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18th June 2008 

 
Dear Councillor, 
 
I hereby give you Notice that a Meeting of the LAND DISPOSALS SUB 
COMMITTEE will be held in the COUNCIL CHAMBER, CIVIC CENTRE, CROOK on 
THURSDAY 26th JUNE 2008 at 2:00PM. 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
  Page No. 
 
1. 

 
Election of Chair. 

 

 
2. 
 
3. 

 
Apologies for absence. 
 
Declarations Of Interest 
 
Members are invited to declare any personal and/or prejudicial 
interests in matters appearing on the agenda and the nature of 
their interest. 
 
Members should use either of the following declarations: 
 
Personal Interest – to be used where a Member will be 
remaining and participating in the debate and any vote: 
 
I have a personal interest in agenda item (….) regarding the 
report on (….) because I am (….) 
 
Personal and Prejudicial Interest – to be used where a 
Member will be withdrawing from the room for that item: 
 
I have a personal and prejudicial interest in agenda item (….) 
regarding the report on (….) because I am (….) 
 
Officers are also invited to declare any interest in any matters 
appearing on the agenda. 
 
NOTE: Members are requested to complete the enclosed 
declarations form and, after declaring interests verbally, to 
hand the form in to the Committee Administrator. 

 
 

 
4. 

 
To consider an application to Licence land to the rear of 

 
1 - 5 



Briarmede, 3 East End, Stanhope. 
 

 
5. 

 
To consider an appeal which has been submitted relating to 
land to the rear of 20 Kirkham Way, Auckland Park, Bishop 
Auckland. 

 
6 - 11 

 
6. 

 
To consider a request to purchase land to the rear of Rectory 
Gardens, Willington. 

 
12 - 37 

 
7. 

 
To consider a request to purchase land adjacent to Glen Lea, 
Saxon Green, Escomb. 

 
38 - 41 

 
 

   

   
Yours faithfully 
 

 
Acting Chief Executive 
 
 
Members of this Sub-Committee: Councillors Mrs Burn, Hayton, Mairs, Mrs Pinkney 

and J Shuttleworth. 
  
 
Chair:     To be appointed. 
 
 
 
TO: All other Members of the Council for information 
 Management Team 
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 Agenda Item No 3 
 

 LAND DISPOSALS SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

26 JUNE 2008 
 

 
Report of the Asset Management Group 
LAND TO THE REAR OF BRIARMEDE, 3, EAST END STANHOPE. 
 
purpose of the report 
 
1. To seek Members’ instructions regarding an application to Licence land 

at the above location.  
 
background 
 
2. On 14th November 2007 the Central Resources Committee deferred for 

further consultations a request to purchase the land edged in black on 
the plan at Annex A, which was received from Mr. S. Roddam of 
Briarmede, 3 East End, Stanhope. 

 
3. In the original request the applicant stated that if he was able to 

purchase land in line with some of the neighbouring properties it would 
allow him to park a car on his own property. He would however require 
a vehicular right of way over land which would be retained by the 
Council, the position of which is shown by the broken black lines on the 
plan. As the front of this property is raised approximately 6 feet above 
the level of the road there is no scope for parking cars at the front. As 
stated above due to the level of disapproval from the public to this 
application this item was deferred for further consultation.  

 
4. An amended application was subsequently received from Mr. Roddam 

which requested a licence over a different area of land as shown 
hatched black on the said plan for the purposes of access. 

         
consultations 
 
5. In the original application the Strategic Director of Environment and 

Regeneration confirmed that the sale of the land and a planning 
application for change of use of the land could be supported by him. In 
respect of the subsequent application he confirms that a change of use 
could again be supported although he has suggested that the Applicant 
seek advice from the Highways Department of Durham County Council 
regarding the access onto the public highway.   

 
6. The Strategic Director for the Community offered no objection of a 

technical nature to the original proposal and in respect of the second 
application again does not have any objections. 
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7. Regarding the original application, as part of the consultation process 
letters were sent to ten properties in the vicinity of the land. This 
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resulted in two letters of objection being received, the main contents of 
which were as follows: - 

 
        (a)    The road along Coronation Avenue is very narrow and residents’           

cars have to park half on the path to allow through traffic.  This 
causes problems for pedestrians especially those with prams or 
pushchairs.  There are also problems for larger vehicles such as 
Fire Engines, Ambulances, Refuse and delivery wagons as they 
have to go onto the land at the rear of Briarmede to pass 
stationary cars safely. 

         
        (b)    There has been an increase in the number of cars at houses in   

Coronation Avenue and as there are no garages available and no 
designated parking areas, cars currently use the land at the rear 
of Briarmede for parking as they have for the past 40 years. The 
proposal would dramatically reduce the space available and 
compound an already difficult parking and access problem. 

 
(c)   The purchase of this land would also lead the way for other                

householders to purchase adjacent land again drastically 
reducing the accessibility and space available. 

 
(d)   If the land was purchased the owner would be able to erect a 

fence or wall making it impossible for residents of Coronation 
Avenue to park opposite as there would not be sufficient space to 
turn onto the drive area.  

 
8. A petition signed by 34 people was subsequently received which 

requested that the land be not sold but made into a parking area for the 
residents of Coronation Avenue and use by public service vehicles.  
This was accompanied by letters from 25 people who signed the 
petition objecting to the sale of the land and expressing the view that 
“the land should remain in Council ownership to allow for access by 
emergency vehicles and occasional parking by visitors”. 

 
9. In respect of the second application, consultation letters were once 

again sent and eight letters of objection to the proposal were received, 
the main contents are as follows:- 

 
(a)     The land is a piece of green land for the use of Coronation 

Avenue. Children play on it and it should not be sold or licensed 
to only one householder. 

 
(b)     The amended request is still detrimental to the residents on 

Coronation Avenue and is especially detrimental for all vehicles 
that require access along the avenue such as the Emergency 
Services, the council bin wagons, coal delivery wagon and all 
other delivery vehicles that need to access property on a daily 
basis. Also the applicant should not be granted exclusive rights 
over this land, as it would deny other local residents occasional 
use. 
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(c)     One of the resident’s objects to the property having its own 
designated parking at the rear, as this is a luxury not afforded to 
any other residents of East End. Recently an ambulance parked 
directly opposite the land in question and during the time it was 
there, the traffic used the grass to get past. Therefore if the land 
as licensed it would not be beneficial to the residents of 
Coronation Avenue. 

 
author’s comments 
 
10. In respect of the original application although there were only two 

letters of objection received as a result of the consultation letter, 25 
letters objecting to the sale of the land as well as the petition were 
subsequently received. In respect of the second application eight 
objections were received and one resident had no objection as long as 
the applicant adhered to the terms of the Licence. 

 
11. It is evident that residents of Coronation Avenue feel that the licensing 

of the land to the Applicant is grossly unfair as the Council could not 
monitor whether the land was used for access purposes only and not 
for the parking of a vehicle on it. One resident also asked whether 
agreeing to the Licence would set a precedent for other residents of 
East End properties to licence land to create vehicular access causing 
more congestion and issues with parking for the residents of 
Coronation Avenue opposite.  

 
12. However, as the grassed area would remain in Council ownership if 

this request is approved, emergency vehicles would still be able to go 
onto it if they are unable to use the road because of parked cars. 
Indeed access for emergency vehicles is restricted to the west of the 
land due to the close proximity of Nos. 2 – 18 Coronation Avenue and 
1 East End to the road. 

 
13. Obviously if a car parked on the land emergency vehicles or other large    

wagons would no doubt find it difficult to gain access to the rest of the 
street. 

 
14. As stated above reference is also made in the letters of objection to the 

fact that if this request is approved it would lead to other requests to 
purchase land adjacent to their property being received from other 
owners. However, as each application is considered on its own merits it 
does not follow that if other requests were to be received they would be 
approved. 

 
financial implications 
 
15. The licensing of this land would produce a receipt. 
 
conclusion 
 
16. Although the Strategic Director of Environment and Regeneration is 

able to support a planning application for change of use of the land, the 
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strength of public opposition to the proposal is immense and should the 
Licence be granted then the use cannot be monitored. This may lead to 
vehicles parking on the access area which may cause problems should 
emergency vehicles require access to Coronation Avenue. Therefore it 
is recommended that the request be refused. 

 
17. However in line with the Council’s policy of public speaking at this                          

Committee, both the applicant and the objectors have been invited to 
attend this meeting to afford them the opportunity to present their case 
to you. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED that the application by Mr. Roddam to licence the land 
hatched in black on the plan be refused. 
 
 
background papers 
File Number 81569 
 
 
 
Officer responsible for the report 
Gary Ridley 
Strategic Director for Resource Management 
Ext 227 

Author of the report
Diane Hathaway
Legal Executive

Ext 319
 



Agenda Item No 4 
 

LAND DISPOSALS SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

26 JUNE 2008 
 

 
Report of the Asset Management Group 
LAND TO THE REAR OF 20 KIRKHAM WAY, AUCKLAND PARK,  
BISHOP AUCKLAND 
 
purpose of the report 
 

1. To consider the appeal which has been submitted by Miss. R. Peart  
      of 20 Kirkham Way, Auckland Park, Bishop Auckland.  

 
background 
 

2. A request to purchase the land hatched black on the plan at  
Annex B, was received from the owner Miss Peart for the purposes of 
extending her garden. The usual consultations were undertaken and by 
a Delegated Authority dated 24th April 2008, a copy of which is 
attached at Annex C, the application was refused.  
 

3.       In accordance with the Councils Land Disposal Policy, Miss Peart has 
forwarded a letter of appeal, attached at Annex D, together with a plan 
setting out her proposals, attached at Annex E. 

 
conclusion 
 
4.        Members instructions are sought.  
         
 
 
 
 
background papers 
File Number 81637   
 
 
 
Officer responsible for the report 
Gary Ridley 
Strategic Director for Resourse Management 
Ext 227 

Author of the report
Diane Hathaway
Legal Executive

Ext 319
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 Agenda Item No 5 
 

LAND DISPOSALS SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

26 JUNE 2008 
 

 
Report of the Asset Management Group 
LAND TO THE REAR OF RECTORY GARDENS, WILLINGTON 
 
purpose of the report 
 
1. To seek Members’ instructions regarding a request to purchase land at 

the above location.  
 
background 
 
3. A request to purchase the land hatched black on the plan at Annex F, 

has been received from Mrs. L. Jackson of 4 Rectory Gardens, Low 
Willington on behalf of herself and seven of her neighbours, for the 
purpose of extending their gardens.  

 
4. They have stated that the land is being used for dog exercising, 

resulting in a vast amount of dog fouling and the resultant smell is 
disgusting. Litter is also alleged to have been dropped on the land and 
instances of anti social behaviour have also occurred on the land.  

 
5. This item was deferred from the Land Disposals Sub-Committee held 

on 13th March 2008 pending a site inspection which has now been 
carried out and a proposal was also received from the Applicants, a 
copy of which is attached at Annex G. 

         
consultations 
 
6. The Strategic Director of Environment and Regeneration objected to 

the sale of the land and the change of use from open space to garden 
land as the land is lined with trees which are of high environmental, 
aesthetic and amenity value. Also the land acts as a buffer zone 
between the back gardens of the properties at Rectory Gardens and a 
public footpath adjacent to the site.  

 
7. He has subsequently consulted with the Durham County Councils 

Arboricultural officer who has advised that the trees on the site are of 
aesthetic and environmental value. He also confirmed that one of the 
species of trees within the location is the Field Maple which are of good 
quality and are rare in the north east of England. The second area of 
benefit is the hedge line of holly and hawthorn which is of high 
environmental value. The Strategic Director also states that the 
potential erection of a fence along the extended garden boundaries 
would be detrimental to the amenity of the new dwellings to the east of 
the site on the former Riding Hall Carpets site. 
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8. The Strategic Director for the Community offers no objections of a 

technical nature to the sale of the land but suggests that the residents 
of the new adjacent development should be informed as they may 
object to the sale. He has subsequently confirmed he would be guided 
by the Regeneration Department on whether the land should be sold. 

 
9. Neighbour consultations were also undertaken and three letters of 

objection were received. Objections to the disposal for garden 
purposes include: - When the houses were purchased the occupants 
must have been satisfied with the size of the gardens at the time. The 
objector also walks their dogs on the land, their son’s bird watch and 
play there and if a fence was erected then it would not be very scenic. 

 
10. They also state that the amount of wildlife which would be displaced 

should the land be sold, would be disgraceful and they feel that this 
would be an incursion on their privacy. Other objections are on a 
similar vein and copies of the objection letters are attached at Annex H. 

 
11. The Objectors have also received a copy of the proposal forwarded by 

the Applicants and have stated that there was no more evidence 
produced that had not been mentioned previously. They also stated 
that a local estate agent had confirmed that if the outlook was changed 
from open space to a fence then it would impact on the valuations of 
their homes. 

 
author’s comments 
 
12. The requests to purchase the land were first received in October 2006 

but at that time the Council had not completed the purchase of the 
open spaces on the development from the Developer, so the requests 
could not be considered until recently. The land adjacent to this open 
space was previously the site of the former Riding Hall Carpets Factory 
and is now the site of a new residential development. 

 
financial implications 
 
13. The sale of this land would produce a capital receipt and a reduced 

maintenance cost. 
 
legal implications 
 
14. There are no legal implications arising from this matter.  
 
conclusion 
 
15. Due to the objections received from the neighbours and from both the 

Strategic Director of Environment and Regeneration and the Strategic 
Director for the Community it is recommended that the request from 
Mrs. Jackson and her neighbours be refused. 
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16. However in line with the Council’s policy of public speaking at this                           
Committee, Mrs. Jackson and her neighbours and the Objectors, have 
been invited to attend this meeting to afford them the opportunity to 
present their respective cases to you. 

 
 
 
 
  
 
background papers 
File Number 81642   
 
 
 
Officer responsible for the report 
Gary Ridley 
Strategic Director for Resource Management 
Ext 227 

Author of the report
Diane Hathaway
Legal Executive

Ext 319
 
 



 Agenda Item No 6 
 

LAND DISPOSALS SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

26 JUNE 2008 
 

 
Report of the Asset Management Group 
LAND ADJACENT TO GLEN LEA, SAXON GREEN, ESCOMB 
 
purpose of the report 
 
1. To seek Members’ instructions regarding a request to purchase land at 

the above location.  
 
background 
 
2.       A request to purchase the land hatched and coloured black on the plan 

at Annex I, was received from Mr. L. Barlow of Glen Lea, Saxon Green, 
Escomb, Bishop Auckland for the purpose of extending his garden as 
he feels that the retaining wall is not in a safe condition and he states 
that rubbish is dumped on the land. This item was deferred by the Land 
Disposals Sub-Committee held on 13th March 2008 pending a site 
inspection. The Applicant then submitted an application for a revised 
area of land shown coloured black at Annex I, which is a smaller area 
than the original request and he also submitted a sketch showing the 
type of barrier he would propose to erect, attached at Annex J, should 
his application to purchase the smaller area of land be successful.      

 
consultations 
 
3. The Strategic Director of Environment and Regeneration objected to 

the original application for change of use from open space to garden 
land as it was considered that the parcel of land made an important 
contribution to the streetscene and amenity of the area and contributed 
to the openness of the site. In respect of the new application, he has 
confirmed that change of use from open space to allow for the 
development of a retaining structure could be supported.  

 
4. The Strategic Director for the Community states that he has inspected 

the wall and feels that the wall is not dangerous. He also confirms that 
he has no objection to the sale of the land provided the area was 
secured to the Councils satisfaction. With regard to the new application 
he has no objection to the sale and feels that the means of support is 
sufficient to support the land. 

  
5. Following neighbour consultations no letters of objection were     

received to the original request. 
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6.       Local Ward Members were also consulted and one of the Members felt 
that the request should be submitted to the previous Committee. 
Following receipt of the new request he has been advised of the new 
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revised application and offers no objection to the request for the 
smaller area of land 
 

author’s comments 
 
7. This land is a landscaped area on the edge of the village and is 

maintained by the Council.      
 
financial implications 
 
8. The sale of this land would produce a capital receipt and a reduced 

maintenance cost. 
 
legal implications 
 
9.        There are no legal implications arising from the recommendation.  
 
conclusion 
 
10. As the Strategic Director of Environment and Regeneration can now 

support the sale of the land to allow for the development of the 
retaining structure, it is recommended that the request from Mr. Barlow 
be agreed. 

 
11.  In line with the Council’s policy of public speaking at this                           

Committee, Mr. Barlow has been invited to attend this meeting to afford 
him the opportunity to present his case to you. 

 
RECOMMENDED that the land identified coloured black on the plan be sold 

to  Mr. Barlow subject to the following terms and 
conditions: 
 

 i) A valuation to be agreed with, or given by, the District 
Valuer; 

ii) The applicant to be responsible for the Council’s legal 
and valuation fees 

 
 
 
 
background papers 
File Number 81637   
 
 
 
Officer responsible for the report 
Gary Ridley 
Strategic Director for Resource Management 
Ext 227 

Author of the report
Diane Hathaway
Legal Executive

Ext 319
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