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Mid ) Suffolk

Please ask for: Val Last
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL Direct Line: 01449 724673
COMMITTEE A Fax Number: 01449 724696

E-mail: val.last@baberghmidsuffolk.gov.uk

DATE Wednesday 20 July 2016

PLACE Council Chamber, Council

Offices, High Street, Needham
Market 12 July 2016

TIME 9.30am

The Council, members of the public and the press may record/film/photograph or
broadcast this meeting when the public and the press are not lawfully excluded. Any
member of the public who attends a meeting and wishes to be filmed should advise
the Committee Clerk.

AGENDA

1. Apologies for absence/substitutions

2. To receive any declarations of pecuniary or non-pecuniary interest by
Members

3. Declarations of lobbying

4, Declarations of personal site visits

5. Confirmation of the Minutes of the meeting held on 22 June 2016

Report NA/14/16 Pages Ato D

6. Confirmation of the Minutes of the Planning Referrals Committee meeting
held 8 June 2016

Report NA/15/16 Pages Eto J

7. To receive notification of petitions in accordance with the Council’s Petition
Procedure

8. Questions from Members

The Chairman to answer any questions on any matters in relation to which the
Council has powers or duties which affect the District and which fall within the



terms of reference of the Committee of which due notice has been given in
accordance with Council Procedure Rules.



10.

11.

Schedule of planning applications

Report NA/16/16 Pages 1to 145

Note: The Chairman may change the listed order of items to accommodate
visiting Ward Members and members of the public

Site Inspections

Note: Should a site inspection be required for any of the applications this will
be held on Wednesday 27 July 2016 (exact time to be given). The
Committee will reconvene after the site inspection at 12:00 noon in the
Council Chamber.

Would Members please retain the relevant papers for use at that
meeting.

Urgent business — such other business which, by reason of special
circumstances to be specified, the Chairman agrees should be considered as
a matter of urgency.

(Note: Any matter to be raised under this item must be notified, in
writing, to the Chief Executive or District Monitoring Officer before the
commencement of the meeting, who will then take instructions from the
Chairman.)

Notes:

1. The Council has adopted a Charter for Public Speaking at Planning

Committees. A link to the full charter is provided below.

http://www.midsuffolk.gov.uk/assets/UploadsMSDC/Organisation/Democratic-
Services/Constitution/Revised-2015/Pages-22-25-Charter-on-Public-Speaking-
Planning-Committee-Extract-for-web.pdf

Those persons wishing to speak on a particular application should arrive in
the Council Chamber early and make themselves known to the Officers. They
will then be invited by the Chairman to speak when the relevant item is under
consideration. This will be done in the following order:

e Parish Clerk or Parish Councillor representing the Council in which the

application site is located
e Objectors
e  Supporters

e The applicant or professional agent / representative.

Public speakers in each capacity will normally be allowed 3 minutes to speak.

. Ward Members attending meetings of Development Control Committees and

Planning Referral Committee may take the opportunity to exercise their
speaking rights but are not entitled to vote on any matter which relates to
his/her ward.


http://www.midsuffolk.gov.uk/assets/UploadsMSDC/Organisation/Democratic-Services/Constitution/Revised-2015/Pages-22-25-Charter-on-Public-Speaking-Planning-Committee-Extract-for-web.pdf
http://www.midsuffolk.gov.uk/assets/UploadsMSDC/Organisation/Democratic-Services/Constitution/Revised-2015/Pages-22-25-Charter-on-Public-Speaking-Planning-Committee-Extract-for-web.pdf
http://www.midsuffolk.gov.uk/assets/UploadsMSDC/Organisation/Democratic-Services/Constitution/Revised-2015/Pages-22-25-Charter-on-Public-Speaking-Planning-Committee-Extract-for-web.pdf

Val Last
Governance Support Officer



Members:

Councillor Matthew Hicks — Chairman — Conservative and Independent Group
Councillor Lesley Mayes — Vice Chairman — Conservative and Independent Group

Conservative and Independent Group

Councillors: Gerard Brewster
David Burn
Lavinia Hadingham
Diana Kearsley
David Whybrow

Liberal Democrat Group
Councillor: John Field
Green Group

Councillor: Anne Killett
Sarah Mansel

Substitutes

Members can select a substitute from any Member of the Council providing they have
undertaken the annual planning training.

Ward Members

Ward Members have the right to speak but not to vote on issues within their Wards.



Mid Suffolk District Council
Vision
“We will work to ensure that the economy, environment and communities of
Mid Suffolk continue to thrive and achieve their full potential.”
Strategic Priorities 2016 — 2020
1. Economy and Environment
Lead and shape the local economy by promoting and helping to deliver

sustainable economic growth which is balanced with respect for wildlife,
heritage and the natural and built environment

2. Housing

Ensure that there are enough good quality, environmentally efficient and cost
effective homes with the appropriate tenures and in the right locations

3. Strong and Healthy Communities

Encourage and support individuals and communities to be self-sufficient,
strong, healthy and safe

Strategic Outcomes

Housing Delivery — More of the right type of homes, of the right tenure in the right
place

Business growth and increased productivity — Encourage development of
employment sites and other business growth, of the right type, in the right place and
encourage investment in infrastructure, skills and innovation in order to increase
productivity

Community capacity building and engagement — All communities are thriving,
growing, healthy, active and self-sufficient

An enabled and efficient organisation — The right people, doing the right things, in
the right way, at the right time, for the right reasons

Assets and investment — Improved achievement of strategic priorities and greater
income generation through use of new and existing assets (‘Profit for Purpose’)



/

1. Pecuniary Interests

Does the item of Council
business relate to or affect
any of your/your spouse
/partner’s pecuniary
interests?

Declare you have a
pecuniary interest

Leave the room. Do not
participate or vote (Unless
you have a dispensation)

Breach = criminal offence

Suffolk Local Code
of Conduct

No

N\

/

No interests to

declare

No

T~

2. Non-Pecuniary Interests

Does the item of Council
business relate to or affect
any of your
non-pecuniary interests ?

Declare you have a non-
pecuniary interest

Participate fully and vote

Breach = non-compliance
with Code



This page is intentionally left blank



Agenda Iltem 5
NA/14/16

MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE ‘A’ held at the Council Offices,
Needham Market on Wednesday 22 June 2016 at 9:30am.

PRESENT: Councillor: Matthew Hicks (Chairman)

Gerard Brewster
David Burn

John Field

Lavinia Hadingham
Diana Kearsley
Sarah Mansel
Lesley Mayes

David Whybrow
Denotes substitute *
Ward Members: Councillor:
In Attendance: Professional Lead — Growth and Sustainable Planning

NAG6

NAG67

NAG8

NA69

NA70

NA71

Senior Development Management Planning Officer (JPG)
Development Management Planning Officer (TS/AS)
Senior Legal Executive (KB)
Governance Support Officers (VL/KD)

APOLOGIES/SUBSTITUTIONS

None received.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

None received.

DECLARATIONS OF LOBBYING

None received.

DECLARATIONS OF PERSONAL SITE VISITS

None received.

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 25 MAY 2016

Report NA/12/16

The Minutes of the meeting held on 25 May 2016 were confirmed as a correct
record.

PETITIONS

The Professional Lead — Growth and Sustainable Planning advised the Committee
of the following:
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NA72

NA73

ltem 1

The Councils Democratic Service has received a petition bearing 41 signatures
from residents mainly of the Parish of Aspall drawing attention to the potential
further expansion of the Aspall Cyder business at Aspall Hall and making
comment upon that.,

The petition has been lodged in response to invitations for representations, by way
of the usual publicity, in connection with planning application 1990/16 for “Erection
of an extension to press building, infill of existing lagoon and erection of new
intake building” at Aspall Cyder. There is an associated application 1991/16 for
listed building consent. Those applications are being considered by Officers.

Under the Councils Petition Scheme the petition is required to be reported to the
Committee having responsibility for the matter in its terms of reference and to be
taken into account when the matter is considered either by the relevant committee
or by the authorised Officer acting under delegated powers.

It was his opinion that the applications may proceed to be decided under
delegated powers and for the record he confirmed that appropriate regard had
been given to the petition in the assessment and consideration of those
applications.

Development Control Committee A was therefore requested to receive notification
of the petition in accordance with the scheme.

The petitioners have requested that the petition be reported to Full Council and
minutes. The petitioners understand that there will be no debate or comment at the
Council meeting and that any planning application will be considered on its merits.

It is expected that this petition will be reported at the next Council meeting on 29
June.

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

None received.

SCHEDULE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS
Report NA/13/16

In accordance with the Council’'s procedure for public speaking on planning
applications representations were made as detailed below:

Planning Application Number Representations from

0492/16 John Parnum (Applicant)

Application Number: 0492/16

Proposal: Erection of single storey rear and side extensions to
existing annex

Site Location: TOSTOCK — Annexe at Ifold, New Road IP30 9PJ

Applicant: Mr and Mrs J Parnum
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ltem 2

The Case Officer advised the Committee that the red line drawing given in the
papers is incorrect. The garden of the site is longer than detailed.

John Parnum, the applicant began by advising the Committee that this application
was before them as the family were a multi-generational family, who wished to
reside together and support each other now and in the future. His daughter and
young grandson had moved in, and the house was to be extended to
accommodate them. He explained that this was to be a single storey extension
and would allow them to remain in their home as they grew older.

The Committee considered the application and agreed that there would be no
harm to neighbours amenity.

By a unanimous vote

Decision — That Full Planning Permission be granted subject to the following
conditions:

e Standard time limit
¢ In accordance with approved plans

Application Number: 1751/16

Proposal: Erection of 2 no new two-storey dwellings and
construction of new vehicular access

Site Location: NORTON - Land adj Halfboys, Ixworth Road IP31 3LE

Applicant: Ms K Simmons

The Officer clarified that Policy CS9 of the Core Strategy gave a guide that
housing density should be at least 30 dwellings per hectare, unless local
circumstances required different treatment.

Councillor John Levantis, Ward Member commenting by email advised that he
was both familiar with the site and aware of the comments from the Parish
Council. He advised that he supported the application for two 3 bed dwellings on
the site, as he felt that this would better meet housing needs, in comparison to the
previous application for one dwelling on the site. He requested that if this
application was approved, the Committee impose a condition on the site that
would ensure that both garages associated with the dwellings were designated for
vehicular use only.

Councillor Sarah Mansel advised that she requested that this application was
called to Committee as she disagreed with the Officer recommendation. She felt
that the immediate surroundings to the site were not similar in density to this
proposal as there were open fields behind and to the south, showing an open
character and not densely populated. She felt that putting two 3 bed dwellings onto
this small site was over development, and that the houses were not modest. She
advised that the Parish Council were also concerned about the density, as well as
access to the site. There was also concern that the proposal did not allow enough
space for vehicles to park and turn.

In response to Members questions the Officer clarified points including:
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e If there could be a condition added to ensure the garages were used for
parking vehicles.

e |If there could be a condition added to ensure that the area at the front of the
proposed dwellings remained as a turning circle.

e Who would arrange to move the telegraph pole situated at the edge of the
proposed site entrance.

Following discussions on the above a motion to approve the application subject to
the following additional conditions, was proposed and seconded:

e Garages shall be retained for vehicular use only without obstruction.
e Parking and Turning area shown on plan shall be retained for vehicular use
only without obstruction.

By 4 votes to 3 with 1 abstention.

Decision — That the Planning Lead — Growth and Sustainable Planning be
authorised to grant Full Planning Permission subject to conditions including:

Standard time limit

Approved plans

Material samples

Landscaping scheme and aftercare

Programme of archaeological works

Removal of permitted development for extensions and outbuildings

Those as recommended by the Local Highway Authority

Garages shall be retained for vehicular use only without obstruction.

Parking and Turning area shown on plan shall be retained for vehicular use
only without obstruction.

Chairman
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NA/15/16

MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of the PLANNING REFERRALS COMMITTEE held at the Council Offices, Needham
Market on Wednesday 8 June 2016 at 2:30pm

PRESENT: Councillor: Matthew Hicks — Chairman
Councillors: Gerard Brewster Barry Humphreys MBE
David Burn John Levantis
John Field Sarah Mansel
Julie Flatman Dave Muller
Jessica Fleming Mike Norris
Kathie Guthrie Jane Storey
Lavinia Hadingham Keith Welham
Ward Member: Councillor: Charles Flatman
In attendance: Corporate Manager — Development Management (PI)

RFO1

RF02

RFO3

RFO04

Senior Planning Officer (SS)

Senior Legal Executive (KB)

Corporate Manager (Strategic Housing)

Corporate Manager (Community and Heritage)

Economic Development Officer (DE)

Governance Support Officer (VL/KD)
APOLOGIES/SUBSTITUTIONS

An apology for absence was received from Councillors Roy Barker, Diana Kearsley,
Lesley Mayes and David Whybrow.

DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY OR NON-PECUNIARY INTEREST

Councillor Lavinia Hadingham declared a non-pecuniary interest as she knew the
applicant socially.

Councillor Gerard Brewster declared a non-pecuniary interest as Portfolio Holder for
the growth agenda.

DECLARATIONS OF LOBBYING
It was noted that Councillor Kathie Guthrie had been lobbied on Application 3563/15.
DECLARATIONS OF PERSONAL SITE VISITS

It was noted that Councillors David Burn, Gerard Brewster, Jessica Fleming and Mike
Norris had undertaken a personal site visit.
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RFO05

RFO6

LAND TO THE SOUTH OF EYE AIRFIELD: DEVELOPMENT BRIEF

Report RF/02/16 Corporate Manager (Community Planning (Heritage and
Design)

The report set out the provisions of a Development Brief that had been prepared and
submitted for land to the south of Eye Airfield. The land had been identified for housing
purposes by the adopted Mid Suffolk Core Strategy and Core Strategy Focused
Review and other planning documents produced to guide the development of Eye
Airfield.

Councillors were requested to note that the document would subsequently be used to
guide the consideration of future planning applications in line with the Development
Plan and other material considerations.

Officers advised Members that there were amendments to the Recommendation 2.1 in
the report, as follows:

‘That, the content of the Land to the South of Eye Airfield Development Brief and
Addendum be noted as an informal planning document that will be used with
immediate effect to guide the consideration of future applications on the site.’

Members questioned Officers and sought clarity on sustainability and planning for the
future, in particular lowering carbon footprints. Members were advised that this report
set out broad principles and aspirations for the site; detail for items such as
environmental sustainability would come forward in planning applications.

Note: Councillor Humphries left the Council Chamber and took no part in the vote for
this item.

By 13 votes to 1.

RESOLUTION 1

That, the content of the Land to the South of Eye Airfield Development Brief and
Addendum be noted as an informal planning document that will be used with
immediate effect to guide the consideration of future applications on the site.
RESOLUTION 2

That, without prejudice to the formal consideration of the related planning application
for the development of the site, the Planning Referrals Committee gives careful
consideration to the completion of a planning obligation to ensure that future
applications on the site are substantially in accordance with the provisions of the
Development Brief and addendum to the Design and Access Statement
APPLICATION 3563/15

Report RF/01/16

In accordance with the Council's procedure for public speaking on planning

applications representations were made as detailed below:
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Planning Application Number Representations From

3563/15 Peter Gould (Town Council)
Robert Barber (Applicant)
Application Number: 3563/15
Proposal: Outline planning permission sought for a proposed

development comprising up to 280 dwellings; a 60 bed
residential care home, the re-provision of a car park for the
use of Mulberry Bush Nursery; re-location of existing farm
buildings to the west of Parcel 15; and associated
infrastructure including roads (including adaptations to
Castleton Way and Langton Grove) pedestrian, cycle and
vehicle routes, parking, drainage, open spaces,
landscaping, utilities and associated earthworks.

Site Location: EYE — Land at Eye Airfield, Castleton Way

Applicant: Mr Baldwin

The application was referred to the Planning Referrals Committee for the following
reasons:

e Itwas a ‘Major’ application for a residential development for 15 or over dwellings
Members were advised that Recommendation 1, bullet point 3 should be amended to:

‘That subsequent applications for the development of the site should be substantially in
accordance with the provisions of the development brief and addendum (and design
and access statement addendum).’

It was noted that the applicant was Mr Baldwin, as per the Officer report.

Peter Gould, speaking for the Town Council, said that they understood that economic
and housing growth was essential for Eye to have a sustainable future, and he advised
that the Town Council had engaged fully in early place shaping discussions. Their
requirements were clear and simple:

The development should be in keeping with the town
Improvements to current roads and junctions were required
Existing drainage problems in the town needed to be addressed
Education and health provision to be increased

He advised that as this was an outline application the Town Council felt unprotected
from a higher density, low quality development. The Town Council felt that there had
been inadequate public consultation and engagement following the inclusion of the
care home in the development, and there was concern that there was no proof of need
particularly in view of the closeness of the existing care home.

Robert Barber, the applicant advised Members that this outline application was the
culmination of several years’ hard work. The development scheme had been subject to
intensive and sustained consultation, and concerns raised during the public
consultation, such as drainage, had been taken into account and addressed. He made
Members aware that the care home was referred to during the consultations that were
carried out.
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In response to Members questions, he clarified that during the original place shaping
meetings, a care home was discussed, and it was an aspiration to deliver this. Due to
an aging demographic the 60 bed care home was to meet future needs.

Councillor Charles Flatman, Ward Member, spoke against the application and advised
the Committee that the application went against the will of the people of Eye. He
expressed his thanks to Suffolk Preservation Society and the Town Council for
reflecting the town’s views. He advised the Committee that the people of Eye were not
opposed to development, just the vast amount of housing in the proposal. The site was
a greenfield site that absorbed much of the rainfall, if this was to be developed and
became hardstanding for houses it would exacerbate the drainage issue. If this
development went forward the contour of the town would be lost.

Members discussed the application at length and clarified various issues with the
Officers present, including concerns surrounding:

Traffic and parking issues

Single access road to the site

Environmental sustainability

Size of care home and inclusion in the proposal
Concern that outline plans could change

The Committee supported the Officer recommendation and a motion for approval was
proposed and seconded.

Note: Councillor Humphries left the Council Chamber and did not return.
By a 13 votesto 1

Decision — That the Planning Lead- Growth and Sustainable Planning be authorised to
secure a planning obligation under Section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990, to provide:-

(1) Provision and management of public open space/play equipment;

e Affordable Housing as agreed (20%);

e That subsequent planning applications for the development of the site
should be substantially in accordance with the provisions of the
development brief and addendum (and design and access statement
addendum);

Travel Plan details and provision, as agreed with SCC;

Education - £1,768,253

Pre-school provision - £170,548

Libraries - £60,480

NHS England - £100,380

Highway Safety Improvements (Town Centre, Primary and High Schools)
- £75,000;

e Public transport - £37,000;

¢ Rights of way - £45,150;

e Sports facilities/pitch drainage in Eye - £100,000

(2)  That, subject to the completion of the Planning Obligation in Resolution (1)
above, the Planning Lead — Growth and Sustainable Planning be authorised to
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grant Planning Permission subject to conditions including:-
General

e Time limit for reserved matters (standard)

e Definition of reserved matters

e Approved plans; red-lined SLP and masterplan (only in so far as relating
to access)

e Quantum of residential development fixed to a maximum of 280 no.
dwellings

e Maximum height of care home to be two storeys

e Development to be completed in accordance with ecology details

e Piling of any other foundation designs using penetrative methods shall
not be permitted, unless otherwise agreed.

Prior to commencement/installation (where relevant)

External lighting/illumination details

Archaeology WSI/Assessment

Waste management/recycling details

Foul and surface water drainage details

Aboricultural method statement/tree protection details
Landscape management plan

Fire hydrant provision details

Construction management plan

Land contamination strategy, investigation and remediation (if necessary)
Land contamination monitoring and maintenance plan
Provision of alternative habitat for Skylarks

Concurrently with Reserved Matters

Phasing details (inc. trigger points for each successive phase)
Proposed levels and finished floor levels details

External facing materials details

Energy efficiency/BREEAM details

Hard landscaping scheme (inc. boundary treatments and screen/fencing
details)

Soft landscaping scheme
e Emergency access treatment/management details
e Refuse bin details

Highways

Parking, manoeuvring, and cycle storage details

Parking to be in accordance with adopted standards

Roundabout access details

School drop-off and zebra crossing details

Surface water discharge prevention details

Estate roads and footpaths details and implementation requirements
HGV/deliveries management plan

(3) That, in the event of the Planning Obligation referred to in Resolution (1) above
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not being secured the Planning Lead — Growth and Sustainable Planning be
authorised to refuse Planning Permission, for reason(s) including:-

e Inadequate provision of infrastructure contributions which would fail to
provide compensatory benefits to the sustainability of the development
and its wider impacts, contrary to the development plan and national
planning policy.

RFO7 FOOD ENTERPRISE ZONES
Report RF/0316 Economic Development Officer (DE)

The report requested Member approval for the Public Consultation on the Local
Development order on the Stowmarket Enterprise Park (Gipping Food Enterprise Zone,
Stowmarket).

The Economic Development Officer advised the Committee that there was a change to
Recommendation 2.1 as follows:

‘That the Committee adopt the draft Local Development Order for the purposes of
public consultation to run for a period of 28 days, in relation to the Local Development
Order (LDO) for Stowmarket Enterprise Park.’

Members thanked all Officers involved for their work, and praised the report. The
Officer responded to Members questions and clarified that the site would only have B
class restriction. It was felt that this would bring employment benefit to the Stowmarket
and Mid Suffolk area, with the food zone making this site more attractive to potential
businesses.

Note: Councillors Jane Storey, Kathie Guthrie and Jessica Fleming left the Council
Chamber and took no part in the vote for this item.

By a unanimous vote.
RESOLUTION
That the Committee adopt the draft Local Development Order for the purposes of

public consultation to run for a period of 28 days, in relation to the Local Development
Order (LDO) for Stowmarket Enterprise Park.
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MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL

- DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE A MEETING 20 JULY 2016

SCHEDULE OF APPLICATIONS FOR DETERMINATION BY THE COMMITTEE

Item. |Ref No: |Location And Ward Member Officer Page No.

Proposal
1. 0958/16|9 Finborough Road, Clir Ekpenyong & |GW 1-51
Stowmarket Clir Mrs Mayes

Demolition of existing
dwelling and construction of
22no. new dwellings with
18no. parking spaces to the
rear. Creation of new
vehicle access from lliffe
Way

2. 2113/16 |Land Between Norwich |Clirs Whitehead & |RB 52-104
Road and Pesthouse Caston
Lane, Barham

Erection of 27 dwellings
including 9 affordable
homes (following demolition
of existing buildings)

3. 0722/16 |Meade Farm Buildings |Clir Mrs Otton SES 105-145
Drinkstone

Continued use of land and
buildings as an operational
base for agricultural
research and development.
Erection of storage building
and cabin (following
removal of existing
structure)
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Professional Lead - Growth & Sustainable Planning Senior Planning Officer

APPENDIX A - PLANNING POLICIES

1. Mid Suffolk Core Strategy Development Plan Document and the Core
Strategy Focused Review

CSFR-FC1.1 - MID SUFFOLK APPROACH TO DELIVERING SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
CSFR-FC1 - PRESUMPTION IN FAVOUR OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Cor1 - CS1 Settlement Hierarchy

Cor5 - CS5 Mid Suffolks Environment

Cor6 - CS6 Services and Infrastructure

Cor8 - CS8 Provision and Distribution of Housing
Cor9 - CS9 Density and Mix

CS SAAP - Stowmarket Area Action Plan

2. Mid Suffolk Local Plan

GP1 - DESIGN AND LAYOUT OF DEVELOPMENT

HB13 - PROTECTING ANCIENT MONUMENTS

HB8 - SAFEGUARDING THE CHARACTER OF CONSERVATION AREAS
HB9 - CONTROLLING DEMOLITION IN CONSERVATION AREAS

HB1 - PROTECTION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS

CL8 - PROTECTING WILDLIFE HABITATS

RT12 - FOOTPATHS AND BRIDLEWAYS

H17 - KEEPING RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AWAY FROM POLLUTION
H14 - A RANGE OF HOUSE TYPES TO MEET DIFFERENT
ACCOMMODATION NEEDS

H16 - PROTECTING EXISTING RESIDENTIAL AMENITY

H15 - DEVELOPMENT TO REFLECT LOCAL CHARACTERISTICS

T8 - LORRY PARKING IN TOWNS

T10 - HIGHWAY CONSIDERATIONS IN DEVELOPMENT

3. Planning Policy Statements, Circulars & Other policy

NPPF - National Planning Policy Framework

APPENDIX B - NEIGHBOUR REPRESENTATIONS

Letter(s) of representation(s) have been received from a total of 14 interested
party(ies).

The following people objected to the application
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The following people supported the application:

The following people commented on the application:
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MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE - 20 July 2016

AGENDA ITEMNO 2

APPLICATION NO  2113/16

PROPOSAL Erection of 27 dwellings including 9 affordable homes (following
demolition of existing buildings)

SITE LOCATION Land between Norwich Road and Pesthouse Lane, Barham

SITE AREA (Ha) 1.8

APPLICANT Messrs K & P Moxon
RECEIVED May 3, 2016
EXPIRY DATE August 3, 2016

REASONS FOR REFERENCE TO COMMITTEE

The application is referred to committee for the following reason :
(1) itis a “Major” application for:-
¢ a residential development for 15 or over dwellings

PRE-APPLICATION ADVICE

1. Pre-application advice from the developer was sought in June 2015.

ITE AND SURROUNDINGS

2. The application site comprises 1.7 hectares of land with a number of small scale
sheds and barns used for agricultural purposes and in association with a narrow
gauge railway which formerly operated on the site.

The site forms a corner plot with Pesthouse Lane and Norwich Road in the
village of Barham. The site is bounded to the west by the A14. This boundary is
enclosed by post and rail fencing, trees and vegetation. However a large
overhead road sign associated with the A14 is visible from the eastern boundary
across the site.

To the north of the site are the rear gardens of properties forming The Crescent.
This boundary is enclosed with a mix of trees, vegetation and boundary fencing
for properties on The Crescent. Also north of the site and fronting Norwich Road
is a newly constructed bungalow which was allowed at appeal in 2014.

The east and south boundaries are bordered by dense hedgerows and trees.

Towards the south western corner is a dense group of trees that are outside of
the application site.
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H15 - DEVELOPMENT TO REFLECT LOCAL CHARACTERISTICS
T4 - PLANNING OBLIGATIONS AND HIGHWAYS INFRASTRUCTURE
T10 - HIGHWAY CONSIDERATIONS IN DEVELOPMENT

3. Planning Policy Statements, Circulars & Other policy

NPPF - National Planning Policy Framework

APPENDIX B - NEIGHBOUR REPRESENTATIONS

Letter(s) of representation(s) have been received from a total of 24 interested party(ies).

The following people objected to the application

The following people supported the application:

The following people commented on the application:
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MID SUFFOLK DISTRICT COUNCIL
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE - 20 July 2016

AGENDA ITEMNO 3

APPLICATION NO  0722/16

PROPOSAL Continued use of land and buildings as an operational base for
agricultural research and development. Erection of storage building
and cabin (following removal of existing structure)

SITE LOCATION Meade Farm Buildings, Beyton Road, Drinkstone IP30 9SS

SITE AREA (Ha) 0.35

APPLICANT Envirofield Ltd
RECEIVED February 16, 2016
EXPIRY DATE April 29, 2016

REASONS FOR REFERENCE TO COMMITTEE

The application is referred to committee for the following reason :

A Member of the Council has requested that the application is determined by the
appropriate Committee and the request has been made in accordance with the
Planning Code of Practice or such other protocol / procedure adopted by the
Council. The Members reasoning is included in the agenda bundle.

PRE-APPLICATION ADVICE

18 Pre-application advice was given for the proposal and was supportable subject
to the normal planning application process and consultation.

SITE AND SURROUNDINGS

2. Meade Farm Buildings are located outside of the main village of Drinkstone but
within a small cluster of dwellings and agricultural buildings. The site includes of
a large agricultural building, a small timber office building and large parking area
and has a shared access with the neighbouring residential properties. Itis
located on the edge of a Special Landscape Area and has screening with high
hedges on the northern and eastern boundaries.

HISTORY

3. The planning history relevant to the application site is:

0883/11 Erection of log cabin to be used as office Granted 09/05/2011
1131/00 Change of use to Class B1 (Business) Withdrawn 24/04/2001

0564/00 Retention of building for use as farm office  Refused 02/10/00
(revised design) ad ancillary works (manege
and field gate) and landscaping
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Timescale for landscaping

Visibility splays as conditioned by SCC Highways

Operating Hours 8am-6pm Monday to Friday and 8am-1pm on Saturdays
No commercial vehicle movements outside of the above hours
Clarification of surface water drainage arrangements

Restriction on use within Class B{

Philip Isbell Samantha Summers
Professional Lead - Growth & Sustainable Planning Planning Officer

APPENDIX A - PLANNING POLICIES

1.

Mid Suffolk Core Strategy Development Plan Document and the Core Strategy
Focused Review

CSFR-FC1.1 - MID SUFFOLK APPROACH TO DELIVERING SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

Cor2 - CS2 Development in the Countryside & Countryside Villages

Cor5 - CS5 Mid Suffolks Environment

CSFR-FC1 - PRESUMPTION IN FAVOUR OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Mid Suffolk Local Plan

GP1 - DESIGN AND LAYOUT OF DEVELOPMENT

CL2 - DEVELOPMENT WITHIN SPECIAL LANDSCAPE AREAS

T10 - HIGHWAY CONSIDERATIONS IN DEVELOPMENT

E8 - EXTENSIONS TO INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL PREMISES

Planning Policy Statements, Circulars & Other policy

NPPF - National Planning Policy Framework

APPENDIX B - NEIGHBOUR REPRESENTATIONS

Letter(s) of representation(s) have been received from a total of 5§ interested party(ies).

The following people objected to the application

The following people supported the application:

The following people commented on the application:
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