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- TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT, 1571
" CERTIFICATE UNDER SECTION 27

Impartant: Complete one only of the following Certificates. -

CERTIFICATEA -~y | hereby certify that:i= -

L

»2

ralates at tha Baginning of the paricd of 20 days before the date of the accompanying apclication.

or t— . .

in the land to which the application relates, vizi=

NameofTenant (a) - 3 5 fifivAddress

la)

*Delate where inzppropridta,

*The applicant has = - O SR
the date of the application was & tenant of any agricy

- i oty himselt _
: ﬁjqir\tgldirag any part of which was comprised

't

" Dgte-6f service of notice

'L AINING DEPARTMENT

tenant enter ‘None Date .. 27bh. Novembér.,. 1989 ..

No person other than the applicant was an owner of any part of the land to which the application -
- None of the land to which 'the abplicat__idn relates .c':dnstitutés.or_-fo'rms part of an .égricuItUraI holdimj;' .

given the requisite notice to every person otherthan MYSelf ywho 20 daysbefore

. . s ‘ s ] J N SIQ”Ed _Vsy:‘r_a,s 3 ;'t':..u¢§tib._;aui-ii '.fili.: o
If you are the sole agricultural -~ "Onbehalf of Mbai & Mpsu dudio Randall o

a

- CERTECATES ) | hereby certify that 1—

1,

- *The applicant has

_lhave  given the reqiisite notice to all the personis other than

Name ofOwner . Address

- mvsalf

- — Wh
*The applicant - o o
land to which the application relates, vizi—

‘Date of sérvice of notice

ori=

lhave .

- (a'i |

Naiie of Terant {a) - Address

Rimself

if the land to which the appligaltion relates, viz =

. - Signed CE AR B AN BT e e
L *OnbEhalf ('Jf EER RN st_'as';i's-;i_s T A

- Date R N AR R R R R R Y

If you aré tha solé agricultural.

tenant enter 'None’

who, twenty days before the accompanying application were owners of any part of the

None of the land to which the application relates constltutes of forms part of an dgricultural holding: .

nAVe . given the Fequisite Hotlcs to every pérson other thar TYSEIE wha, 20 days befors
- *Tne appltcanthas ~ _ SR - o T ‘ , S _
the date of the application was a ténant of any adricultural holding any part of which was eomprised

Date of service of notice

NOTE: “Owner", in relation to any land, means & pefson wha is for the timé beirg the estata awner i respect of tha fea
simple In the land or is entitled to a ténancy of the land grantéd or éxtended for a term of years certain of which not less than

savefi yairs rémain unexpired. “Agricultural hidlding” has tha same meaning as In the Agricultural Holdinas Act, 1948, vit,
- "the aggregate of tﬁ&; -égh(‘:u‘tura! land comprised in a contrict of tenancy, not being a contract under which the sdid fand Is -
~ lat to tha tenant during Ki§ continuance in any office, appointmerit o émnlayrmignt held undef thé landlard.” 17 the 1and t3

which tha application relates I agricultural land but there 15 46 tenant it is not an aqficultural holding for the purpasss of
- these Certifleates, S _ - : o - 3 - '

FormSP108(AI . . s ALSONOTES OVERLEAF

LT o e e T O T RS RIS B
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- District Councll  pswichIPTES]
: SOlllh Sul‘folk . ' - |

G.E Swain.'DiplTP FRTPL " Telephone: Hadlexgh (04?3)82‘7801
Chief Planning Officer ... .. o .. . . Fax: (0473) 823594 -

' SECTION 87 OF “THE LOCAL GOVERIHERT PLA!!IHG AHD LAHD ACT 1980

 THE TOWN AND COUWTRY PLANNING (FEES FOR APPLICATIONS AND
" DEEMED APPLICATIONS (AMENDMENT) REGULATIONS 1939

Please. provide ‘the detalils required in questions 1 and 2 ‘pelow and return l:‘us_
letter with your applicatiun._

(1) 1 enclose a cheque for Piessasanain in respect of the fee payable Ecr the
. attached application. : _ _

(2) I have calculated Ehe fee on t:he following basis: (please fote that: Lf you
o wish to claim a concessicnary fee or exempcion. details are required

APPLIcmcns NOT Accommzn BY THR CORRRCT FPEE OR BY AN ACCEPTABLE -
Bxpummn WILL NOT BR PROCESSED UNTIL THE comc‘r FER OR
| S Exrmmmn IS RECEIVED

.'Z()'_'FPiC-IA'L[,U“SE;ONI'-."f_' o o .' Amount Received. E.....L.‘:.s.QC\.....

Application Refarence No. B/ B ) (R

io-&;?;?oo-nonX|oco..Daéé; -?gf?k-.a.\.;%ffqua;o.'

Fee Recalved = Signad: s«

L fEé'ChEﬁkéa ~- Signéﬂf'iii@iiiiiciﬁtoc@iaasaiiss baﬁéi.

AR R R AR R R R R R R RN A B

A Lo SRR L 0 0.8 FRR e g ] 3 %A w5 R oy B i 85 Aot e e s en i o? b 8
P— S g O S O O PO S Ut I I P 5 "

Pleasé address all correspondence t this CHIEF PLANNING OFFICER
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B I - socation: . "' - ~ LEAVENHEATHHA"Orchard Leai_Ediés Lénef
[ _ : S :E;\. |- f31(22 . - (B/89/1835) o e

L

e el e e e e e . 'R

Description: -~ ‘Outline. Application - Erection of two §
ot : : . o : detached bungalows  with detached §
- S o - garages and comstruction of Joint
A . L _ SR AR - vehictlar. access (existing bungalow to
‘ o ' ' be demolished) | ' ' '

o Aggiicantét L Mr, & Hrs-J.J.:Rahdall

_The"sitei

1. The site supports a bungalov and outbuildings and lies on the south
side of Edies Lane within a plot having an area of approximately 0.3
hectares (0.8 acres)., It is located at the southern extremity of the
settlement and has a frontage to Edies Lane of approximately 40
‘metres and an average depth therefrom of approximately 55 metres,

S - 2,  Edles Lane runs to the south off Bigh Road for some 250 metres; over
3 L ' 'this length 1t 1s about 6 metres wide without footways or street
iighting and is flanked by bungalows. Beyond this, the Lane turns.

. eastyards and becomes a rough unmetalled track of about 5 metres in
width, 'Trils unadoptad section ‘of Edles  Lane serves 7 bungalows, -
ineluding the applicatien property, which is located on the south .
side elose to a right angled bend in the Lane, The land to the rear,

(south) is opet agricultural land, I o




68

A little under 50% of the site (that fronting Edies Lane) lies within

the. defined built-up area = of Leavenheath The remainder is.

classified as countryside,

=..'l‘h'e:Appli_.cation_':

7
e
7)
3 3.
A
B I
cOLE
Gt
e
. v
2 4,
A L
Vit
. |;:"
oz L e -
.l.‘ - :
R
. R 5 .
LSS
L
LN
R -
» "If
vl
EYRA
Ph
A .
€0
P IR
e
.._.'.'7
t ‘.J
P ‘;-:::,
=,
LS
i

. rf"he''ap'plici'ai:ion vhich is in outline form, _proposes the erection of_
.two detached - bungalows annid garages following demolition ' of the

existing dvelling on the site. = A site layout plan has been

..Submitted; but is described as "illustrative",  and. does_,notr“gmwmgmmmnlngni

therefore form. part of the application ‘as such.

"_.The applicants have . put forward the following in support. of their:
_ proposals - : , _

'_“"It would seem that the most relevant planning history‘ to- ourirlm

application is the refusal notice from your Authority for two
dvellings dated = 10th December 1987 (B1312/87) -and yolr
subsequent ' letter of 10th March, 1988, addressed ‘to
B.E, Architects Ltd, ' S B S

on our illustrative draving, the propOSed bungalows have been

- sited to improve the relationship and layout between. the = -

adjoining structures, 'Sanjika' and ‘'Kinnegar'. We note from
~your lettér that the Council's Eastern Area Development Coritrol
Sub-Committee indicated that two dwellings may be acceptable on =~
the " site, However, when the application ~ vas formally
- considered by the Committee, it was refused. - o

AlthoUgh only part of  the site lies within the Village
. Guidelines botindary, we consider  this not to be a material
- factor for the fol owing reasons:- -

'a)*'The whole of the application site ié _curréntly in7'
o residential use. D CoTE T

by A marked iinprovement will be obtained in the pattern of.
deVelopment relatiVe to 'sanjika’ and "Kinnegar',

_'o) The dilapidated buildings on the site il be demolished
- and the- general ‘appearance of the site “and the locality
improVed

On;poiicy 1ssues, we'are.avaré that the Leaveﬁhéath Guidéiiﬁés
have not been recertified by the County Council as it failed to
reflect the additional flexibility towards development  in
~yi1llages introduced in the Suffolk Structure Plan, Alteratien
No. 1. We would also draw your attertion to paragraph 6.2, 17
of the Coﬁnty StontUre Plan, and paragraph 15 of PPG 7.

It would seef that none of thesa policies, including L.PH 5, was
designed to prevent an infill development ‘of - the type proposedt




...accordance = with the  Higavay -C : '

o X

Turning to the highway {ssues, ve have had a meetihg with the

Highway Authority ‘on site, and discussed improvement of the.

lane, As can be seen by comparison of our existing and
proposed site plans, .our Clients are prepared to pipe the ditch

‘across the frontage of their property and widen the carriagewvay -

by one metre, hence improving the. otherwvise limited width of
the drive and @ improving visibility at the bend. A Joint
vehicular access 1s proposed and this #ill be 1laid out in
with the Highway Authority's - standard detail,

which passes the‘entire.frontage.of the application site.,"

History:

1965 - twd=-ébplicatidns"féf- residential development’ and = the

construction of ‘vehicular access refused. (reference 65/101 and
- 65/831). | - o o

:?,' 1973 - outiine'applicatibn for residential and associated devélopmént

refused and dismissed on appeal (reference 73/1263).,

Bg*"1976"é-'outline ‘application for a 'Buhgaldw and garage refused

{B/281/76),

9, '.1977 - siting of a caravan for one year apprOVed.(B/407/77){

16, 1986 - outline appiication fpr_fouﬁ detached dwellings and garages
refused and dismissed on appeal (B/855/86), : -

11, 1986

. outline application for three detached dvellings refused and

dismissed on appeal (B/1038/86).

12, 198?.. a -outline appiicé;iqh ~ for’ twé_-s@nglé”,storey dveliings -
" (demolition of existing bullding) refused (B/1312/87). e

BRI

:'Qi”'

‘Observatiohs:

13, parish Council - objects to the proposals for the following reasbnsg_-'

fhis 15 a single plot with a frontage sultable fof one detached

~dwelling only.

‘Bdles lane is sub-standard and the  County Counell would

formally enly sanction a maximum of four dvelllngs to be sérved-

 from an unadopted road. The substandard nature of the Lane vas

specificaily referred to by the Inspector when dealing with the
tvo recent appéals for this site, = I

" Both proposed dwelllngs shown on the application site plan are

“partly or wholly outside the village envelope, The applicant's
claim that because the whole of the application site is
currently 1in residential use there is no Justification for

~allowing further development outside the village efivelope.. To

- Aceept this argument would create a significant precedent for
 similar proposals elsewhere. ' . -




16,

S ¥

"3 ) : -
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4, The site has been subject to flooding problemé and any piping.

" of the ditch which may be allowed must ensure that flood vater .
~i{s satisfactorily taken away and does not cause problems
upstream. ' T - .

5. There is a right-of.wéy‘(Leaveﬁhéath-FOOIpéth No. 13) within

the site. This is not shown on the applicants' submitted
layout." ' S o ' Lo

Eighuay. Authority -_ (unclassified road) - to be reported verbally if el e

National Rivers Authority - no objection but advises that only clean

* surface vater from roofs should discharge to soakaways.

Chief Environmental Services Officer - Drainage - no objection but
points out that a public sewer crosses the site and -if the proposed
development would result in building over the sewver then a Building

* Over Agreement is unlikely to be granted. .

17.

Neighbours - a letter f£rom aﬂresidenf in Edies Lane has been receiVed
expressing support for the application proposals on the basis that 1t
will improve the overall area and access. ' S o

Chief Planning Officer's Report:

. 18,

: 20‘

Approximately 50% of the application site lies outside the defined

built-up area, It would not be possible to accommodate two dwellings

satisfactorily on that part of the site within the built-up area,
One of the dwellings would, therefore, lie within an area classified

~as countryside, Hovever, I feel that the application  should be"

consideréd in relation to Policy H5(b) of the Suffolk Structure Plan
(Alteration No, 1) and Polley LPH6 of thé Babergh Local Plan (adopted

' as interim policy concerning abutting groups.

Thesef poliéies- sgt down a number of criteria_:against' which'jsuch
applications should be Judged such as the relationships to the form,
scile and charactor of the ¥illage, the effect on the landséape and-

 surrounding countryside, access and service arrangemeiits; highway

gafety ete, I consider that the appllcation proposal. ‘does. not
infringe the criteria. - R Co

in éonsidering_abﬁéals for the erection of three and four dwellings
on this site, the Inspeétor, with regard to the question of vehicular
access made the following observatiomsy~ - S

W, ... I noted on my site inspection that Edies Lane suffers
from a number of shortcemings. Apart from the lack of footways

© and 1ighting in both the adoptéd and unadoptiéd sections of the
voad, the condition of the latter section is  poor
Purthermote, and perbaps of greater significance, there 1s a
toral absence of turning facilities apart from private drives.
This shortcoming gives rise to the potentlal confliet at the
right angled corner adjacent to the appeal site; beca of a
vall and fencé on the north side of the lane, visibliicy is
extremely iimited, particularly for the driver of a reversing
vehicle, In my view, substantial improvements to the surfacing
and provision of turning facllities are both raguired in the
east/vest section of the lane before (or concurrent with)
further development on its frontage, .....s;eess" - :

U B VS R SO P :
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21, The application proposes some improvements to Edies Lane contigious
- with the site frontage. However, it would appear to me that it would
be possible to provide turning facilities for public use within the

Lane without prejudicing the successful development of the site,

This would in my view overcome the Inspector's concerns relating to

~the unsatisfactory condition of Edies Lane. '
22, Vith regard to the point. raised by the Parish Council cohéétning*thé.
‘disposal of surface water, I am advised by the Chief Environmental . . g
R mServi ces - Offi ce r - t ha -t he re-can be no ,,,,, o b j ec ti ons in hp r i nCi‘p le L h e e , e
- proposed development, : : o ' ' '

s | 23, With regard to the question of the Leavenheath Footpath No. 13, I

ey ' ~ would advise that this doés fall partly with the application site.
- Irrespective-of -whether or not - planning permission’is granted for the @

'development. this footpath cannot lawfully be stopped up or diverted
without. the necessary Closure Orders having been confirmed.
Nevertheless, the proposed development could be carried out without
adversely affecting that footpath. L B

24, Footpath 13 vhich runs from horth to south through the application
i - - site adjacent to the western boundary, 1t currently terminates at the

[ - . common boundary with the adjolning property known as "Sanjika", = A
s : SR ' recent appeal has been heard to determine whether or not public
2o T rights of way exist through the adjoining property (Sanjika) to
o S connect the footpath with Edies Lane, The Inspector found that such
rights do exist and the footpath will have to reinstated, However, .
it would not be very satisfactory to route the footpath through the
adjoining property and it seems that an alterhative route could
- o ‘reasonably be accommodated within the current application site, This
= _ -~ has been put to the applicants but 1s uniikely to be acceptable to
o - them ‘without some finanecial recompence and this must of necessity
g8 = involve negotlations between the two parties, 1,e, the applicants and
s g - the occuplers  of Sanjika,  Whilst a re-vouting of the footpath
through the application site might be a reasohable way forward, the
grant. of planning permission in respect of this application should
not be dependant upon = the applicant's agreement ~to -sueh  an

25, In the light of all the circumstances, and subject to thete being no
o objection from the Highway Authority to the provision of a turning

area in Edles Lane, then I would recommend that planning parmission.

be granted, | o R SR

Recommenidation: A

That subject to the Highway Authority ralsing no objections, and to the
~ application being amended to ihecorporate a turning faeility for Edies
Lahe, then planning permission be granted subject to the follewing

conditions: - . - ) | | D

1, A0Ol - standard outline,



standard time limit.

. ; | . R 2., AOO?. .

3.  A005 - single storey design.

iélearing-Of site before develcpmént.

5, F002

one garage and one car-standing'space per ‘dwelling.

:' R S )

T -Conchrrentiy with the__fifst' submission of details réferfed to at | SR
.a-;‘””"”“W””“wf”“'”"W“‘”Gdnditign'71““aboveffidEtails*WShall%wbeﬁ~SmeiItEd-uShQVingﬂ;LhﬁwmnuhligwwwMﬁwﬁ;NMJWUMWMW“
iy . ' - footpath (Leavenheath PFootpath 13) adjacent to the western boundary - o

N E ~ of the site.

Ny 7. Before any development is commenced details of the size of pipe to be L
_ R : “used:in_“the”cuLVe;tingsoi.themditchwalong.thenfrontageyof'the_site ST
shall be submitted for the written approval of the Local Planning

_Authority and shall be installed as approved.

o - 8. €003 - outline application (no existing trees).

I 9,  As-may Be apprOpriate”follOVing tHE'receipt of amended drawings“and
'  as may be recommended by the Highway Authority. . '

Reasonss: -

1. SRO7

e '. 2. SRO2

. 000 5.  SR26 o U

1o . §. In the interests of amenity, L ;

e | 7.  To prevent flooding in the interests of amenity and public health,

. -8, SBRI3 R
9, As may be appropriate following the raceipt of amended drawings or as

* " may be recommended by the Highway Authority, R '

Note to the Applicant: | |
1, A public footpath exists within the site adjacent to the vestern.
 boundary and it should not be stopped Up or diverted without flrst
_ obtaining thé necessary closure of diversion orders... = |

Recohmendation: B | |
That in the event of suitably amended dravings telating to the provision
of 4 turning drea in Edles Lane rot belng received, then outline planning

 permission be refused for the following reasons:- . o



Access to the proposed development is from the unadopted section of
Edies Lane, which is substandard in terms of its width, forward
visibility and surfacing. There aré no turning facilities within the
Lane, apart from private drives. The Local Plannivg Authority
considers that, in the interests of highway safety, ne further
development should take plate until substantial improvements to this
section of Edies Lane have taken place, fThe application does not
include satisfactory proposils for highway - improvements  in this
respect. - o _ s S o U N '

Decisien:
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Location: =~ | LEAVENHEATH - Orchard Lea ' Edies

Lane, - (B/89/1855)

Descriptions e .,.f o '_Outline Applicatlon_; Erection of

two  detached bungalows = with
detached garages and -construction

- of joint vehicular access .

(existing ~ bungalow  to ‘be

| Apglicant o a', B Mr, & Mrs J,J;'Rendall

'Planning Gommittee Hatter-

CoqL

'The proposals are contrary to Policy H6 of the Suffolk tructure

Plan (Alteration. No., 1) as reaffirmed in policies.qu“aa The
Babergh Local Plan (adopted as interim policy) relating to
residential development in the countryside. _ S

The Site:

2.

‘The site sUpports a bUngalow and outbuildings and 1ies on the

south side of BRdies Lane within a plot havihg an area of

. approximately 0.3 hectares (0.8 acres), It is located at the
 southern extremity of the settlement and has a frontage to Edies

" Lane of approximately. 40 metres and an avetrage depth therefrom J=
of approximately 55 metres, '

Edies Lane runs to the south of. High Road for some 250 metres:

e  over this lehgth 1t ig about 6 metres wide without footways or
street 1lighting and 15 flanked by bungalows. Beyond: this, the

Lahe turhs eastwards and becomes a rolgh uhmeta.led track of

about 5 metres in width,  This thadopted sectioh of Edies Lane
T saives 7 bUhgalowS, including the application propérty, which. is
. located on the sotth side close to a right afigled bend in the

Lane. The land to the rear (south) is. opeh agricultUral land,

'fwithin the defined built <Up ared of Leavenheath : The remainder .

is classified as coUhtryside‘

i 5

The Application‘

The application‘ which is 1n outline form pronoses the arection -

~of two datached bungalows dand garages . following demolition of

the existing dwelling on the site. A site layout -plan has been
submitted, but 18 described as "illustrative", and doeés not,

'therefore; form part of the application as sueh,




6; The applicants have put forwvard the following in support of-
‘their proposals - :

"It would seem that the most relevant planning history to
our application is the refusal notice from your Authority
for two dwellings dated 10th December 1987 (B1312/87) and
your subsequent letter of . 10tn March 1988, addressed to
B. E Architects Ltd. ' :

m¥wwwuwa~wwwm¥mw4w~w0n -our-illustrative- drawing -------- the proposed- bungalows have e e
C been sited to improve the relationship and layout between = '
- the adjoining struetures, 'Sanjika' and 'Kinnegar'. - Ve
note from your letter that the Counecil's Eastérn Area
Development Control Sub-Committee indicated - that two
 dwellings ‘may be acceptable on the site. However, when
the application was formally considered tnr the Committee,_
it was refused, :

Although only pa'rt of the site lies within the . Village
Guidelines boundary, we consider this not to be a material'
factor for the following reasons: «

~ a) The whole of the application site is currently in
S residential use,’ :

b) A marked improvement will be obtained in the. pattern
: _of development relatiwe to 'Sanjika and 'Kinnegar'

&) The dilapidated buildings on the site will be
- . demolistied and the general appearance of the site and
the locality imprOVed

On.  policy issues, we are aWare that the LeaVenheath '
Guidelines have not been recertified by the County Council
" ag it failed to reflect the additisnal flexibility towards
;development in . villages intreduced in  the Buffolk
‘Structure Plan, Alteration No. 1., We would also draw your
attention to paragrabh 6.2.17 of the County Strﬂcture.
_Plan} and paragraph 15 of PPG 7.

It would geem that hone of theSe policies, including LPH'
5, was designed to prevent an. infill deVelopmeht of the
'type proposed. - .

Tukning to the highway issUes, we have had a meeting with
the Highway Authority on site, and discussed improvement
of the lane., As can be seen by comparison of our existing
and proposed site plans, our Clients are prepared to pipe
the diteh across the frontage of thelr property and widen
the catriagewvay by oné metre, hence -improving the
~otherwise 1limited width of ‘the drive and 1improving
visibility at the bend. A joint vehléular access is
proposed and this will be laid out in accordance with the
Highway Authority's. standard detail DC102, Our Clients
will also re-surface the area of the 1and which passes the
entire frontage of the application site.U'J




7.

Muégmwu

~Site HistOry._'

.1965'-4 two applications for residential development and the

construction - of vehicular access- refused (reference 65/101 and

: 65/831)

1973 - outline application for residential and ~associated
_development refused and dismissed on appeal (reference 73/1263),

7:1976 - outline application‘kfor a bungalow “and ‘garage refused T
'(3/281/76)

10 1977 - siting of a caravan for one year approved (B/407/77)

e

1986 '— outline application for fOUr detached dwellings and'""

garages refused and dismissed on appeal (B/855/86)

1986 - outline application for three detached dwellings refused

and dismissed on appeal (B/1038/86)

1987 - otitline application for two single storey dwellings
- (demolition of existing building) refused (B/1312/87)

"Observations~

14,

Parish Council - objects to the proposals for the folloving
reasons-- R '_ _ : . -

"{, This is a single plot with a frontage suitable for onel"
. detached dWelling only. _

2.  Bdles Lane 1s sub-standard and the GoUnty CoUncil wouldV

normally ohly sanction a maximum of four dwelllngs to be

garved from an Unadoptéd road., The substahdard hatire of _f;3.

- the Lane Was specifically referréd to by the Inspéctor
'_7when dealing with the two receut appeals for this site:.

Both ‘proposed dwellings shown on the application site plan
- are partly orf wholly outside the village envelopé, The
applicant's claim that becduse ~ the whole of the
application site 1s currently in reésidential use there is
" no Justificatdien for allowing further development outside
the village - envelops. To accept this arguieit - would
éreate a significaﬁt precedent for 'similar proposals
elsewhere‘ ' L :

 The site has been subiject to flooding problems afid any
piping of the ditch whieh may beé allowed mist -ensure that
fiood water is satisfactorily - taken away and doés not
gausé problems upstream. .

fhere 1is a right of way (Léavenheath Footpath No. .13)
within the site. This is ot shown on the applicants‘
- submitted 1ayout L .




16,

17.

18,

| HighWaygAuthoxity'é (unclassified road) - recommends that- six '
_,highWay‘cOnditibns be imposed on any permission granted., o

16

National Rivers Authority f_no_objeqtion:butfadvises that only

clean surface water from roofs should discharge to soakaways.

Chief Environmental Services Officer _Q'Dtainage';- no'dbjeétiOn'

but points out that a public sewer crosses the site and if the

proposed development would result in building over the sewer .

Nei'ghbdu"rs - a letter from a resident in Edies Lane has been

received expressing support for the application proposals on the

basis that it yill improve the overall area and access.

Chief Planning Officer's Report:

19,

21,

' 20,

'Apprbximatelyz_SOZ_.of the 'appliéétidn site lies outside  thé

defined built-up area. It would not, in my view, be possible to
accommodate two dvellings satisfactorily on that part of the
site within the built-up area, One of the dwellings would,

therefore, ile within an area classified as countryside,

Nevertheless, the site is well related to the built-up area and
I feel that two dwellings could be acconmodated without any
undue loss of visual or resideitial amenity, and without

~ prejudicing the Council's SettlémEnt Pilanning policies.

In considering appeals for the erection of three and four
dvellings on- this site, the Inspector, with regard to the-
question of vehicular accéss made the following observations:-

W, ...e..I noted on iy site inspection that Edies Lane
" suffers from a number of shortcomings, - Apart from the
' lack of footways and lighting in both the adopted and
. dnadopted sectiohs of the road, the conditien of the
latter section 15 poor,  Fiutthermore, . and pethaps of -
 greater significance, there is a total abgence of turning
faellities apart from private drives. - This shortcomifig
plves rise to the potential conflict at the right angled .
corner adjacent to the appeal site; beeause of a vall and

fence on the north side of the lane, visibility is L

extreniely limited, partiedlarly for the driver of a
reversing vehicle, . In my view, substantial improvements

to tha siurfacing and provisibn of turning facllities are -

both required in the east/west sectlon of the lane before

(or concurrent with) further development on its frontage.

R it - .

RN NN - ’ : .
The application proposes some improvements to Edies Lane
_contiguous with the site frontage, However, it would appear to

e that it wotld be possible to provide turning facilities for
public use within the Lane without prejudieing the successful

development of the site, This would in my view overcome the
_Inspector's concerns relating to the unsatisfactory condition of
Edies Lane, ' : a ' ' S



22, VWith regard to the point raised by the Parish Council concerning_*>*w“
"~ the disposal of surface wdter, I am advised by the Chief
Environmental Services Officer that there can - be no objections
e ~in principle to-the proposed development

23, With regard to the question of the Leavenheath Footpath No 13,
I would advise that this does fall partly within the application.
- site. Irrespective of whether or not planning permission is
- _granted .for the development, -this footpath cannot 1awfully be
stopped up or diverted vithout the necessary GClosure Orders
having been confirmed Nevertheless, the proposed. development-
could be carried out without adversely affecting that footpath.

Zétm”Footpath 13 which runs - from north to soUth through ‘the -
: application site adjacent. to the western boundary, currently
"_terminates at the common boundary with the adjoining property
. known as "Sanjika". A recent appeal has been heard to determine -
whether or not public rights of way exist through the adjoining
- property (Sanjika) to conhect the footpath with Edies Lane. . The
 Inspector found that such rights do exist and the footpath will
have to relnstated. However, it would not be very satisfactory
. to route the footpath through the adjoining property and it
~ seems that an alterriative route could reasonably be accommodated
‘within the current application site.. This has been put to the

applicants but 1§ unlikely to be acceptable to them without some
financial recompepre and this must of  necessity involve
' negotiations between the two parties, i.e. the applicants and
the occupiers of Sanjika. Whilst a re-routing of the footpath
‘through the application site might be a reasonable way forward,
the grant of planning permission in respect of this application
should tiot be dependant upon the applicant's agreement to sUch
an arrangement _

25, In the light of all the circumstances, ahd prQVided that‘the'
 application 1§ amended to incorporate a turning area idles Lane, .
I feel that the application proposals should be rey.rdéd as a
regsonable exception to poliey. ‘The planning Committee should
‘be recommended to grant outline planning permizsion. '

96, The Sub- Committee deferred consideratioh of the application on
G0 3ist January, 1990 4n otder that a Panel of Members. might visit
the site, The site inspection took place on 19th Pebruary, 1990

‘anid was attended by Mrg Law, Mrs Heselden, Cmdr, Pollatd and -
“Messts, Andrews; Baxter, Boram, Cook, Mitehell, Overman, VWatson:

“and Whiting. The Panel wasg accompanied by Hr‘ Price., =

_Recommendation~ A

fhat subject to the application being amended to incorporate 4

turning facility for Edies Lare, then planhing permission be granted_
. subjeet to the following conditions*- o S 1

1. A001 - standard outlinet

3, A002 - standard time limit,




18

AOOS - single storey design
| 0002 - clearing of site before development
IHFOOZ -'one garage and one car standing space per dwelling

_Concurrently with ‘the first submission of details referred to at
Condition 1 above, details shall be submitted showing the publie , _
footpath (Leavenheath Footpath 13) adjacent to the western .
””boundary F The Site.tiww e S S A

Before any development is commenced details of the size of pipe'
~ to be used in- the culverting of the ditch along the frontage of :
the site shall be submitted for the written approval of the o
' Local Planning Authority and shall be installed as approved AR

cooa - outline application (no - existing trees).

- Before the development 1is first occupied the existing highway
along the frontage of the application site shdall be widened by
one metre, and this length of highway shall be surfaced with an

impervious material, to the satisfaction of the Local Planning
Authority in cenjunction with the Highway Atithority.

_Before the deVelopment is first occdpied a turning head shall 1
be ceonstructed - off - the highway at the eastern end of the
application site,

11, TB7 ~ "DCIOZ“
12, 'TB8

i3, TB25 = 'development is first occupied‘
14, 'TBZQ '

ReASONS ;

1, - SRO7
2, SRO2
_'.45 SRAB
5, SR26 '
6. - In the interests of amenity‘ P ' '
7. To prevent flooding in the interests of amenity and public
o health, R _
8. SRi3 .
'9,- 14, 1In the interests of road safety;

'.Note to the Applicant"

1, A publio footpath exists within the site adjacent to the western
boundary and it should not be stopped up o diverted without
first obtaining the neoeSSary closure or diversion orders..- :




Recomméndatidn:. B

Tk

" That in the event of suitably amended. dravings relating to the

. provision of a turning area in Edies Lane not being received, then
outline planning permisgsion be refused for the following reasons:~

1.

" Local Planning Authority considers that, in. 5
- highway safety, no further development should  take place until

‘Aceess to the proposed development is from the unadopted sectiof

of Edies Lahe, which is substandard in terms of its width,
forvard visibility and _surfacing. = There ~are no turning
facilities within the Lane, apart from private drives. = The

the interests of

substantial improvements to this ‘section . of Edles ~lLane have
taken place; The application does not include satisfactory
ptoposals for highway_improvemehts in this respect: C

Decision:

o e Al B b




_4;_

e

16
Location: ~  LEAVENHEATH - Orchard Lea, Edies Lane®
o . | - (B/89/1855)
”Desoriptiong' R 7 7 Qutline Application - Erection of" two

detached bungalows with detached
garages and construction of joint
vehicular access (existing bungalow to
be demolished), Improvements to: Edies

---Lane;--ineluding--provision--of-a vehiele»~4wu#wwmwwmmwm¥w

turning area

Applicants: o M. & Mrs 3.4 Randall

"--Planniﬁg~Committee Matter:

1. The proposals are’ contrary to Policy HE- of the Suffolk Struoture Plar-_.
(Alteration No, 1) as reaffirmed in the Babergh Local Plan relating
to residential development in the countryside.

The Site-

: 2.' The site supports a: bungalow and outbuildings and lies oh the south

‘side of Edies Lane within a plot having an area of approximately 0.3

. hectares (0,8 acres), It is located at the southern extremity of the

 gettlement and has a frontage to Edles. Lane of approximately 40
metres and an average depth therefrom of approximately 55 metres.

3. Edies Lane runs to the south of High Road for some 250 metres- over -
"~ this length it is abotut 6 metres wide without footvays or street
lighting and is flanked by bungalows. Beyond this, the Lané turns
eastwards and becomes & rough unmetalled track of about 5 metres in .
“yidth, This unhadopted sectlon of Edies' Lane serves 7 bungalows,
including the -application property, which is 1located on the south
- gide elose to a right angled bend in the Lane; The land to the rear,
-‘_(south) is open agricﬁltural land. - | | R

4, - Alittle under 50% of the gite (that fronting Edies Lane) lies within
. the defined built-up area of Leavenheath, The remainder
olassified ay countryside;” )

.iThe Applieationi

| 5; - The application, which is in outline form, proposes the ereétion of

two detached bungalows and garages following - demolitien of - the
existing dwellirg on the site, A site layout plan hag been
submitted, but is described as "i11UStrative“ , _and -does hot,
therefore, form part of the application a§ stieh. . . C

f 6, The applicants have pUt forward the following iIl shpport of their

ptoposals ~

Wit would seefi that the most relevant planning history to our
application is the refusal notice from your Authority. for two
dwellings dated 10th December 1987 (B1312/87) and  your
subsequent letter 'of - 10th  Marech, 1988i addressed ¢o
B.E, Arohiteots Ltd . o




Site History:

- On our -illustrative drawing, thé'hroposed'bungaiows-have been
sited to improve the relationship and layout. between the
adjoining - structures, Sanjika' and. 'Kinnegar'. Ve note from

‘your -letter -that the Council's Eastern Area Development Control. .. - ... ..

Sub-Committee indicated that two dwellings may be acceptable on
‘the site. However,  when the. application was = formally
_ QonsidEred by the Committee, 1t was refused. o

_Although only part of the site 1liles within the Village

" Guidelines boundary, we consider thié"ndt“mfﬁf”ﬁé“wﬁ“7ﬁ£féfiéIWMwm“”w““"“M”;“”””-

factor for the following reasons:-

a) The'.whoie  of the application site is currently in
residential use. : S ' R
b) A marked improvement will be obtained in the pattern  of

development relative to 'Sanjika' and 'Kinnegar'. |

¢) The dilapidated buildings on the site will be demolished

~ and the general™appearance of the site and the locality
- improved. - N | S

- o . e . R L

 On policy issues, we are awars.,that the Leavenheath Guidelines

~ have not. been recertified by the County Council as it failed to
‘reflect the additional flexibility, towards development in
villages introduced 1n the Suffolk Siwjcture Flan, Alteration
No. 1. Ve would also draw your attentith Lo paragraph 6.2.17
“of the County Structure Plan, and paragraph 15 of YPG 7,

"It would seem that none of these policies, including L¥H 5, vas
designed to prevent an infill development of the type proposed.

Turning to the highway lssues, ve have had ' a meeting with the
Highvay Authority on site, and discussed improvement of the
jane., A& can be seen by comparison of our existing and
proposed site plans, our Cllents are prepared %o pipe the diteh
across the frontage of thelr property and widen the carriageway
by one metre, hence improving the vtherwise limited width of
the drive and improving visibility at the bend. A joint
vehicular aceess is proposed and this will be laid. out -in
accordarice  with the Highway Authority's standard detail,
DE102, Our Clients will also re-surface the area of the land
which passes the entire frontage of tlie application site."

T

1965 - two applicatlons for residential development and the -
constr?ctioh of vehiclilar access refused (reference 65/101 and
65/831). o - | | L

1973 - outline application for residential and associated development
- refused and dismissed on appeal (réféféhbé_73/1263).

1976 = outline applieation for a bungalow and garage"refuséd

(B/281/76) .

1977 - siting of a caravan for ché year-épproved (B}AO7/7754:J:"'




g
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13,

- Observations: -

:-198_6'-.-.outlilne application for four detached’ .d_wellin'gs and .g'a_rges.' o
-refused and dismissed on appeal (B/855/86). . o R

18

1986 ~ outline applicétiOn“forathrée détached dwellingSffe£USed_énﬂ“_ 

dismissed on appeal (B/1038/86).. | I

1987 - outline application for two single storey ~dwellings
(demolition of existing building) ‘refused (B/1312/87). S

14,

.ParishicOupéil - objedts to'thé_ptopoééls'for'thé_fdliowing_reasdns;; '

'm"l._-rThiS;iS-amsingle plot ﬁith]a:frontage‘suitablg_forHOnefdetaéhgd;

~ dwelling only.

o2, Edies Lane 1is -Sub-sfahdardj and the County Council would

normally only sanction a maximum of four dvellings to be served
‘from an unadopted road. The substandard nature of the Lane was
‘specifically referred to by the Inspector when. dealing with the
two recent appeals for this site, ﬁ : '

 3; : Bbth_propOSed dWeliings”showﬁ:pn the épplicétiOn-sité plah.ére

‘partly or wholly outside the village envelope. . The applicant's
“claim that because the whole of the application site 1s
‘currently in residential use there i no  justification for
‘alloving further development -outside the village envelope. To
accept this: argument would create . a significant precedent for
similar proposals elsewhere. IR Co o

4, The site has been subject to fioddihg prbbléms ahd anﬁ biping'

R & T

‘16,

17,

of the ditch vhich may be alloved must ensure that flood water
ls satisfactorily taken avay and does hot cause problems

5, ‘There is a right of vay (Leavenheath Footpath No, 13) within
' the site, This is not shown on the -appliecants! submitted

Highvay Authority - (unclassified road) - recommends that six highvay
conditions bé imposed on any permission granted. B SO

Natiﬁﬁai'Rivers_Authofity_a fo objection but advises that only elean
surface water from roofs should discharge to goakaways, o
Chief Bavironmental Services Offiecer - Drainage h;ﬁbhbbjedtion but
points out that a publlc seéver erosses the site and 1f the proposed
davelopment would result ih building over the sever then a Butlding

 Over Agreement is unlikely to be grafted.

- Nelghbours - a letter from a resident in Edles Lehe has been recelved
expressing support for the application proposals on the basis that it

will improve the overall area and access.
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Chief Piénning'offigéf's Report ;

19'

215

29,

23

24,

Approximately 50% of the apﬁlidationISite lies outside the defined

built-up area. It would not, in my view, be possible to accommodate
. two dwellings satisfactorily on that part of the site vithin the

built-up area, One of the dwellings would, therefore, lie within an

area classified - as countryside. Nevertheless, the site 1Is well
related to the built-up area and I feel that two dwellings could be =
accommodated without any undue loss of visual or residential amenity, B ]

. In considering appeals for the erection of three and four dwellings
on this site, the Inspector, with regard to the question of vehicular
- access made the following observations:- o ' ' :

W .......T noted on my site inspection that Edies Lane suffers

from a number of shortcomings, Apart from the lack of footways

and 1ighting-in-both the adopted and unadopted sect:ong of the
road, the condition - of the = latter . section ' 1is poor,

Furthermore, and perhaps of greater significance, there is 4
total absence of turning facilities apart from private drives,

‘This shortcoming gives rise to the. potential conflict at the
right angled corner adjacent to the appeal site; because of a
wall and fencé on the north side of the lane, visibility is

extremely limited, particularly for. the driver of a reversing

“vehicle, In my vievw. substantial improvements to the surfacing
~and provision of tu: -ing facilities are both required in the
east/west section of the late before (or concurrent with)
further development on its frontage. .viiviviid" .

The application proposes some improvements to Edies Lane contiguous
“with the site frontage, ineluding the provision of a vehicle turning

area within the Lane, These improvements would, in my view, overcome

" the Inspector's eoncerns relating to the unsatisfacory condition of
‘Edles Lahe, .= ' E S

With regard to the poiﬁt'faised'bylthe'rafish Council coneerning the

-~ disposal of surface water, I am -advised by the Chief Environmental

Services Officer that there can be no objections. in prineiple to the

-proposed development .,

vith regard to the queétion of - the LeaVEhhéath'?ootpaun Nb;_ls“'I

" would advise that thls does fall partly within the application site,

Trrespective of whether or not planning permission is granted for the
development, this footpath cannot lawfully be stopped up or diverted

without the necassary Closure Orders having been confirmed,
Nevertheless, the proposed developient could be carried out without -
“adversely affecting that footpath, -

Footpath 13 whieh runs from north to South through the applicatien

site adjacent to the western boundary, cutrently terminates at the

common boutidary with the adjoining propetty known as Wganjika®. A

 receiit appeal has been heéard ‘to determine whether or not publie
tights of way exist through the adjoiring property (Sanjika) to
 connect the footpath with Edles Lane, The Inspector found that such
' rights do exist and the footpath will have to reinstated. However, . .
it vould not be very satlsfactory to route the footpath through the
adjolning property and it seems that an alternative route could
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reasonably be accommodated within the current application site. i
has been put to the applicants but is unlikely to be acceptahle to

them without some financial recompence and this must of necessity

involve negotiations between the two parties, i.e. the applicants and
the occupiers of Sanjika. Whilst a wve-routing of the footpath
through the application. site might be -a -reasonable way forward - the
grant of planning permission in respect of this application should
not be dependant upon the ~applicant's agreemeént to. such .an.
arrangement. L - SR : o

In tae light of all the circumstancea, I feel that Lhe applicationw;mwﬁwm;;M;);mm,

proposals should be. regarded as a reasonable exception to policy.

The application was considered by the BEastern Area Development
Control Sub-committee on the ' 28th January, 1990, where ‘it  was
resolved to recommend the Planning Comrittee to grant outline
planning permission.. = L :

Recommendation:

That the Planning Committee grants oUtline planning permission, subject to
the following conditions:-

I.

3.

AOOl - standard outline¢
A002 - standard time limit.
AQ05 - single storey design._'

Before eilther of the two dwellings hereby permitted is first-
occupied, the existing bungalow (Orchard Lea) together with all other
buildings on the site shown for demolition on drawing no. 1147/AIA,
shall be demolished and &ll materials resulting therefrom .ghall be

cleared from the site, or as may be agreed in Writing by the Local B
Planning Authority. : '

P002 - one garage and one cay standing space per dWelling‘

Concurrently with the first submission of details refertred - to at
Condition 1 above, details shall be subinitted showing the public

footpath (Leavenheath Footpath 13) adjacent to the " western boundary
of the site, _ _

Before any deVelopment ie commenced details of the size of pipe to be
used in the culverting of the diteh along the frontage of the site
shall be submitted for  the written approval of the Local Plannihg-

Authority and shall be 1nstalled as approved‘
C003 - outline application (no existing trees)

Before the hereby permitted dwel]ings are first commenced«~

(a) the existing highway along ‘the frontage of the site shall be
wvidened by 1, 0 metres‘ ' y '

(b) a turning head shall be constructed off the highway at the
eastern end of the application site, :

all in accordance with details which shall first haVE been agreed in
writing with the Local Planning Authority. '




10,  Before the herebj permitted development is first 'OCCUpiEd, the
highway along the frontage of the application site, as improved,
together with the proposed vehicle turning head, shall.'be surfaced

~ with an impervious material -in accordance with details toé be agreed
in writing by the LOtal Planning Authority in conjunction with the -
Highway Authority.

11, TBS_- "DClOl"; “before any part of the development is first occupied"

- 13, TB2S5 - 'any part of the development is “irst occupied' ' o

14, TB29

- Reasons:

1. = SRO7
2. SRO2
'3, SRO8
4, SR4B
5, - SR26

6. In the interests of amenity.
7. To prevent flooding in the 1nterests of amenity and public health;
9,- 14, In the interests of road safetyt

Note to the Applicant~

1, A public footpath exists within the site adjacent to the western
boundary and it should not be stopped up or diverted without E£irst
obtaining the necessary closure or diversiott orders, '

2, This petmissiot shall not commit the Local Plannihg Authority to the .
. precise detalls indicated on the applieantls drawing no., 1147/A1
received on the 15th Pebruary, 1990, which is stated as being for
“information onlys

Decision*

QM\\W paLgSey

afie 1 el Rk e B g5
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Town -and Courtry Planning Act 1971

QUTLINE PLANNING PERMISSION
Correspondence address - . ~ Applicant
23/24 MARKET HILL | | S L |
, SUDBURY - .- o

. SUFFOLK

Part 1 - particulars of.Appl{catﬁoh'

Date of-apblicatioh: 27th Novemﬁa#.lgag, : Applitatioh No. B/89/1855 .
- Date recejved: - 29th November 1989 - | S

: : D U TS SNSRI SR PR G SRR g i e i i

particulars and ltocation of development: |

QUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 DETACHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES AND
CONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VERICULAR ACCESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TO BE DEMOLISHED)
IHPROVEMENTS TO EDIES LANE INCLUDING PROVISION OF A VEHICLE TURNING AREA

ORCHARD LEA  EDIES LANE  LEAVENHEATH

) .._3;..'...‘.._.‘;;.‘;.;;‘..;'—:1..-‘.‘.5'--‘;i'-l-a&--ii--.s-z‘-nu;aa.a-a'a,*—.u.’..’.-‘-a.‘.i‘-..;a.‘..‘..u-.‘.'a-.-.-".-'api--a-;i-‘éi.r.'.&.‘i-ﬁi‘-u.'.-'a

part 2 - Particuiars of decision

i pursuatice of the provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971 that

CCOUTLINE PLANNING PERMISSION HAS BEEN GRANTED for the carrying out of the
developiient referred to in Part ] hereot in. accordance with the a2pplication and
plans subfiitted subject to the following conditions: - e o

he BABERGH DISTRICT COUNCIL hereby give notice dated 22nd March 1990

“ 0l Before any developnent i5 commenced, approval of the details of the
; ' © siting, design and the external appearance of the builtding(s), the means . -
of actess thereto and the landscaping of the site (hereinafter called
wihe reserved matters") shall be'obtained from the Lecal planning. .
Authority. o ST : LT T S §

02 Application Tor the approval of reserved matters must be made not later
than the expiration of three years heginning with the date of this o
permission and the development must be begun not Jater than whichever is
the later of the following dates:- , R _
B 3) the exPi?ati°ﬁ'°?If1“E_thfs from thiﬁ.pETmission-br
b} the expiration of two yéarsffrom ﬁhe fi“§13aﬁprové1.0f the
“praserved matters or, in the case of approval on different dates, the

Chief planning 0fficer
hiel Plamjng 0fficer

o K T A .(j’?_,si:) f’ﬁg ety S

oy Sranhrmpipei ridi e 17




» Babergh
~ District Council
'S@uth Suffolk

uf1na1 approva1 of the 1ast sueh matter to be approved

s1ngle storey desrgn.

N - 04 Before either of the two dwe]l1ngs hereby perm1tted is first 0CCUp1ed

s ST ~the existing bungalow {Orchard Lea) todether with all other buiidings on =
. : the site shown for demolitinn of drawing no. 1147/AIA, shall be

el . o ;fdemo11shed and all materials result1ng therefrom shall be cieared fron
e ol the site, or as may be dgreed in wr1t1ng by the Local Planning

e T Authority. . ‘ _

OSQArrangements shall be made within the site for the provision of one
©garage or garage space and one car standing space for each dwelling to
be available for use prior to the dwelling to whic¢h the provision
relates being first occupied and shall theveafter be retained for these
. purposes. Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 3, Schedule 2 of the
Town & Country Plahniing Géenerdl Development Order 1988 (or any Order.
revoking or re- enact1ng those Orders), ne development shall be carried
_nut on the site 1n such a pos1tlon as o prec1ude veh1cular access to

Goncurrent]y W1th the first submission of deta11s referred to at
tondition 01 above, details shall be submitted showing the public
footpath (Ledvenheath Fbotpath 13} adjacent to the western boundary of
the sites IR S . _ -

318efore any deVe?opment i's tOmmehced details of the size of pipe tb be
used in the culverting of the diteh along the frontage of the site shall
be submitted for the written approval of the Loca1 P1ann ng. Authority

and shall be installed as. appﬁoveﬂa

08 The detailed 1andscape/boundar3 treatment schene subm1ttéd pursuant to
Condition 01 above shall be carried out by a date to be first agreed in
Cowriting with the Local Planning Autherity, and any trees/shrubs vemoved,
“dying, beirg severely damaged or becoming seriously diseased within =
 three years of planting, sh21) be rep1aced with trees/shrubs of §iftlar .
“siue and species to those or1gina1 y required to be planted unless the L
Leedl Planning Author ty dgives written consent to any variation. -

“_Before the hereby perm1tted dweTl1ngs are first commenced -_'

 a) the eX1sE1ng highway a]ong the frontaqe of the site sha11 be -
w1dened by 1.0 metresy

'b) a turn¥ng head shall be ccnstructEd off the highway at the eastern
-end of the app11cat1on 51te,.

'Uhief P]anninﬁ Offitef

'i l“'“‘j L'J C)O ML.—{ __,L‘_”

1& E h“hﬁ&pﬁ” M“‘IOM'."*‘“’“’I‘"

A b o AR T A




fBab@Egm
- District Council
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'B/89/1855. - ' - Continued......

~oall in accordance with detalls which sha]l f1rst have been agreed '

fw1o wr1t1ng With-the-Local- P]annlng B e

Before the heﬁehy perm1tted deve1opment is first occUpied the h}ghWay
along the frontage of the application site, as improved, together with
the pr0posed'Vehic1e turning head, shall be surfaced with an impervious
naterial -in accordance with details to be agreed in writing by the. Local
Plann1ng Author1ty in congunct1on with the Highway Author1ty.

The access shall bhe completed in a]l respects in dccordence W1th DraW1ng
‘No. DC101 and be available for use before any part of the development is
first ocCUp1ed. At this time all other means of access within the
frontage of the application site shall be permanently and effec+1Ve1y
"stopped up™ in a manner which shall previously have. been agreed in
writ1ng w1th the Local Plann{ng Author1ty.

Prior to the access be1ng construoted the d1tch heneath the proposed
access shall be piped or bridged {in acéordance with the details which
shatl preV1OUS1y have besn submitted to and approved in writing by the

~ Local Planning Author1ty and shall be reta1ned thereafter in its
approvad forit.

Before the development i commenced details showlng an adeqUa%e car
turning space within the site shall be submitted to the Local Planting.
Authority for w. itter approval. The approved scleme shall be carried out
before any part of the deve1opment is first occupied and thereafter
‘shall. he reta1ned and ‘used for no other purpose"

Before the dEVelopment is commenced de%ai1s shall be submittcd for
approval i writing to the Local P1ahn ing Authoritiy showing the means to
prevent the discharge of surface water from the developiient onto the
highway. The approved schete shall be carried out in its entirety hefore
Tthe dccess is first USed and sha11 thereafter be reta1ned in it*
~appraved forw. : . :

Notel(s) to the:aprTcEnt'é;

01 A puhIlc footpath exists w1t11n the site adjacent to the westerh
~ boundary and it should not be stopped up or diverted w;thout f1rst
:obtain1ng the necessary ¢losure or divfr51on orders. :

) This perm1551oh shall not commit the Local P1ann1ng Author1ty to the
previse details indicated on the applicant's drawing no. 1147741
received opn the 15th February 1990 ‘which is stated as being for

3=informat1on anly. . ' I :

Chief F1anoiog'o?ficer
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B/89/1855 S o o Continued......

T O U L O SRR

‘The reasons for the conditions aret

01 To enable the Local Planning Authority to secure an orderly and well
desighed deve]opment in accordance with the character. of the
neighbourhood.

OZ'ReqU1red to be 1mposed pursuant to Sectioh 42 of the Towh and. Country.
Planning Act 19?1. _

03 In order to secure a:design in scale with developnent surrounding the
- site so as to protect the visua1 amenities ahd character of the area.
04 1n order to prevent an. over<intensive form of development with an
unsatisfactory 1ayout. de'r1menta1 to the character of the surrounding
area.
05 To ehsure adequate car park1hg faci11t1es are prov1ded clear of . the
~ highway 1n the interests ot road safety and in the 1nterests of v1sua1
amenity. - '
06 in the interests of amenlty.
07 To prEVent fiood1ng in the interests of amen1ty and pub1ic hea1th‘

” _08'In order tn enhance thn appearance of the deVé1opment in the interest of
visual amen1ty

09 - 14 In the interests of road séfety._.-

f& ‘EI’LO ﬁw_':

,g;.m-.; 'f."

—niw‘”""" af

Y

(X} um

chief Plannwng Officer
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mpﬁ@FESS[ON AL. __ ‘- T.0. Hr:r?:soerzi Dip!CE.%.. MATPL (Chhgr?er’;ﬁclil?gfnslglanknﬂe:)c_S ﬁ B8
‘ Building Surveyors and Planning Gonsultants N.J. Wakefleld, ARLCS. .~ AP.Brown, ARICS. = 4

: Db YO ' g DR Divisional Diréctors - . R.J. Prosser, FR.I.CS. {Managing Director) ~

: : A " D.C. Moon, DIpBS, FRICS. P, Weston, FRICS.

RIB/LSM © S . | © 28th November, 1989

: Babergh District Council,
Corks Lane, =
~ Hadleigh,
Ipswich,
suffolk, IP7 6SJ

Proposed Erection of Two Dwellings,
'_Oz_'chat'd_ Lea, BEdies Lane; Leavenheath.

e 1489

o T e 2 ”""'"*"'""'"1

e CEPARTMENT

P

, ' wé_énclose'a.fcfmél outlihefépplication_in respect of development abt the
~aboves | 2 S o B E ) .

~ We are aware of the numerous blahnihg_applicét= is and appeals made by our
clients! former Agent in respect of this land, and we have how been_ihsbruCted

to try and resolve the difficulties:
 Before dealing with the pure planning issues, We can find no peference in
. the papers that we have seen informing you of the stru¢tura1_condition of the
existing buhgalow on the gite. This stpucture has been subject to severe :
{ong-sbanding movement, and is now beyond economlie repairs Acecordingly, the
only solution is to demolish and rebuilds: o o o

.ﬁgg-' 1% would seem that the most relevant planning history to our application 1§
- Zlghe pefusal rotlce from your Authority for two dwellings dated 10th Detenber,
1987 -(B/1312/87) and your subsequent letber of 10th Maveh, 1988; addressed to

~ On our illustrative drawing, the proposed buhgalows have been siLed to. _
improve the relationship and layout bebween the ad joining struckures, -+8anjika!
and 'Kinnegart.: We note From your letter thab the Council's Bastern Area - .
bevelopment Control Sub-Committee indicated that Lo dwellings may be acveptable
on the site: However; when the application was Pormally considered by the -
Committee; it was refused. . — s S :

| Although only part of the site lies within the Village Guideline boundary,
we consider this not to be a matetial_fa¢tob-for_ﬁhe fﬁllowing=reasbn824_ -

(a) The whole ofﬁhhe'appliéabién.site is:nurvéntly'infvesidential use.

(b) A marked improvement will be obtained in the pattern of development
velative_tU iSanjika? and 'Kinnegar'. - -

conttd. ..

‘Offices in; Londun, Bérkshire, Buckinghamshire, Cambridgeshire, Cheshire, Derbyshire, Essex, Gloucestershire, Hertfoidshire,
Lalcestershire; Lincolnshire, Middlesex, Norlalk, Northamptonshire, Nottinghamshire, Sutfolk, Yorkshire and Scotland, '
[/ L L :‘la;:'l.tﬂ Tie u.u:.!l!- il . uﬁ.\' -u;m [ IJ? M’w TG :-q';ﬂ‘!-z.m i i*a;.‘a_w-:lﬂ-'.ﬂ::. PRS-t M) ‘.h& e ] -“?!N'i':avan.r‘.nl. e lml_-_i)‘u;'ﬁf'.-': ‘:t- llxcli_..:s.;,.h&.lng.ﬁq_,,-zﬁ ,4,1;- ruu;; t“’\ ;:g;;m:;_g‘mgu;;:;b;:;;‘r:;;;m;v’!n;sdm;ﬂlu‘:::ml[v‘;:;:;“l*‘ B




William H.Brown

~ Continuation Sheet

:Chief_Planniﬁg-Officér;_ L ; _ 3 '
- Babergh District Council, = . . 28th November, 1989

general appearance of the site and the locality improved.”

~ . On policy issues, we are aware that bhe Leavenheath Guidelines have not been '
recertified by the County Council as it failed to reflect the additional

Tlexibility towards development in villages introduced in the Suffolk Structure

. Plan, Alteration number 1. We would also draw your astention to paragraph.

e 4&96.2‘17 of the County Structure Plan, and paragraph 15 of PPG T+ S

Tt would seem that nhone of these policies; including LPH 5, was designed to
phevent an infill development of the bype proposed. ' : _
Turning to  he highway issues, We have had a meeting with the Highway _
~ Authoriby onh site, and discussed improvement of the lahe, As can be seen by -
~ comparison of our existihg and proposed sibe plans; our Clients are prepared to
pipe the ditch across the fronhtage of thelr property and widen the carriageway
by 1 metre, hence improving the obherwise limited width of the drive and
" improving visibility at the bend. A joint vehicular access is proposed and this
" will be laid out in accordance with the Highway Authority's standard detall, DC
102. Our Clients will also re-surface the area of the land which passes the
. enbive frontage of thé application site.. T ' SR
We feel that the proposal that is now pub forward shows mapked environmental
and highway improvements; and trust that you will be able to peconfiend approval = -
~ of the application to your Committee. o e o D
If you feel it would be helpful to discuss these propusals prior to

© determivation, Mrs Prosser will be happy to call at your foifes.by appointient.

Yours Patthipldy,

(o) The dilapidabed buildings on the site will be demolished and the o
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BABERGH DISTRI C_Tw
MEMORANDUM

 _CHIEF PLANNING OFFICER | .g |

FROM: -"GHIEF ENVIRONMENTAL snnvxcss OFFICER . " DATE: “4-17-89

MY REF:  12/4 .. ) Youm mEF: B/89 /lasg
‘ ORcHARD Lea E‘chs LAasde Lenuz-:n»ie:m-l-}"‘ i

SUBJEGT: - ENGINEERING COMMENTS ON DRAINAGE?STRQG&GHﬁi DESIGN SUPPORTING

T _PLANNING APPLICATION

B '..;
t

ro.or'cbfa Eb oUr_' r{_c»ordrs Q Pub!to ~5°u.\e.t‘ | Dr‘ﬂS,Se._'-', Ll'ns ts;‘&' o
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BABERGH DISTRICT COUNCIL B _-L}\;;

NOTICE FOR DISPLAY ON THE LANb'-s_CIRCULAR 71/ 73

b S | " YOU ARE INVITED TO NOTE THAT APPL[CAT[ON HAS BEEN MADE To';
Wi o S _BABERGH DlSTRICT COUNCIL FOR PLANNING PERMISSION |

hgovosALz'

j | - . QUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 DETACHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETAGHED GARAGES AND
o S | CGNSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR ACCESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TU BE
pid - : o DEMOLISHED) .

LOCATION:

ORCHARD LEA EDIES LANE LEAVENHEATH

A COPY OF THE APPLICATION CAN BE INSPECTED AT THE CDUNCIL OFFICES. CORKS LANE,
HADLETGH, AND PERSONS HISHING TO HAKE REPRESENTATIONS ° HOULD DO S0 IN WRITING.

REFERENCE NO: B/89/1855 ©TO: PLANNING DEPARTMENT
o ' S - CORKS LANE

HADLEIGH
IPSHICH

1p7 634

WADLELSH (0473) 822801

WITHIN 14°DAYS OF THE DATE BELOW BEING THE FIRST DAY THIS NOTICE WAS
DISPLAYED | SR R

6L E SHATH. o
- Chipf PIanning offitLr o



