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e The impact of the extension on the adjoining cottage in relation to the standards set out in
Supplementary Planning Guidance.

Plapning Assessment

The site is located within the village canﬁnes of Willington. Therefoye in p;’mmpie the erection
of an extension is acceptable.

The extensmn does not accord mﬁh the adwce cantamed in the Supplementary Piannmg
Guidance (SPG) in that the extension would project some 2.3 metres from the rear face of the .
building and have an impact on the kztchenw}:ﬂdow of the adjacent dwelling.

However, the extension is located to the north of the affected window, which is considered as a
secondary window by the SPG, and would suffer no loss of direct sunlight if the extension were
to be permtted. Therefore, in this case, the neighbour is unlikely to suffer any undue loss of -
amemty from the pr oposa} which is coaszdered to be acceptable :

Remmmendatmn

GRANT permission subject to the following conditions:

1. The development permitted shall be begun before the expiration of five years from the date of
this permission.

Reason: To _éeri'fomi _with S_ééﬁ_on _91(1)_ of theTown an{i Coumntry Planning A(ﬁt; 19940 .

2. No part of the devefoﬁmeﬁi shall be céﬁieé 611{ untii precise details, speoiﬁcations and, where
necessary, samples of the facing materials to be used in the construction of the external walls and
roof of the building(s) have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning

Authority.

Reason: To safeguard the appearance of the existing building and the Jocality generally.
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29/05/2001
Hem A7
Reg. No. 9200102480
Applicant: Agent:
Carol Cenninghanm _ Carol Cunningham
I Orchard Close -0 00 =1 Orehard Ci{}se o
Melbowrne = : AR '_"'_Mel’boume EEER
Derby R 0 " Derby
DE73IEY _ _ DET3IEY
Proposal: " Theuseasa base for aﬂrlcﬂiturai enﬂmeermgfhght

commercial vehicle repair business of outbuildings at 246
Station Road Melbourne Derby

Ward: Metbourne
Valid Date: 19/03/2001

Site Descripticn

The site lies at the edge of the village of Melbourne adjacent to a joinery firm’s complex. The
application site contains a workshop building that was formerly associated with the adjoining
business. More recently it has been used for purposes mmden‘:zﬂ to the en;oyment of thc
dweilmﬁ house at ’746 Stauon Road

The bm}dmv is iar@ely constructed in blockwork, although there is some timber walling, wﬁh a’
corrugated sheet roof. There is also a neighbouring dwelling in wholly residential use.

Proposal

The applicant seeks permission to use the building for the manufacture, repair and storage of
agricultural equipment between the hours of 0800 hrs to 1900 hrs Monday to Friday and 0800
hrs to 1700 hrs on Saturdays, with no Sunday working.

Applicants’ supporting information

a) The applicant is a mobile agricultural engineer, who wishes to use the building for the repair
and manufacture of parts for agricultural vehicles and equipment.

b) The applicant’s business includes being called out by farmers to deal with machinery that has
broken down and this is brought back to the premises.

¢y The proportion of time spent on site is estimated at about 80% and the time in the building at
20%.

d} There would be hardly any visifs by customers.

e} The use would be no worse than the joinery use.
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Planning History

Outline permission for the joiner’s workshop was granted in 1953, with details being -éppmved in
1956. No conditions were imposed at that time controlling the hours of usage of the building.

Responses to Consultations
The Parish Council strongly objects for the following reasons:

a) There would be loss of privacy to the adiacent dwelling, -

b} There would be noise pollution to the neighbours.

¢} 64 hours a week working would be excessive.

d} There could be pollution to the nearby brook.

€} There would be a fire risk from the inflammable liquids kept at the site.
f) There would be problems from increased traffic.

Councillor Harrison, as Ward Member, has seen the objections of the adjoining neighbour and
can see the reason for the obj ections. He urges careful consideration of these.

Melboﬁme Civic Sociéty hés no {)bj ec'tio'n. ' o

The Hi thay Authou‘fv cc)mments the access has less ’Ehan the mrmaﬂy reqmred standards of
visibility. However bearing in mind the existing and previous uses of the sife it feels that there
wouid notbea 1natcr1a1 effect on highway condltlons.

The Envuonmenta] Health Ofﬁcel has no obg ect;on subj ect to how:s and mise aﬁenuatmn o :
conditions being imposed as per the recommendation below.

Responses to Publicity .
Two nei&hbeufs ij ebt fof the feﬂowihg r'easdﬁs:"

a) The adgonng dwel}mg has a];i mam Wmdaws facmg the szte and lhe access runs a10ng51de

b) There would be loss of privacy.

¢) There would be noise pollution from the use of the bmidmv and adchtzonal trafﬁc

d) There could be environmental pollution to the nearbv watercourse from chemicals used at the
premises.

¢} There would be increased air pollution from machinery and vehicies

fy There would be a fire risk caused by flammable liquids and gases.

g) The access is already subject to increased traffic and additional traffic would increase dangei
i particular to the neighbours’ 9 year old daughter who frequently walks to school.

h) The buildings are not in the best state of repair. F. E. Toon & Sons ﬂrxgmaﬂy used them but
there has been no recent business use, at least during the. last 4 years.

i) There are purpose built industrial units in the area that would be better swi ited to the p;‘oposaj
[This matter is not material to the consideration of this application]
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Structure/Local Piaﬁ Poiieies
The reievan’f poh mes are

Joint Stmcmre Pla.n Economy Paiicy 5.
Local Plan: Employment Policy 5.

Planning Considerations
The mair issues central to the determination of this application arer

¢ The principle of development.
¢ Residential amenity.

s Highway safety.

e Pollution.

Planning Assessment =

The application relates to a building that is located in an area of sporadzc development to the east
of Meibourne. The building has previously received planning permission for an mdustrial use
and was implemented as such. This is a material consideration in the determination of this
building as previously an employment use was considered to be accepiable for the building.

The building is designed for industrial use and, aside from the site history, employment policies
favour the re-use of buildings for business purposes in locations such as this. There would be
minimal change to thé visual character of the sﬁe In these cncumstances 1t zs consuiereci that
the principle of the use is acceptable. ' '

The building is set end on to the adjoining neighbouring dwelling at 248 Station Roadand is
some 22 metres way from the dwelling at its nearest point and 67 metres at its furthest point.
The associated yard is set to the rear of the dwelling at 246 Station Road, some 50 metres from
the neighbouring dwelling and abeout 40 metres from its nearest boundary. Having regard to the
relationship of the building to the neighbour, its former permitted use, the existence of the
adjoining industrial use and the comments of the Environmental Health Officer, the - proposal
would not cause demonstrable harm to the occupants of the neighbouring dwelling, subject to
appropriate conditional control. No external alterations are proposed to the building so there
would be no loss of privacy caused to the neighbour.

On the advice of the Highway Authsrity there would bc—: no demons‘n able wor sening of I"thay
safety conditions.

The matter of peﬂuiim of the watercourse w ould be a matter for the Environment Agency in the
event of an mcident. The apphczmt does not DIOpOsE to dlschar% trade waste to a watercourse.

An informative would sufﬁce to make the apphcant aware of the anzmmnen{ Agcncy g powers
in this regard.
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Rece}mmeﬂda@ieﬁ L
.GRANT penmssu}n sub; ect to the foﬁownm Condmgm

i. The dev elopment permltted shaﬁ be ’s:aegtm bef@re ihe expiratmn of five yaars from the date of e
this pe:mzssmn : -

' Reasan To conform Wlﬂ’l Sect:aon 91(1) Gf fzhe Tewn ané Country Pianmnv Act 199@
2. The hours of wor}( shaﬁ Be hmateé ‘{0
Monday to Fnday 08:00hrs - 19: O(}hrs S
Saturday: 08:00hrs - 17:00krs. -~
There shall be no working on Sundays or Bank Hehdays
Reason: In the mtercsts of the amemties Gf ’she GCCHpiGl’S of nearby res;dem:aﬁ pmpeﬁy

There shaﬂ be no compressers generators or othel machmery or eqmpmem nsed outsxde ‘Lhe
buﬂdmﬂ unless a scheme for noise attenuation of that equipment has been lmpiemented for any
equipment msiaﬂed in accordance with details that shall have plevmusly been submltted to and -
approved n wntmg by the Lacai Planmng Auihenty

Reason: In the mterest_s, of the a_me:mtzes ef the Qccupants of nearby residential property. . = -

4. Vehicle repau‘ operations shall only be carried out within the building on site. No such
external operations shall be carried out. :

Reason ln the mterests of ﬁle amemtles of the occuplers of nearby rtemdent;al pmperty

5. The ]evel of noise emitied from the buﬁdmg dmng Wor}ung hours shaii not exceed 6{} dB(A) :
LAeq (1 bour) as measured on the south western boundary of the site, where LAeqisthe
equivalent continuous sound pressure level measured in A-weighted decibels.

Reason: In the interests of the amenities of the occupiers of nearby residential property.

Informatives:

That you should contact the Enwronment Agency if y{m mtend {0 dlscharge of any trae:ie or -
sewage effluent to any watercourse. : :
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Item A8
 Applicant: o Agent
Mr D Bignall SR Dy T
Doveside, Menks Bﬁdge o - Peter Diffey & As,socxates
Egginton =~ R  Cotesbach Villa
Derbyshire B 54 Woods Lane E
B L ' Stapenhill - S
~ Burton On Trent '_ S
-~ DEIS 9DB
Proposal: _The use of i}uﬂdmgs asa mttery together wnh the erectmn e:rf

kenneis at Baves;de Menks Bneioe Eggmteﬂ -

Ward: _Hllton
Valid Date: = 20/03/2001

Site Description

The site occuples an' area'of la:nd accessed by a lay by that serves the A38. The site compnses an
area of hardstanding and assocaated buz}dmgs The sr[e is Iocated m the countrysxde and borders
the canal to f:he south and east. : T R '

The lay by has becn closed recentlv by the nghways Agcncy feilowms damaoe to the
foundations of the listed bridge by the floods last November.

Propesal

The applicants seek consent to form a cattery/kennels operation on the site. As part of this
proposal it is intended to remove the existing green house and replace it with a larger, lower
structure that would be used as a kennels for up to 24 dogs. The 9 cat cattery would be housed in-
an existing building at the northern end of the site following adaptation from use as kennels for
the applicant's own dogs.

Access would be via the lay by off the A38. The occupiers of the site have access rights.
Applicants’ supporting information
The kennel building would be lower than the greenhouse structure and would have a pitched

roof. Both buildings would be coloured dark green or some such other colour that would be
agreed by the Local Planning Aunthority.
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The site is located Weié awa,y from any nmghbounne dwelhnws amd Wouid thus have no 1mpact
on neighbuvzs N . . :

The sste isin the ﬂoodpiam aﬁé was ﬂ@oded by Ehe exceptlenal ﬂoods that occurf@é Iast year bu’{_ '_ .
that is the first t time the site has flooded in the recent past. - These. pmpaszﬁs cmﬂd mipmve ihe o
‘ ‘Iood snua‘{mn as the kezmeis Wzﬂ not obstruct ’she ﬂaw of water ' :

The t{afﬁc Oeneraﬁon wouid be less thaﬁ for the cafe and zt 18 undersmod bv ‘{he apphcants that S
the nghwavs Agency is satisﬁed With the pmpssal : :

An assessmem of the peteﬁtl al Vl&%}ﬁi’éy Qf the busmess has been submﬂted f }ns is based on thé
kennels having a 90%. occupancy rate: between Apm and Sepiembef and a :}O% Gccupamcy rate.

for the rest of the year @n this baszs ihese ﬁgures ?:he busmess wmﬁd genera’m a plof{t of

Piau;nilnglﬂist@.ry' o

Many years avo the site was filled with material a:nd Gccupled by Gypsxes P‘iamunv apphcahons 3
were refused and enforcement action taken to remaove the gypsies from the Ia;nd; Subsequenﬂy
the site was occupzed by a couple seekmg fo estabhsh a herb fam1 Tlley erecled {he gieenhouse .
and hved ma canal barge on the Tiver, R SR : '

There&fter the current owners have occupzed the sxte Thev have Sought fo estabhsh 2 café
busmess on the site. ‘This was granted a temporary permission o gether with a moblle home ts
supervise the site. Afthe end of the ternporary permission period, an apphcatmn to retam the
uses was refused at the direction of the Highways Agency. The subsequem appeal was
dISI’mSSCd The carrent apphcaﬂons seek to ﬁnd an acceptab}e altcmatwe use for the sife.

Responses to Censuitanﬂns : o

Eocrmton Pansh Councﬁ has m ObjBCUOH but 1s concemed abou’c thc ease Wlﬂl Whmh the sﬁe

concern about the Weifale of the amma}s zf the sHe d}d fi{mé

The Highways Agency has no objection to the proposals on the basis that traffic generation is
unlikely to be greater %:han that generated When the site operated as a herb farm The Highways
Agency advises that further e\:pa.nsmn of the busmess ig uniikely to receive fax ourab]e
consideration. : : :

East Staffords’hire Borough Council has no objection to the propd.saié o

Brmsh Walerways has no obJ ecmon Sﬂbj ect to ﬁ bem@ conszﬂiec’i 031 the deswn of the kennel
building. Itis concerned that the Z}uﬂdmgs may detract from the atfractive views from thc canai _
and disagrees with the apphcant 8 statemen‘t that the pl oposal W{)‘iﬂﬁ have no H’ﬂpac‘t on

nei szhbours : :

The Em i onment Agency comments were awa}ted at the hme the rcport was draﬁed It 1s L

understood that it was con51denng an obj ectmn 1o the kenneis;’cattery on the basis that the land
was floodplain and that the disposal of animal excrement would cause harm if dlsposed of in the
septic tank at the site. The Environment Agency is reconsidering this position following a

ummuhw with officers.
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Strﬁétﬁﬁréf‘lﬁcai ?laﬁ 'P(siicies o
The reievamt pohcies are

-}' oint S‘meture Piam Generai Deveiopment Strategy Pohcy 4
'Local ?h}n Envuonment Pohcy L : :

| -The mam 1ssues centrai 10 the detemmnatmn of ﬁug apph{:atmn are: . R

° _-The necessﬂy for ihe development mn ‘i:he countryszde m thc hﬂht of Deveiopmem Plem
po}}c;eg ' SR v . RN _ :

e The zmpact of the develepmem on the chamcfer and appearance of i’hs caumzvmde

s The effect on the listed buildings and the Trent an(i Mersey Canai Conscrvatmn Area .

o  The views of the Enwmﬂmem Acency ' a : R

Piarinin'g Ass'ess'm'ent

The pohcms of the deveiopment picm seek to rsstrzc‘a ihe deveiopmem ef 1and in thﬁ ca untryszde -
unless there 1s a necessary reason why the developmem needs to be iocated ‘there A '
kennelslcaitcry does not need to be lﬁcated m the ceumn sm%e o

stevcr in t}ns case there needs to be an exammatmn of whether other matenai conmdemtwns '
outwez Uh ﬂns pohcy a;rgument o : : -

In this case the site is occupxed by a number of emstmg buﬂdjnﬂs wh;ch Wxth the exceptmn of
the mobile bome have valid planning permissions. As part of this submission it 1s proposed that
the most prominent building would be removed and replaced with a larger, in terms of ﬂo_or area,
but less obtrusive bu‘i}dmg to form the kennels. If permission were refused the original .
greenhouse Weuld remain on the site. The 1em0va§ of the bulldmv zmd its repiaccmﬂet Wouid be -
benficial to the appearance of the Trent and M ersey Canal conservaﬂon area, Thc caitcry '
building would involve the refurbishment of an existing buldmg h

The prep@sed use would result in a redueﬁom in the level of tra,ffic stmﬁg the site than When the _
café was operating from the land. The removal of the café smctufe and other structures on the
site unrelated to the potential business would tend to improve the appearance of the site. The
removal of these structures could be a condition of the planning permission if the Committee is
minded to accept the development,

Whilst the issues are finely balanced the replacement of the existing green house, the retention of
the cattery bmldmg and the i 1mprovemeﬂt to the conservation area ou’twewh m t}ns case the o
otherwise 1estnctise pokczes ef ‘ihe Development Plan ' :

The Envzrom*nent Aeerzcy views were not available When the report was prepared. Iis concern
about the potential for restoring the floodplain is not considered a valid reason for refusing
planning penmss;oﬁ The land was raised in level mzmv yﬂars ago and isnow immune from
enforcement action.” The Environment Agcncy has no powers to enfor{:e the mmﬁval of the B
material. Nothing Wauld be achleved by the ;eﬁisal (}f the appkcation '
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The concern about the excrement could be overcome by mitial disposal to a sealed container on
the site with material then being taken to an approved place of disposal.

Rewmmeﬁdaﬁeﬂ
GRANT pezﬁmissien subj ect to the foﬂowmﬁ conditéons:

1. The deveiﬁpmem pemntted shall be begtm bcfore the exp:zrauon of five years from ihe da’ie of :
this permission. . S _ .

Reason: To conform with Seeﬁon?i{_i) of the _Town and Country Planning Act, 1990

2. Before the use hereby permitted is first brought into use, the mobile home and other
unauthorised structures identified on the attached plan shall be removed from the site and the
land restored to its former state in accord with a plan of restoration that shall be submitted to and
approved in writin g pnor te the develepment hereby approved commencing.

Reason: Inthe mteres’cs of the appearance Of the sﬂ:e wheﬂ v:zevv ed from the Trcnt and Mersev
Canal Conservation Area and the wider area.

3. Before the uses hereby permitted are brought into use the buildings shall be painted dark |

green to BS Colour 12 C 39 or such other dark neutral colour that may be agreed 1n writing by
the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of the appearance of the area.

4. No work shall take place on the site until details of a scheme for the disposal of animal waste
have been submitted to and agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall

be carried out in conformity with the details which have been agreed before the development is
first brought into use.

Reason: In the interests of pollution control. .

5. The premises shall bé: operated in accordance with the written submissions that accompanied
the planning application unless the Local Planning Autherity grants permission for any
alternative in repsonse to an application made in that regard.

Reason: In order fo retain the Local Planning Authority's control over the development and in

the the interests of the character and appearance of the Trent and Mersey Canal Conservation
Area.

6. Prior to the deveiopmem hereby approv ed commencmg dctaﬁs meiuémg all elevatzonai
tractments, of the kennel building, shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Locai
Planning Authority. The kennel building shaﬁ then be erected as approved.

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt as no details of the building were submitted. o
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+29/05/2001
ftem A9
Reg. No. 92001 0267 F
Appiicax;t; . . L L _Ageﬁt
Mr D Bignall - ' P Diffey
Doveside, Monks Bridge Peter Diffey & Associates
Eggmton R P - Cotesbach Villa
Derbyshire S s AT Gods Lane
Stapenhill
: Burton On Tr_e_:r;t
' ’DE§5 QDB '

Proposal: The cqmtmued siting ef a mubﬂe heme together with the

“erection of an extension at Boveszde Monks B}:‘idﬂe Eﬁgmmn
Ward: _ Eiitq}; |
Valid Date:  21/03/2001
Joint with 9/2001/0260
Site Descript_ion
As %fcy'gkzooifoz_'so
Proposal

The applicant sceks consent to retain the mobile home on the site to supervise the use applied for
under the above application. If permitted the application would result in an extension to the
home to improve the amenities for an elderly person cared for by the apphcan%s

Applicants' supporting information

The applicants intend to operate the proposed cattery/kennels. It is anticipated that the
permission if granted would be for a temporary period. The regulations of the Council require
that there 1s one fit and proper person over 18 years of age always present on the site to supervise
the animals and attend to any emergencies. The regulations also require that the animals are
visited and mspeciea at Ieas‘t once between thc hours of 2100 and, 0000 each éay

it 1s contended that ammais i tempoz ary accommodation can be affected by the change m
surroundings and close supervision is required. The moblle home fultils ihxs requirement. It is
within sight and sound of both buildings.

Planning History

See 9/2001/0260
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Responses to Consultations

Egginton Parish Council-has no ij ection suh; ect to 1he comments on ﬂoc}émw referred to in
9/2001/0260. L o _ .

The Csunty nghways Authority has no cemm_em.

The Environment Agency (EA) commsnts were awaited at the time this mpm”t was written. It1s:
understood that the EA was considering an objection to the kennels/caitery on the basis that the

land was floodplain and that the disposal of animal excrement would cause harm if disposed of
in the septic tank at the site. The Environment Agency is recﬂmidemne this posm@n {oliam‘ﬂa 4
meeting with officers. and an update will be bma@:ht to the meetmﬁ - : e R

Structure/Local Plan Policies
The rslevant policies are:

Joint szciure ?ian Gﬁnemi Dev elopment S’a:atecv Peimy 4 H@usmﬁ Pehcy 6
Local Plan: Environment Policy 1, Housing Policy 8 -

Planning Considerations
The main issues central to the d@texm_maﬁozi of this é_ippﬁcat_ion are:

e The delermination of this apphcatmn is depenéem on the outcome of 9/2001/0260 and the
policy issues are as set out in the above report.- EESERRUIL IR :

Planning Assessment

The policies of the development plan seek to restrict the provision of domestic accommodation
outside of sustainable villages unless there are reasons of necessity why such accommodation
should be provided.

In this case justification for the dwelling, and the extension o it, stem from the intention of the
applicant to establish a cattery on the site.

‘The application for the cattery (9/2001/02600) is recommended for approval. On that basis,
providing that recommendation is accepted by the Sub Committee, there is justification for the
approval of this application. However, in view of the justification for the retention of the house
being based on the need for it in connection with an establishing business, this application is only
recommended for permission subject to a condition limiting it for a temporary period. That is to
enable the business to become established and the permission reviewed at the end of that period.
This course of action is in line with established practice and the advice of central government.

‘The dwelling itself is single storey and not visnally harmful in this location. It would not be
detrimental to the character of the area.

The Environment Agency views had not been received when the report was prepared. However,
it is understood that the EA has concern about the potential for restoring the floodplain.
However, as the land was raised in level many years ago, it is now immune from enforcement
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action and this authority has no powers to- reqmw its ie-mstatement Therefore, if the Vzew Ofthe =
EAs conﬁmzcd this would not bc a valid reason for refusing the apphcatmn '

Remmmendaﬁﬂn
GRANTE pe}mzssmn subject ‘m }’hc fGBGWﬂ ;g conamms

1. ’Mm pcﬂmssmn shaﬁ be fer a hmzted perm»é oni _expzrmg o _)1 M’w 2{}(}4 on ot bcfoze .

which date the structure shall be removed and the site reinstated to the satisfaction of the Local -

Planning Authority unless, prior to that date, an application has been made and permission has -
been granted for an extended period.

Reason: In order that the financial viability of the use of the site as a kennels and cattery can be -
assessed.

. The occupation of the dwelling shall be limited to the family and/or dependents of a person
Cm‘pioycd or last employed, wholly or mainly, the Operatlon of the kenneis/c&ﬂew pcrmzttcé ,
under application no 9/2001/0260 : ' '

Reason: The site is within open countryside where the Development Plan provides that - -
development shall be confined within the limits of an existing town or village, except where the
needs of agriculture or other overriding reasons justify a departure from that policy. =+ o

3. All external materials used in the development to which this permission relates shall match
those used in the existing building in colour, coursing and texture unless otherwise agreed in

writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To safeguard the appearance of the existing butlding and the locality generally.
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ftem Al10

Re{gw m Cg 2@@1 0266 E‘

men C’isﬂe UK E Imﬁad o men Castle UK lel?ﬁd

P O Box 98 o Mr S Griffiths

Warwick oo s e P O Box 98

CVI4AATIN sl e Warwick

Proposal: © "The erection of 2 61 metre high replacement radio %r@aﬁcast

mast On Land 2t Findern Lane Burnaston
Ward: Etwall
Valid Date: 21/063/2661
Site Description

The site lies on a piece of land to the south of Findern Lane, Burnaston close to the A38. The'
land currently has a 25 metre high mast situated on it along with an existing Radio Derby MW
transmitter which is 17 meires high. The existing mast takes the form of two poles with: thc -
transmitter aenal shm 2 bctween the iwe Co

Photographs are available on the ﬁl& shmwi :g the exmmw @Hua&on The sile 15 cnc}osed vflthm
low-level fences. ' - SR o L

Proposal

The applicants seek consent to erect a 61 metre high mast along with associated stay wires and
blocks. The mast would have a slim profile and the existing transmitter would be removed from
the site.

Applicants’ supporting information

The existing transmitter suffers significant problems with birds roosting on the wire and
degrading the quality of the signal. Aftempts have been made to discourage the birds from -
roosting on the wire and modifications made to the transmitiers have been made. These have net
proved acceptable.
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The proposed solution, the subject of this application, will enable the public service broadcaster
to confinue to provide a service to the community. The 61 metre high mast would be supported
witht stay wires that the birds are less likely to roost on and such roosting would not affect
transmissions. Phot{)mmzmves have been prov ided to indicate the p@icn’{mé impact of the
proposals. :

The Burmaston transmitter provides Medium Wave szgmls ‘Wh@‘ie as the station at Drom Hillis a
FM broadcasting station. Despite the two stations broadcasting the same programming, it is not
technically viable to use the Dmm Hill station for the ’z}wadcastmw of the Medium Wave facmtv .
The prov sdu is obhffatcd to provide *{he sawme on beﬂ Medium and E'M wavelcngﬁ'!s

To broadeast Medium Wave signa}s the }zm.d on which the mast is to be located needs to be - o
soggy, as this helps the conduction of the signals, The land at Burnaston is ideal for broadcasting

purposes due to the soggy ground. For the same reason, it is not possible to install the mast on &
hifltop.

In addition the applicants agents have been requested to forward evidence that the Civil Aviation .
Authority have been advised of the application. This information is awaited. - -

Planning History

Permission for the 25-metre high mobile phone mast was previously permitted.
Responses to Consultations

Bumas*;on Parish Councii .obg' ects to the mast on the following gmuﬂds: -

a} It's teo. hiszh aﬂd f;hou d be Eocaied on a hﬂi where the mast could be shorter It Wouid thus be
overbearing. _ o :

b} The mast may in future be used to accommodate mobile phom, eqmpmem Wlth more
contentious radio emissions S LR

¢} There is concern that the mast could affect %he operation of the Derby Aerodmme Azrcm{i ﬁy
fow 1n the area and the mast could be a nuisance to these aireraft,

d) The mast would probably require ights on the top to warn commercial airerafl of its presence
in the vicinity of the Fast Midlands Airport. The village does not have any streetlights and the
lights could cause light pollution in the village.

¢} The mast would add to the industrialised appearance close to the A38. The Parish Councﬂ 1S
keen to mamntain the roral feel of the area, particularly as Derby and the Parish are practically
linked at the Pastures

The Environmental Health Services Manager has no comment
Structure/Local Plan Policies
The relevant policies are:

Jomt Structure Plan: General Development Strategy Policy 4
Local Plan: Environment Policy 1 and Community Facilities Policy 4
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Planning Considerations

The main issues central to the determination of this application are:

¢ The need for the mast in‘this location | AR : RN AT
® The potcrmai 1mpact of f'the mast on the charactei and ap pmraﬁce (}f "ihe c@amtfyméc

Planning Assessmeﬁt L

Deveéspmcni plan pahmes requne that dewiapment mn ihe countr yszdﬂ 15 necc,ssm'}y insucha
location and if permiited it.should be so designed and located such that'the impacton the
countryside is minimised. In' addition the iocal p}zm policy relating to teiecemmumcaﬁons
development requires that, if development is to be acceptable; there is no of;her means of -
pmmdz ng tha{ facihty and ‘Ehezt, Wouid not ba, any unduc zmp&ct on the area in which the mast is
i(}u&i@d . . . . . o : =

In this case the mast would be located in the _éountrysidq outside of any seft] ement. However, . =
this location is necessary for this structure in view of the specific requirements of the applicant.
These are that;

® the mast would be a part of the broadcast network for BBC Radio Derby,

o the current structure is not functioning properly,

= the consultants for the BBC have concluded that a mast of this size is needed to provide a
service to the local community in the broadcast area,

» officers have investigated the possibility of an alternative location in the broadceast area.
‘They have been advised that the location at Burnaston is the one appropriaie as the site
characteristics are suited for the purpose.

These matters are set out in the supporting information above.

Therefore, on this basis and in this case, it is necessary that the mast is located in this countryside
location.

Notwithstanding this, the mast would be a tall structure that would be visible in the wider
countryside, although its slender profile reduces the overall impact. Whilst this is noted the
balance, 1 this case, is that the need for the mast in this location outweighs the impact of it on
the wider countryside.

The objections of the parish council are noted. It was in response to that objection that
alternative sites have been investigated with the applicants. The response from the applicants on
this matter seeks to justify the location of the mast. Without evidence to the contrary this
mformation cannot be refuted. The site lies outside the required consuliation areas for need to
contact the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) formally. However, the applicants have contacted
the CAA. There is no evidence that the emissions from the mast would affect the health of
humans.

Consultations with the Derby Aero Club and East Midlands Airport have been undertaken. No
replies have yet been received. Any responses will be reported verbally to the meeting of the
Sub Committee.



36
Recommendation

GRANT permission subject to ‘{he following can&i“{idn_s: i

1. The dﬁVﬁinillbﬁt per mréted shaii be begun bﬁfoze the explratmn of ﬁ&e years fzom the: date of
this pemmsszon : : : i e .

Reason: To conform with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act, 199¢

2. Inthe event that the mast ceases o be used for broadcasts on the medium wave frequency, the
mast shall be dismantled and. romovcd from the site unless the Local P‘ianﬂmg Autherity has

granted permission for its retention it resp@nse to an application: maée m thai re@azd Thcreaftc,r o
the land Shali be 1esi0red te its plev;ous USE a5 asfic,u}tm %,i ;}zzemfe - R

Reasmy "i'he structm'e 18 m‘ a svmzﬁbant size Wlth a censequem 1mpact on the local landscape.
the Local Planning Authority would wish to be satisfied that there was a continuing need for the
mast to be located 1 in the comzu“vsxde in the event that %he mast ceases (0 be a:)e(i for its st,aied
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Reg.No. 92001 0280R

. 'A@phéan’t ah .Aﬁent .
BGT leﬂed L UBGT }lezted
Liberty Farm, Fmdem Lc&f{iﬁ P '””.Lzbeﬁy arm, Fmdem Lane
Burnaston . - . " Bumaston ' -

" Derbyshire vl Derbyshire
Proposal: The reﬁewﬁ of plaﬁnm-ﬁ permission 9!”00@/@@44/’? fm‘ ﬁze

erection of an agricultural building for egg gmdmg storage. RO
and paciﬁng on Eam% at ﬁdzberé‘y F‘irm F‘imiem Lzme

Eumastnﬁ
Ward: e '-_Eiwaﬂ. :

Valid Date: 27/03/2001
Proyasﬁl' o

The apphccmt seeks consc:ﬂt to renew ihe pimmms consent manéed n 2000 on ‘éemj)omry ba&s
for ihe erecnon of a smglc buﬂdmv f@f ‘ihe storage and packmc of eﬁgs : o

The rep{)ﬁ on the mwmal apphcatwn 9/2809/0@44 13 appended 0 ﬂns 1cport Tl}ﬁ issues ralsed .
in that report ieh’tc to the current submission and ﬁle sﬁm‘tmn 15 as repoz‘ced at that time. 00

Responses to Consultation
The highway authority raise no objection to the application.
The Parish Council comments as follows: -

There would be increased traffic through the village. Lorries connected with the business are
travelling through the village. A culvert under Findern Lane is collapsing that Derbyshire
County Coungil is investigating. The Parish Council considers that the cause is large lorries -
visiting the farm. It is acknowledged by the Parish Council that this is 2 renewal appimatmn but
would suggest that the same mndztmns are apphad s befme aﬂd thc apphcam ‘86 ;emmdcd ihat
all traffic shoﬂ}d use the A38 : : = '

The Head of Environmental Health has no objections to the application subject to a conditicn
Limiting the hours of operation of the unit.
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- Planning Assessment L

2 | Permission was granted in 2000 on a temporary basis for this building. Since that time it ms'
ope*aied in cam&ecimn with the farm unit on which it is situated and the sﬂuation in whmh
- consent was ori Gma,Hy gmnteé has not ﬁltezed in that tzme : : ' -

_ va} st deve opment pfan gmhcms scek o 1esmct devezopment m {he c,auntrysﬁe to that Winch is '_
necessary to be located there this pmposcﬁ is yequired in this location to operate in connection’ 0

~with the farm holding. Asitis sited such that it has a hzmteﬁ unpftct on thc SillTOliﬂdlﬁU area the G
.p*mc;p}c ofthe retcntion Gfthe bmidms 18 acceptable LR e e T

The Pmsh Councz 8 VIEWS are neted However thc hi thay authority docs noi raise any :
‘obiection to the use. ‘The matter of r epazrs to the roadway is not material io the detelmmai;on of
this %ub‘miscmn As squasled by the Parish Counmi condmms smfnhn to those onvlmﬂy
-1mposed are YCCGIT}ET}E?Hdud e ' '

: _Remmmeudgﬁmn-
GR&NT permissien subject to the foﬂgwinc condi‘ti{ms:

1. ?he devciopment penmﬁ:ed shaii be beGLm befom ihe cxpzm‘imn of one year from thc date of S
’{h}.s pcrmlsszon :

Reason “To conform w1th Section 91(1) of the Town zmd Countrv Pizmmnc Ac‘{ 199{} and to e
ensure that, having regard to the changing needs of agriculture and the Generai palzcy of the S
approved Structuic Plan to resﬁnct developmem in the countryszdc :

En the ey emt %hat thc buﬂdmg csases to be used m c@nneclmn With the egg hvmo busmcss ai
L1berty Farm Findemn Lane Bum"zston it shall be 1emoved from the site and the land 1estered to
its former use as agrmukurai pasture Withm 6 mont}zs of the date of the cassaiion of the use cf thc :
v buiid;ﬂo' _. SRR S I S L : : '

Reason:  In the interests of the visual appearance of the area.

3. All exterpal materials used in the development shall match those used to construct the
adjacent agricultural building unless otherwise agreed in wn‘émng by the Local Piamm}g
Authority.

Reason: To safeﬂuaré the appeamnce of Ehe locakty geﬂeraﬂy

4. The bmidmﬂ he‘reby yermutcd shall {mly be used for the pdckmg fmd sertmﬂ of eggs
pmd‘awea on lecriy Farm Fmdem Lane Bumaston el s

Reaqen' The lm'g:}or%aﬂon of eggs fmm the mdcr area Wcsuid re%l{ m thc creation of a factm“y; C
this 1s an m&apmpnatc k)caum tor such a facﬂ;ity



Reg.No. - 9200103551
Applieant: o ageng
MrSTBowler oooonn il A Taylor e e
_ gltfﬁﬁld Maﬂer :-'.;:;._ o 'ff-albet_'ﬁgsseciatcs T
Sutton On The Hﬂl S S Liberty Farmpoo
- Ashbourne 3 Lo Findem Lane o
Derbyshire -0 o e s “Burnaston T
DEGSSLI
‘P‘ri}plosai: _ -T}ﬁe Siting'ﬂfa inohiie h@iﬁe 0B land fﬂi mik}g p.ﬁi“t of O S Field

Numbers 4644 And 4556 Wﬂim‘e Rit Lane Hiit(m Der hy
Wa_rd:_" o 'Hﬂmn
Valid Date: -1@,’@4[2@@1

This icpon isto be wad ik COI}JIH}C‘UOB wnh ihe repc)ris o1 the fsifowmg appilca‘imns s
9/2001/0352, 9/2001/0253 and 9/2001/0354. These applications all relate to the same pzece of -
ground off Willowpit Lane, Hilton but this application contains all the backamund mfmmatlen A
on the propoesed business for which all the application pmpesals are rcquﬁ ed.

Site Bescnptmn _

The site compnses *{WO fi elds to ﬁl{) east of Wﬂ?ewplt Lane at Hﬁt@n c’zose io its lellCUOH Wiih
both the A516 and A50. There are mature hedges on three ofthe boundaries, the fourth to"
Willowpit Lane has a recently planted hedge with a post and rail fence behind. T.’ms was pu‘i n
place when the A50 was consiructed.

To the east of the site 13 a tzp that is nearing compietmn of zts opcrauons i hc ﬁp took mer’i '
bmidma mmemais L SRR : LT

To the west, beyond Willowpit Lane is the Hilton Site of Special Scientific Interest,
Pronosal

The proposal involves the creation of an organic egg pmducﬁoﬁ unit. There are 4 eléments to the
proposal, cach the subject of a separate appli f'aizm {;ompr!sp two 2000-bird buildings, an
agricultural building and'a mobile home to supervise *rhe enterprise.’ The birdhouses wounld be -

located fo the east of ‘Ehe sﬁ:e ’I’he bam dﬂd mobﬂe h emc wmﬁd be xor;c.ice(i on iana ad acent to
%zimwthane _ : i SO : o _ G

Acccqs o the site would be from Wlﬂ(m;}zt Latie. Paﬁq ef ﬂ’*e hed@e that émde the ﬁeid woaid .
be removed to provide access between the two, New planting along this hedge is proposed.”

29052001



':Apphc*mﬁs supporimﬁ mfarmatmn :

: To plage this pmposzﬂ in csmext organic p;oduchon is e*qundmg ceumrywme ‘{eu W‘EH n@ SR

_'doubt h‘s‘ve noticed that organic pmduc‘{s higure stronaf}v on supermﬁrkct sheivas zmd thls I |
._dﬂ 68’[3*\! md}cmive of i‘hﬁt demfmd ' RARE AR AR

Thc mtcntwn is, a,f‘icr a i;w o-year COY}VPE sion pem}d o es{abhsh a 400(} bnd organic umt. En S
physmzﬁ tenns you WIH note in 1he attached support dosumems that hmidm g sizes are mueh
 reduced in compmuscn W;th irea range and, indeed, st@ckmv {iemmes are ovﬂy half f;hat of =
current free range units. The applicant and his family are, as you will be aware e*{‘{remely Weﬁ
- versed and commected within the industry and there can be no real question of lack of expem%e m.'j
 creating this new type of farm. It is confidently expscteé that margins for organic proﬁace can be o
mamtamcu di’id ﬁ’}'i‘{ the busmoss shc}uid have goed ‘1@110'—{61111 pmspects S

PROPOSED ORGANIC EGG PRODD C‘ TION‘ INIT? MGBELE HOME AND BAR\I AT
' X«VILLOWI’{T LA%NE HHJE O’\I DERBYSEWRE S

1.0 Descrlptmn

1.1 The proposal is to establish a new farm, as a diversification from conventional agriculture,
- responding to consumer demand. The land is flat and situated in c]ose pmmmxt yioa Imdﬁ‘ﬂ site, - -
a ﬁ"iture reserve and ‘Lhc ASO dudl cama%w ay M- Mﬁ Imk ' T o '

1.2 Ihc Idﬁd is not an ad~hoc psrﬁon of fafm‘iand hom an emstmgj ha‘dmg, butisa ﬁiSCZ‘BGi SRy
parcel hdvmg ‘becn in the ownership of the DETR (Highways Agency} for %me ye ars, 1‘€ hqs now
become avaﬂabie as surplus after ihe compienon of the A:J{} ;oad e SR

2.0 Pmposzﬂ

2.1 1tis proposcd to estabhsh two, two thousand bird accredlted orgdmc egg ploduction um&s
serving the land at I 000 birds {maxipium) per hectare. In a asgociation, a gmemi-pmposc—: bgm 15
proposed zmé a mobﬂe ‘home, just}ﬁeé Lm{ier PPG’/’ Omdeimes L )

3.0 Oifgamc Umis

3.1 The organic units would be designed, built and stocked to accord with the requirements of .+
the organic statutory accreditation body. These units are stocked at a reduced stocking density
and have the benefit of a rigorously controlied regime of input and output conirol which relates
directly to the welfare and bio-balance of the site; this includes all outputs such as waste from the
laymg birds (see later).

3.2 Environmental Issues: The birds are introduced and kept ona S}xtv week rotatmnai basis
pzoducmw alow- ixey seitled eny 1ronment

2.1 N(}}SE E‘he buds ihemseives are net 110153 asan aﬂ écm&ie ﬂock The houscs éiifer fmm o
mzmal’ poultry housmﬂ in-that they are naturally ventzl"ﬁed This means that there areno o
ventilation fans required. The site is subject to constant noise during the day due to the proxunr%_y
and elevation of main roads. At present, night-time will bring some relief from this intensity and,
as no ventilation fans are necessary, the use will havc no material effect on ambiem noise levels
at any time. : : : o
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322 Sme} L Ttis wcomlscaci and conﬁxmed by éireci expe&ence within the élstust that frecm
range units do not cause a smell nuisance. With or ganic production, the sitnation is farther -
enhanced in that the stocking density of birds on the holding is restricted to 6 birds/M2 in the
units. Conventional free-range birds are stocked at 11,7 birds/M2, almost twice the denmty The ¢
high levels of free air Vemﬂatmﬁ available in a naﬁ‘amﬂv ventilated house, allows a constant air
change to be ach:eeved r@auitmg n exceﬁent ;}ﬁrfemanco in terms of keeping chicken waste diy
(mﬁmture causes the pmducﬁen of smeﬂs pnnclpaﬁy ammoma) zmd 24%1/7@&}/ dispersmn

3.2.3 Dust: Low numbers Gf bzms ami contmuous hwh Ecveﬁs of vem;ﬁatwn pmcsude 1}1@ bmid up
of dust mszde the unit and n pa:rizcu}ar any azrb@rﬁh dust gﬁamckrs L

324 Rod;ents A rodcnt coniroi procz ammc is mstzga‘ted o S‘to{:}{mer ihc umtc; to prevent ciﬂf;/
build up of rodents as this piCjLidiC&S the health of the birds and the pmductmﬂ of saleable’ cggs

3.2.5 Nature Reserve: The site is across the lane from Ehc Hilion Gravel Pit reserve {SSSI) The
reserve has good screening to the eastern boundary and the proposed organic unit lies downwind
of the site, assuming a prevailing wind from the west/south west. Extremsly low levels of dusi '
emanation from the site, combined with wind dn:ecuon shouid not pzegudzce the ecoiowfcal
systems.on the reserve or the ﬂoraffdtm% ﬂ‘l@l em : : : o :

In addition, it should be noted ‘E;imt in converﬂns these ﬁe}ds to Grgamc use, any iorm {}f non-
organic fertiliser, spray or additive is expressly forbidden as is any foodstuff or component that
is, or may be, genetically modified. This should be viewed as a positive element, as more
conventional farming of these fields will be unrestricted in terms of fapplication of p(}tcnﬂaﬂy
harmful (to the SSSI) substances. :

The field margins and hedgerows on an organic unit must be maintained in a natural and
traditional manner and this encourages flora and fauna to be established providing natural
marging and wildlife comdo;s being especially useﬁﬂ in close pzommty to the reserve

We have no data as to Ehe cifect on the reserve from poﬁu‘tmn {alrborne/spray/run-off) that may
already challenge the reserve on the down-wind side, particolarly from the A50 which is elevated -

at this point. We also have no daia on any exzs‘ﬂﬂv or p«:)‘;ent;ai arr anﬁemmts over the dﬂpasal

site to the cagst. : : : :

No intensification of the organic use is possible on the site without additional land purchdse and
poultry housing,

3.2.6 Waste Disposal: Solids: Organic units must operate an audit system for waste. The total
nitrogen production of by the unit is calculated and then spreading/removal is only allowed
within predetermined agreed lmils and locations. In practice, waste from the units will be
excavated out of the units once every 60-week cycle and must be removed from the site to be
spread at controlled rates O1ito other accredited organic iaﬂd On.thatland, the input of .- .
waste/mtmaen is audited and; in this way across famls application of fcrtzhser to the ]arzd (e]ther Y
directly by animals or by spreadingj is broughi toa cusmmabie ba}ancc Spreadmo 18 camvd out
0 the MAFF Codes *"m: A;r/‘a?‘za‘:ﬂr R L G

3.2.7 Waste Disposal: qumés Orgamic egg pmdue%ma unifs are, in poultry terms, quite small
and easily cleaned. There is no contaminated run-off from the units which are dry excavated.
Water from roofs is collected and piped to soakaway or diiches by agreement with the LPA/EA.



4

Tracks whethei hard smfaced or stone are 1ot sub}ect to contammaiion (no stc)ck on szie} and L
l’unwater s mn off or- soak ﬂ'zrough = SRS : S

3.3 Opamtmnai Traff ic (HGV s )

Fced bm capaczty is éESEU‘ﬂGd for four wsekly dehvenes wﬁh a'maximum v of two- egg o
goiieauons/week By calsu}atmn including an allowance for visits (birds wm/out, ciezm out), ﬁ}en Y
1 ;5 ViSliS ovcrI c;vc e are cmhczpated ewera@m (}8 (say ’3) vi sﬁs @ex W sek '

3.4 FEEHCHTLQ

Birds will bc contamed W;zhm the site perimeier and pmtecied fmm fexes etc by means of an -
electric wire fence on posts apprommatcly I metre hloh ' Lo :

4.0 Mobﬂ{: Hemc

4.1 Genem’é SR : L : S _
A dwelling is reqmred on the sﬂe to control, oversee and admimster the blrds aﬁd ﬁle fazm In o
recognition of the guidelines in PPG7, no permanent dweﬂmg is suggested here, as it Would bea -
new eme;przse As Quch and i accor dance a moblie home is %uggesteé

’E‘herc are mmsua‘ cxrcumstzmces in scttmg up an organic nmitin that it has to undu oo a two yeai e
CONVersion penod before ornglmc {p;emmm) eggs can be marketcd A typlcai set up wouid be
(from grant of permission):-: : : : - :

Month I - Month 6 Site set up

Month 6 - month 20 - Flock(s) 1 -

Month 21 - Month 35 -Flock(s) 2 = .
Month 36 - Month 50 -Flock{(s} 3. -+

Eggs would only be ‘organic’ after month 24, thus, at month 36 {a 3 year permission}, there ..
would be no full flock information on organic margins. A S-year temporary permission is -
therefore required to allow for set-up/lead-in times and proper flock information/accounts on the
organic enterprise to be produced, or to allow the two-year conversion period to be accredited
before the construction of the cnterpnse

Justification under PPG? 18 deimed inn PPG7 114 and {follows: -
a) Clear evidence of intention and ability

In incorporating a condition of siting of the mobile home related to the construction of the -
pouliry umifs, then there will be significant evidence of investment into infrastructure and
buildings. The cost of poultry housing of this sort, exchuding birds and infrastructure, are in -
excess of £15/bird and so the poultry building alone Would signal'an intention. of approximately
£60,000 - rising to over £100,000 including infrastructure and birds. - Ability is related to the -
background of the applicant. The intention in this case is to take advantage of an established
rental scheme, operated John Bowler (Aﬁmcultng*‘t ,Ltd_, at a cost of £2:’b?rdfﬁfock



b} F metienai need

For orgamc ‘%}zrds as this, iheze is a reqmrcment for aw Ofkez tobeon haﬁd day aﬂd mgh’{ The
needs of organic birds are equitable to free-range birds i interms of attendance and welfare, but in-
smaller units, enhanced husbandry is required. From time to time, birds are in need of essential.
care at short notice, mﬂze‘ following alarms or by virtue of thezr age anéfsr condition. This
attﬂndmcc can be at any time, day or night-Ifa workeris naf; on, hané fo: deal wﬁh emergencies,’
then the welfare of the birds is, very quzck}y, prejudiced causing a paicmsai for serious loss
é_ﬂd/ or uﬂacceptabie s‘cress unacccp{aﬁle phymical condltmns a.nd easﬂy i peuitfy, dmth

c) &mnc;ai Justzﬁcaﬁmn

wazthstandmg the deaazied financial test before any grant of a pamzanem dver elémg, we a‘atach
cash flows fer ﬂm estabhshmcnt Gf the umi aﬂd oper&twn of the unif for orﬂfamc pmduction

d} Funeti {ma} Nced

There are no %u;table dwelimgs avaﬁable Wsthlzz su_hi and sound: of the unit.

¢} S;tmg/Access

Siting, as proposed, is designed to be suitable for the function and, as far as possible, to group all-
of the buildings. Each poultry unit is functionally related to Zha of land and has the correct
relationship to use it efficiently. Other buildings are grouped around an entrance/yard area that is
itself refated closely to an existing boundary/hedgerow. Additional landscaping and planting 1s
anticipated and the site would benefit from other traditional planting of native deciduous trees
and gap pianimo existing hedgerows. The road boundary 1o the south-west mcorpolates pizmtmcr
already part mature to boundarics because of road aitera‘mn worlks. :

FUNCTIONAL TEST LABOUR COST/W’EEOLE T‘{ME EOUE\/ALE\}TS

a) Labour Costs

John Nix {7{)@0 ed.} Page 115 notes a basic labour cost for 1 full time worker at £170.23 per
week. The natiopal minimum wage increases to £4. ’»‘G in the near future on a 37}11 week - equates
to £155 per W reek. ‘

This, at £175/wk (say), the unit would need to demonstrate that a fixed labour cost of (£173 x

52 £9100 can be expected to be maintained, subject to a full financial test, before any permanent
dwelling is erected. The submitted cash flow incorporates labour at £13,776 p.a. reflective of the
additional duties of the sitec manager.

by Labour Hours

John Nix (2000 ed.) Page 137 notes that labour for iargé scale avtomated free- range units, this
can be assessed as 4hrs/month/100 birds. This equates to 160 hrs/month or 1920 hrs/yr. - 52 =+
37hr/wk. This equates to 1 full time worker (1 w.t.e.).

In addition, a premium needs to be added to account for smaller scale organic type production
and any increase (typically 25%) would take the proposed entarpnse well in excess of 1 wte, o
comply with PPG7.



Resgﬁnses to ansmmtiam '

The respomses Tc:ported heiow ’nave been mqée by ewch of 1}16 consu}teps in respest (}f each
application. If there i is any V'matmn n rbs*}pect of an mdwmual proposal itis set s:}ui in ihat B
pam{:umrwpon o Ll _ S Ll

Hﬂton Parzsh Cosmcﬁ has no objectmn 10 ihe mebﬂe h{)mc

Couneﬂim Mzs Waitan h.:is 10 Objacﬁon but is concemed i.hat WIHDWpl‘E Ldne is unsmtabie ior
heavy traffic and any heavy lomiss gomg north may have difficulty negotiating the top part of
the Lane. If fraffic is going to travel to other units in the Sz_zt?{m area then an aﬁreed tmnspﬁrt
route shouid be negotzated ' '

The Coumy Highways Authc}rity has no objection 1o the mobile home if the proposal is justiﬁed_ :
mn terms of agricultural need. The access requires to be upgraded in respect of the radii and
provided with visibility sight lines. Lorry parking and manoeuvring space is also required. =

The Environment Agency would have no obj cetion if the proposed septic tank system works. ©
The Environment Agency is not aware of any landfill in the vicinity of the site, uwesu&dtmq
would be ncuessary to establish if the land has been affected.

Resgonses to Publicity .
One Eetter has becn zecewed objectmg on me Foiiowmo grounds -

ay The pmposzﬂs Would iead to an increase in ihe amount of trafﬁc usmg Wﬂlowplt Lane The 3R
lane has seen an increase in traffic already since the opening of the A50 and the number of
non HGV lommies would increase because ’tbe apphcam has other farms to the north of this -
proposal. -

b} The bam would be unduly promment in the l.f.zndssape and is out of proportmn Wﬁh the scale -
of the proposed enterprise. These are described as being self-contained and of low
maintenance. This is unusual for a small-scale enterprise unless it was going to be used for
packaging and vehicle mamtenance This would not be penmsﬂbie without furihg,r
'E)CTH’HSS}O}] ’ : : o : P

¢) There is no mention of lighting on the site. Light poﬁutmn is already g creat from the ASO and
most annoying. Any increase in light pollution would be to the detriment of the enjoyment
of the dwelling.

Structure/Local Plan Policies
The relevant policies are:

Jomt Structure Plan: General Development Strategy Policy 1 & 4, Housing Policy 6
Local Plan: hmnonmem Pohcy 1, housmﬂ Pohcy g

?Eanmnﬂ Cﬁns;&emtiens
The main issues central to the determination of this application are:
¢ The need for the proposal to be located in the countryside.

¢ The justification for the dwelling
¢ The impact of the huildings



