PLANNING COMMITTEE, 23 JUNE 2010 - Continued


MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE

23 JUNE 2010
Present:
Councillor H.A.Thomson (Chairman)

Councillor R.A. Smith-Ainsley (Vice-Chairman)

Councillors: 
	Mrs P.C. Amos
	Mrs S.A. Dunn
	Jack D. Pinkerton

	I.J. Beardsmore
	G.E. Forsbrey
	M.T. Royer

	S.E.W. Budd
	Miss N.A. Hyams
	R. W. Sider

	T.W. Crabb
	
	


Apologies:  Mrs M.W. Rough
188/10 minutes
The minutes of the meeting held on 26 May 2010 were approved as a correct record. In respect of 10/00222/FUL - 34 Richmond Rd Staines, Members requested that a site notice be displayed.
189/10 disclosures of personal and prejudicial interest
The following disclosures were made:

	10/00375/SCC and 10/00378/SCC – Refuse Transfer Station, Charlton Lane, Shepperton
	Councillor I.J. Beardsmore declared a personal interest in these applications on the basis that they were Surrey County Council applications and he is a Surrey County Councillor.

Councillor Beardsmore had left the meeting prior to the matters being considered.


190/10 declarations under the council’s planning code
Councillor R.A. Smith-Ainsley reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views. 

Councillor G.E. Forsbrey reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor R.W. Sider reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor Mrs P.C. Amos reported that she had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.

Councillor M.T. Royer reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor Ms N.A. Hyams reported that she had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.

Councillor S.E.W. Budd reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor Jack D. Pinkerton reported that he had received correspondence in relation to applications 10/00017/OUT – land including the former Majestic House site to the North of High Street, extending to Mill Mead and Fairfield Avenue and land to the west of Mill Mead, Staines and 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.

Councillor Mrs S. A. Dunn reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor T.W. Crabb reported that he had received correspondence in relation to applications 10/00290/HOU – 49 Vereker Drive, Sunbury and 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
Councillor I.J. Beardsmore reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
The Chairman, Councillor H.A. Thomson, reported that he had received correspondence in relation to application 10/00140/FUL – 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury, 10/00438/FUL – 51-53 Church Road, Ashford and 10/00375/SCC and 10/00378/SCC – Refuse Transfer Station, Charlton Lane, Shepperton but had maintained an impartial role and had not expressed any views.
191/10 planning applications determined
The planning applications listed below were considered by the Committee together with the recommendations contained in the written report of the Deputy Chief Executive. 

All written representations received on the applications were made available for inspection by Members of the Committee prior to the start of the meeting.  Planning Officers reported on any additional letters of representation and any other information received after the written report was prepared, as indicated below under the relevant application. 

In accordance with the procedure for public speaking at meetings views were expressed in relation to certain applications, as indicated below under the relevant applications 
RESOLVED that the following planning applications be determined as indicated below:

	Item No.
	Application No. and Address
	Description
	Additional Information and Decision

	1. 
	10/00017/OUT - Land including the former Majestic House site to the North of High Street, extending to Mill Mead and Fairfield Avenue and land to the west of Mill Mead, Staines.
	Outline planning application with all matters reserved except for means of access to the development comprising, or to provide up to, 39,750 sq m gross external area of built floorspace (in total) for:  Class B1(a); Class C1; Class C3; Class D2; Class A1, A2, A3, A4, A5.  Such development to include:  Highways and public transport facilities; Pedestrian, cyclist and vehicular ways; vehicle parking; laying out open space; landscaping; ground works; drainage works; provision and/or upgrade of services and related media and apparatus; miscellaneous ancillary and associated engineering and other operations.
	The Assistant Head of Planning reported: -

· On a letter of representation from the Staines Town Society.

· That the response from the Environment Agency was awaited.

· The consultation response from the Head of Environmental Health included raising no objection to the proposal on air quality grounds. 

· On late correspondence received from the applicant’s agent requesting amendments to the conditions and legal agreement.

· That the applicants had not been able to confirm whether they would  pay the educational contribution as they were still considering the detailed evidence provided by Surrey County Council. 

GRANT planning permission as set out in the report of the Deputy Chief Executive subject to changes to:

· The Environment Agency raising no objections on flooding grounds; 
· The applicants agreeing to provide an educational contribution as requested by Surrey County Council; and  
· The applicant entering into a legal agreement with the following changes to the Heads of Terms.
Clause 5 be amended to read:
Provision of up to 50% of the residential units to be affordable properties with no more than 35% shared ownership. The details of this are to be based on an open book assessment to be submitted to the Council immediately prior to the commencement of the housing element of the proposal.  The housing shall be built in accordance with current housing standards, the details of which (including timing)| shall be agreed with the Council’s Head of Planning and Housing Strategy. The affordable housing shall comply with the Council’s nomination criteria. Alternatively the provision of a commuted sum in lieu of on site affordable housing provision to be agreed by the Local Authority.
And the following changes to the conditions:

Condition 5 being amended to read as follows:

Subject to the approval of all submission of reserved matters, the maximum amount of floorspace and development hereby permitted (as contained in the development parameters schedule) shall be 39,750 sq m gross.  The mix of land uses shall not exceed the following:
a) 29,604 sq m Class B1a

b) 2,750 s m Class A1

c) 2,750 sq m Classes A2, A3 , A4, A5

d) 2,000 sq m Class D1

e) 14,000 sq m Class C3

f) 10,000 sq m Class C1
Conditions 8, 15 and 30 being deleted
Condition 22 be amended to read:
Piling or any other foundation designs using penetrative methods shall not be permitted other than with the express written consent of the Local Planning Authority, which may be given for those parts of the site where it has been demonstrated that there is no resultant unacceptable risk to ground water. Where piling works form part of a remedial program to reduce the risk to groundwater, this will be acceptable subject to the submission of an approved methodology.
The following additional condition

38.  Development shall not commence within a Development Zone unit details of the hours of construction works has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall proceed in accordance with the agreed hours.
39.  No development shall commence until a scheme has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Highway Authority to provide new bus stops, including poles, timetables, raised kerbs, bus box markings on the eastbound carriageway of high Street directly outside the site and the stop on the northbound carriageways of Kingston Road nearest to the site.  The approved scheme shall then be constructed before first occupation of the dwellings.
Reasons: 
38. To safeguard the amenity of neighbouring residential properties/the locality.

39:  HR1

In addition the committee agreed to authorise the Planning Officers to alter conditions, where appropriate to allow reserved details to be submitted in phases subject to the officers liaising with the relevant consultees prior to making such alterations.

The committee requested that any reserved matters relating to the application be reported to the Committee to consider.


	2. 
	10/00356/COU - Coffee Bella, 16 Woodthorpe Road, Ashford
	Change of Use from Retail (A1) to Restaurant (A3).
	GRANT planning permission subject to the following conditions:-
1) Benefit of Occupier Only (CO52)

Insert “Mr Jonathan Siavoshian”

2) Specified Purpose (C049)

Insert “coffee shop” and “Class A3”
3) Hours of Working (CO62)

First Insert 9am -6pm. Second Insert 8am – 6pm 

Reasons:

1-2 . The use of the premises as a coffee shop as presently operated by the applicant is considered to add vitality to this part of the shopping area which offsets the effect of the number of non retail uses in the area, and this may not be the case with other Class A3 uses.

Summary of reason for decision :-
Whilst this proposal results in an additional Class A3 use within this parade contrary to Policy TC3 of the Spelthorne Core Strategy and Policies DPD its specific use as a coffee shop is considered to add vitality to the parade which assists its viability. The proposal is also not considered to harm the amenity of any neighbouring residential properties. 

	3. 
	10/00290/HOU - 49 Vereker Drive, Sunbury on Thames.
	Erection of two storey rear extension with 2 rear dormers. One and a half storey side extension including the insertion of 1 side dormer. First floor side extension over existing garage. Single storey extension to the rear of garage and a single storey front extension.
	GRANT planning permission as set out in the report of the Deputy Chief Executive.

The Committee also agreed that the Council’s Enforcement Officer secure compliance with obscure glazing condition on the neighbours extension

	In accordance with the procedure for public speaking at meetings Mr Scott Chandler spoke in support of the application.

	4. 
	10/00140/FUL - 4 Tadmor Close, Sunbury
	Alterations to existing dwelling (no. 4) to improve access road width and parking. Demolition of existing garage and outbuildings and the erection of a detached chalet bungalow and integral double garage.  
	The Assistant Head of Planning reported: -
· On a copy of an email sent from applicant to Members on 20 June 2010.

· On the consultation response from the Tree Officer raising no objection to the proposal subject to the imposition of arboriculture method statement condition 

REFUSE planning permission  for the following reason:- 
The proposed access to the development and the required acoustic fencing is considered to result in a significant detrimental impact upon the character and appearance of the street scene and the proposed dwelling would have an adverse impact upon the visual amenity of the adjoining residential properties by representing a noticeable incursion into the rural setting of their gardens. As such, it is contrary to Policy EN1 of the Spelthorne Core Strategy and Policies Development Plan Document (February 2009).  The proposed loss of garden land resulting from an inappropriate form of development is also considered contrary to the revised PPS 3 (Housing)

	In accordance with the procedure for public speaking at meetings Mr David Sweeney spoke against the application and Mr Michael Sexton spoke in support of the application.

	5. 
	10/00438/FUL - 51 – 53 Church Road, Ashford
	Erection of an additional storey on top of the existing building, external alterations including new glazing and coloured glass and internal alterations to include a new lift and toilet facilities.   
	GRANT planning permission as set out in the report of the Deputy Chief Executive.

(The application was approved on the casting vote of the Chairman)

	6. 
	10/00375/SCC – Refuse Transfer Station, Charlton Lane, Shepperton


	Consultation of the use of the existing access route in association with the Community Recycling Centre for the hours of 07:30-19:30 Monday to Saturday and from 08:00 – 19:30 Sundays and Public Holidays during the Summer months (1 April – 30 September) and from 07:30 – 18:00 Monday – Saturday and from 08:00 – 17:00 on Sundays and Public Holidays during the winter months (1 October – 31 March) excluding Christmas Day, Boxing Day and New Years Day use of the lake at Littleton Lane
	Surrey County Council be informed that this Council strongly objects to the increase in opening hours because it is considered this will result in additional traffic, noise, and disturbance which will detract from the amenities of neighbouring properties situated along and off Charlton Lane. The Council considers better management of the internal movement of vehicles within the Transfer Station would remove the perceived need for extended opening hours.

	7. 
	10/00378/SCC - Refuse Transfer Station, Charlton Lane, Shepperton
	The use of the existing CRC site without compliance with Condition 7 of planning permission ref: SP06/0667 dated 26 September 2006 by extending the hours of operation from 07.30 to 19.30 hours Monday to Saturday and from 08.00 to 19.30 hours Sundays and Public Holidays during the summer months only (1 April – 30 September).
	Surrey County Council be informed that this Council strongly objects to the increase in opening hours because it is considered this will result in additional traffic, noise, and disturbance which will detract from the amenities of neighbouring properties situated along and off Charlton Lane. The Council considers better management of the internal movement of vehicles within the Transfer Station would remove the perceived need for extended opening hours.

	In accordance with the procedure for public speaking at meetings Mrs Jean Holden spoke against the applications


192/10 PLANNING Appeals 
The Chairman informed the Committee that if any Member had any detailed queries regarding the report on the Appeals lodged and decisions received since the last meeting they should contact the Head of Planning and Housing Strategy.

RESOLVED that the report of the Deputy Chief Executive be received and noted.
193/10 Enforcement notices
The Chairman informed the Committee that if any Member had detailed queries regarding the progress report on enforcement matters they should contact the Head of Planning and Housing Strategy.

RESOLVED that the report of the Deputy Chief Executive be received and noted.

194/10 Completed cases
The Chairman informed the Committee that if any Member had any detailed queries regarding the completed cases they should contact the Head of Planning and Housing Strategy.

RESOLVED that the report of the Deputy Chief Executive be received and noted.
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