Hem 2.1
Reg. No. 9f2067/6510/FH
Applicant: Agent:

Mrs Tanva Bates
2 Coundii Houses

Mrs Tanya Bales
2 Council Houses

10772007

Main Street Main Sireet

Scropton Scropion

Derby Derby

Proposal: The retention of a vehicular access to serve 2 Council
Houses Main Street Scropton Derby

Ward: North West

Vaiid Date: D2105/2007

Reason for committee determination

The application is brought to Committee at the request of Councillor Bale.

Site Description

The site iz locatad within the village of Scropton and forms one of a row of terraced
fp{fﬂ;:;art es set back from the main road through the village with gardens situatad to the

Proposal

The proposal is for the retention of an existing vehicular access situated within the front
garden with access from Main Sirest, 2 classified road.

Lpplicants’ supporting information
Mone.
Planning History

ythe owners of the sile relating 1o the unauthorised

3 n
r accass on 4 April 2007,

An enforcemant nolice was
a

formation of @ vehicui
Responses 1o Consultations

Thie County Highway Authorily has objected on the grounds that the new vehicular
acceas would intraduce raffic movermends {o and from the hmnmﬂv ata pﬂm where
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visibility is severaly substandard and that no adequate provision has been made for
vehicies to manosuvre on the site which would result in vehicles reversing onte Main
Streat to the defrimeant of highway safety.

Foston and Scropton Parish Council have expressed concermn about the visibility from
oncoming irafic from either direction.

Responses to Publicity
None.
BDevelopment Plan Policies

The relavant policies are:
RS58: None

Joint Structure Plan: None
L ocal Plan: Mone

Planning Considerations

The main issue central tc the determination of this application is the impact of the
proposed vehicular access on highway safety.

Plarnning Assessment

The vehicular access at No 2 Main Street is situated at a point on Main Street where the
road bends to both the east and west of the site reducing visibility in both directions.
None of the neighbouring properiies on this row of terraced houses have a vehicular
access to the front. In view of the County Highway Authority’'s concerns there appsars
little choice but to refuse permission.

Recommeangdation

REFUSE permission for the following reason:

1. The davelopment involves the creation of a new vehicular access to Main Strest
which has introduced traffic movemeants {o and from the highway at a2 point where
visibility is severely substandard o the detriment of highway salety.

Furthermore, no adequate provision is included in the access for vehicles 1o
manosuvre which can result in vehicles reversing to or from the classified
highway at a point where visibility is substandard to the further detriment of
highway safety.
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2. PLANNING AND OTHER APPEALS
(references beginning with a 9 is planning appeal and
references beginning with an E is an enforcement appeal)

Reference Place Ward Result
9/2006/03586 Thulsion Asion Allowed
9/2006/0903 Stenson Fields  Stenson Dismissed
9/20306/06278 Woodville Woodville Dismissed

S/2008/0882 _ Swarkestone Aston Dismissed
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Appeal Decision

Sit= visit mades on 21 May 2007

by George Arrowsmith sa, McD, MRTPY

ar Inspector appointed by the Secretary of Siale Date: 12 Sune X007
For Comstunities and Loeal Government

Appeal Ref: APP/FLO40/A/07 /2034876

23 Quick Hill Road, Stenson Fields, Derby, DE24 318

» The appeal is made under section V8 of the Town and Cauntry Planning Act 1880
against a refusal to grant planning permission : .

s The appesl is made 2y Mrs 1 Smith against the decision of South Gerbyshirs District
Council.

¢ The spplicaticn ®ef G/ 2006/0903/F8, dated 15 July 2007, was refused by notice dated
21 Sepkembear 20067,

= The develppment propesed 5 the erection of & 2 sty hr_ms& EXTETIION,

Decizsion

t. 1 dismiss the appeal.

Reasons
2. If the extension was erecied the ooccupanis of 20 Quick Hill Foad would be
faced with a 8.7m wide and an sbmest 5m high wall about 10m o the south of

a main ground floer window and twe bedrgom windows, In my view the wall
would have a sionificantly overbearing and overshadowing impact, especially
on the groung floor window. As such it would conflict with the objectives of
housing policy 13 in the adopted South Derhyshive Local Plan and the Council’s
sunplementary guidance on house extensions, both of which sesk to protect
the amenities enfoyed by neighbouring properiies.

3. It appears to me that the reletionship between Ng 23%s existi g,] side wall an
i 20°s facing slevation already contraveaness the :usdzﬁ inth
supplementary planning guidance bul this dees not justify & de-;elapmeﬁt
which would make the situation worse.

G JE0Tge Arrowsnith

NSPECTOR




peal Decision

Site visit made on 24 May 2007

by Terence M Povey BA BArch MA
FRTPL Architect
an Inspector appeinted by the Secretary of State Trate: 12 June 2087
for Communities and Local Goverament

Appea! Ref: APP/F1040/A/06/2029140

Former Bretby Potlery Site, Swadlincote Road, Woodville, Swadlincote,
Derbyshire DELL BDE

[

*»

The appssl is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1380
against a refusal to grant planning permission. '

The appeal is made by Morthcliffe Proparties Lid against the decision of South
Derhyehire District Council,

The application Ref: 9/2006/0278/MR, dated & March 2006, was refused by notice
dated 18 July 2004, .

The cevelopment proposed is the erection of resicentiai developmant comprising the
conversion of an existing Hsted building into & dwelling and srection of apartments and
houses with associated axternal works,

Dacision

1.

] dismiss the appeal.

Heasons

2.

5#.,?

The appeal site comprises previously-developed land situated within an urban
area. The original Bretby Pottery showroom, which is a listed builging, stands
at the north end of the site facing Swadlincoie Road, 2 busy highway, IT is
ciear to me that because the proposal involves redevelopment of “brownfieid”
tand for new housing, and because the site is located dlose to public transport
services, the scheme conforms with the Governmant’s sustainable develepment
princinles  published in Planning Policy Stetement 3 and Planning Policy
Guigance 13. 1 have also noied that the groposed development would have a
satisfactory means of access from the highway aad that the Appellants have
prepared a Unilatersl Undertaking - concerning  the deveiopers financial
contributions o the local infrastructura.

With regard to the listed building, it is proposed to convert and extend & for
residential use; listed building consent was granted for this aspect of the
seheme i 2006, 1 take the view that the conversion scheme would secure the
building's preservalion.  Furthermore, [ consider that the layout of the
propesed housing deveiopment, which, despite [ts overall high density,
incorporates space around the ilisted bullding as well as sround the other
dwellings, would reasonably preserve the listed building’s setting. In this
respect 1 find that the proposal accords with the provisions of Section 66 of the
Planning {Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990,

While the gzroposal is therefore satisfactory in these wvarious respects, iU s
nevertheless relsvant thet the site occuples a moise-sensitive location for new
housing, since it 1s bordered on three sides by commercial sites, and is situated




FY

1z

neal Decsion APP/FLOSO/A706/3020140

alongside 2 busy highway. In this confext bath the Appellants and the Counc
have submitted noise assessment reports on the suitability of the site for
residentiel deveiopment, these reports referring o Government policy on

neise-zensitive sites as published in Planning Pelicy Guidance 24,

I acknowledge that the proposed housing has been designed with & view o

:55ing bhe probiem of ncise arcund the site; thus, the layoul incorporates
» terrace OfF Vsingle aspect” dweliings abt the south end of the site, with a
terrace of south-facing dwellings aiongside Swadlincote Rpad.,  In addition,
noise attenuation measuras in the form of fall brok boundary walls, boundary
fences, and acoustic glazing and ventiation are proposed. The findings of the
Appellants’ noise assessment report indicate o me that these measures might
reasonzably reduce the impact of noise from the commercial sites to the east,
south and west. I am nof, howsever, entirely convinced that the proposed
fancing would provide as effective 3 noise tarper as the brick walls praposed
eisewhers, bearing in mind that there is 24 hour heavyy goods vehicle traffic
associzted with the commercial site to the west.

On the other hand, the Appellants’ and the Councli’s noise assessment reports
poth conclude that the greatest source of noise i5 traffic using Swadlincote
Road., The reporis’ findings indicate thet the north part of the site adiacent W
the highway tails into cithsr noise exposure category T or D, as definad by
Planning Policy Guidance 24. The document states that glanning permission for
residential development shouid not normaily be granted for sites in these
categories, although it does nol rule out the possibility of development on
categery O sites in certain cdrcumstances, provided planning conditions are
imposed to ensure protection against nolse. The Appelianis’ consuitants have
recomimandad that in order [o address the traffic noise groblem, no dweliings
facing Swadlincote Road should have habifable rooms facing the highway,
howover, the drawings submitted show that the roadside dwellings hawve

bedrocoms facing the highway and in this regard the schemse s, in my opinion,

seriousty flawed since i would lead to future residents suffering from noise
nuisance. 1 do oot consider tat it would be feasibie to modify this aspect of
the design by means of @ planning condition.  Accordingly, I find that the
nroposal confiicts with Government policy on noise-sensitive sites for housing.

Terence N, Povey

INSPECTOR
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5 Site visit made o 11 June 2007 E‘T{‘{ﬁfg‘;i By
Erigtal R &FH

Lﬂ

J . B L7 372 8373
by Dannie Onn rRIBA IHBC EMEI SR RLINES NS 55,3
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&n Inspector appomited by the Secretary of State Sate: 14 June 2007
for Commionities and Locaul Gowernemant

Appeal Ref: APP/FI1040/E/07 /2037220 _
The Reading Room, Church Lane, Swarkestone, Derby, DE73 76T

The appeal s made under section 20 of the Planning {Listed Buildings and Conservalion

Areas) Act 1950 against & refusal to grant iisted buslding consent.
The appeal is made by Charles Thomas against the decision of South Derbyshire District
Coundit.

The applicalion Ref 9/2008/0B82/4, dated 18 July 2005, was refused by notice dated

18 Sepismber 2006
The works oropossd are to reinstate the norch at the front door,

Decision

%

1 dismiss the appasl,

Hegsans

2.

B

The Reading Room is a house i a converied, alterad and extended listed
building. The former reading rooms are listed partly for historical interest and
are included for group value only. The special interest of the building lles in its
simple form which marks &g origingt function. The building sits alongside a
stone fronted house facing the church of 5t James. As part of 2 group with its
neighbours and clearly visible from the south porch of the {:ﬂurch the Reading
Room helpbs make a significant place in the Swarkestone Conservation Area.

I @ told that the puilding had a poreh added in 1986 and was listed the
following year. The porch was removed by condition attached to a planning
permission and listed building congent of 2003, which aliowed the exiension of
the property. Although the extensions ccrttr%huue to viabie coccupation of the
listed building, I consider that they detract from its special interest by
disguising its special historic form.

The proposed porch would be buikk onto Lhﬁ main fagade, which is the only
original elevation now gpen to view. The parch wuuxd disrupt the eie wation and
further disguise the form of the original building. That would harm ¢

character of the building, contrary to Environment Policy 13 of the :-:t:nuth
Derbyshire Logat Pian. It would also break forward of the building beyond the
common ling with its neighbour, which would detract from the relationship
between these buildings and the church to the detrimant of the character and
appearance of the Consarvalion Ares,

I acknowiedge that the proposec porch could Improve the comfort, security and
energy =fficizncy of ‘““w nouse. However, I do not consider that those concems
can pubweaigh the karm I have found whitst other, less infrusive solutions could
he used.
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