d and are also supported w&in 
Planning Policy Guidance Note 2: Green Belts. Thii proposal as presented does not contradict the 
aims that he behmd the designation of Green Belt 

236 The addendum sheet circulated before the last Commmee meeting advised that concun was raised 
regarding the contmumg development of the Rugby Club and the recent sitmg of a stand on the 
over-spill car park. It is proposed to alter the Legal Agreement so that 

i) the car parkmg is properly laid out in acoordance wrth the approved plan, 
ii) that the stand 1s removed t?om the site; and 
hi) that proper dir&mnal signage be provided to the overflow car park. 

il) and ih) to be completed pno~ to the development takmg place and I) to be completed prior to the 
me of the extensmn 

2 31 It IS also proposed that a letter be sent out to the applicant with the Decision Notice, requestmg them 
to enter into dtscusaions wttb the Local Plannmg Authority and the County Highways Authonty 
regardmg the Club’s future plans. 



Recommendation that this Committee resolves 

238 That the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Admimstration) be mstructed to negotuate a 
Section 106 Agreement to ensure that the single storey rear extension shall be used solely for 
purposes ancdlary to the sportmg acttv~ties of the private members club known as Rochford 
Hundred Rugby Club. Further that - 

the car parhmg is properly lard out m accordance wtth the approved plan, 
[II, that the stand 1s removed from the site, and 
(iii) that proper dhectional signage be provided to the overflow car park 

2 39 (ti) and (I$ to be completed prior to the development taking place and i) to be completed prror to 
the use ofthe extenston 

2.40 That subject to that Agreement being completed to the satisfaction of the Solicitor, the appkation 
be APPROVED subject to the following Condrtions 

1 SC4 Time Limits Pull-Standard 

l 
2 
3 

SC15 Materials to match (Externally) 
The pmposed new shop arismg out of the release of internal flockpaoe by vifme of the 
extensmn hereby pemntted, is only pxmttted to serve a retan function directly ancillary to the 
pursmt of the outdoor spxtmg aot~vrties of the Club and shall be open to Members of the Club 
only. 

4 ’ The release of mtemal floorspace of the existing clubhouse by virtue of the extenston hereby 
permti, is only to be used for purposes dncotly ancillary to the pursuit of outdoor 
partdpatoxy spats and shall at no time mvolve an mcrease in the amount of bar area or 

: provision for eatmg or drinking. 

IO, 






Committee Report 
e Deferred Item 

D.3 

To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVJCES COMMJTTEE 

on. 30* SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of CORPOR4TE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION) 

Tide : OUTLINE APPLICATION TO ERECT TWO SEIMI-DETACEJED 
DWELLINGS 

l ADJACENT 200 AWINGDON ROAD, ROCHFORD 

Author: Amta wood 

Application No 99/00075/0uT 

Applicant A.W SQUIRE LTD] 

zqling : EXtSTING RESIDENTIAL 

Pari& ROCHBORD PARISH COUNCIL 

F&e Frontage: Appmx 17m SiteDepth: Appmx 3Om 

3.1 This applicatron was deferred for a second time at the meebng on the 29 July 1999 for further 

l 
negotiations with the applicant regarding the car parkmg use of the sate It is understood that no 
negotiation has taken place by the appmpnate sectton. 

32 ‘Ills application was deferred prevrously on the 8 July 1999 for a Member site vrsit whrch took 
place on the 24 July 1999. Arising from Members queries at this site visit the applicants omfirmed 
that a) the concrete pa&way adJacent to the Sank waU of the shop on the northern side IS outside the 
application site and unaffected by this proposal; b) there are no agreements with owners/occupiers 
of the flats or shops related to CBT parking. Any such use smce the expny of the District Council’s 
lease is unautbonsed; c) the applicant has no freehold or leasehold interest m the flatr or shops, d) 
there are no nghts of way acrosz the site. 

33 The earlier reports and mcommendatrmras updated are repnnted below in assist Members, 

3.4 Two mformatives covermg aspects of underground hrfra&uctme have also been added 

Earlier Deferred Retort 

35 The Hrgbway Authorrty have confirmed their ObJection as set out in tire following report and also 

l 
that they are not able to fund the recommencement of parkmg facilities 
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36 The applicant IS aware that tiis Authority may be reconsidering its wash to lease the sate as a car e 
park and was asked against this background whether or not they wished to proceed with tlus 
plannmg application. They feel strongly that, having offered the site m good farth to R&foid 
Councrl, they were told it was not required for car parking They looked at atterst~ons, note the 
allocation in the Local Plan, dIscussed matters with Officers pre-applicatnm and have dealt with 
planning matters entmely reasonably. Aecordmgly, they wish to p& with the application. 

Plannine Application Details 

37 Smce thus 1s an outlme appltcation the princtple of development 1s to be considered only and issues 
such as the siting of the properties, their desrgn, external appearance, means of acc~ and any 
relevant landscaping am all items which would be taken into account under an applrcatnm for 
reserved matters 

38 The application proposes two sem~-deta&d dwellings on a site between a house 200 Ashingdon 
Road and four retail units known as Gxford Pam& This site IS appmxmly I i’m wide by 30m 
deep and backs onto an ares of open land designated as Mebopolitan Green Belt. The stte is fen& 
off at the rear though from thts land (which is also within the appbeants ownership). l 

3.9 Towards the northern rear corner but withm the sate ts a six-aded concrete pill-box, the mam 
opening of which has been fi!.led-in with hnck, although many of the gun slots remam open. 

Retevant Planning Htstorv 

3.10 From Council records within the planning department rt has been found that the fcau shop units 
were bum in 1938, for which there is a certificate of completion, at a trme whmh predates planning 
legdabon. 

3.11 Wbtlst the ownership and uses of these units may have changed in the past them have been a hmrted 
number of planning applications relatmg to the units, most of which were e&r for advertisement 
consent 01 extensions. The untt directly adjamut to the site (now bwu as Sapwoods DIY store) 
has had two previous apphcations for extensions These were EEC 432/62 for a grocery shop to 
have alterations and additions together with a new shop front and FBO3/91/ROC for a rear 
extenston. 

l3.12 It should be noted, however, that the apphcaclon site was never coudrtioned to be used for addrttonsl 
car parking to the units as part of any grant of planning consent for development to the shop units 
nor m fact, was the parlung that exists m front of the shops a requn-emertt of any such planrung 
apphcation 

Consultations and Representatrons 

3.13 Essex County Counctt (County Surveyor) recommends that thrs apphcauon be refused on the 
grounds that the land 1s currently us.& as a car park. Vehicles would therefore be dtsplaced to the 
existing parking ares to the front of the shops. The reduchon of psrkmg facilities may well lead to 
customers v&ucles parking m Ashingdon Road thereby cresting condrtions of danger and 
obstructmn to other mad users to the detriment of general hrghway safety. 
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3.14 Essex County Council (S-t Advice) recommends that whilst the pill-box Archaehgicai 

would not be considered for listmg although these rtems are becoming mcreasingly rare m Essex 
He would prefer it to be incorporated withm a residenhal scheme, but If this 1s not achievable, n 1s 
essential that a watching brief condition for recording purposes be applied to any grant of consent 
(the lattar is recommended grven the applicants intent to demolish) 

3 15 Parish Council objects to the proposal on the grounds that the car park should be Rocbford 

retamed, as rt 1s mcpured to reduce trafSc difficulties. It was considered that the ptllbox should also 
be retained. 

3.16 Essex County Council (County Planner - Minerals) makes no comment on the apphcation 

3.17 The Environment Agency tames no objection to the application. 

3 18 The Head of Housing, Heatth and Community Care makes no adverse comments on the 
applmatton 

3.19 Angkan Water (Developer Services) ratses no objection to the prop& m prmciple but observe 
that no buildmg should be witbm 3 metres of the sewer crossing the site. 

3.20 The applicatton has engendered a s~gmficant response from members of the local community, 
m&ding residents and shopkeepers. Ten letters of objectton lmve been received all of which name, 
in the main, tssue wtth the Loss of the car park and the associated traffic problems that would occur. 
There is also mention of loss of views; adverse effect on the viabtlity of the shops and the proposed 
desrgn ofthe dwellings blending wttb the exmting street scene. 

3.21 The mam nsues relevant to the determinstion of the applmataon are planmng poEicy and the 
hlgbway rmplmatmns 

- LocaI Plan Designation 

3.22 In the R&ford DMrrct Local Plan First Review 1995 as was the case with rts forerunner, the 
apphcatron srte IS designated as an area of exrsting residential development. The development of 
the site for housmg purposes would therefore be subject to Policies Hl, H2, H19, Hll and tbe 
design gmdelmes contained m Appendix 1 of the Local Plan, 

3.23 Policy Hl states that residential development wrll in principle be permitted w&in areas so allocated 
in the proposals map and H2 refers to den&es appmpnate to the locahty The proposal is 
consistent wtth both these polmies. Ashingdon Road comprises mainly frontage development and 
in this vmmity 2 storey houses predomiie with some chalets and bungalows. 

3 24 The preamble to Pohcy H19 states that intill development IS not only an important contributor to the 
housing stock but also reduces the need for the release of green field sues. However, the policy, 
whilst m support of the principle of developmg small sues, tdentifes the need to assess each site 
and such apphcations on theu individual merits whilst having due regard to Policy HI 1. 

32s Pohcy HI1 reiterates the need to adhere to the design guidance not only provided by the Essex 
Design Guide, but also wttbm Appendix 1 of the Local Plan. Since the spplmatton 1s of an outIme 
nature the use of the design guidehnes 1s somewhat limited The guidelmes that can be taken into 
consrderatron include sne frontages and garden areas. The site ts 17m wide, whmh corresponds to 
the policy for mmimum sate frontages for semi-detached properties, whilst the depth of the stte IS 
also large enough to allow approximately 250sqm of land per dwelling, clearly enough for a 
mmimum private zone garden area of 1OOsqm r ,i; f+ l 
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. TraflicImpaet 

There is clearly public objeztton to the toss of the site as a publrc CBT park. There IS also concern 
that m losing this facility the result may have a detrimental effect on highway safety as vehicles may 
be dnplaced to the parking bays to the front of the shops and other parts of Ashingdon Road or 
elsetim. 

The applicant has stated that the site is a disused csr park. There is some history as to the use of this 
land as a public csr park. 

The site owner granted Roohford DMrict Counoil a Iioence on 3” June 1983 to use tie site ss a car 
park for the general public and no other purpose at a rental basis The hcence enabled the land to be 
used for parking for appr&m&ly 18 to 20 cam. Upon the expiry of this grant a renewal was 
agreed for another five-year peri& based on sun&r terms, agam on * rental basis. SIX parking 
space to the front of the shops were also provided by this Authority on part of its land 

On the 25 September 1997 the Transport and Environment Commtttee agreed the recommendation 
of its Subcommittee and resolved that the car park on this srte be removed from the District of 
Rochford (Off-street Parking Places) Order. It was considered that the stte does not form part of 
the Councils overall parkmg strategy for the District, that its use by the public had diiimshed in 0
favour of the 6 spaces to the front of the shops which are n.4 m preference to this oar parkmg area 
which has loose surface tmaiment without bay m&ngs, vehicle parking by operators ofthe 
adjoining shops tended to predommate. 

The site was never purpose bum as a car park nor, as stated, was there any planning requirement in 
relation to the shop umts requiring the land to be used as a car park. 

The five year licence came up for renewal on the 30 June 1998 but w not renewed, so effectrvely, 
the ate ceased to be oftkially used for car parking purposes at this time. It was also removed from 
the Distrmt of Roohford (CW-street Parking Plaoes) Otdez and whilst rts use may have continued 
unwittingly, this 1s only due to the goodwill of the owner who has not taken steps to physically 
debar thts use Indeed this use of the land was never formahzed through a planning perrmssion. 

The Connty Surveyors view 1s baaed on the promise that the development wtll stop the use of the 
site for car parking. Whereas officially this use aheady ceased a year ago, without any planning 
rquirement for it to recommence. Nor sre the Highway Author@ understood to be mtending to 
take any steps to reinstate this use. In these circumstanoes, it 1s considered that the County 
Surveyors recommendation of refusal is considered untenable. l 
Conclusion 

This 1s clearly not a &aightforwatd case The princtple of two dwellings on this site is not 
unreasonable when looked at in conjunetmn with the relevant poHcms of the Local Plan. The view 
of the local residents is strong in obj&ing to the loss of the site as a car park and the effect on the 
adjacent highway. This view is very much shared by the County Surveyor. However, thus loss and 
effect on the highway does not, in all the cimumstsnces, paWulsr1y the development plan notation, 
pmsentasustainablecasetomsistthispmposal 

The Corporate Duector (Law, Plwnmg and Admmmtration) recommends this application be 
APPROVED sub@ to the followmg condmons 
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1 SC1 Resewed matters 
SC3 Time hmits -outline 
SC14 Mate& to be used 
SC50 Means of enclosure 
SC59 Landscape design -dedatis 
SC66Pedestrian vislbllity splays 

amSC70Vehmlar - details 
SC97 Archaeologxal -site access 

INFORMATIVES 

The Local Plannmg Author@ wishes to draw the applicants’ artention to the fact that it is 1 

understood that there are high v&age electncrty cables w&m the srte. The apphcant is 
therefore reminded that msponslb&y for safe development and secure occupancy rests wrtfi 
the developer, they may also need to sat&y the requirements of &. appropriate Electricrty 
Board and take this into zcount in the sitmg of the umts on the site 

2 The applicants are sdvlsed that prior to the commencement of works 0 wdl be necessary by 
obtain wrrtten conSent fmm the Rochford D&rxt Council, under Se&on t8 of the Building 
Act, 1984 and on the advice of An&an Water Services Ltd under Section 30 of the Anglian 
Watw Act, 1977 and Section 166 of the Water Act, 1989, to authorise and agree the 
development over the existmg foul szwer. In sddrtlon, the applicant IS advised the means of 
disposal of surface water f?om the sate should be investigated at an early stage in order to 
determine that dramage IS possible. 



. 
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Committee Report 
Deferred Item 

D.4 

To the meetmg of P-G SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 30M SEPTEMBER 1999 

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

TltIe : SITING OF STORAGE CONTAINER (12.2M iN LENGTE) FOR 
FURNITURE STORAGE PURPOSES 
40 SPA ROAD, HOCKLEY 

Author : Anita Woad 

Apphcaixon No !WlO325AWL 

Applicant. HARPEfLS LOUNGE FURNITURF, 

Zoning. PRiTvlARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE AREA 

Parish. PARISH COUNCIL HOCKLEY 

Defeixd Report 

4.1 This item was deferred for a Member site vlsrt also to seek the comments of the Head of Corporate 
Pohcy and Initiatives The l&era’ comments ulll be reported verbally to the meetmg 

The Cnme Prevention Officer has inspected tie ate sod advises that there is a hIstory of youths 4.2 

gainmg access to the flat roofed buildings hereabouts, the container may attract similar behaviour, 
lighting levels are not good and sn existmg tree screen mibgatm against passive survelllaace from 
nearby dwelhngs. Also expresses conceal ra: void space and view of gate access and other areas 
from Spa Road. Greatest concern for security is the void areas &her end of the contamer which 
could be mtigaizd by a retom fence. In summary, the proposal has the capacity to encourage 
youths to the srte with the l&elihood of crimmal or nuisance behaviour. 

The applicant has co&&J hii mtention to emct such a return screen and con&ion 6 haa been 4.3 

amended to mcrude this ’ \ 
‘~ 

The original report and recommenda& as updated are repeated below to a.%xst Members.44 

Ttns application proposes to erect a storage container to the rear of tie mu& car park for the 4.5 

purposes of formtore storage 

. ‘,> 
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Relevant Plannina Hiatorv 

46 The retad mrt was ongmally approved under ROCY306/68 and the car park was shown as anctllary 
to the reta umt for purposes of parkmg and deliveries. 

Consultations and Remesentaticms 

47 Eocldey Parish Council ratse several objections to the proposal - 

1. The proposal wrll lead to the loss of parking spaces, 
2. The proposed container is of snb standard construction, not rceogmsable as a butldmg suitable 

for the proposed loo&on and as such would be debnnental to the street Scene in the mam town 
showmg area 

3. That there appears to be a ‘dead’ space behind the proposed contamer which wouh lead to antt 
social behaviour and an aocumulauon of rubbish. 

4. The container would also have a potential for noise to the detriment of the amenity of 
netghbouring resuients. 

5. The proposal would create an unacceptable and tutdefendable precedent for the tntmduction of 
substandard building mto the town centre. l 

4.8 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) tecommends that the foIlowing condibons be applied to 
any permission ‘that the parking area be paved m a surtable permanent matenal as agreed with the 
Local Plannmg Author@ and that space shah be provided within the site to accommodate the 
psrking and turnmg of all vehicles regularly visibng the srte. 

4.9 The Head of Housing, Health and Community Care raises no adverse comments in respect of the 
applicatton. 

4 10 Seven letters of objection have been received from residents and other traders m the hnmcdmte area. 
The main ~ssuas of amcent include loss of parking spaces, lighting, security, vnmal amenity and 
how the container is to be used 

Material Plannina Gmsrderattons 

4.11 The material constderatton to thrs applicatmn are as follows.- 

- Loa3 of Parking spacm 

4.12 The car park was originally given approval m connnmticm with the retatl unit in 1968 and at that 
ttme It was to serve only 4 vehmles 

4.13 The apphcants state that only 1 parking space would be lost through the pmpo& although from she 
inspectron rt would appear that two to three IS a more realmtic loss, unless the layout of the car park 
is to be revised 

4.14 The Rochford District Local Plan car parking standard for retail stores and shops IS B6 (a mimmum 
of one parking spaca plus one space per 25sqm floorspace). Using the standard, 11 spaces would be 
required. Since the current level Is 9 pa&mg spaces the unit is ahesdy below that standard. 
However, it should be noted that the retail unit was tirst approved at a time when this standard did 
not extst and that there has been an increase m the level of parking smoe It was approved LB. from a 
level of4 to 9 spares. 



The current oar parking standard does also allow for a relaxanon of policy in town centre locanons 
and that account should be taken of the new traff?c generated compared to that existing at a centre. l 4,15
It is unhkely that the proposal will generate a mayor increase tn trafiic and it should be taken into 
consideranon that there is a public car park as well as short term on street parkmg to serve Hock&y 
town centre. 

- Impact on visual amenity 

4.16 The contamer unit IS to be screened from Spa Road by a 1.8m high fence, although this 1s not 
Considered to be of a suitable nature due to the proposed materials and height. Therefore a more 
permanent style of screen of a bnok and fence construction and desrgned to match the height of the 
container would be more appropriate in this sunanon. The apphcants have stated that they are not 
adverse to this proposal 

4 17 Sim&.rly tbk top 6Ocm of the umt wdl be seen above the rear fences of the residential nnrta to the 
rear of the stte although them is an existing hedge whtch provides some addmonal scr+znng. The 
applicants have also stated that the unit wdl be Painted in a colour to be agreed wnh the local 
planning author@ and as such a suitable colour such as dark green, brown or black could be used to 
blend wtth the existing backdrop. 

l 4.18 It IS considered that the container will not have a great visual imw upon Spa P.oad since n has a 
mixed street scene with a range of different types of retail unit witb little amh&ctaral value 
(rewgmscd by the fact that it does not warrant conservation area status). 

L Impact ou residential amenity 

4.19 There IS concern that the container may be lit m some way Clearly any lighnng ta not shown m the 
proposal and any grant of permission could be gtven a condttmn to enable the Local Planning 
Authorny adequate control over any lightmg. 

4.20 Turning to the seourtty aspect no comment has been received from the Crime Prevention Ofliioer 
The container is to be accessed via gates to the car park; these will enable the container to be 
scared when the &ail unit IS closed It is themfom considered that the container will create a no 
less secure arrangement than the exlstmg close-boarded fence that qarates the car park from the 
rear of tie residential dwellings. 

The use of the container has also raised the issue of noise disturbance. The contamer is to be used 
as storage anmllary to the retad unit and as such any grant of permission could be given a cm&ion l 421to Isolate the hours of operatmn for the contamer to match that of the retad umt Any noise 
drsturbance to the restdential properhes would also have to be considered m conjunction with the 
extsting background nome level of Spa goad, which IS a mam road through Hockley town centre. 

4.22 The addendum sheet cuculated before the last Committee recommended rtem deferred - seeking 
wmmwts from the Head of Corporate P&y and Imnatives. 

Conclusion 

423 Taking into account each of the above issues It is constdered that the proposal ~11 not have a 
detrunental effect upon visual or res~dennal amen@. Whilst them will be a reduction in parking 
provtsron this IS not consIdered to be so sign&ant, m this case, that pamussion should be withheld 
on thts basis. 



Recommendation that this Committee resolves 

4 24 That the Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admmistmtion) recommends that thts application 
should be APPROVED subject to the following Conditions. 

1 SC4 Time Lunrts Full - Standard 
2 SC14 Mate& to be Used (Externally) 
3 SC75 Parkmg and Turning Space 
4 The storage container hereby permitted shall only be used for purposes of storage anc&ry to 

the Al retail umt at 40 Spa Road, Hockley, delivenes to or dispatches from it shall only take 
place withm the hours of 8 OOam to 6.0Opm Monday to Saturday, 10 OOam to 5pm on 
Sundays, Bank or Pubhc Hohdays 

5 No security lights or other means of artificially tllummating the storage container hereby 
pennmod shall be mstalled and/or operated, whether or not m asso-xation with the use of the 
site hereby pernutted 

6 Notwithstsndmg the submhted plan, date stamped 3rd June 1599, the prqosed I.8m hrgh 
fence is not considered a smtsbla means of screening Therefore, no development shah 
commerax., before plans and particulars showing d&La of a means of screening comprising 
of bnck and fencing, to be erected between points A and B on the approved plan, date 
stamped 3’ June 1999 have been submitted to and agreed in wnbng with the Local Planning 
Authority. Such details of screening as may be agreed in writing by the Local Plannhtg 
Authority, shall be erected prior to the storage contamer to which they relate first bemg 
available for use and them&x maintained in the approved form. 
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Rochfwd DkstnRCormdl 

To the meetmg of PLANNING SERVKJZS COMMITTEE 

on. 30” SEPTEMBER 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G % ADhlINISTRATION) 

Title : ERECX DETACHED 4 BE0 CHALET BUNGALOW WITH 
INTEGRAL GARAGE AND SEPARATE DETACEIED SINGLE 
GARAGE 
LAND REAR OF 2 THORPE ROAD, J3AWKWELL 

Author ’ Kevm Steptoe 

Apphcatlon No. 99/00209ilWL 

Applicant : MrBJFJNCH 

zming RFsJDENTL4L 

Parish. EAWKWELL PAR&m COUNCIL 

51 The chalet bungalow proposed 1s a form of backland development located to the rear of no 2 Thorpe 
Road and a pmperty to the west known as Frr Tree Lodge. As well as some of the rear garden of no 
2, the proposals would ut111se laud which has previously formed part of the plots of nos. 116, 118 
and 120 Main Road. The bungalow would have a frontage of 18.2m The height to the eaves is 
2,8m and to the hrgh& part of the roaf, 6.5m. The property has a fo&pnnt, measured extemalty 
and including the integral garage, of 171 sqm appmx To the mar a terra& balcony of 4 94 sqm. 
appmx 1s proposed at fust floor level 

5.2 To gain access to the new property a tieway between no 2 Thorpe Road and Fu Tree Cottage is 
proposed to be unlised. The driveway already exiti, allowing access to the rear of no 2, however ti 
~111 be widened slightty at its narrowest pomt by the demohtlon of au existing uhhty extension to 
no 2. As well as a garden and storage area, the site of the apphcation currently pmvldes parking 
facilities for no 2. The alternative arrangements proposed include the new separate detached smgle 
garage and the crcat~on of hvo new car parkmg spaces to the frontage of no 2, to which access 
would be gained by a new vehmular crossover. 

23 104’; 



RelevantPlannmrrHistorvRelevantPlannmrrHistorv 
ee 

5.3 An apphcatronwas submrttec!in 1998for the developmentof two bungalows on the majonty of theAn apphcatronwas submrttec!in 1998for the developmentof two bungalows on the majonty of the 
current applrcauon sate(ref F/0718198).current applrcauon sate(ref F/0718198). The application was wnhdrawn poor to aThe application was wnhdrawn poor to a decision beingbeingde&on 
reachadreachad 

5.4 EssexCounty Council (County Surveyor) suggests the addttion of condrtions dealing with 
parktng and accessmatters 

55 TheEnvironmentAgencyand AngliaaWaterhaveno o+tmns 

56 Hawkwell Parish Council indicatedthatit hasno ob~eztions to the inrtial suhmrssion,subjectto 
none being recervedfrom the residentsof Ftr TreeL&e (An objectionhasbeenmadeby the 
resrdentsof Frr Tree Lodge). The schemehas now been revised to whrch the Parish Council 
indrcatesthat rt hasno objections. 

5.7 TheHeadof Housing,Healthand CommunityCaresuggeststhead&ion of standardmformative 
St16 to any permission. 

58 One neighbounng occupier hasraisedconcernswhich relate,m the main, to the followmg issues 

- the scaleand sumof the pmpmed dwelling is consideredto be excessive, 
- the pm@ accessISunsatisfactoryand would causedrstu&nce and createtraffm hazards 
- the proposalshavean unacceptableimpacton pnvacy 
- the parkmg arrangementsproposedfor no 2 Thorpe Road are not sattsfactoryand are unhkely to 
be usedpotentudly leadmgto parking hazardson Thorpe Road, 
- the pmposalswill potentially leadto the lossof treeson the she 

59 Theseconcernshavebeenreiteratedin relation to the revrsedproposalsfor the site 

5 IO As thts IS a form of backland development,the material considerationsm this case are the imp& 
that the proposals will have on the exlstmg developmentin the area, by vntue of loss of pnvacy, 
overlookmg and activrty, and the compatrbdhy of the pmposals to the exisbng character of l 
developmentin the area. 

Impact on privacyand activityin the area. 

5 II The lwd IScurrently used as a garden,for vehicle parking and gsmgmg and as an ad hoc storage 
area There is an extstmgaccessbetweenno 2 Thorpe Road and Fu Tree Lodge. Becauseof that, 
and the use of the site, there IS already a degreeof vehicular movementson the site and general 
activuy. The appltcantindmatesthat, unttl tie 1980’s,the site pmvtded vehicular accessto someof 
the propertieson Main Road,to the west. Becauseofthe current level of use and activity on the site 
It is consideredthat the proposals do not have an unacceptableimpact in relation to additronal 
vehicular or generalactrvrtyon the site. 

5 12 The revisedplans show the creationof two parking spaceson the sate,in additmn to the pmvtsion of 
a generous smgle garage. The spacesare to the rear (south) of the curtilage of Fir Tree Lodge. 
There lo&ton may lead to the apprecmt~on,by the residents of Fu Tree Lodge, of additronal 
vehmular activrty on the site However, as above, thus is not consrdered to be suffio~ently 
detnmental to pmhibit approvalon thesegrounds. l 



5 13 The proposed property IS bungalow style, with rooms in the roofspace There NIX no windows at 
first floor level on the frontage which faces Fit Tree Lodge. There already exists CIIX boarded 
fencmg between the properties and considerable plantmg on the apphcation site adJRCWt to this 
boundary. Although some of this will be lost, it IS considered hat the lack of windows at fvst floor 
and the ability to strengthm~ the existing landscaping ensure that there am no unacceptable 
overlookmg or prrvacy implications m this d-on To the rear and west side, where there sr~ 
wlndaws and the terrace at first floz~ bevel, the proposed property is mfficiently distant fmm other 
existing properties that agam there should be no unacceptable overlooking problems 

Impact on character. 

5 14 The area comprises established residential development, ultb more modem resident4 development 
on Thorpe Gardens to the south east of the stte The pmpertles are of varymg styles with bungalow 
and two storey both repres-znted m the area. Although some of the properties in the area are 
generous, this proposal represents au attempt to accommodate a significant floor space wtiin a 
bungalow form of development. As such, and because It has an mtegral garage, the pmpcrsed 
dwelling IS hkely to appear as a large single b&k of development and one which has a very 
sigmficant roof scapa. The roof, although bpp& will appear as a very large smgkz element m 
mews of the dwelliin& will extend to a hei& not far short of the two stomy dwellmgs in the v~cmrty 
and will be mzongruous in relation to the existing development m the area 

5 15 It IS considered that, in this respect therefore the pmposals do not pay suff%&zt regard to the 
existing form and character of development m the locahty They am out of scale and do not meet 
the aspra!ions of the authority set out m policy HZ0 of the Local Plan, whtch relstes ta baokland 
proposals of this nature, or to the relevant gmdance contained in the Essex Design GUI&. It is 
considered that the pmpasak are sufficiently harmful in this respect that they should be resisted on 
this basis Discussions with the apphcant have revolved arcnmd this problem and various altern&ve 
forms of development have been suggested, but not taken up by the applicant 

5.16 In prmolple, It is considered that the development of one unit in &IS l&ion would be accqtable 
The form of development would have to constitute a reduced amount of floofipace to that shown m 
the-~ pmp~&, probabty achieved by means of a ground floor development only and detaching the 
currently attached garage. Thus would also go mme way to reducmg the scale of the built form 
proposed To the east of the site, the development of Thorpe Gardens has taken place m the past 
which, whilst of a d&ring scale, represents a form of backland development which has been 
permrtted 

5 I7 The SW and scale of the dwelling proposed, because of the accommodation Intended and the form 
of layout, are considerably out of step pntb the exlsting forms of development m t)e ama As a 
result the development pmpo&l would appear mcongruous and hanful to the existmg character of 
development in the vioimty. 

Recommendation that this Committee resolves 

5 18 That the apphcatlon be REFUSED for the followmg reason 

25 




I The form of development proposed 1s of a size and scale which is consIdered to be 
tncompstible V&I and which will have a harmful impact on the exrstmg charackr and 
appearance. of the area. This is by virtue of the floorspace incorporated m the proposed e 

dwelling and tie frontage width and ovaall roof height. Thus harmful impact IB contrary to 
government guidance and advice in Plannmg Pobcy Gmdance Notes 1 (General Policy and 
Prmmples) and 3 (Housmg), contrary to the Essex Sticture Plan (1995) pohcy BE7, contrary 
to the Rochford District Local Plan polimes Hll and HZ0 and contrary to the advice and 
gmdance in the Essex Design Guide for Residential and Mrxed Use Areas 
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6. 

To the meetmg of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMTITEE 

On: 3om SEPTEMBER 1999 

Reportof. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNIN G & ALMINISTRATION) 

Tttle . ERECT 5 BEDROOMED DETACHED HOUSE WITH ATTACBED 
DOUBLE GARAGE 
PLOT 2, SITE OF OAKLAND S, FOLLY CHASE, HOCKLEY 

0 
Author, Kevm Steptoe 

Applicatron No 99/00231/FUL 

Applicant MR G BRADFORD 

Zoning. BFXDENTIAL / METBOPOLTTAN GBEEN BELT 

Parish EIOCKLEY PAluSH COUNCIL 

Site Frontage 214m 

Plannina Auulioation Detmls 

The sue of the apphcatron is currently one half of a plot whuch IS occupmd by an extstmg bungalow. 
‘The land to the north (the other haIf of the bungaIow plot) was the subj& of a separate plannmg l &’ apphcation for a house whmh has recently been permiti Thts applicetum plot IS over 21m in 
width, and the proposed house, including, chiieya, is 18.5m frontage width The ndge height of 
the property IS 9.5m. Access to the plot is from the south west comer of the srte, with a large 
turning area wrthm the plot. 

Relevant Plannma Historv 

62 None relevant 

Consultahons and Representattons 

6.3 Essex County Connc.il (County Surveyor) Suggests the application of condrtrons to any 
peim,ssKJ”. 

6.4 Essex County Council (Bead of Planning) No comments 

; ! 
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6.5 Environment Agency No ob@ion l 
66 Anglian Water No objecbon 

6.1 Bead of Housing, Health and Community Care suggests standard mformahve S116 

68 Head of Corporate Policy and Initiatives Indicates that part of the plot will be in the green belt 
with no rnmunum garden area mthin the resldentral zone. As such policy GB9 should be 
consIdered as part of this apphtion and consent should be refused. 

69 Two local residents have written m relation to the applications. The issues rmsed relate to the 
design of the proposed dwelling and the adequacy of the foul drainage arrangements. 

Material Planninp. Considemtlons 

6.10 The main conslderatron m thus case is the won of the pmposed dwelling in relation to the green 
belt boundary and the imp& that t6e development ~11 have on the objectives of green belt 
pmteotion policies. l 

6.1I As set out above, a bungalow currently exists on the plot. From information provided by the 
appllcanf the bungalow property has been there since the 1930’s and possibly before. Origmally an 
ma of nursenes to the no& was associated with the bungalow. These were sold into separate 
ownershIp however in tie late 1950’s. Since that time the bungalow has been m sole dome&c nse 
and its aasoclated garden has been in use for umv&umal domestic purposes. 

6.12 Before tins apphcation, wd that on tie land to the north (99/00230), the bungalow plot was 33m in 
width, appmx, and 76m m depth, approx. ‘Ibe fm 3 lm fMSage of the plot, appmx, falls vntim the 
residential zone Ident&zi in tie Local Plan. There is a sutial depth of the plot therefore, 45m 
appmx, which, whilst it 1s located w&n the green belt, has clearly been in use as a convenbonal 
domestic garden for a number of years. 

6.13 The dwellmg proposed on this plot is snbstantlal, but not art of keepmg vnth the varied forms of 
development already in the lo&i It IS located so that the ream wall of the dwelhng falls on the 
divlding hne between &e realdeotial zOne and the pn belt The bulk form then is w&m the 
residential zone and the whole of the garden area (tich is substantial) 19 withm the green belt. 

6 14 The nnplicabons of the development for en belt policy objec&ea have been considered very 
carefully. The whole of the plot already has a domestic c&m&z, It 1s aheady to be sub-divided 
(but only once) by vn%e of the permlssmn on the land to the north and ti ~6 very well screaned by 
existing tree cover. For these reasons it 1s considered that, notwithstmdmg the location of the 
garden area within the green belt, the proposals do not have a harmful impact in this case. Whilst 
policy GB9 has been consIded it is not felt to be s~gmficantly material in tlus case as the 
proposals do not involve the extension of a garden area mto the green belt, but the utilisation of a 
garden which has aMy existed for some time 

6 1.5 The approved dwelling to the north has a garden area of 84sqm appmx v&in the restdential mne 
(and further garden area beyond it). Officers have tried to negotiate a smular mzmgement with this 
plot, which 1s acceptable in all other respects. In response the applicants have deleted a gmond 
floor breakfast mom tilch exteoded into th.e green belt but are unvnlling to redesign the scheme 
further to achieve the mimmum garden area wthin the residential zone. 

29 



‘@ 616 The Wing of the dwellmg to create a transition between two differing buldmg lines either side of 
the plot does complicate this process Had these proposals represented a form of excessively dense 
developmenf with harmful ~mplicabons for the character and use of the green belt, a refusal would 
have ken reamnable. However that is not the case here as this applmation, and the one to the north 
aheady appmved, create two generous plats W&I the arig& bungalow site 

6.17 IIhe proposals mvolve the development of one new dwellmg and utilisatton of an exlstlng garden 
area. The built development is not located w&in the green belt. Given the current and long term 
use and character of the land ti is II& considered that the proposals ~111 have an unacceptably 
harmful impact. 

Recommendation that this Commmee resolves: 

That the applicabon be APPROVED subject to the following heads of umditions and full 
condtions set out below: 

I SC4 Time limm full, standard. 
2 No development shall commence before all exlsting buildings and stnrchlres on thus site have 

been demohshed and the matcnals resulting there&m have been completely removed from the 
we. 

3 
4 

SC22 Permitted development restrichon - windows above first floor finished floor level 
SC23 Permrtkd development restriction-obscure glazing 
SC14 Materials of construdlon 

i SCSOA Mans of enclosure 
I 
8 

SC59 Ladscap design 
SC69 Vehicular access details 

9 SC14 Ihiveways smfacing 
10 SC8 1 Garage and ha&&and 
II SC16 PermItted development restriction - outbmldings and exteos~ons mthin the green belt 

pat of the site 
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7. 

Rwhfbrd Dmm Cwndl 

To the meetmg of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

chl. 30 SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNING & ADMIMSTRATION) 

Title INSTALLATION OF PLANT AND MAmRY WITEUN 
COMPOUND TO UTJLISE LANDFILL GAS FOR ELECTRICITY 
GENERATION 
BARLING LANDFILL SITE, BARLmG MAGNA 

Author : Kevin Steptoe 

Application No. 99/00537/CM 

Applicant : EDL OPERATIONS (J3ARLlXG) LTD 

zoning : METROPOLITAN GREEN BELT, ROACH VALLEY NATURE 
CONSERVATION ZONE, COASTAL PROTECTION BELT, SPECIAL 
LANDSCAPE AREA. 

Pa&l BARLJNG MAGNA PARISH COUNCIL 

Planning Ap~hoation Details 

71 This IS an apphcation that IS being determined by the County Plaonmg Author@ The County 
Councd has consulted this authorrty and asked it to comment on the proposals 

7.2 A landfill gas utihsabon facllay is proposed me faclhty ~111 use collected landfill gas whxh wdl 
be cumbusted to proved electricity. Tbe components of the fac~hty mclude two generator modules, 
an 011 storage tank and an el&rioal switobmom. T&a ~111 be enclosed withm a 18m fenced 
compound To tie south of the compound will be an e&b bund to a he& of 3m The m-urn 
height of the stmcto~~, including the exhaust ports, IS 7m. The bulk of the st~~ctmes will not be 
more than 4.8m in he&~ 

13 It IS Intended that the facility WIII operate 24 hours a day, every day. Staff will only attend the site 
to carry out mamtenan~ or ‘8pairs The operational E of the facility 1s anticipated as 30 years. 
This IS the time span over which landfill gas IS likely to be gene&ed at the site It will be 
dependant on the particular circumstances of the site however. It IS anticwed that the facdity now 
proposed wdl serve the whole of the extraction and landfill s1t.e as it develops 
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Relevant Planning History l 
7.4 There is planning permission on the site for the extraction of sand and gravel+ the use of the 

reSUlhng excavations for landtill and constmction of the haul road. 

Consultations and Rewresentatmns 

1.5 In thus case consultations have been carried out by the County Council. This authority has also 
consulted the Parish Council and placed a site notiw. No responses have been received to date, 
probably due to the hmited time available prior to the prepamtion of this report. The response of the 
Head of Housing, Health and Community Care ~111 be reported at the meeting. 

Material Plannma Considerations 

7.6 It would be relevant, m this case to take into account the unpact that the proposed structures will 
have on the character and appearance of the area, given thev location within the green belt, any 
du&ubance that the development and opuation may cause in terms of vehioular activity, norse or 
for other reasons, and the beneficial imp&s of the developmenf namely the utthsation of Landfill 
w 

Character and appearance of the area. 

1.7 The applicants have dtscussed the location of the faoihty wtth County Plannmg Offtcers prior to the 
submission being made. It is sited such that it is remote from most public locations (roads, pubhc 
fwtpaths etc ). Some views of the faoility wiI1 be available, but these will be frum significant 
distances and wtll b-a countered by the unplementation of the bundmg proposed 

7.8 The location is in the green belt however, where Local Plan pobciea and gwenunent guidance is 
that new bmldmgs and .stm&ms should only be favoured in particular iiued cncumstan~s. 
However, government guidance also mdlcatas that, development normally constdered Inappropriate, 
can be pernutted If it has beneficial unplications which outweigh the harm and mmeral 
developments are a form of development which can be pemutted m green beh locahons 

1.9 ‘lhe beneficial tmpacts of the development are referred to below. The development is clearly allied 
wth the mmerals e&action and landfill operation currently taking place on the site. It is not 
considered that, given the characmr ofthe locality and the long distant over which views wtll be 
had, the facilrty ‘~111 have an unacceptably harmful uupact III terms of visual impact 

7.10 A link wtth the local energy supply network is required to allow the electnci~ generated on the site 
to enter the grid. Precise dtis of this have not ye% been formalised, but it 1s envisaged that an 
undergmnnd link wtll be created. 

Potential for disturbance. 

7 11 A supporting statement submitted with the application gives details of vehtcular activity associated 
with constructton and operation. It also detads any Mb? impaot and the safeguards that are in place 
during the operaton of the facility. In terms of vehicle movements it is mdicated that there will be 
2 heavy vehicles and 10 light vehicles per day during the constructmn phase and 2 light vehicles per 
day once the facihty IS operational It is anticipated that oonstructmn will take 8 - 10 weeks and 
installation 12 we=&, sublect to weather ccmdiians. The apphcants suggest construction times of 
7am to 6pm Man to Fri, 7am to 12 3Opm Sats and no Sundays. Vehmles will use the haul road to 
gain access to the site 
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7.12 A Norse survey and report has been carried out by the apphcents The summary of the report IS that 
the operation of the faculty is unlikely to generate noise, which will be sufTTcle~tiy at odds with the 
current background noise at the site and its surroundings, such that percepbon and complamts are 
likely. As indxcated above the comments of the Councils Head of Housing, Health and Communiry 
Care on tbls matter will be reported at the meetmg 

113 Given the circumstances set out in the supporting statement, m terms of vehiculPa activity and noise 
generation, it is considered that the faclhty ~111 not have unacceptable implications m terms of any 
disturbance rt may cause 

Beneficial Impacts 

7 14 The fachty is likely to have some bzneficlal impact. It will utilise landfill gas w&h otherwise can 
have a harmful unpact m retion to fire and explosion h-4 odour problems or dieback of 
vegetation. In addtion, as well as uhlising the gas, which could simply be flared off, the faoility 
provides a usable energy supply Overall It is clauned to have a beneficial impact on g~~nhouse 
gases entenng the environment. Clearly, these benefits of the proposals should weigh in its favour. 

Conclusion 

7.15 The famhty its& is olearly not an attractive feature. However, given the distances over which 
mews wdl be had ti Is consideral that it will have mmimal harmful mqxzt m terms of sppearance or 
on the character of the area W&h regard to tba green b& locahou, whilst there 1s a pfesumphou 
agamst development in the green belt, the operahon of the facility &arty has some beneficial 
impacts and its sitmg 1s constrained by the locatiou of the landfill site. 

7 16 It 1s not considered that the development and operation of the facility would cause Idenhfyabb 
unaoceptable harm in terms of noise M other distmixuce. The benefits of the facihty, in terms of 
tie tilisatlon of au othrwLfe potentially harmful waste product, and the generation of usable 
energy must be weighed 10 the balance when mmmg to a de&on on thus form of development 

Recommendation that this Committee resolves: 

7.17 The followmg comments are forwarded to the County Plaunmg Authority in respouse to the 
consultatmu on this planning application 

7 18 The Dishwt Plannmg Author@ has NO OaTECTIONS to raise to the proposals subject to the link 
between the facihty and the electrical supply ne!&ork being made by the means of underground 
connection Othenvlse It recommends that condrtmns be applied to any permission dealing ti the 
following matters 

1 That the time lilt dunng which the facihty can remam on the site be 30 years. 
2 That an appmpnate colour treatment be applied to the stmctums 
3 That meesures be put m place to ensure the restorahon of the laud to rts former state after the 

removal of the facility. 
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8. 

To the meeting of: PLANNJNG SERVICES COMMITTEE 

On: 30’ September 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNiN G & ADMhWIXATION) 

Title ERECTION OF A 4-BED DETACHED HOUSE WlTEl INTEGRAL 
GARAGE 
32 CREEKVIEW AVENUE, 

Author MarkQMann 

Appbcatton No: 99mo413iFuL 

Applicant ’ Mr D W&he 

Zoning. Residential 

Partsh -RIDGE PARISEl COUNCIL AREA 

Stie Frontage. 13 metres Sate Area 480 6q metres 

Planning Aoolkation Detads 

81 It IS pmposed to erect a 4 bed detached house w&h integral garage on part of a ante previously 

l 
occupred by a detached bungalow now demolished This application follows the withdraws1 of a 
previous application v&h raised fundamental objechons from the Woodlands and Fnvimnmental 
Speciahst due to the proximity of several trees protected by a Tree Preseavatron Order. Smce the 
withdrawal of that apphcatron, discussions have contmued between the applicant, Planning Officers 
and the Specn&t Offtcer and this applicatron reflects the outcome of those dtscussrons. 

Relevant Plannine: History 

8.2 F/0574/98Apphcatton to erect 5 bed detached house WIthdrawn by ihe applmmt gtven an 
unresolved problem of the pmximrty (within 15 metres) of several protected trees to the proposal 

Consultations and Reuresentauons 

8.3 Essex County Council (Highways) De-minurns 

8.4 Environment Agency No objections 

l 8S Anglian Water No comments 
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86 Hullbridge Parish Conncil No obJe%tIons 
e 

8.1 Head at Housing, Health & Community Care No adverse comments subject to Standard 
Informative SI 16 bemg attached tc any consent granted. 

88 Corporate Policy and Initiatives The proposal shows some considemon to the preserved trees m 
comparison to the previous apphcatmn, prim&y relatmg to rhe reduction m w&h of the proposed 
dwellmg. Advice needs to be sought from the Woodlands and Envmmmental Specmlist re the 
impact of the pmpxal on them especially the roots. 

89 Woodlands and Environmental Specialist This srte has been the under discussIon for some time 
WI&I regard to the confhct between the pmtected trees to the east of the site and the proposed 
development. The current scheme just meets the mmimum cnteria for ensurmg the trees a= 
accommodated. Provided the distance from the trees is not reduced any finther, the roof slopes sre 
as suggested, and; there 1s na sui-fkcmg @&lo8 etc) dnwn !he side of the pmperty, then the proposal 
IS acceptable. 

8 10 Four letters of representation from interested residents have been received, one raises concerns, two 
raise ob@ions and one supports. Adhtionally, thr+s letters from the appbcant have been moved 
m answer to the letters of representation. A lot of the concerns raised by the objectors relate to the 
alleged past acM6es of the appbutrd primarily relating to the development of a nearby site and tie 
problems expenenced dunng the constmction per&d which was lengthy. These are not strktiy 
planmng matters Nevertheless, the ObJecton also raised a number of vabd planning concerns. 
These in the mam are: the proxbnrty to the trees IS less than 5 m&es, the distance requued 
previously; the design of the house, with a double garage to the front, is out of character with the 
rest of the street scene; the dwellmg projects beyond the - of the adjacent property by at least 8- 
IO R contrary to local policy, and, the utihty d0or of the adjacent dwelling is almost opposite that of 
the utility door of the propsaI, which will lead to a Iws of pnvacy. 

8.11 The mam considerations in respect of this applition, as with all other apphc&ons, is whether or 
not It complies with the pohcies of the Local Plan. The relevant Policy is Policy Hll and the advice 
given m Appendix 1. 

8.12 As mentIoned above this site has ken tbe subject of extenswe prxppl%ahon discussions and this 
revised applicatirm is the result of those dlscusslons Tne apphcants have taken onboard tie l
concerns of Officer’s, particularly with regard to the trees. As such the proposal is now umsldered 
to he in accordance wtth Pohcy HI1 and the advice given in Appends I of the Local Plan despite 
the ObJectIons from nearby residents. 

8.13 The deslgo of the dwelling is dlffeaent to that of the nearby dwellings, lrtrgely as a result of the 
constramts imposed by the trees. However, It does not detract greatly from the street scene as the 
dwelhngs on this mad are rather vaned in appearance and styles. With respect to the trees, the 
distance to them IS less than the 5m prevmusly recommended by the Woodlands and Environment-al 
Specialist, but followmg the above mentioned dIscussIons and SubJect TV appmpnate conditions, the 
development is now cons&& acceptable by bun Wttb respect to the concerns ra& by the 
occupier of the adjacent dwelling, the rear projection involved is considered to be. reasonable, 
follows the general pattern of development in the area and is reasonably m lme with the analogous 
45 degree pohcy appbed to f!rst floor extensmns. Some loss of privacy will occur with respect to the 
ground floor side wmdows, but this will not be significsnt. 

l 
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Conclusion 

8 14 Notwithstanding the objections from tile neighbours the proposed development IS considered 
acceptable when one considers the physcal constraints of the site, especially the trees. 

Recommendation that this Commlttae resolves. 

8.15 Thai the Corporate Dnector (Law, Planmng and Admmishabon) recommends that the apphcatlon 
should be APPROVED subject to the following conditions -

SC4 Tune Llrnlts 
SC14 hIate!lals 
SC23 Obscure glazmg 
SC16 PD Restricted 
SC50 Means ofEnclosure 
SC6OTreeProtxhon 
SC84 Slab Levels 
Details of the foundations of tie development hereby approved shall be submitted to and 
appmvd m writing by the Local Plamtmg Autbonty ‘prior to the development commenoing. 
lie foundations shall be provided fully in accordance w~tb the approved details 

9 SC74 Driveways surface finish. 
10 SC81 Gamge & hardstanding 
11 The dwellmg hereby approved shall be. a mmimum of 4 metres away fmm the eastern 

boundary
12 No underground services shall be provided w&n 4 metres of the aaatem boundary. 
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Committee Report 
9. 

Rochford 6sbxt 

To the m&mg of 

on. 

Report of. 

Title : 

Author : 

Apphcation No. 

Applicant. 

Zoning. 

P&h 

Council 

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

30” September 1999 

CORPORATE DIRJZCTOR (LAW, PLANNJING & ADMJNISTRATION) 

Retain Use of Building as Cafe (Ancillary to Esiating Garden Centre) at 
Fairways Garden Centre, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh. 

RichardEvans 

cum612/98/Roc 

JW Burke 

Metropolitan Green Belt, Landscape Improvement Area. 

Rayleigh Town Council 

Plannina Awhcatmn Detads 

91 This retrospective apphcatum seeks the retenQon of a caf6 use m an exlshng building at the 
Fanways Garden Centre, Hullbridge Road, Rayleigh The Counctl was ftrst notified of the 
unauthorised c& use in August 1997 and this appli&ion was sub&ted following enforcement 
invest&&on. The buildmg itself, however, has stood m this location for m excess of four years 
without the benefit of Planning Permission and as such ia now lawful as set out to Members 
previously on the We&y List, for Covered Wa!kway and Canopy, ref. F/03 1 @@RoC winch was 
gmntd permissbn 

92 The cati is located within a cabin type construction with accommodation for 34 diners internally 
and fmtber accommodabon beneath a canopied walkway for ten diners. There IS a patio area located 
directly to the East of tlm cafe covered by a pagoda, beneath which there am seven plcmc tables 
whxh may be used by dmers at the caf& dependent on the weather conditions. The pagxla does not 
have the benefit fium plannmg permIssion and sn application fium the landowner is to be sought for 
this constructmn. 

9.3 The use of the bulding as a cafe 1s sought for the sale of hot food, seven days a week. 
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Relevant Plannma History 
e 

9.4 The exishng garden centre use commenced when appltwtion ref. ROU164f76 for the change of use 
of nursery bulldings was granted permrssion, dated 29e September 1976. There have since been 
numerous applicatmns granted, prnnar~ly for the erection of burldings on the site. A retrospectwe 
applicatton for the open storage, display and sale of caravans, ref. CU/O185/92RC!C was submttted 
and &used followmg enforcement action by the council. This decision, however, was mc&fied on 
appeal as the use was deemed not to be harmful to the objectrves of the Green Belt Pohcy or to the 
appearance of the landscape or the character of the area, if the caravans were restrrcted in their 
siting and prowding improvements were made to landscaping the rite. 

9.5 The site IS currently the subject of enforcement mvesttgatum regardmg potentially unauthorised 
uses, display of signs and non-complianm with the Inspsctms rqunement regarding the location of 
sitmg camvans within the site. 

Consultatmns and Remesentations I 

9.6 lbaex Count Council (County Surveyor) raise no ob&ons to the proposals provided the use 
of the cafetena 1s solely anc&sry to existing approved uses on site. l 

91 Rayleigh Town Coancil tames no objections. 

9.8 The Head of Housing Health & Community Care has no objections in prmctpla to the proposed 
use provtdmg condmons are mciuded regardmg the details and siting of any extraction and 
refrigeration units. 

9.9 Anglim Water has no objections. 

9.10 Environment Agency has no obJection to the proposal. 

9.11 Letters of representation have been received from two neighbouring occupren, one commercial and 
one residenttal Both rarse issue wtth the current extent of use of the cafe as a separate nmt and the 
hours of operation at the cafe beyond the opening hours of the garden centre, In addrhon objections 
are ramed regardmg the method of drainage used 

Material Plannina Considemttons l 
9.12 The garden centre IS sttuated m a rural area on the Western side of Hullbridge Road, south of tts 

junctton wth Mont&Tore Avenue. ‘Ihem is a complex of buildmgs, glasshouses, shops customer 
facilitms and open dwplay areas, with parking provision on stte for m excess ofthuty vehkks 

9 13 There is considerable pressure to dtversify the actwines and uses at the she and, as mentioned 
previously, a number of uses are currently the focus of enforcement mvesttgatton. These uses 
include the opeta.tron of a Second Hand Furniture Clearance Firm, the Storage and Sale of Second 
Hand Furniture; the Operation of a Stonemasons and Sale of Tombstones; Operatton of an 
Upholstery Business. Actmn has been requested from the site owner in order to regularise these 
breaches of plannmg control, however, these matters, along with the statmmng of caravans beyond 
that area authorsed by the Inspector, reduce the pr&minsnce of the authorwed Garden Centre use. 

9.14 Mehq&tsn Green Belt Policy GBI refers to the need for justtfiable, exceptional c~rcumstawss for 
change of use for purposes other than those normally associated with the Green Belt Wlulst no 
formal m.sttfication for the retention ofthis use has been submitted, the applicant has stated verbally 
that the cafe facihty does awst in the economic viabdity of the Garden Centre use and that this 
actiwty can ordinardy be considered one which may be found at a Garden Centre. 
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This should be evaluated with etistmg Garden Centre uses and ancillary tea room faciltoes 
-e 9’5 throughout the dismct, prticulady at Lower Barn Farm, London Road, Rawretb and View Gardens, 

Witherden Farm, Chelmsford Road, Rawreth. Members may recall separate apphcattons for these 
facdibes being deemed appmprmte and permission was granted with condttions attached restricting 
hours of operation. At Lower Barn Farm openmg hours may be between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m 
from IC-ctober to 30 March, and to between 9.00 a.m. and 7 00 p.m from 1 April to 30 September. 
This appltcatton followed an Enforcement Notice Appeal regarding this use, whereby the Inspsctor 
concluded that a modest cafe factlity dtd not conflict with any planning polictes and extended the 
ttme per& for compliance rvltb the notice to enable a subsequent apphcation to be submitted The 
tea room at View Gardens shall not operate independently of the garden centre and the hours of 
operation shall not exceed those of the garden centre on the whoIe of the site. Furthermore both of 
theses sttes are restricted by conditions bmiting the sale of hot food for consumptton on or off the 
premtses, to ceriam speottic items or anctllary sales 

9 16 PPG 2 stipulates that re-use of bmldings wttbin the Grean Belt Is perrmtted providing it does not 
have a matertally greater impact than the present, or m this mstance previous, use on the openess of 
the Green Belt The guidance note also sttpulates that strict control should be exercised over the 
extenston of the ~-used budding so as not to conflict with the openness of the Green Belt The use 
of the building IS considered to be in keeping&b the nature of the garden centre sate and cannot be 
regarded as inpuious to the visual amemty of the Green Belt at this kc&on. The use of the budding 
as a cafisterla may increase the level of activity within the site, but this is unlikely to have a 
sign&ant adverse effect on the appearance or character of this part of the Green Belt. 

9 17 An appbcation for the conversion of a re&mlant agri&tmal bullding to a restaurant at Bmtons 
Farm, Barlmg Road, Barling Magna, ref. CIJ/O186/96iRCC, in the Green Belt was granted 
permtaston on 27 February 1997. Tlus pmposal had originally been refused permmsion, a deciston 
latterly endorsed by the Inspectorate on appeal, however, a revised application was deemed suitable 
asno~wasseen~o~causedtoeGreenBe~in~slocationbyttrechangeofuse 

9.18 Furthetmom the reuse. of the building for busmess purposes is in compliance with the criteria set 
out m PPG7, The Countryside -Environmental Quality and Economic and Socml Development. As 
previously mentmned the &ptatmn of thts bmlding as a cafeteria corrtributes to the exmomic 
viability of the srte and as such is constdered to be worthy of retention 

9 19 The critena for compliance wtth Policy GBS of the Rochford District Local Plan First Review is 
satisfied. In dealmg with the reuse of r&ndant rural buildings the pohcy seeks to ensure that such 
development will not have an adverse effect upon the open and rural character of the Metropolitan 
Green Belt. Members are reminded that the apphcation relates specn5cally to the use of the budding 
Only. 

9.20 The obJectme of Policy RC6 regarding Landscape Improvement Areas seeks to maintam the nature 
and physical appearance of the area. Them IS a presumption against development within this 
designatmn unless rt acxxxds wnh the character of the area concerned The nature of the exisbng use 
along with the scale of tbe development proposed m an existmg building must be considered. 

921 The Hanover Golf Club, located directly to the east of Hullbndge Road, was granted permission on 
16 November I990 for the constructton of restaurant facthties, apphcatmn ref. CU/O36&9O&oC. 
Condttion 6 of that permissmn sttpulated that the restaurant shall only be used by members of the 
golf club on thts site, or their guests or other users of the golf course on the day of play. This 
condition was attached to control the future use of the development m that the development 
sabsfied the Councils Green Belt policies 
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922 The extent m which the cafe should conduct busmess beyond that assocnated with passing trade at 
the garden centre must be analysed. An ancdlary use of this type 1s not consIdered to be 
unreasonable particularly in consideration that the permitted use of the srte is well established. It 1s 
not considered that any tdentifmble harm is likely to artse. from this extension in use It is considered 
appropriate, however, to hmtt the openmg hours to between 7.00 a.m and 6.00 p.m. Monday to 
Saturday, and between 9.00 a.m. and 6.00 p.m. on Sundays and Bank Hobdays so as to protect the 
character of the area and restrict the nature of the site to one compatible with the Green Belt. 

C0nclus1on 

9 23 The proposal seeks the retention of the cafetena use at the sate m an existing building. The harm 
caused by the use of the cafe must be evaluated m the context of the relevant Green Belt Poliaes, 
GBl and GBS, along wrth Policy RC6, of the Rcchford Dmtrict Local Plan 1995 and PPG2 and 
PPG7. The apphcatton IS deemed to meet the cnterta of these poliotes and, therefore, the contmued 
use of the cafe in thts location is constdered to be appropriate. 

9.24 It IS constdemd that restricting the extent of the &es and the opening hours, as prevtously 
stated, is suffictent in tins mstance to ensure a complementary use cccum without causmg any 
detrimental imp& on the character of the area or to came harm to the ObJecbves of national or local 
Green Belt policies. In vtew of other simdar - at other sites in the dtstrtct, as stated previously, it l 
would be difficult to resist this proposal and as such me applicatron should be appmved 

9.25 The Corporate Director (Law, Planning and Admmtstrabon) recommends thts appltcatton be 
APPROVED subject to the following condrttons:- 

1 Wtthm 6 months of the date of thts permtssmn a mechanical extractton system shall 
be pmvtded to the kitchen area in accordance wtth details prevtonsly submitted to 
and agreed in vmtmg with the Local Plannmg Authortty. ThereaRer, any such 
equipment shall be retained and shall only be operated as approved m writmg by the 
Local Planmng Authority 

2 Detads of any extemally stted refrigeration system shall be submuted to and 
approved in wrttmg by the Local Plannmg Author@ prtor to Installation and 
retamed thereafter m the approved form. 
SC28 Use Classes Restriction 

3 The floorspace shown for a cafe on approved plan dated 12 October 1998 shall only 
be used as a caf6 and for no other purpose, mchtdmg the sale of hot food for 
consnmptton off the premtses (mcludmg any use o&iwisc permttted wtthm Class 
Al, A2 and A3 of tie Schedule to the Town and Country Planmng (Use Classes) 
Order 1987 (mcluding any order revoking or m-enacting that order, ti or wnhout 
modification), or such uses ordinartly mctdental to the use hereby penmtted 

4 SC37 Hours of Use -Restaurants 
7.OOam to 6 OOpm Monday to Saturday and 9.OOam to 6 OOpm Sundays and Bank 
Holidays 

5 SC91 Foul Water Dramage 

r it-161 
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Committee Report 
10. 

To the meetmg of. PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

on. 30* SFX’TEMBER 1999 

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

Title : CHANGE OF USE OF42A (FIRST FLOOR) AND 42B HIGH STREET 
FROM Al TO A2 USE. 
42A-42B HIGH STREET, RAYLEIGH 

Author : I ANITA WOOD 

Apphcation No. 99/00356/COU 

Applicant . FROGMORE DEVELOPMENTS LTD 

Zonmg . PRIMARY SHOPPING FRONTAGE 

ParI?& RAYLXIGH TOWN COUNCIL 

10.1 The shop units that are subject to this application a located at the Junction of the Hugh Street and 
Bellmgham Lane. These umts are sxtuated withm a Lx&xl Bmldmg of 16’ Century origm The 
bmldmg IS timber framed V&I painted brick face and a hip& red plam tde rwf. 

The proposal is to change to ux of 42B High Street from Al to A2 use (solicitors) and convert the 

0 1o.2 first floor of 42A to ancillary storage for the A2 use 

10.3 These umts are also subject to a Listed Bwldmg application to pmvide a new access between the 
first floor of 42B and 42A, and as yet this is unresolved. 

Consultations and Remesentatlons 

10.4 Essex County Council (Historic BniIdiig and Design Advice) raises no obJe&xs m pnnciple to 
the change of use but quues further information wth regard to the Listed Budding apphcatmn. 

10 5 Essex County Council (Specialist Archaeological Advice) makea no archaeolog& 
recommentions on this apphcation 

lg.6 Essex County Council (County Surveyor) rruses no objections to the proposal 



107 The Rayleigh Civic Society states that the change of use from AI to A2 would reduce the number 
Al units, howeuer, the use of the first floor for office uss at 42B and over 42A wzth new acxxs4 e 
does not appear to present any problems presummg it 1s acceptable to the County Planning 
Speciabst Advisor. 

10 8 Rcchford DNJXJ Council (Corporate Policy and Initiatives) - no comments to da& but a 
response will be given in the addendum sheet 

Matenal Plannine. Considerations 

109 The roam conademtlon IS the relevance of the proposal to the current development plan, Rmhford 
Dlstnct Local Plan (Fust Review) 1995. 

iO,lO The site is deslgnatexi as mthin an area of Primary Shqpmg Frontage and wtthm the relevant 
chapter of the local plan is policy SAT2 This policy is aimed at maintainmg the atbactrveness of 
the town centres to shoppers and to eosore that within the pnnxuy shopping fmnw these are 
safewarded from the break up of non-continuous &ail fiuotages. 

10.11 Thepolicystates: 

1, Within the ground flmr of primary shopping frontage areas BS defined on the town centre inset 
maps, plannmg applications which would result m an undue dommance of uses other than th!xe 
w&m class Al will normally be refused. 

2 Any non-retail uses permitted must reinforce the retail ftmchon; be uses it IS appmpnate to 
provide in a shopping area, and wll normally be restricted to class A2 or Class A3 

3. Applications that would result in an over+xxentmiion of non-r&II uses m a pnmary shoppmg 
frontage of no-retail uses in a primary shopping frontage w1l1 normally be refused. 

10.12 The preamble to the policy states ‘as a w role’ that within tbe Primary Shoppmg Areas, the 
L.ocN Planning Authorny wdl seek to retain at least 75% fiontage m Class Al and ensure that not 
mom than 15m Of non-retad frontage will occur as a contmuous run. Since the unit is located on 
the comer ofthe block front and adjacent to an Al use the proposal would not result m a continuous 
nm of non-ml frontage. 

10.13 If pamttted, however, the proposal would bnng the threshold to a borderline mark of 75% ‘ibat l 
md there IS one emsting penxsion and a further m&xtmn to approve another applicahon subject 
to Legal Agreement for non-retail uses elsewhere m the Primary Shopping Fmntage However, 
only one of these could be implemented as they are lied vls. a Section 106 Agreement rquring 
ihe revocation of the earher permission if the latter is implemented. If these cases above were to be 
implemented (and there is no confirmation Fiat either of these 1s to be implemented) then the 
threshold dmp below the bonierlme mark 

10 14 It should be noted that these figures are only to be used as a gmdeliie and are not the only 
consideration to be taken ioto account 

IO.15 With regard to the proposed change of use within the LIsted Bmldm& policy UC9 states, 

. ‘Where in the Local Planning Authontles oplmon It Is necessary to secure ibe retention of a 
listed building a conversion or change of use may be exceptionally be permrtted 
notwithstanding the exNence of other plamung policies to the conhxy. 
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10.16 This policy IS mainly desigued to potenttally allow excepttonal uses witbm a Listed Buildmg where 
other more acceptable uses have fatled Clearly an A2 use would not be unsuitable within dus 
Listed Buildmg, and may even go some way to securing the retentnm of the Ltsted Budding. 

Conclusion 

IO I7 The Plannmg Pobcy Guidance Note 6, Town Centres and Retarl Developments advises that the 
Local Planning Authority should encourage diverstfication, whilst recognising and supportmg the 
shoppmg function ofthe primary shopping area Wifb regard to changes ofuse, the flexibibty in the 
use offloorspace goes some way to sustammg the vnalhy of town centres 

IO.18 The information f&u the applicant is that the unit (42B) has been vacant since October 1997, 
desptte attempts made market the unit for Al putposses. The applicants also advrse that there is a 
specific end user in mmd, wbtch has prompted the applicatton. 

IO. 19 Having assessed tbe pmpoaal it is considered that mete would not be an over concentmtton of A2 
and A3 uses within the Primary Shopping Ftuntage, nor within thts part of the High Street 
Additionally, the proposal will ensure the retemton of the Listed Bmldmg wtth a suitable use. 

/ 

Recommendatton that this Committee resolves; 

10.20 That the Corporate Director (Law, Plannmg and Admimstrabon) recommends that this applrcation 
should be APPROVED subject to the followmg ccmlitions: 

1 SC4 Tune limtts full - std 
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Committee Report 
Referred Item 

Rll 

To the meebng of: PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Oil: 3om SEPTEMBER 1999 

Report of. CORPORATE DIRECTOR (LAW, PLANNJNG & ADMNISlXATION) 

Title : FOFMER - PACKING STATION, STAMBRIDGE ROAD, 
ROCHFORD 
CHANGE USE OF FORMER SHELLFISB PACKING STATION INTO 
BOATYARD FOR TEE STORAGE, REPAIR, SERVICING AND SALE 
OF BOATS AND EQUlXvZNT - YY/DO339/COU 

*-e 
Author : John Whitlock 

The Chairman to decide whether to admit the following item on grounds of urgency 

This application was included in Wwkly List 490 nquirmg notifabon of referrals to the 
Corporate Dir&or (Law, Planning and Administration) by 1 OCpm on Wednesday 29” 
September 1959, V&II any applications being referred to this Meeting of the Commatee. The 
item was nfmxd by Councillor Mrs II L A. Glymx 

The item filch was tierred is appended as it appeared in &qz Weekly List together wth a plan. 

l ..--- --_-__-----..-_--.----_-------_- _---- -_------ _-_ 
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Applic&on No : 99/00339/COU zmng . MebopoIitm Green Belt, Coast Natare 
e 

* Ashingdon Parish Council 

Location : Former Shellfish Packmg Station Fambridge RDad Rochford 

Proposal : Change Use of Former Shellfii Pecking Station mto a Boatyard for the 
Storage, Repair, Smiting & Sale of Boats & Equipmen& 

Ashiigdon Parish Council - no objeztion provided access way leading to site is kept clear and 
carparkmgiscontaizdonthesite. 

NOTES 

-_ Members will m&l this item WBS withdrawn from Weekly List No, 487 for futber --’ ‘: 
consultations. The Crouch Ha&xr Author@ informally raise no cmams and an informative 
ml1 be added to the decision notice advising that the applicant slmuld notify the Ha&our e 
Authorrty prior to the landing/lifting of boats in and out of ti &vex Crouch 

InauothermqWstheitemisrep!WWdasbefom 

The apphcation pmposes the change of use of a former shelffish packmg stabon to a bxtyard for 
the storage, repr and servicing of boats, tDgether wrth the ancdlq sale of boats and related 
.9+1pmMt. 

Whilst them am a number of buildings on the site, the current applicabon only pmposas the re- 
use of one of them, an asbestos-clad b&ding with a low pitched mof. The bukiing measures 
some24mx9m.Thebuildingwouldbeusedforthemajorityofboatrepairs,and~ldalso 
serve as a showroom and chandlery. The building ia not particularly Wve, or is it 
am~~fromvemacalarmaterials.Intfiisregard~e~ald~notcomply~tfie 
Local Plan pohcy regarding the m-use of rural tidings (Policy GB4). However, tills policy WRS 
pmducod befbm the publication of the latest govemmertt guidance on this issue, which 
remnmends a more flexible approach. It is considered that the pmposal complies wi& the tone 
of thii guidance and that, in this casa, the government guidance. should be awarded due weight e 
Futhemore, from dvm of the Countg Planner’s Speeiplist Archaeological Advisor (see 
below), rt can be concluded that the buildings on this site me of merit and hiincal mterest, 
bang of a type now rare, and having once provided a major source of employment withm the 

Itisproposedthattheonginalyardareabeusedforboatstorageandcarparking.‘lhes~lies 
adjacent to the sea wall abtig the Crouch. Whilst open storage is not normally conxdered to 
beanappropnateuseonsites~t6eGreenBeYtfieyardmqaeshonhas~earlybeenased 
for the parkmg of vehicles and for other activities associated wi& the s&s former use. 
Furthermore given the site’s location adjacent to the Crouch, and the fact that the masts of boats 
me visible the other side of the flood defences, it is not conxd& that the storage of boats will 
appear mcongmous. Accordmgly, the open storage element is considered acceptable in thus case. 
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Notwithstanding the site’s location next to the Crouch, the Applicant s&& that launcbmg boats 
would only be carried out on odd ~GGLSL~IIZ In such cases, a large mobile crane would be hi& l Such a crane would not be stored on the pm. No jetty or simdar facility is pmposcd. 
Should such a facility be required by the Applicant in the future, such an applicatmn would be 
consider& m the hght of the Council’s rest-icted policies. A small mobile crane would be kept 
on~epremisestoassistinthe~wem~of~~~eslte. 

With regard m the question of noise and dish&ance, it is noted that the nearest dwelhng is some 
13Dm away from tie building to be used for boat servich&paus. It is also notwl that tie Head 
of Housing, Health & Community Care raises no objection to the use (see below), subject to 
conditions. 

The Head of Ho&n& He&b & Community Care has no adverse comments, subject to 
conditmns requning that the details of any externally sited plant be agreed and deliveries to the 
site be restricted to between the hours of 08.00 and 18.00. An rest&ion upon the sltmg of a 
spray booth is also recommended. 

The County Surveyor recommends that conditions be applied to any permission requiring the 
widening and resnxfacing of the aaxss ro4 and tie pmvlsion of adeqnate on-site parkmg, 

The County Planner Speciaust Archw&gkal Adviser wfes that&e site is assocmted with 
the former shellfish u&dry iu Emx ard remarks that although the buildings 8te of relatively 
tecaadate,tfiereareonlyahandfUlofsuchaxamplesstillremaining.Henotes~suchsiter 
were of enormous agnificance flunm the pz&Medieval period onwards, but that it has only bsea 
inrecentyears~t6econtractionof~elndostry~aseriousatteanptbasbeenm~to~ 
identify and record the physical remains. He adds that the site may hare ti used in earlier 
periods and is hkely to have been a major employer in South Fambridge Following a visit to tile 
de, he fnrther notes that the most interesting aspects of the buildings are the tanks, which will 
not be affected by the cmrcnt proposal. He wends a ‘watcKmg brief contim ta allow a 
photo~~to~~esrteandrecorditin~~ntoondrtion. 

English Nature originaliy objected to the proposal on the gmunds that the outf&ll fi-om the 
septic tank could lead to contamineton of the adjacent borrow dyke, which forms part of the 
Crouch and Roach Estuanes SSSI and Ramsat site. However, upon learning dxat the septic tank 
heady exists, the obJection was withdrawn, on the basis that the proposed use will resuk in less 
usage of the tank than when tie site was used for its former pnrpose. 

l Maldon District Council raises no objection. 

Anglian Water raises no objection. 

The Environment Agency notes that any buildings to be ehected wrthio Pm of the flood 
defences and any discharge of sewage into the Crouch would require the Agency’s consent. The 
Agency notes that a landfill site lies close to the site, and raises various cautions in this regard. 

APPROVE 

1 SC4 Tnne Limits Full - StxdaxI 
2 Pnor to the commencement of the development hereby approved, plans definmg the 

areas of the buddiig to be used fcu retail dqlay purposes and stock mom (if applicable) 
shall be submittad to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Therafter, no prcduc& for retail sale shall be kept or stored outnde the designated areas 
at any time. Fnrthennwe, no ttems (including boats) shall be displayed for sale ontslde 
any building at any time. 



. . 

3 Prior to the commencement of the development hereby approved, details shall b 
subtuiU@i to and be approved by the Local Plantdug Authority dlustrating the wideuing 
of tie current access dnveway tbrou~out its length to 8 width of 5m and rts surfacmg 
with a bound type of surface mater&. Such a scheme as is agreed shall be complet& in 
aocMdaocewiththeappmveddetail$priortottPe~useof~esef~the~ses 
hereby approved. 

4 Tbeareasof~ee~~asawitorsuuparkandtumin%headon~essnbmitted 
draw hereby approved, shall be made available for such purposes npon 
conunaacement of the development hereby appmved. Thereafter, these areas shall be 
permanently retained f?ee of any impedm~eut to their designated uses for the packing and 
turnlug of vehicles. 
Tins planning pxnussion does not relate to any of the bmldmgs on the site batched 
black on the plan returned hemwith, for which no permisstoo was sought and which 
wesamdicatedasYedun&t bnildlngs” on the plans submitted by the apphcant 
Notwimg the prowsions of Schedule 2, Part 1, Class A to the Town and Country 
Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995, no wa!J, fenca, gate or other 
meansofenclosureshallbeerectadto~essite’sboundaries,ar~erewrthinthes~ 
v&cut the prior written consent of the Looal Plannmg Authority. 

I SC34 Fewdlights - Pmh~bited 
8 Full de&k of the small mobile crane to be stored on the site shall be submitted to and 

agteedmwritingby~LocalPLanning~ioTity.Nocraneshallbebroughtontoor 
storsdonthesitsMtil~hBPprOYalhaclbeengivenbyt6eLocalPlwningA~. 

9 With the exception of the storage boats and such a small mobde crane as might be 
appmved pursuant to Condition 8 above, no extemal storage of any items, goods, plant, 
machinery, articles or other materials &all take pIaoe anywhere on the srta without the 
prior written consent of the Local Planning Authority. 

10 No plant or machinery (iilud& pcwer tools) shall operate within the site and no 
d&&es shall be rexxived at, or be diqat&d 6+x11the site, outside the hours of 08.00 
- 19.00 Monday to Satmday and at no bme (~1 Sundays or Public Holidays. 

11 SC94 Pmvislon of F3ixth Area 
12 SC91 Archaeology - Site Access 
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DELEGATED PLANNFJ G DECISIONS - 30 SEPTEMBER 1999 

I have decided the followmg applications m accordance ulth the pohcy of delegation. 

Applimtlon No : 98/0005 UADV Decision . Grant Advertisement 
Consent 

Lo&ion. 24-26 Brwk Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Erect One 6 09m x 121m Cortex Banner, One 1.82m x 2 43m Smgle 

S~gnbard and One 121m x 1 82m Single SIgnbeard 
Apphcarit : Hillier Pa&x 

Applicaxion No r 98/00143/Aov Dtxlslon . Refuse Advertisement 
COWlIt 

ILmtion : 301 Ferry Road HulIbridge Hockley 
Proposal : Intedly Illumm@d Fascia Sign 
APP’J~ : Mr At&l 

Applicatron No . 99/00041@UL Dtwsion : Application Permitted 
Loxtlon~ Rose Cottage Durham Road Rocbford 
proposal: Demolish Existing Bungalow and Attached Garage. Erect Replacement 

Bungalow and Garage. 
Ap~hcant : Mr D Swanson 

Applic&on No ’ 99/00089/FUL Demion Application Permitted 
Location : 20 So&end Road Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Two Storey Side and Rear Extension & Erect Detached Garage 
Appbcsnt : MrSDade 

Application No : 99/00097iREM Decision : Applicathn Permitted 
Location. Leyland Farm Lower Road Hockley 
Propsd ’ Er-st Agricultural Managers Dwelling (Approval of Reserved Matters 

Plllmmlt to 0IA?4aY7/Roc) 
Applicant Mr&MrsPatohmg 

Application No . 99/0013UFIJL Declslon . Application Permitted 
Location The Croft Trenders Avenue Rayleigh 
Proposal : Erect Two Stables With Store, Cart Lodge and Tack Room Served by 

New Driveway and Courtyard 
Apphwnt : Mr G Marlow 

Application No . 99/0014o/FuL Decision : Application Permitted 
Location : 1 Shakespeare Avenue RayleIgh Essex 
Proposal : Construction of a ‘Dwarp Wall as B Variation to Condlhon No 7 of 

Plauning PermisionRef RAYL?33/68 
Applicant Mr R Hodey 



Apphcation No . 99m 184mJL Dec!.sion . Refuse Planning Pemdasion 
Location : 15 Cheapstde West Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Erect Two Storey Front Extenston 
Applicant : MrDFigg 

1 The extension, by reason of its visual huh+ height, forward prqectlon and siting, 
would constttute an unposmg and ahen element, out of character with the prop&y 
and those in the mediate euvuons and, thereby, detnmental to the character and 
visual amenities of the mea. 

2 The extensmn, by reason of its sttmg, would give rise to the loss of space ounently 
available for the parkmg of vehicles asso&ed with the pmperty. In the opinion of 
the Local Plaumng Author@, insuflicient space would remam on tie fimrtage of the 
site to provide ahermstme, and satisfactory, parking ffzilitie6-i m BccMdance with the 
Chuncil’s adopted parking standards. Accordingly, in the opinion of the Local 
Plamnng Authority, the proposal would give nse to the parking of a vehicle, or 
vehicles, in the highway, to the detnmetrt of the safe and convemence of other road 
users and the visual amenities of the area 

Appbcatian No : 99loQ191mL Decision : AppItcatioo Permitted 
Locatiou . 15 Western Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Demolish Existing Dwelling and Garage and Erect Detached Four 

Bedrwmed House with Double Integral Garage. 
Appbcam : Histonwood Lunrted 

Application No 99nM194/FUL Dectsion . AppIicatlon Permitted 
Lmation I 51 Station Crescent Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Ground Floor Side and Rear Extension 
Apphcant : Ms C Payne 

Application No : 99/00222mJL. De&ton Applicabon Permitted 
Location : Land Ad1 Recreation Ground Rawr& Lane Rayleigh 
Pi-Uposal: Erection of a Smgle Stomy Wooden Clubhouse (Incorpomhng Changing 

Rooms, Toilets, Kitchens Storage Area and Lounge Bar) Amended 
Scheme 
Rayleigh Cricket Club 

Application No : 99/00224/FuL De&on * Application Pernutted 
Location. 7 London Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Single Storey Rear Extension 
Applmant . Mr Ken Chong 

AppbcationNo * 99/00230iFUL Decision Application Permitted 
Laxtion . SiteOf Oaklands Folly chase Hookley 
Proposal : EmtDet&ai4-EkdHousewitiIn~Garage (PlotI) 
Applmant : G Bradford 
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Apphcation No : 99/00240LBc Decision : Grant Liited 
Consent 

Edding 

Location 1 The Chaseway The Chase Paglesbam 
Proposal : Renew Rendermg to Front Elevation 
Apphcant Mr C A Humphreys 

Application No : 99/0025 l/FUL Decision. Refuse Planning Penn&ion 
JAYdOll 9 Ashmgdon Road Rochford F.ssex 
propX3S.l: Creation of Room in RDofspace Involvmg Dormer Extension to Rear, 

Rootight to Front and Raismg He&&t of Chmmey. 
Appl~card . MrLPDay 

‘Ike apphcation proposes the enlargement of the house to provide a fourth bedroom. 
The Comc~l’s adopted paxkmg standard requires &.a! a house of this sze has three 
pmkmg sparas w&in the cutilage of the sibe. The tintage of the site is of 
insufficient size to accommodate more than one car clear of the footway and no 
addibonal space is avadable within the site to provide fozther parking provision. 
Therefore, m the opinion of ihe IBXI Planning Audmnty, the property as extended 
would likely give nse to a greater demand for car parkmg than can be accommodated 
on this restricted site and would, as a resul& hkely lead to parking m the highway, to 
the detriment of the safety and convenience of all highway users. 

Application No 99/002smJL Decision Application Permitted 
Location, 33Macmtym Walk Rochford Essex 
Proposal. Fnst Floor (Single Storey) Extension Over Exlshng Garage W~tb Pitched 

Roof 
S Parker 

Apphcation No . !49/00266lFuL Decision , Application Pernutted 
Lccahon . 19 Cordelia Crescent Rayleigh Essex 
Pmpsal : Enlargement of Existing Front and Rear Dimmer Wmdows and ProvisIon 

of Single Storey Rear Extension 
Apphcant Mr&Ml?3RSlllSey 

Application No 99lof326llcou Deasion Application Permitted 
Ix-c&on 139041 H~gb Street Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Change of Use From Use Class Al (Shop) to Use Class A3 (Food & 

Drmk) 
Applicant. Overper Ltd 



Application No . 99/00288/FuL Decision Refuse Planning Permission 
Locanon. 3 Ashmgdon Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal : Two Storey Extension at Side and Rear, Provision of New Roof 

(Including Ran&g Height of Rtdge) and Rear Dormers (2nd Floor Level) 
Apphcant . I Greenfield 

1 In the opnuon of the Local Plannmg Authority, the property as extended would, by 
mason of i& srze, scale, mass, hen&t and depth, constitute a cramped and overbearing 
form of developmwrt, out of scale and context wrth the bunt development m the area 
It 1s therefore constdered that the pmpos& if perrmtted, would be detmnentzd to the 
character of the street scene and the Rochford Consemabon Area in which the 
property 16 snuated. 

2 The prop&., if permitt& would lead to the loss of turning facibties wrthin the site 
and thus result in vehrclea mwmmg onto Ashingdon Road at a point close to the busv l 
junction of Ash&don Road with Hall Road and West St&t, thereby creattng 
condlttons of danger and obstruction to ofher mad users, to the detriment of general 
highway safety 

Applicatmn No * 99/003cwFm Decision. Appticaldon Permitted 
L&cation I Su~ybank Ellesmem Road Rcchford 
Proposal ’ Alterations to Roof Including Enlargement of Ex&ng Rear Dormer 
Applicant : MrAmll 

Application No 99/0030QFuL Dectsion . AppIrcation Permitted 
Location : Land Adj Helmsky Old London Road Rawroth 
Pmposal : Pmviston of New Access Onto Al29 
Apphcant : Mr Vector Rawlmgs 

Application No : 99/00305/FGL Decision. Application Permitted 
Location : 45 Lower Road Hultbrtdge Hcckley 
Proposal : Alter&ores to Roof Including P~VISIOU of Gable Wall and Front and 

Rear Dormers 
Applicant : Mr&:Mrswwe11ff 

Applicatron No : 99/003a6iFuL Dectsion : Application Permitted 
Location : Grangefield St. Peters Road Hockley 
Proposal : Extension to Existing Btnldiig to House Agricuitural/Horhculttual 

Fqnpment 
Apphcant Mr C JetZ-ey 

Applicatton No 99/00309/FUL Dectston Application Permitted 
LAX&On 4 The Drive Hullbridge Hockley 
Proposal : Demohtion of Existing Garage and the Erectton of a Garage and Dming 

Room Extension at the Stde and a Canopy at the Front 
Applicant: Mr&Mi-sSutton 



Application No . 99m3 16/FuL Decision . Application Permitted 
IAXfltiOll 6 Learnington Road H&&y Essex 
Fqmal ’ Erect Canopy and Bay Wmdow to Front, Rear Kitchen Extension and 

Conversion of Enstmg Integral Garage into Lx&g Accommodation 
Applicant. Mr&MrsMNii 

Application No . 99/00333lFuL De&Jon Application Permitted 
Lwatlon . 30:Belchamps Way Hockley Esx 
Proposal : Add&on to Roof Includmg Pm&on of Two Prtched Roof Dormers to 

Front and One Flat Roof Dormer to Rear and Raise Gable End to Create 
Add&& Rooms. 

Apphcant : ti&MrsAMBeiton 

Application No, 99/00335n%L Decision : Application Permitted 
Lccation 2.7 Avondale Road R.ayle~gh Essex 
Proposal : First Floor Extensnm to Side and Rear wti Pitched Roof 
Applicant : GhCk 

Apphcation No : 99ifiQ344mJL D&slon Application Permitted 
Location . York House Westview Drive Rayleigh 
Proposal : Extension to Front of Garage, First Floor Extension Over Garage with 

Pitch& Roof Lmk to House with Fust Floor Over and Conservatory to 
Rear. 

Applicant, Mr & Mrs S G&on 

Application No : 99/00350mJL De&on. Application Permitted 
L.ocation : Land Between 59 & 63 Stanley Road R&ford 
Proposal : Erect Detached 344 House with Attached Garage 
Apphcant . Mr D I Msssink 

Application No 99/00351mJL l?s1s1oll: Application Permitted 
Lacation , 3 1 Victoria Avenue Rayleigh Essex 
Fropsd : Eked Rear Dormer at Second Floor Level 
Apphcant , Mr&MrsOwen 

Apphcat~on No 99/00355/FuL De&on : Application Permitted 
Locrdion : 16 Lodge Close Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Two Storey Exrenwm at %de. 
Apphcant : David McDonald 
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Apphcahon No : 99tOO365EVL Decision . Application Permitted 
Location. Rod Church Road Rochford 
Propxal : Front and Rear Dormers 
Appl~Caa * Mr Edwin Bailey 

Application No . 99/00366@uL Decision. Application Permitted 
Location 9 Syoamore Close Rayleigh Essex 
Fvopod : Erstion of a Front Boundary Wall (Maxunum He&t One Metre) 
Applicant : MrGWhite 

Application No : 99/0037zFuL De&ion : Appkation Permitted 
Ix&on : 44 Leslie Road Raylelgh Essex lProposal : Erect Grmmd Floor Side Extension with Pitched Roof Over 
Applicant: Mrs S Moggendge 

Apphatm No : 99/00373/FuL. Decision : Refwe Planning Permission 
Location The Chichester Hotel Old London Road Rawreth 
Proposal : Extension to Existing Hotel to provide Off& Accommodatmn and 

covered Lmk 
ApplKant : Fbnom Ltd 

1 RFR9 Green EM Standard &on 

Applicabon No 99/00374/FuL Decision. Application Permitted 
Location . 58 Shoebmy Road Great Wakermg Southend-Or-Sea 
Propod : Continue use as DweUmg Without Complmnce ~11th Condrtmn 3 of 

ROC/157/64 (Agricultural Occupancy Condthon) 
Applicant : Mrs G MMIboume 

ApphcaQon No * 99loo376mJL Decision : Application Permitted 
Locahml Land Between 60 & 62 Langham IMve RayleIgh 
Proposal : Erection of a Z-Bed De&&d House 
Appkzint . PJ&LSRwxl 

Application No. 99/00377mJL De&ion Application PermItted 
Lwahon 46A Wdlands R& Hockley Essex 
Pmposal Demolish Exstmg SemXbbched Bungalow and Erect New Detached 

Bungalow witi Integral Garage 
Apphcant : Jordan hperhes Ltd 



Application No * 
Lmation . 
proposal. 
Applicant. 

Application No : 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Apphcant : 

Appllcahon No : 
Location . l Proposal : 
Apphcant : 

Applicahon No : 
Location : 
proposal : 

Applicant : 

Application No : 
Location : 
Fropsal : 
Applicant : 

l Application No . 
Locadon : 
propod : 
Apphcant : 

Applkzticm No : 
Location : 
Proposal : 

Applicant : 

Apphcahon No . 
Locahon ’ 
Proposal : 
Applicant : 

!79/00378/FuL# De&Ion. Application Permitted 
38 Nevem Road weigh Essex 
Erect Smgle Garage wltb Flat Roof 
Pankaj Pate1 

99/00381iFuL Decision . Application Permitted 
Higbfield Lodge Church Road Hookley 
Two Storey Extenson at the Rear and Alterahons to an Exlshng Rear 
Dormer 
Mr & Mrs T Connolly 

99/00382JFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
17 Goose Cottages Chelmsfi~rd Road F&wretb 
Single Storey prtch Roof Extension at Rear 
Mr&MrsGWatwa 

99YOO383@uL, De&on : Application Permitted 
42 Clarence Rosl Rayleigh Essex 
Erect Smgle Stomy Front and Renr Bxtens~ons, Demohsh Existing 
Garage and Replrce with Attached Garage. 
Mr&MrsBBarmw 

99/003 87lFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
23 Wmdsor Gardens Hockley Essex 
Erect Ground Floor Side Extens~cm and Rear Conservatory 
Mr West 

99/00391/REM De&on . Application Permitted 
2 West Avenue Hullbridge Hockley 
Erection of 4-Bed Detached House (Plot 2) 
BCox 

99/00392/FuL Decision Application Pernutted 
4 Hdlview Road Rayleigh Essex 
Remove Condmon 01 Applied to Permission FK)343/97/ROC Requiring 
the Installation and Retenhon ofveranda Screen. 
A Mi!Is 

99/00393/FuL De&ion, Application Permitted 
18 Waxwell Road Hullbndge Hockley 
Front and Rear Dormers 
Mr&MrsDHilbard 



Ap@zstion No : 99/00395/FuL Decision. Application Permitted 
Lmatlcm . The Greensward S&co1 Greensward Lane Hcckley 
propsal : Replacement of &sting Temporary Classmom Block with Permanent 

BuiIdmg 
Appliczmt . The Governors Of Gmmward School 

Appbcation No : 99/00397mIL Decision : Appltcation Permitted 
L.uxtion 2 Jubilee Cottages Paglesbam Road Paglesham 
Proposal ’ Eredion of a Two Storey Rear Extension 
Appbcant : M Scott 

Application No : 99M0398ATJL Decision , Application Permitted 
Location 1 IA Victoria Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal ’ Erect First Floor Side Extensxm Over Existmg Garage 
Apphcaot : hi Croft 

Application No ’ 99/oo4oo/Fuz. De&on : Application Permitted 
Location. 26 Tudor Way Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Two Sixmy Rear Extension 
ApplKxnt . Trevor Bysoutb 

Apphcatioo No. 99/00403iFuL Decision : Application Permitted 
Lo&ion 21 Thorpe Rcmd Hockley Essex 
PlUpOd: Convert Existing Hip@ Roof to Gable, Insert Two Dormers to Front 

and Single Dormer to Rear To Create Rooms in Roofspace. 
Apphcant : Mr&MrsJaggerS 

Application NC . 99/00406@LL Decision Application Permitted 
Location 8 Read Close Hockley Essex 
Proposal : Insert New Window m Dormer Extension (PermissIon Requirmg by 

Vntue of Condbon 05 Attached to F/0532/94) 
Appl~carit . Mr&MrsJDaUaway 

Application No : 99/00407m Dsxsion : Application Permitted 
LAxation . 1 Sutton Road Rochford Essex 
Proposal * Extend Ex&mg Vehmle Cro+xwer 
Apphcant : RGRose 

Apphcation No 1 99/00417/ouT L%cis10n : Refuse Planning Permission 
Lxation : Land Adj To 34 Barimg Road Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal : Em&on of One Detached 3 Bed Dwellmg 
Applunt : L G Belcham And ‘Ihe Belcham F~sber Smith Trust 

RFR8 Green Belt - Dwellmgs 
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Application No : 99/00418/FuL De&on . Application Permitted 
Location. 62 High Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal : Proposed Tennis Court for private Use to Rear 
Apphcant : Mr Mark Bortola 

Apphcatton No . 99/00419@UL Dec~slan : Application Permitted 
Location : F~tzwimarc Seumdary Sch& Hackley Road RayleIgh 
PToposal : Er& Extension to Existing Store RCKXII 
Apphcant : Fitzwimarc Secondary School 

Apphcation No 99/00426/FUL De&on : Application Permit&xi 
LAX&On: 19 Avondale Road RayleIgh Essex 
Propal : Erect Extension to Rear Part Single Storey with Flat Roof and Part Two 

Storey 
Appkmt : Mr&MrsSGomm 

Applicatkm No 9 99fOo42lmL Decl.3lon I Application Permitted 
Location : 48 Daws Heath Road Rayleigh Essex 
Proposal, Erect Smgle Storey Rear Extensmn 
Apphcant : Mr K Sims 

Application No : 99/0043 IiFuL Declslon : Application Permitted 
Location : 32 Leicester Avenue Rocbfozl E&sex 
hoposal : Installatmn of Dormer Window to Rear 
Applicant : R Farmer 

Application No : 99mo433mn Decision . Application Permitted 
bation, 23 Willow Drive Rayleigh Essex 
PlVpOd: Two Storey Side Bxteoslon Inch&g Bxknslons to the Exlstmg Dormer 

Wmdows at the Front and Rear 
Applicant : JPR4Se 

Apphcation No : 99/00435FLJL! Decision * Applicabon Pernutted 
Location I 12 ICllnwc+d Avenue Hockley Essex 
Proposal; Erect Two Storey Rear Extension 
‘4pplxant : MrgLtiBGadsden 

Appllcatton No : 99/00439/FUL Decision . Application Permttted 
Location 10 Norti~ Street Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal . Single Storey Front Extension 
Applxant : Mr & Mrs Dobson 



l -

Application No 99/0044m Decision , Application Permitted 
Location 138 Alex&m Rnad Great Wakering Southend-On-Sea 
Proposal Erection of 1.8m Wooden Fence to Rear Pmperty Boundary 
Apphcant . h4rN JMIamhant 

Applwmn No . 99/00446/RL Dws10n . Application Permitted 
LocOon. 35 Highfkld Crescent Rayleigh Essex 
Pmpxal : Smgle Stmy Rear Extension Incorporating Conservatmy 
Applicant. Mr D Maddison 

AppliwiicmNo: 99Km452ml Ddsion * Application Permitted 
Lwation~ 50 Park Gardens Hockley Essex 
PmpJsal . Pmpod Rear Bxtension to Eustmg Bungalow lApplicant. Mr&MrsRStafford 

l 
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DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

APPROVALS 

3@ September 1999 

Plan Number 

BR 99/73A Somerfield Stores Refmbtient & Provls~on of New 
12-24, -Road Refridgemhcm Plant 
Rayleigh 

BR 99t398 42, Pearsons Avenue !%nObhon of chalet and CknstcucUon 
Rayldgh OfNew Detached Bung&w on Pde 

and Beam Foundation 

BR WI43 1 Slnglc Stmy Rear Extemlon and 
Intema.lAlterstions 

BR 99m-l 42, Clamnce Rod Smgle Stwzy Rear!Front Eaensioa & 
RayI@ RepIi?mnent Garage 

BR w319 60, Chestaut Close Side Extension 
Hockley 

BR 99,99A 195, Eastwood Rmd Rear & S~dc Extensloa, In&anal 
Rayleigh Altions 8-z Replace Roof 

BRWD19A Church Road Nurseries, I’mposed Ohuldmg to Replaca 
Chmh Road L3tuIdmg Being Danolished 
H&V 

BR 991455 4, Becket Clmc Single Sbmy Rear Extension 
Iachhi 

BR 99f432 Replsement aungalaw 

BR 99l440 30, Kmgs Road 
Rayleigh 

BR 991434 Extension 

BR s-395 

BR 99091 Garage snd Etxtmmn to Font Porzh 

BR 991410 255, Ferry Road Mmor lntemal Alterations to Form 
HllKbndS Restaurant 

BR 99/425 35, Langdon F&ad Loft Conversion 
Rayleigh 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 
. 

APPROVALS l -
3om September 1999 

Plan Number DESC~IDHOII 

BR 99143 6 43, Lwelles Gardens 
R&ford 

Smgle Storey Rear F.xtens~on 

BR 99/19QA 83, Grasmere Avenue 
Holhxlge 

Rear Extewon & Wmdow to Flank 

BR 991444 Seetcc,MamRoad 
Hockley 

Me.mal Attemtlons to Convert 
Gnmnlssnmmg tc Server Room & 
smrc 

BR 99l344A 58, Cldton Road 
Fahford 

axmns1on & Akations 

l 
BR 99043A 108,FenyRcsd 

Hullbndge 
Smgle Stay Rear Extension 

BR 99i21lA Benson Lund 
Anation Way 
Mend 

BR 99l236A 11, Al-Road 
bYl@ 

BR 99/435 14, High Skee$ 
Gl-e?iWfkmng 

Conversion of Shop to Livtng 
ACGXl!BodariOll 

BR 99/450 !w,HigtlF3tr& 
Rayleigh 

Refit and Refbrbish of ExIst& 
Property to Iochxlc New Fire Alarm & 
Au ComIitionmg 

BR 99f423 Hewylri? Au-c&I Fngmwrmg 
Southend Airport 

Ad&on of New P&I&E m Convert 
PartofStoresAreamNewOffiw l 

aR99/380 Loft conversion 

l.083 e 
‘! 1 

.: :, a 
v? 



DELEGATED BUILDING REGULATIONS DECISIONS 

REJECTIONS 

30* September 1599 

Plan Number m 

BR 99/370 Moons Farm 
Chewdon Road 
Rochf0l-d 

BR99/371 New How and Garage 

BR 99l317 4, Grove close Smgle Stay Suk Extewm 
RaYklgb 

BR 99/405 75, oxfcd Road Room in Roof 
Rochfoid 

BR 991400 105, werr Gardens Loft Convenlon 
Weti 

BR 991397 Crow&me Fkparatory School Replacament of Demwntable 
Shopkmd Racbd cl-
FtJxhfoId 

1084 


