


6th December 1989

Mr., G. E. Swain

Chief Planning Officer
Baberpgh District Council_ . _ Auglian Regron
Corks Lane ' _ ' o : ‘ . '
Hadleigh '

TPSWICH

Sutfollk

Natronal Revers Authorny

Our Ref: PM/GJ/89/3/B/0407
”Your”Réff“Blsglléﬁs'~ "w~~

Dear Mr. Swain,

PLANNING APPLIGATION NO. B/89/1B55
DEVELOPMENT OF NEW DWELLING
ORCHARD LEA, EDIES LANE, LEAVFNHEATH

Thank you for your letter dated ZQLh NUvember 1989.

National Rivers Authority, Anglian Region, hag no obJectlon to this
proposal from a land drainage polnt of view.

only clean surface wateg from roofs shnuld di'sc'harge: to soakaways,
vour documents are returned'_l’terewihh.

Yours sincerely

e . ROBINSON
Planning Engineer
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12th bhecember 1989

lanning Dept

~Corks line -
Hadleigh _ _
Your Ref. B/89/1855
F.A.0, MR PRICE.
ket 2265

S &Y  i5:i.1"¢*“. S T S S R

. ‘Dutline-irection of 2 Detached Bungalows with betached Garapges.
And Constraction of Vehicular Aceess (Existing Bungalow to b
dewnlished as Grehard Yea idies Lane Le uvenhesth

Phank sou for your lett  of the 29t¢h Novenbver 1989 the contents -
of wh 1 arve noted, fhi. tber is to cofirm our suppors of the
above pilcation whick, © approved, will inprove the overall
uped  1ocality and aece o Ve sincerely hope the Council will
appre  the application. ' g ' .

Youns  althiully

Pater ore
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dear M Boberts i

~ EDIES LANE PATH o

The Parish Council has received a full copy of the Inspector's decision letter
dated 14 November 1989 with a covering letter from the Depatrtment of the Ravir-
_nm?ntsdatsdng November: an earlier copy of the decision letter omitted pages

‘5WQ;hote the InsPector‘s comments at paragtaph 11 on page 8 viz

MAL T am very concerned at‘thé implications fbr'QWHEf.of 'Sanjika' of the
| establishiient of the Edies Lane spur to FP 12 and T consider that avetry
effort should be made by those concerned to ameliorate these.'

oI undérstand that you have discussed the matter with Mt Rix but that no Further
gtogress cat be made until Mr Rix decides whether he will appeal against the
ecision, = | |

- L explaitied to you that; if the Inspector's decision had not been favourable,
- the Parish Council would have endeavoured to secure another access froti Edies
- Lane to the junction of Footpaths Nos 12 and 13. 'The ouly way that could be
achieved would be to establish a Right of Way within the curtilage of Orchard
- Lea; e oun the other side of the boundary between Sanjika (Mr Rix) and Orchard
Lea (Mr Randall). o o

As you may be aware Mr Randall's applications to replace his bungalow with 3
aud 4 detached houses wate refused and the appeal was dismissed. A further

- (outline) application for replacement with 2 bungalows has now been made by

- Mr Randall. The Parish Council opposes this application also (see enclosed
copy teport),; but it is just possible that Babetgh District Council will give
consetit subject to changes in the lay-out, or if cousent is refused that an.
appeal would succeed, | S |




¢ Roberts Bsq | f'_.: .“2"',,' o -12fDecémb¢t 198{ﬁ€~‘”

If Mr Rix goes to appeal, which meauns a danger of losing the path through
 Sanjika, the Parish Council intends to request Babergh to establish the path
within Mr Randall's curtilage as part of the planning content. I understand
that this is within the District Council's powers, and would have the support
of our District Councillor. Presumably you too would have to be involved.

As discussed_with'you,.diverting thie path to the other side of the boundary
night be the solution to Mr Rix's worries and would presumably meet the |
Inspector's concern. It would require Mr Randall's co-operation and agreement:
L cannot predict his reaction to the suggestion, and I have ot consulted the
- Parish GoUncil~formally“about'it;?but”pﬁyméht*by”Mf7RiR”Eo'MtfﬁaﬁHéTI'EOr this

solution might be cheaper than an appeal with all its uncertainties.

Mc Randall's platning application will probably be considered by Babergh in.mid
“January so the timing here is vital, Gan I ask you to let me know immediately
Mr Rix decides about his appeal, so that if necessary the_Parish Council can

write to Babergh. ) |

You will note that the Parish Council's report on M Randall's planning appli-

- cation mentions that Footpath 13 is within the site, and that we are initiating
~action to have the path othetwise than in the ditch. I think this is a problem
fFor your West Area Surveyor rather than you and I am writing separately to him.

B Yours sincerely

fjf foa
| R B Collett 3
Chairtan of the Couneil

Copy to: County Solicitor o |
Surveyor (Vest Area); County Highways
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G.E. Swain o o © . Hadleigh 822801
© Chief Planning Officer : : I “jf“““j-.; . (STD-Code 0473)

Q’ B@E@Hﬂ . o Planmng Departl"etn
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“Grid Ref: TL95O0B3596 U Wy refy g/go/igss
' . > ' i Date:  29th November 1989

Dear Sif/Madam,

L.-"J-&';--m KRR L= R PR .. Ao

appiication Nos b/so/isss

Proposal: o - T o I
: OUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 DETACHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES AND

CONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR ACCESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TO BE

. DEMOLISHED) - - S

Lécation: : o - o _

' ORCHARD -LEA . EDIES LANE LEAVENHEATH

. Applicarit: HR 8 MRS J J RANDALL

The application described above has been received by the Babergh District
Councij‘ Copies of the application and plans are enclosed. _
1 shall be grateful {f you'wili'sef_but any obéervations wh{ch your Council
wish to wake in respeet of this application in the space provided below and
sign and return one copy of “this letter to me so that I receive it By not
later than the 17th January 1990, . -
~Yours faithfully,
Chief Planning Officer

Application No : B/o9/1855 |
Obsepvations of LEAVENHEATH Parish Council

PLEASE SEL ATTACHED OBSERVATIONS

Hrs P N Morgan _

Meadowlands - : ' : ' o

tza"?;’hal;oad ’ Date L RTINS Y ‘ il:3l ‘D‘e‘c:"e.rﬂ,bié.ti -|1l9!8|93 i i LI I )
LEAVENHEATH, ' . o '
Colchester, Essex,

CO6 4nz -




LEAVENHEATH PARISH COUNCIL f,

B/89/1855 OUTLINE - FRECTION OF 2 'DE]:AGHED_ BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES
- AND CONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR ACGESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TO BE DEMOLISHED)
ORCHARD LEA = EDIES LANE ~ LEAVENHEATH | LT

'_The Parish Council opposes this applicatioun. generally for the same reasous
stated on B/1312/87-(tQ.Which.pLeaserrefer),”and in.patticular as follows:-

1

This is & sigle plot with a frontage suitable for one detached dwelling

. ouly. The Parish Council has notlletter from your Council's Eastern Area . ... .
Development Control Sub-Cotimittee indicating that 2 dwellings may be

- acceptable on this site (statement in. letter dated 28 Novewber 1989 from
-applicant's agent). | 2 o .

. Cduﬁty'CounciL standards allow for.a maximum of 4 dwellings to be servéd:u 
 from an unadopted voad. This aspect was considered to be worthy of mention

by the iuspectorv appointed by the Secretary of State for the Euvirotment
when dismissing the appeals for 2 and 4 dwellings on the site (B/855/86
and B/1035/86). There are 7 dwellings (including Orchard Lea) already

- served by this unadopted section of Edies Lane. The shortcomings of Edies

Lave also mentioved by the inspector continue to be relevant.

. Both proposed dwellings as shown on the site plan are partly or wholiy ;

outside the village envelope: that nearest Sanjika being virtually wholly

outside. We disagree with the claim by the applicant's agent in the letter
dated 28 Novenber 1989 that because the whole of the application site is
“currently iu residential use it is uot a waterial factor that ouly part of

the site is within the village euvelope. Maty other sites in Leavenheath

-are partly inside and partly outside the envelope aud to ignote the dividing

line aud to allow building wholly or partly outside the euvelope as is
proposed would create a disastrous precedent and could opeu the floodgates .
to similav applications. - o |

This site has been subject to Flooding problems. Surface water From as Far

‘away as Flm Tree Lave finds its way along the front of the site. Any piping

of the ditch which may be allowed wust ensute that flood water is satise
factorily taken away aud does not cause problems upstream.

. There is a Right of Way (Leavenheath Fdatpath No 13) within the site
~ runtilng vorth to south along the west boundarvy. This 1s not shown on the

location plan: A Modification Order Lo the Definitive Map (re)establishing
a footpath within the curtilage of Sanjika has very recently been confirmed
Following a public enquiry. This will result in greater use of Footpath 13
now that it is accessible From Edies Late. Hithetto because of the absence
of direct access from Edies Lane Footpath 13 has been underused; aud pendivg
the public enquiry the Parish Council has ot pressed for the path to be
maintained and properly identified on the ground. The pact of Footpath 13

" that is oun the applicant's land is presently confined to the ditch by

barbed wive fencing but the Parish Council will uow be pressing County

Highways to deal with this wmatter. | .

P N Morgan (Mes)

Clerk to the Council




- LEAVENHEATH PARISH COUNCIL |
T@i Veadoule
_ eadowlands

24 High Road =

Leavenhegth =

Colchester

Essex ~ -

C06 4NZ

- Chief Planning Officer .
..Babergh District. Council ...
Corks Lane L
Hadleigh

Ipswich

IP7 6SJ

13 December 1989

Deat Sir

B/89/1855 OUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 DETACHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES
AND CONSTRUGLTON OF JOINT VBHICULAR ACGESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TO BE DEMOLISHED)
ORCHARD LEA =~ EDIES LANE — LEAVENHEATH | SR

With reference to item 5 of the attached report I enclose for your iuformatiocn
a copy of the Parish Council's letter dated 12 December to the Senior Rights
of Way Officer, Suffolk County Council about the situation arising from he
public enquiry. I will write to you as soon &s it is kuown whethar an appeal’
is made against the Inspector's decision about the footpath, and whether the
Parish Counell wishes you to take action to secure an altertative voute For
the path within the application site. - o :

Yours Faithfully o

P N Morgan (Mrs)
Clerk to the Ceuneil
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-x,mmwmuﬁﬂy ref: B/89/1855

Grid Ref: TL95063596 | | _
o 29th November 1989

i T

Dear-S{r/Madam; - |

’Puh11c Notice in Atcordance U1th Governmvnt C1TCU1aP 71/7“
App11cat1on No. 8/89/1855 : '

The above mentioned application falls within one of the catejories
of applicattions which the Council requires to be advert1aed by you on
- the s1te of the proposed. deve]opMent. -

You are required to'display the enclosed Notice, inside the protective
covering provided, on the land or bullding{s)y, for a period of at least
7 days and in such a way as to be easily visible and 1eg1b1e by einhers
of the public w1thout guing on the land

The Notice should be dated for the first complete day when this s
done, and when the Notice has been continuously displayed in this.
manner for a period of 7 days you should remove the Notice and
complete, date and detaeh the Certificate heIow and return 1t to
e at the above mentiOied address.- :

On reveirt of the cnwp1e»ed reltiFicuLE the application w111 be
placed lefore tlhe next apprrhrihte meeting of the Couﬁcil $ P1ann1ng
Committee Lo bhe formal]y cor s 1dered. o ‘

'Yours faithfu11y, |

jG E‘SNAIN.

‘3thief'b1anh1n§ 0fficer.

n»smr;}\iiol\falLttuutLin|iat31j|lyiiws‘itititl‘nisaipas-irlﬁniapktiajilgititn--

. CERTIFICATE
Application Not B/89/1855, S '
k hereby certify ihat' the app]icant* d1sp1ayed the rounc11 3 "Notice for
d1 xR 0 : : f -V)ili7th DecembEb 1989 -xa;ipiny aﬂd_thé hotice was
feft in a prowiyty of | dan 7

_Signed' ...ﬁf s _
On heha1r of..‘Mfs‘& Mrs Js J,.Ldndall..‘. Date..‘.lﬁﬁb Decembers.l989‘,.

K Ueiete where 1nappropriate'ﬁ o ja) Indert date notice first disp1ayed.

WILLTAW H BROWN
23/24 MARKET HILL
SUDBURY :
SUFFOLK:




| 3@berglh1 R - .P]'a‘nhi.hg De_ﬁar'tme.'n' :
. - .. Lorks Lane & i
| SR T Chadieigh - Qb
'-gﬁ?ﬁgfﬁf”““m o e 7 e
6.E. Swain R ' S

_ - Hadleigh 822801
Chlef Plann1nq Offlcer

(ST code 0473)

6rid Ref: TL95063596 - - © My ref: B/89/1855 Map
o R : SR Date: 29th. NOVember 1989
_Previous History: . ,B/B7/13l12 _Road., &.Class.. Number* UNGLAS

Location: . ORCHARU LEA -EDILES LANE LEAVENHEATH :

Pr0p05a1" QUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 DETACHED BUNGALONS UITH DETACHED GARAGES AND

SCONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR Accass (EXISTING BUNGALOWY T BE -
DEMOLISHED) :

Notace is hereby given that the COMnty Count11 as H1ghway Author1ty
_( ydoes not wish to restr1ct the grant of permission.-

( )directs that permission be refused (see helow for reason).
(- )d1rects that any permission which the Plannlng Authority may glve shall
helude the conditions showh below,
: G/fj

recomiends -that any permission uhich ‘the P]anning Authority may giVe 5ha11
include the conditions shown below.
( Jmake the following cumments. _ o S
- (.)has no observations.
| n L{%M ’E\u. c\.uu. w{ "N A/\M*: )“""‘*‘*'r)"“-'L u*—‘« \QN-D\'LW\” §“ﬁ c"l'w
:' vpktmhnu,ﬁdm hkmﬂ.b&.wkiux hﬁ \Okl -
a,\,xo\"ﬁvu\ m w&:«xl\mw b+ MLL-L ):QJ(“-«J.L M.w«kww?u}»w
LLol&F\nJ‘ x ALLL S P 0 b W Lkmuvk wad WAL

| W oae At lap ek by ok breengud o bikais anck Mok be
W E:@&gkxugliaL ~Nk JL::Q‘ é$un:i} o= LL*,?DOJJaiwL va& :k afvlacxiﬁn&§

'LCLUQ'&\'Q{)W‘* L\ 41.1\-\\“ MM-L?M

REASONS:  for the @9””"Ton/recnmm9ndatinn ‘above - G
(Tl In the interests of road safety Sernn,
{

Gl o

2. To make reasonable provision for any road improvements wh1ch
iay -become necessary in the futuvre, = - Y e

Daténu 2:%-lsli\:qouahtstaltltttiia-'-_-i- Sf_jl\é(]n.». -
| R . Fur Bounty Su(veyor

Ponue

HIGHUAYS DEPARTMENT
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Mf.’ J.A. Ah‘draw_s C Mr, 'D-._'.Mit'c.hell -

Mr. A._J:. Boram : CH_IC‘I‘. E. Pallard : R B/89/1798 Jﬂ/ht.
Mr. R, Cook  Mr. C.B, Watsn

~ Mr. J.E. Godley = Mr. R. Whiting

"Mrs. M.G,E. Heselden AT _ 2963
Mrs. J.A., Law S ' : N o

“12th Fobruary, 1000,

Dear Sir/Madam:

EASTERN AREA DEVELOPMENT CONTROL SUB-—COMMI‘I"I‘BE SITB INSPEGTIGNS -
- 'MONDAY, 18TH FEBRUARY, 1990 '
B/g8£185§ .y LEAVENHEATH -~ PAPER N375 ITEM 17
- _.B 8 /1’798 - BBNTLEY R AhENDA I'I‘EM G

 '1 mfer tn ME, ‘Salmon's lotter nf ‘he Bth l“ebruary concm*ning thn nhnveu-
mentionod site mspcmtions;_ _ _ _

'_-_Azs the pla‘ns nccompanymg thia emrlior 1atter did hot clearly icirmtify thc |
gitos, 1 enric:se nnonded pluns for ymr infm*mat:lon. :

- YoUrn fuithful‘ly

Chief Plunking Officer.

 Bneld

Miss Bull '




o - BABERGH DISTRICT COUNGIL
| Slte Inspectlon Sub- Commlttee Location Plan

'B\pphcatnon No §/3971855
OUTLINE - EREETION OF 2 DETACHED aunenwws WETH oemcnsn GARAGES AND
.Proposal CONSTRUCTION -OF JOINT. mncuun actsss (Extsrme BUNGALOW T0 BE
DEMOLISHED) o |
Locatlon ORCHARD LEA  EDIES LAME  LEAVEWNEATH : ~ Scale 110 OO(

Ch!efPIannlngOfflcer . ..a E Swaln MRTF

Harpa




'BABERGH DISTRICT COUNCIL
Site Inspection _Sl_.;b—Comm'i:ttée' Location Plan |

Application No: s/s9/1855 - R o
QUTLINE - ERECTION OF 2 OETACHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES AND

Proposal: CONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR ACCESS (EXISTIHG BUNGALOW TO BE
DEMOLISHED) - - '

Location: orcunen Len EDIES LANE  LEAVENHEATY I .-Sc:_al_e 1:2EC0O

Chief Planning Officer S - GE S_'\,vain'i‘ﬂ;’%?-"'
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1 Meadowlands
L ———————— 24 High Road
1 BAGERGH DISTRICT f}'}?}i“_‘%‘ﬂ{ o '.Leav.egheath .
BLANYING DUPARTIENT Colchester
: EsseXx
- C06 4NZ

Chief Planning Officer T | L |
Babergh Distt%ct Council |} 19 FEB 1930 'fﬁzl”'3/22>1ﬂjjf3713b¢?7f
Corks Lane _ _ S S f o ; -
Hadleigh.
B - 1

| hﬂ,i:;ltgaf"ii '-;52?12L/fE§Z;£gc/ :

e DI 0

Dear_sit | | _ .
B/89/1855 ORCHARD LEA EDIES LANE LEAVENUEATH

The Parish Council has seen the papers prepared for the Plannivg meeting of
7 February where, on page 70, paragraph 18, it is scated that "the application
should be considered in relation to Policy H5(b) of the Suffolk Struckure Plan
(Alteration No 1) and Policy LPH6 of the Babergh Local Plan (adopted asg

interin policy concerning abutting groups)."

;@}I - The Parish Council is firmly under the impression that both bullt up areas of
s - Leavenheath village - Harrow Street and High Road = are excluded From the
abutting groups procedure. This being so it seems improper to invoke the
- procedute to justify granting plannibg cotsent in this case. It is understood
N | that a decision has beeu deferted pending a site inspection and the Parish
Ay 3 Council feels that the misleaditig statement should be cortrected before the
Y ~ Committee cotsiders the application, o -

s . - However if the Parish Council is mistaken please advise.

Yours Faithbully

P N Morgan (Mes) .
Clerk to the Couticil




Dear Mrs'Mdrgan'

Mrs P N Morgan

Clerk to Leavenheath Parish Council

Meadowlands o o B/89/1855 MJP/SED
. 24 High Xoad L ' ' IR
'Leavenheath S : . o o e

Colchester N : I R . ° . Mr Price:
- Essex ' o . ‘ S e 2265

CO6 ANZ

" PLANNING APPLICATION B/8Y/1855 - OUTLINE - THE ERECTION OF TWO DETACHED

BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES AND CONSTRUCTION OF JOINY VEHICULAR
ACCESS (EXISTING -BUNGALOW TO BE DEMOLISHED)- - ORCHARD LEA  EDIES LANE

3 LEAVENHEATH _

Thank you for youp letter dated the 13th February 1990 concerning the

above—mentioned matter.

You are. quite correct in tha’c both builtHUp areas of Laavenheath (Harrow

Street and High Road)  are identified as places where abutiting groups

would not be acceptable (Policy LPHS5 refers). The reference to abutting

groups in my report to the Eastarn Area Development Control Sub-Committee

. wag made in error and I apolopise for any inconveriience which this may

have caused. However, as you may be aware, consideratlon of this application

wis deferred by +the Sub-Commitbtee on the 3ist January 1990, 4in order
. that & Panel of Members might visit the slte.  The application is to
be considerad by ‘the Sub-Committee on the 28th February. and my repory .

haa now been sanerded to take accoﬁnt off this.

Once agaih I apologiae for. any 1nconVenianca which you may hBVe baen
caused. : _

Yours sincerely

For Ghlef Planning Offlees

21 February 1990
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;DG Moon, DipBS ‘F.R..C.S. P.J. Weston, F.RIC.S’

B/89/1855 o S R
RJP/LSM | ... l4th February, 1990

Chief Planning Officer,
" Babergh District Council,
- Corks Lare,
Hadlelgh
- Ipswich, _ I - Co B ' R ' o
LSUEEOMK TP B8 e e e

' _@Dear\ S'ir'.-,

Propesed Dévelopment - Orchard Lea, Edies Lane, LeaVenheath

FUPther to our Pecent telephone conversatlon concernlng the above, we
enclose two copies of an amended drawing showing the alignment of the footpath
agalhst the western boundary of our Client's property

As dichssed our Cllenb is concerned at the apparent suggestion that part
of the footpath Should be realigned against the north-western boundary of his
property rather than across 'Sanjika', but as we have agreed, this is not a. _
‘material planhing consideration and we are grateful to you for maklng this point
in your Gommlttee Report. '

..

P o Yours falthf_ul A 5
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@5; Babergh Dlstrlct Cotin¢il
> Planning Department
. Corks Lane
o Hadleigh
o+« Ipswich -
; : Suffolk

“For bhe:éttention Qf Mr. M. Price

Dear Sirs,

f%ﬁ ﬂ ‘Rez Lard ab ‘Orchard Lea’ Edles L ihe

‘? o : Followihg our recent belephone conVersatloh please find enclosed bwo copies

i : - of the PeV1sed plan for the above showlng a burtiing area off EdleB Lane: -

"* o _

. L Yours sinc
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¥ | —— PROFESSIONAL., a R, Prossar, FRICS, ~ . MR. Miller, BSc, ARICS. 'tﬂf*“
R Building Survevars and T - - N.J. Wakefield, ARLCS. AP, Brown, ARICS, & .
, ' g surveyor S and-Plannmg-Consultants : _Divisional Directors RJ. Prosser, FR1CS. (Managing Director) ,j '
N S o - DG Moon, Dip.BS, F.RICS. PJ. Weston, FRICS. = # =
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S By fax and by post o 76;ﬁ §;¥Z%;?7d$;f (1325C:) k P A '
| fax and by post 7 gy NG [

RBASH S ///5/%//11@ fé%rdwprim, o QL |

2/ -

kY
L -

S T TR | R0

Chief Planning Officer, S o o
Babergh District Council, ... . ... ... - //

Corks Lane, R : - —

i | _Hadleigh, '
R @i
8 4 - . Suffolk, IP7 6SJ

~ Dear Sir,

i | ~ orchard Lea, Edies Lane, Leavenheath, ﬁ“f‘f“- o ;'»i
- o - B/89/1855 and B/90/1219. - . | ---meGV

i _ - Further to our regeht'telephoné conversabtion with Mr. Price; We write with
¥ : ‘regard to conditions 9 and 10 atbached to the oubline consent (B/89/1855),
' which cohcerns widening and improvement of the lane. L

- As you know, 1% is our Clients' inbention to proceed with the bungalow

o : ‘approved under B/90/1219 immediately for their own occupation; and the exishing
i _ bungalow will be demolished on completich. However, it is not intended to

¢ X immediately proceed with the sale of plot 2. _

B ‘ As you will doubtlésé_appreciaté, thé'wovks o the lane are necessary due to
.  the inorease in user caused by the second dwelling, and not by what is in effest

| .[ - a replacement dwelling which our Glients will be building.

. T Accordingly; it will be of considerable assisbatice to them financially, and we
s think berfectly reasonable in planning terms, if the required works to bhe lane
e - ‘are delayed uhtil the sécond dwelling is construched. 'This will allow our -
g . Clients to use their Limited funds in the construction of the dwelling and put
o . . the liability for the works to the lane on the purchaser of the adjoirihg plot.

We would however, for the sake of clarity, confirm hab the driveway from
the lahe to the proposed new bungalow will be constructed in ‘accordance wWith .
the drawings submitted and the exisbing point of vehicular access which lies
within the confines of the plot to be immediately developed will be alosed off.

We hope you will be able to give this matter your early and favourable
consideration. -

-

 Yours f‘aith_f‘

[ adih iy e o bk e R S b R ke S e A e e

Oftices In; Londen, Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Cambridgeshire, Cheshire, Derbyshire, Essax, Gloucestershire, Herliordshire,
Lelcestershire, Lincolnshire, Middlesex, Norfolk, Notthamptonshire, Nottinghamshire, Suftolk, Yorkshire and Scotfand.

WL W enn B 8 B S Sl Tl § T 0 810k A DR B $00 200 3 W gy o T ] TR RN AT Ly LA L s Bl M b T S bR T BT sk a3 A B R

s sl s s s vt

b et S SR e ) B T e s P TR S 1 U 1T Tt g 0 U LA o 5 B b T Y e 1

¥



Mrs P.N, Horgan '
- Clerk to Leavenheath Par1sh Council

: : RJ P/ LSM
Meadowlands - _ ; : B/90/1219 & B/89/1855 MJP/CAB-'
- Leavenheath . IR Lo o | —_—
Colchester ' ' ' Mr. Price’ _
Essex - - . 2265

815865

17th June, 1991

Dear Mrs_Morgan'

PLANNING PERMISSTON. B/89/1855 AND B/90/1219 ~ _QRCHARD IEA, EDIES _LANEo
LEAVENHATH _ _ R - - -

I refer to the above mentioned development and I enclose a Copy letter dated

23rd April, 1991 from Messrs. William H, Brown, the contents of which are
.self—explanatory‘ I feel that the suggestion put forward in that letter are.
- perfectly reasonable, and I do not, therefore, bropose to enforce that the

improvements to Edies Lane be carried out before the first of the two -
dwellings is occupied, ,

I should be grateful if you would bfiﬁg this to the'attentioo of your Parish
~Counedl, L S - | Far

'Yours_sinéerély,

%

M.d. Price ' E
Principal Development Control Officer




4=

:'-Principal DeVeiopment Control Offieer

e 'R i Prosser - ':”:'Tff{ Td S e s -
‘William H. Brown - ' ' _ ' o RJP/LSM.

- "Building Surveyors & Building Consultants" o B/90/1219 & B/89/1855 MJP/CAB

- 23/24 Market Hlll _ _ - . S e

- Sudbury S o R T . . Mr. Price e
UL EO K e e e e o DD B e e

© Co10 6EN . B S 815865

~17th June, 1991

Dear Mr, Prosser,

| OUTLINE _PLANNING PERHISbION B/89/1855 -'ERECTION OF TVO DETACHED BUNGALOVS AND
- GARAGES

APPLICATTON "13/90/1219 PART SUBMISSION OF DETATLS ‘UNDER QUTLINE pmmnmc;'_

- PERMISSION B/89/1855 - ORCHARD LEA EDIES LANE LEAVENHEATH -

I refer to'your letter dated 23r& April 1991 and to our subsequent telephone
conversations concerning the above nentioned development and I apologise for
not having replied earlier, I have considered -the matter put forward in your
letter and I feel 1t would be reasonable for the. imprOVEments to Edies Lane
indicated on the apbroved drawings to be carried otit beforée the second

~dwelling is first occupied, Accordingly, I would not wish to enforce that
these works be carried out before either of the dwellings is first occupied,
which 1§ strictly speaking what is required by tne terms of the relevant

condition of planning permission;

I am prepared to interpret the cohdition in thiq way as. there is already a
dwelling on the site which 1s to be demolished to make way~ for the approved
bungalow which your client propéses to occupy himself., There would,
~ therefore, be no material increasé in traffic movenients along Edies Lane to
-.juStify improvements to the Lane at this stage, o . :

.“"I truSt that this is the information that you reqnirea

YoUrs sincere]y,-

]
M.J, Priee




Mrs PN Morgan
- Clerk to Leavenheath Parlsh Council

- Meadowlands e B/90/1219 MJP/sed -
24 High Road - | | | S

L @AVEIREATI - 1 e r_,r : Mr Pri e

Colchester - 5 ' . | "__ 2265

- Essex, C06 4N2 R T 825865

~12th August 1991
Dear'Mrs Mdrgan :

“PLANNING PERHISSION NOS B/89/1855 & B/90/1219 -:'onannn LEA EDIES = LANE
LEAVENHEATH o — - . . _

" Thank you for your letter dated the 16th July concerning the above»mentioned
'matter, and I apologise for not having replied earlier.

I can cohfirm that the access serving both of the approVed bUngaloWS must be
in accordance with the approved plans, With regard to the widehitg of Edies
Lane, I can confirm that this will be widéned by 1 metre taken from the
frontage of both plots., You will hote from the apprOVed drawing. that the-
existing ditch along the frontage 1s to be piped ' _

o am quite satisfied that the improvements to this section of Edies Lane can -
be enforced by the Council, and this will be done if the works have not been
carried out before the second bungalow is first occupied. It is a basie tenet

S of planning law that the plannhing permission runs with the land and therefore
" any subsequent purchaser of ‘the second plot will be subject to the conditions

and terms 6f the planning permission granted, - The turning atrea which is to be
‘provided  within the. area of the ' second bungalow will also be the.

| respons’bllity of eithet the eurrent ownér o any subsequent owner of that
plot. Again, T shall be prepared to take action to enforce its provision if

it is not provided voluntarily in accnrdance With the approved plans before B
_the seeond dwelling is fiest oOQUpied. . .

I hope I have clarified the planning position, but if there is any fUrther.
'information you require, please do not hesitate to eontact me, -

Yours sincerely

M J Price
Principal Development Control Officer :




7

Mrs P.N. Morgan .

Clerk to Leavenheath Parish Council : IR :

Meadovlands == ' R ' B/89/1855 & B/90/1219 - MIP/cab
_WWLeavenheathww?mmumtwTwwuwmw”MMiWwammwgwwmm : N Mr PriCe

Colchester SR ' L - 2260

€06 4NZ 8 S S 825860

12th March 1992

- Dear Mrs'Mprgan; _ N
7f;f ~ OUTLINE PLANNING PERMISSION B/99/1855 - ORCHARDaLEA,'EDIEs LANE, LEAVENHEATH

| Thank you for your letter dated 1s e fne
‘matter, I note that you have raised no objac ) :
arrangements for the two dwellings appraved w.der ~planning permission -
B/89/1855. = Accordingly, I have nov dealt with this as s miror amendment
within the terms of the planning permission granted, = o .

cerhihg_footpath No. 13, I
of Condition 06 of osutline .

With regard to the matter ralsed in your letter con
. mist advise that I believe that the requirements _

- blanning B/89/1855 have. been complied with, The dravings submitted with
| o ~application B/90/1219 (part submission of details) show the position of this
R . . footpath relativé to the new development. The purpose of this condition was

e | ~ . . to ensure that the footpath would not be obstructed by the development, = .

Priot to the determination of application B/90/1219
of the site vas undertaken and was attended by _
- Officer (Suffolk County Couneil). . It was agreed that the footpath should run
.~ -alongside the former ditch and not within it ‘The submitted drawing indicates
i / .8 width of approximately 3.5 metres betveen the site boundary of the new
dyelling and the far side of the diteh, ~This distance was  considered
satisfactory to accommodate both the ditch and the footpath, . .

,.a détéiiéﬁ&ihﬁésfiéatiohf3
the Public Rights of Way

'I hopé that I have élafifiéd fhé,planningfpbsitidn iﬂ.féSpect of this matter,
but if there is any further information you requive please do not hesitate to -

“COﬁtaQt me,

"Yburs_sincereiy,

Principal Development Control Officer
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" Mrs P N Morgan
‘Clerk to Leavenheath Parish Council L AR
Meadowlands S . B/89/1855 MJP/sed - g
- Leavenheath L o _ o ' ; " Mp Price
~ Colchester, C06 4NZ o I L 9968
- o ' S ” 825865

1ith June 1992
Dear Mrs Morgan

PLANNING PERMISSION NOS B/89/1855 & B/90/1219 : ORCHARD LEA = EDIES LANE
¥ vefer to your letter dated 3lst March 1992 and to our subsequent telephone
- conversation concerning the above-mehtioned matter, - B | ;

I abpldgise foﬁ_the delay in replying to you,-but\as.I explained during our
- previous telephone  conversation, I ' was awaiting the comments from the
Footpaths Officer at Suffolk County Couneil, e s

- I confirm that I wrongly advised in my letter dated 12th March 1992 that I had
-agreed to the revised access to this dwelling as a mino¥ amendment, T am .
~sorry for the concern that this has clearly caused you and your Counell, In
fact, what I should have said was that Suffolk Coutity Couneil as Highway

~ Authority had no objectiohis to the revised access, . = S

L can now confirm that Mr Glynn Roberts (Suffoll County Council Footpaths
Officer) hds visited the site and he advises me that the proposed ameridment
would not prejudice hils negotiations with Mr Randall to secure a slightly -
realigned position for the footpath., He confirms that from his point of view

" the pfdpb#éd'amended*aceésé 15 acceptable,

. In the light of all the cireumstances, T can see no réason why the amended -
~ access should not be treated as a minor amendment within the tetms of the
‘planning permission already gratted., This i& on the basis that the -
impovements to Edies Lane indicated on the approved plans will be undertakien
~ if and when the second dwellihg is erected, T do not believe that the -
_ © Couneil's agreement to: this minoy amendiment will prejudice its ability to
© _ enforce the highway improvements should that beeome a problem. -
I hope that I have clarified the planning position, and once again I apologise
for the confusion testlting from the contents of my earlier letters, .

Ybursfsincérely _

‘M J pPrice

PxincipaLDevelopmentContrgloffice e U S O N



‘Messrs VWilliam H Brown. T P S S o

23/24 Market Hill R R e RJIP/LSM
Sudbury SR ... - B/89/1855 = JMB/sed
Suffolk - | R S - B/90/1219
C010 6EN - S g o | Miss Bull -

825863

~28th July 1992
Dear Sirs o | ) |
OUTLINE PLANNING PERMISSION B/89/1855 & APPROVAL OF RESERVED MATTERS B/90/1219

-~ ERECTION OF TW0 DETACHED BUNGALOWS AND GARAGES : ORCHARD LEA EDIES LANE
LEAVENHEATH. | _ | S S o '

Thank-you_for your letter of 20th July 1992,

I apologise for the error in My Price's letter of the 6th July 1992, and ecan

: i it tha ! £ Edies Lane and the provision of the turniy

| i _ permissioh B/89/1855 should be provided prior t
econd dvelling being occupied rather than work on this property c¢ommencing,

I trust that I have clarified the position with regard to these works, but
pleasé'contant me again if you require any further information, o

Youtrs sincerely

Bull
For Chief Planning Officer




Mr R J Prosser : o

Messrs Willlam H Brown o ' -~ = -

- Surveyors & Planning Consultants MJP/sed

23724 Market Hill - - - - | o ~ " B/90/1219 .

Suffolk, CO10 6EN =~ SRR . ‘ : 2265 :
_ Do o ' ' o 7 825865

6th July 1992

Dear Mr Prosser

QUTLINE  PLANNING PERMISSION §/89/1855 AND APPROVAL OF RESERVED MATTERS
B/90/1219 - ERECTION OF TWO DETACHED BUNGALOWS AND GARAGES : ORCHARD LEA

o _ . I refer to your drawing No A/5 which you forwarded to me with your compliment
- o s1ip on 11th April 1992 concerning the above-mentioned development, I
- apologise that I have hot replied to you earlier, but as you are aware, I have
ek : been discussing thé matter with Suffolk County Council, and in partiecular any
" o implications thdt the revised access might have upon the Leavénheath Footpath
-+ - No 13, - e S S o _ R

1 confirm that your proposal to retain and modify the existing vehicular
access té the site to serve Mr Randall's new bunigalov is acéceptable and may be
regarded as a imitof amendment withinh -the terms of the outline planning

. perindssion already. granted, Accordingly, the submission 6f a fresh planning
‘application wiil not be tequired in this instance.- o e

This 1 said on the basis that Bdiés Lane will be widened as {fidicated on your
draving and the turning area will be provided before the secohd dwélling
approved under planning permission B/89/1855 1is commenced., I should be
grateful iF you vould confirm in writing that this is to be the case. |

Yotirs sinéerély

MJ Price =~ e
Prinecipal Development Control Officer




Corks Lane
~ Hadleigh
~ Ipswich .
- IP7 68T

Babergh District

For the attention

Couneil

Of Mr M _J Price

Dear Sir

' PLANNING PERMIST

- Meadowlands
24 High Road.
Leavenheath
Colchester
Essex
~ CC6 4NZ

.9 September 1992. ... ... .

| 1o PERMISION NOS B/89/1855 & B/90/1219: ORGHARD LEA, BDIES
- LANE, LEAVENHEATH = e R .

I understand that Mr

consent, and I
records, :

Yéurssijcereiy =

P N Norgan (Mgs)]
Clerk to the Cotns

letter, no reply was se

il

e e T S,
s - .

o s g
H
+
T
I .

éd the 1ad taken the decision and, since
cll had ne objection; -

given the assurances
nt. ‘ ' x

been informed of the
Jelve a copy for our




- Corks Lane

Meadowlands

24 High Road
Leavenheath '
~Colchester
EsseXk
- C06 4NZ

T Al e g e a
- P e " 1]
- N

fanrefhplanning dfllter:>
-Babergh District Lounc11'

-Hadlelgh
ulpsw1ch

TPy 653

'_ For the attentlon of Mr. M J Prlce

Dear Slr

OUTLINE = ERECQTION OF 2 DETAGHED BUNGALOWS WITH DETACHED GARAGES_
AND  CONSTRUCTION OF JOINT VEHICULAR ACCESS (EXISTING BUNGALOW TO
BE DEMOLISHED) IMPROVEMENTS TO FDIES LANE INCLUDING PROVISION OF

A VEHICLE TURNING AREA

I have receiVed a copy of plannlng consent dated 22 March 1990,-
reference B/89/1855; with a compliments slip, and assume this is
in response to my letter dated B September 1992,

This letter requested a copy 6f the formal consent (presumably
- letter to the applicant) for the amended adcess, which the

Parlsh Cotincil. accepts as a wminér amendment in the terms of Mr'
-Prlce's letter dated ll June 1992.-

can you now obllge please?

Youre falthfu11y

wa /L\»w“f\tw

PN Morgan (Mrs)
Clerk to the Councll

24 september 1992



Mrs P.N, Morgan .
Clerk to Leavenheath Parish Council

3_:B/89/1855'& B/90/1219_'

._Meadowlands, _ - S L E : .
"LEAVENHEATH S IR ' S S Mr Price
‘COLCHESTER R o | B 2265

Essex C06 4Nz - o e | | . 825865
Sth October, 1992

Dear Mrs Morgan _ |
PLANNING PERHISSION NOS B/89/1855 & B/90/1219: ORCHARD LEA, EDIES LANE,
LEAVENHEATH B | '_' | ' : Co
Thank you for your 1etter dated 2&th September 1992 éohéetnihﬁ the above- 1.
'mentioned matter, _ _ _ o ' o
‘T enclose a copy of my letters dated 6th & 28th July, 1992 to the applicant;

- which T believe i& the irnformation you reduire, If there is ahything else you
 need then please do hot hesitate to contact me,

~ Yours sincerely,

M J Price _
Principal Developmeht Control Ofilcer




