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DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE Friday, 30 May 2008 

 

AGENDA 
1. APOLOGIES  
 
2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 To notify the Chairman of any items that appear later in the agenda in which you 
may have an interest.  
 

3. MINUTES  

 To confirm as a correct record the Minutes of the meeting held on 4th April 2008 
(Pages 1 - 4) 
 

4. APPLICATIONS - BOROUGH MATTERS  

 To consider the attached schedule of applications, which are to be determined by 
this Council.  (Pages 5 - 44) 
 

5. DEVELOPMENT CONTROL - ADDITIONAL APPLICATIONS  

 To consider any applications which need to be determined as a matter of 
urgency.   
 

6. CONSULTATIONS FROM DURHAM COUNTY COUNCIL  

 To consider the attached schedule detailing an application which is to be 
determined by Durham County Council.  The view and observations of this 
Council have been requested. (Pages 45 - 48) 
 

 Members are reminded that the applications to be considered 
under Items 4,5, and 6 together with the plans submitted and all 
representations on the applications are available for reference in 
the relevant files in the Council Chamber, 30 minutes before the 
meeting or before that in the Development Control Section.  
 

7. DELEGATED DECISIONS  

 A schedule of applications, which have been determined by Officers by virtue of 
their delegated powers, is attached for information (Pages 49 - 82) 
 

8. APPEALS  

 A schedule of appeals outstanding up to 21st May 2008 is attached for 
information. (Pages 83 - 86) 
 

 EXEMPT INFORMATION   

 Items 11, 12 and 13 are not for publication by virtue of Paragraphs1 and 6 of 
Schedule 12 A of the Local Government Act 1972.  Item 9 is not for 
publication by virtue of Paragraph 5 of Schedule 12 A of the Local 
Government Act 1972 As such it is envisaged that an appropriate resolution 
will be passed at the meeting to exclude the press and public.   
 
 
 



9. ERECTION OF RETAIL FOOD STORE AND ADJACENT NON FOOD UNIT 
AND ASSOCIATED PARKING LAND AT WESLEYAN ROAD SPENNYMOOR 
COUNTY DURHAM PLANNING APPLICATION REF. NO. 
7/2007/0339/DMIMPLICATIONS OF THE DUTY TO GIVE SUMMARY 
REASONS OF APPROVAL AND DETAILS OF RELEVANT DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN POLICIES AND THE REFERRAL OF ‘DEPARTURE’ APPLICATIONS 
TO GOVERNMENT OFFICE  

 Report of Solicitor to the Council and Director of Neighbourhood Services (Pages 
87 - 96) 
 

10. ERECTION OF RETAIL FOOD STORE AND ADJACENT NON FOOD UNIT 
AND ASSOCIATED PARKING LAND AT WESLEYAN ROAD SPENNYMOOR 
COUNTY DURHAM PLANNING APPLICATION REF. NO. 7/2007/0339/DM:  

 Report of Director of Neighbourhood Services. (Pages 97 - 110) 
 

11. UNAUTHORISED LOPPING OF A TREE AT THE FOX AND HOUNDS KIRK 
MERRINGTON, IN A CONSERVATION AREA WITHOUT PRIOR 
NOTIFICATION OR CONSENT FROM THE LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY.  

 Report of Director of Neighbourhood Services (Pages 111 - 116) 
 

12. UNAUTHORISED DEVELOPMENT AT THE TILERY BRADBURY  

 Report of Director of Neighbourhood Services (Pages 117 - 122) 
 

13. ALLEGED BREACHES OF PLANNING CONTROL  

 To consider the attached schedule of alleged breaches of planning control and 
action taken. (Pages 123 - 126) 
 

14. ANY OTHER ITEMS WHICH THE CHAIRMAN DECIDES ARE URGENT  

 Members are respectfully requested to give the Chief Executive Officer notice of 
items they would wish to raise under the heading not later than 12 noon on the 
day preceding the meeting, in order that consultation may take place with the 
Chairman who will determine whether the item will be accepted.  
 

 B. Allen 
Chief Executive 

Council Offices 
SPENNYMOOR 
 
 

 

 
Councillor A. Smith (Chairman) 
Councillor  B. Stephens (Vice Chairman) and 
 
All other Members of the Council  
 
 
 
 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION 

Any person wishing to exercise the right of inspection in relation to this Agenda and associated papers should contact 
Liz North 01388 816166 ext 4237  email:enorth@sedgefield.gov.uk 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 
 
Council Chamber, 
Council Offices, 
Spennymoor 

 
Friday,  

4 April 2008 
 

 
 

Time: 10.00 a.m. 

 
Present: Councillor A. Smith (Chairman) and  

 
 Councillors B.F. Avery J.P, W.M. Blenkinsopp, Mrs. D. Bowman, T. Brimm, 

V. Chapman, D. Chaytor, V. Crosby, Mrs. L. M.G. Cuthbertson, 
T.F. Forrest, Mrs. B. Graham, A. Gray, G.C. Gray, Mrs. J. Gray, B. Haigh, 
Mrs. S. Haigh, Mrs. I. Hewitson, A. Hodgson, Mrs. L. Hovvels, 
J.G. Huntington, Mrs. H.J. Hutchinson, J.M. Khan, B. Lamb, 
Mrs. E. Maddison, B.M. Ord, Mrs. E.M. Paylor, J. Robinson J.P, 
B. Stephens, A. Warburton, T. Ward, W. Waters and Mrs E. M. Wood 
 

Apologies: Councillors Mrs. A.M. Armstrong, D.R. Brown, J. Burton, Mrs. K. Conroy, 
Mrs. P. Crathorne, D. Farry, P. Gittins J.P., D.M. Hancock, J.E. Higgin, 
T. Hogan, G.M.R. Howe, Mrs. S. J. Iveson, Ms. I. Jackson, C. Nelson, 
D.A. Newell, Mrs. C. Potts and K. Thompson 

 
DC.111/07 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

No declarations of interest were received. 
 

DC.112/07 MINUTES 
The Minutes of the meeting held on 7th March, 2008 were confirmed as a 
correct record and signed by the Chairman. 
  

DC.113/07 APPLICATIONS - BOROUGH MATTERS 
Consideration was given to a schedule of applications for consent to 
develop.  (For copy see file of Minutes). 
 
In respect of Application No : 1 – New Build and Part Replacement of 
Farm Buildings, Millbank Farm, 39, Butterwick Road, Fishburn – it was 
explained that the application sought permission for the erection of an 
agricultural barn to the north west of the application site.  The proposed 
barn would incorporate a pitched roof with a maximum height of 7 mtrs. 
from ground level.  The barn would be located approximately 16 mtrs. from 
the northern boundary of the site and 27 mtrs. from the existing dwelling 
on the site. As part of the scheme the applicant was proposing to remove 
an existing wooden structure and several containers on the site.  In 
addition the applicant proposed to plant additional landscaping to the north 
and north western boundary of the site. 
 
It was explained that following the consultation process two letters of 
objection had been received relating to the detrimental effect on the 
character and appearance of the entrance to Fishburn village.  It was also 
considered that the size and industrial/agricultural function of the building 
would be detrimental to the amenity of local residents.  The scale of the 
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building could not be justified by the size of the holding and the usage of 
four Highland Cattle.  The height of the barn would be detrimental and 
unsightly on the surrounding landscape. 
 
Since the preparation of the report two additional e-mails objecting to the 
proposal had been submitted.  Those e-mails were circulated (for copies 
see file of Minutes). 
 
It was explained that Mr. Barber, agent for the applicant, was present to 
outline the proposals.  Mr. Barker expressed his thanks to planning officers 
for their assistance in dealing with the application and resolving issues. 
 
The height of the building had been discussed with officers and there had 
been a demonstration on site.  Following discussions the proposed 
building had been moved to a different location on the site and the height 
had been reduced.  The size had been reduced to the minimum possible 
and was acceptable to officers.  The applicant was to provide landscaping 
to the north  
 
In respect of materials the building would be stonefaced and would be 
appropriate to the countryside. 
 
Mr. Barber also made reference to Planning Policy Statement 7 regarding 
sustainable development in rural areas which provided broad support for a 
wide range of economic activities in rural areas to facilitate healthy and 
diverse economic activity.   PP7 advised that when determining planning 
applications for economic development in the countryside local planning 
authorities should support development which delivers diverse and 
sustainable farming enterprises and activities which contributed to the rural 
economies. 
 
In respect of amenity and appearance, Mr. Barber explained that the 
applicant was happy for the existing containers to be removed and the 
applicant was hoping to provide a pleasant environment.  The alterations 
addressed those issues. 
 
During discussion of this item concerns were expressed about the 
unauthorised structures and the need to ensure that the structures were 
removed as soon as practicable.  The timescale suggested was within six 
months of any planning approval.  Condition 7 needed to be amended 
therefore as follows :- 
 
 “Within six months of the date of granting of planning permission for 

the development referred to at Part 1 hereof all structures and 
containers as identified on Plan No : SBC001 dated 3rd March, 2008 
should be removed from the site and the land reinstated to its former 
use in accordance with the scheme to be submitted and agreed in 
writing with the Local Planning Authority” 

 
 Reason : To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the 

interests of visual amenity and to comply with Policy D1 
(General Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
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Developments) and for the Sedgefield Borough Local 
Plan. 

 
RESOLVED : That the application be approved subject to Condition 7 

being amended to read as follows : 
 
  Within six months of the date of granting of planning 

permission for the development referred to at Part 1 
hereof all structures and containers as identified on Plan 
No : SBC001 dated 3rd March, 2008 should be removed 
from the site and the land reinstated to its former use in 
accordance with the scheme to be submitted and 
agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority” 

 
  Reason : To achieve a satisfactory form of 

development in the interests of visual 
amenity and to comply with Policy D1 
(General Principles for the Layout and 
Design of New Developments) and for the 
Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 

  
DC.114/07 DELEGATED DECISIONS 

Consideration was given to a schedule detailing applications which had 
been determined by officers by virtue of their delegated powers.  (For copy 
see file of Minutes). 
 
RESOLVED : That the schedule be received. 
   

DC.115/07 APPEALS 
Consideration was given to a schedule of appeals outstanding up to 26th 
March, 2008.  (For copy see file of Minutes). 
 
RESOLVED :  That the schedule be received. 
 

EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  
  

RESOLVED: That in accordance with Section 100(a)(4) of the 
Local Government Act 1972 the press and public be 
excluded from the meeting for the following item of 
business on the grounds that it involves the likely 
disclosure of exempt information as defined in 
Paragraphs 1,7 and 9 of Schedule 12a of the Act.  

  
DC.116/07 ALLEGED BREACHES OF PLANNING CONTROL 

Consideration was given to a schedule of alleged breaches of planning 
control and actions taken (for copy see file of Minutes). 
 
RESOLVED : That the schedule be received. 

 
ACCESS TO INFORMATION 

Any person wishing to exercise the right of inspection, etc., in relation to these Minutes and associated papers should 
contact Liz North 01388 816166 ext 4237  email:enorth@sedgefield.gov.uk 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

1. 7/2007/0750/DM APPLICATION DATE: 20 December 2007 
 

PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 60 NO. DWELLINGS AND ASSOCIATED WORKS 
 

LOCATION: FORMER NEECOL SITE CHILTON LANE FERRYHILL CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICATION TYPE: Detailed Application 
 
APPLICANT: Elcorp 
 c/o Signet Planning, 26 Apex Business Village, Annitsford, Newcastle 

upon Tyne, NE23 7BF 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
1. FERRYHILL TOWN COUNCIL  
2. Cllr. C. Potts   
3. Cllr. T.F. Forrest   
4. Cllr. B.F. Avery   
5. Stephen McDonald   
6. NEDL   
7. Rodger Lowe   
8. REGENERATION   
9. Network Rail   
10. DCC (PROWS)   
11. POLICE HQ   
12. LANDSCAPE ARCH   
13. DESIGN   
14. VALUER   
15. Colin Holm   
16. ENV. HEALTH   
17. ENGINEERS   
18. WILDLIFE TRUST   
19. ENV AGENCY   
20. BR TELECOM   
21. BR GAS   
22. NORTHUMBRIAN WATER   
23. DCC (TRAFFIC)   
24. L.PLANS   
25. Sustainable Communities   
 
NEIGHBOUR/INDUSTRIAL 
 
Arthur Terrace:1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 
Three Rivers House 
Blue Ridge House 
The Cottage 
Back Eldon Terrace:3,2,1 
Croft Gardens:1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12 
1A Eldon Terrace 
Eldon Terrace:21,20,19,18,17,16,15,14,13,12,11,10,9,8,7,6,5,4,3,2,1 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

BOROUGH PLANNING POLICIES 
 
E23 Priorities for Environmental Improvements 
H19 Provision of a Range of House Types including Affordable Housing 
T3  Safeguarding Railway Lines 
L2  Provision of Open Space in New Housing Developments 
D1  General Design Principles 
D2  Design for People 
D3  Design for Access 
D5   Layout of New Housing Development 
 

 
PROPOSAL 
 
Detailed planning permission is sought for the erection of 60 dwellings on land east of Croft 
Gardens / Chapel Row, (the former Neecol site) at Ferryhill Station.  The site extends to 1.28 
hectares in area and has been cleared of buildings during commencement of ground works for 
a previously approved residential development.  That earlier scheme has been abandoned and 
the land has been purchased from the original developer by the current applicant.  The site is 
bounded to the north-west by a terrace of residential properties known as Croft Gardens to the 
south by a terrace of dwellings known as Arthur Terrace, to the east by the east coast main line 
and to the west by the Chilton Lane.  The former filling station site, previously excluded from 
the development area, has now been included in the application site boundary.  Vehicular 
access to the site would be by way of a single junction with Chilton Lane. 
 
The application is accompanied by a flood risk assessment, noise and vibration assessment 
report, geo-environmental report, design and access statement and planning statement. 
 

 
 
Proposed site layout 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY 
 

Ferryhill Town Council has no overall objection to the proposal, but has expressed objection 
to the high number of terraced / link houses in the layout, on the basis that Ferryhill already has 
a high proportion of this type of accommodation with over 80% of dwellings in the Band A 
council tax bracket.  
 

DCC Development Control (Highways) Section made initial comments about the technical 
deficiencies of the layout, which has been revised accordingly.  The Highway Authority is now 
satisfied with the amended proposal. 
 

DCC Public Rights of Way Section has no objection to the proposal as no public rights of way 
are affected. 
 

The Environmental Health Section recognises that the previous application was subject to 
noise and vibration assessments which were ultimately found to be acceptable.  It is considered 
however that the same report has been used to support the current application, which now 
includes the former filling station site.  The report is to some extent out of date, and it is 
recommended that it is updated with additional survey work. 
 

The Environment Agency has raised no objection to the development on flood risk grounds 
but as the submitted site layout shows that development will slightly encroach onto the area 
covered by flood zones 2 and 3 in the south, the finished floor levels of 8 units should be 
300mm above ground level.  They have also suggested several conditions covering 
contaminated land and groundwater, and surface water drainage.  Many of these conditions 
cover environmental factors raised by the Environmental Health Section. 
 

The Landscape Architect has worked directly with the applicants to secure a landscaping 
scheme in advance of a recommendation being formulated on the proposal.  This has not been 
achieved, although a landscape concept plan has been submitted which is considered 
acceptable, and can form the basis of a suitable condition for an appropriate scheme to be 
submitted and approved before commencement of development. 
 

Natural England has not commented on the proposal. 
 

The Sustainable Communities Section (Countryside Officer) has commented on a Great 
Crested Newt report that was requested after submission of the application because the site 
encroaches on a 500 metre consultation zone around recorded newt ponds to the north.  The 
report’s conclusion that there is a low risk of newt presence because of the distance, and 
intervening physical features including the main east coast railway line, is agreed.  It is 
commented that emphasis ought to be placed on ecological value of existing peripheral 
landscape features. 
 

Publicity: Site notices have been posted adjacent to the application site, an advertisement 
placed in a local newspaper and letters sent to neighbouring occupiers.  No letters of objection 
have been received. 
 
PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The main planning considerations in this case are: 

Page 7



 

SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

 

• Whether the development accords in principle with national, regional and local policy  

• Layout and design 

• Landscaping 

• Open space / play provision 

• Ecology 

• Affordable housing 

• Renewable energy 

• Noise attenuation 
 

Principle and policy 
Outline planning permission (7/2005/0726/DM) for residential development of the former 
Neecol site was granted on 3

rd
 February 2006.  At that time it was considered that the 

redevelopment of unsightly, previously developed industrial land would contribute to the overall 
regeneration aspirations for Ferryhill Station.   
 
Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires that proposals be 
determined in accordance with the development plan unless material considerations indicate 
otherwise.  In this case, the development plan comprises the existing Regional Spatial Strategy 
(Regional Planning Guidance 1 (RPG1) (November 2002)), the emerging Regional Spatial 
Strategy (Secretary of State’s proposed changes to the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) (May 
2007)), and the Borough Local Plan (1996).  Diminishing weight should be attached to the local 
plan however, as it is becoming outdated.  Material considerations include PPS1: Delivering 
Sustainable Development, PPS3: Housing, PPG13: Transport, PPG17: Planning for Open 
Space, Sport and Recreation and PPG24: Planning and Noise.    
 
Housing Strategy  
Paragraph 36 of PPS3 clarifies that in support of its objective of creating mixed and sustainable 
communities, the Government’s policy is to ensure that housing is developed in suitable 
locations which offer a range of community facilities and with good access to jobs, key services 
and infrastructure.  The emerging RSS identifies broad strategic locations for new housing 
developments so that the need and demand for housing can be addressed in a way that 
reflects sustainable development principles.   
 
The locational strategy for the NE region, enshrined in Policy 5 of RSS proposed changes, 
aims to support the development and redevelopment of the city regions (Tyne & Wear and 
Tees Valley).  This will be achieved by concentrating the majority of new development and 
house building in the conurbations and main towns, whilst allowing development appropriate in 
scale within the towns in the regeneration areas.  Whilst Ferryhill is not explicitly identified as a 
regeneration town in the supporting text to RSS proposed changes Policy 5 (paragraph 2.46), 
the locational strategy acknowledges the need to ensure the success of the region’s housing 
market restructuring initiatives, the reuse of previously developed land and a reduction in the 
need to travel to access work, services, and facilities.    
 
In setting out a strategy for the Tees Valley city region, the RSS proposed changes recognises 
that in County Durham, the towns in the regeneration areas continue to be the main focus for 
development and recognises the importance of ensuring that the function and vitality of these 
places is protected and enhanced.  Policy 7 of the RSS proposed changes supports the 
regeneration of main towns for sustainable indigenous growth to meet local needs without 
adversely impacting on the regeneration initiatives within the Tees Valley conurbation.  It is 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

considered that permitting development of this scale in Ferryhill Station would not undermine 
these principles.  This is on account that Ferryhill Station adjoins Ferryhill, which is a main 
settlement within the Borough and has schools, shops and services, and is an employment 
location.  Additionally residents will be able to access these by a range of transport modes.   
 
Sequential Approach 
In identifying land for development, LPA’s should adopt a sequential approach to site selection, 
taking into account the sustainability of the site.  This approach is enshrined in RPG1 policies 
DP1 and DP2, and is also reflected in the RSS proposed changes 2 and 3.  These policies 
seek to prioritise suitable previously developed sites and buildings in urban areas ahead of 
Greenfield sites, and provide a set of sustainability measures including accessibility; 
infrastructure capacity; physical constraints; the impact on the region’s natural resources and 
environmental assets; and the contribution development might make to strengthening local 
communities. 
 
This settlement is appropriate in general terms for the focus of new development, and performs 
adequately in considering it in relation to the sequential approach to site selection.  Moreover 
the site is brownfield land, which falls into category 3 of the sequential approach (Suitable 
previously-developed sites and buildings in locations adjoining urban areas). 
 
Effective Use of Land 
PPS3, Policy H4 of RPG1, RSS proposed changes Policy 31 and the Housing Green Paper 
released in 2007 encourage the re-use of previously developed land and the managed release 
of greenfield sites.  Policy 30 of the RSS proposed changes sets a previously developed land 
target of 65% for County Durham.  This proposal will contribute towards this target. 
 

Design and layout of the development  
SPG3 (Layout of New Housing) stipulates that new dwellings must function well for the people 
living there, providing sufficient space in and around their homes for children’s play and outdoor 
recreational activity.  New dwellings must also provide an adequate standard of privacy and 
attractive outlooks, and sufficient space should be provided around dwellings for access, 
parking, children’s play, outdoor relaxation and for greenery.  Whilst SPG3 does not prescribe 
minimum standards for the size of gardens, sufficient space should be provided to ensure 
adequate privacy, and that both a satisfactory appearance to surrounding neighbours and 
cramped appearance is avoided.   
 
The Borough Council has also adopted the CABE guidance on layout and design as best 
practice.  The proposed development should therefore accord with the fundamental principles 
of that advice. 
 

 
Proposed street scene on Chilton Lane 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

                              
 
Type1 terracedhouse                       Type 2 terraced house                        Detached house 

 
The application site lies between the main road highway and the main east coast railway line, 
and is of triangular shape, varying in depth from about 70 metres at the northern end to only 20 
metres at the southern end.  This limitation, together with its proximity to the railway, places 
significant constraints on how the site can be developed, and the originally submitted layout 
has been amended to make significant improvements to the way in which the development 
interfaces with the main Chilton Lane street scene.  34 dwellings would face outward at this 
point, overlooking the Chapel Rows redevelopment site.  These dwellings would be arranged in 
short terraces of 4 and 5 units, and the sloping nature of the site provides an opportunity to 
introduce staggered ridge heights to three of the terraces to add visual interest.  A single 
access point from the main road would provide vehicular and pedestrian access to two spur 
roads feeding the remainder of the site.  Another 26 units of detached, semi-detached and 
terraced dwellings would be located here, together with all vehicle access and parking. 
 
It is considered that the proposed development would be of reasonable architectural quality, 
and that it would complement the approved Chapel Rows redevelopment scheme to the west.  
Car parking areas would be behind the main frontage, away from general view, and the layout 
has been amended to eliminate blank gables being visible in the street scene.  For these 
reasons, the proposal is considered to meet the main CABE criteria, with a resulting ‘sense of 
place’ both individually and more widely with the Chapel Rows housing development. 
 

Landscaping 
Whilst the Landscape Architect has liased directly with the applicant’s agent to try to secure a 
detailed landscaping scheme in advance of planning permission being granted, it has only been 
possible to agree the essential principles of such a scheme.  A landscape concept scheme was 
secured, the principles of which are deemed acceptable.  For these reasons, it is proposed that 
an appropriate condition should be imposed to required a detailed scheme to be submitted for 
approval, along the lines of the concept proposals. 
 

Provision of open space and play areas 
Policy L2 of the Borough Local Plan stipulates that housing developments should provide for 
open space at a minimum rate of 100 sqm of informal play space and 500 sqm of amenity 
space for every 10 dwellings.  PPS3 however generally promotes higher housing densities, and 
it is rarely possible to meet the Policy L2 standards. 
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SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

To assess whether open space should be provided on this site, due regard has to be given to 
requirements of PPS3, to current planning policy on open space, and also to the Open Space 
Needs Assessment (OSNA) which was undertaken by consultants and which has been 
completed.  Paragraph 16 of PPS3 states that when assessing the design quality of a 
developers proposed housing scheme, LPAs are to consider the extent to which the proposed 
development provides, or enables good access to, community and green and open amenity 
and recreational space (including play space) as well as private outdoor space such as 
residential gardens, patios and balconies.  This site is located close to an existing children’s 
play area (Site 112).  Section 4.3.4 of the PPG17 Study highlights that this site is one of 9 play 
areas within Ferryhill, and that whilst the majority of these sites are in reasonable condition, 
Site 112 was deemed to be particularly poor.      
 
Paragraph 17 of PPS3 specifies that where family housing is proposed, it is important to ensure 
that the needs of children are taken into account and that there is good provision of recreational 
areas, including private gardens, play areas and informal play space.  These should be well-
designed, safe, secure and stimulating areas with safe pedestrian access.  This supports a 
stance that to enable the play space to be safe, accessible and user-friendly, particularly for 
young children, an adequate provision must be provided on-site.   
 
The PPG17 Study identifies that there are areas within Ferryhill where improvements to the 
quality of provision can be made.  As mentioned above, Site 112 is currently particularly poor 
and it is doubtful whether these upgrades can be done without the benefit of a commuted sum. 
 Therefore in this instance it is considered that a contribution of a commuted sum by the 
developer could be put to good use to improve the community children play facilities at Site 
112.  This would be beneficial to not only the occupants of the new dwellings, but more so the 
existing residents of Ferryhill Station and Chilton Lane.  In summary, in addition to appropriate 
on-site provision being sought in accordance with PPS3, commuted sums from the developer 
should also be sought to upgrade the quality of provision at Site 112. 
 
Open Space Calculation: 
Total open space provision of proposal = 1500 square metres 
Policy L2 requirement = 60 / 10 x 600 = 3600 square metres 
Shortfall = 2100 square metres (58.333%) 
Commuted sum = 60 dwellings @ £1000 per dwelling x 58.333% = £35,000 
 
Equipped Play Areas Calculation: 
The National Playing Fields Association standards recommend 2.4 hectares of outdoor sports 
and play areas per 1000 population, which equates to approximately 5m2 per dwelling.  The 
current cost of play equipment provision is £50 per 1m2.  In this instance, the cost would be 60 
(dwellings) x 5 (m2) x £50 = £15,000, plus 10% for maintenance = £16,500. 
 
These calculated contributions would be required by a future Section 106 agreement. 
 

Ecology 
Upon close scrutiny of the application, it was discovered that the northern site boundary 
encroached marginally on the 500 metre consultation zone for ponds further to the north known 
to be used by great crested newts for breeding.  As a precaution, an ecological risk assessment 
was requested from the applicant.  Whilst the formal views of Natural England have not been 
forthcoming, the Council’s ecologist concluded that by virtue of distance and the terrain, 
including the main east coast railway line, it was extremely unlikely that great crested news 
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PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 
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would inhabit the application site, and that the risk assessment gave an accurate 
representation of the ecological value of the site. 
 

Affordable Housing 
The provision of affordable housing where a need has been identified is encouraged through 
RPG1 policy H7 and RSS proposed changes policy 32 and provision of 20% affordable housing 
within a scheme of this magnitude would normally be sought.  The site lies within the Ferryhill 
Station/Chilton Lane area and this consists of mainly pre-1919, terraced homes alongside the 
main East Coast railway line.  As a former mining community, the settlement has suffered from 
under investment in its ageing housing stock.  This has contributed to significant levels of 
disrepair, large numbers of empty dwellings and a general poor local environment.  The current 
proposal therefore has the potential to complement regeneration proposals in the area, rather 
than compete with them.  However, it is crucial that this proposal diversifies the housing stock 
of the area, as a key characteristic of a mixed community is a variety of housing, particularly in 
terms of tenure and price and a mix of different households such as families with children, 
single person households and older people.  Analysis of the usual data sources suggests that 
the provision of affordable housing as part of this scheme could be justified.  However, it is 
considered that this would fetter the developer’s ability to provide a variety of housing, to cater 
for a mix of different households which would help to diversify the housing stock in the area.  It 
is concluded that on balance, affordable housing should not be requested as part of this 
scheme as the requirement to do so, is out-weighed by the need to diversify the housing stock 
of the Ferryhill Station area.   
 

Renewable energy 
The application does not include details of sustainability in terms of renewable energy sources. 
 In order for the development to accord with RPG1 policies EN1 and EN7 and the emerging 
RSS, which requires at least 10% embedded renewable energy in major new development, 
planning permission granted should be appropriately conditioned. 
   

Noise  
The eastern boundary of the application site is adjacent to the east coast main line with the 
actual railway line being approximately 10 metres from the boundary.  The previously approved 
planning application was supported by a noise and vibration assessment, which was 
considered broadly acceptable against the background of PPG24.  The same document has 
been submitted with the current application. 
 
PPG24 ‘Planning and Noise’ offers advice specific advice on dealing with development close to 
major sources of noise, including railway lines.  The guidance introduces the concept of Noise 
Exposure Categories (NECs), ranging from A-D, with A representing the circumstances in 
which noise is unlikely to be a determining factor, while Category D relates to the situation in 
which development should normally be refused. Categories B and C deal with situations where 
noise mitigation measures may make development acceptable.  In addition paragraph 12 of 
PPG24 advises that ‘When determining planning applications for development which will be 
exposed to an existing noise source, local planning authorities should consider both the likely 
level of noise exposure at the time of the application and any increase that may reasonably be 
expected in the foreseeable future’.  Essentially the values stated in PPG24 are based on the 
World Health Organisation (WHO) guidelines that recommend a level of less than 35 dBLAeq 
should be achieved to preserve the restorative process of sleep and that in general, daytime 
outdoor levels less than 55 dBLAeq are desirable to prevent any significant annoyance. 
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The Environmental Health Section considers that the existing report should be updated with a 
more current survey, and this should be a condition of planning permission.  It is also 
recognised that an acoustic barrier would be installed along the eastern boundary and again, 
full details of this could be required by condition.  Whilst original details show that this would 
have a minimum height of 2 metres, previously considered to adequately attenuate noise levels 
to below 55 dBLAeq, its potential contribution to screening traffic on the elevated railway line is 
recognised.  A 3 metre high acoustic barrier has therefore been secured.  This will further 
attenuate noise levels and substantially improve the amenity levels for the occupiers of the 
proposed dwellings.  It is anticipated that a proprietary green screen (ivy or similar climbing 
plants) could be used to improve its appearance, and this could be secured in the detailed 
landscaping scheme. 

 
CONCLUSION 
 
It is considered that the principle of residential development in this location is acceptable with a 
layout that is in accordance with local plan policy.  The southern tip of the application site 
encroaches slightly into floodzones 2 & 3, and whilst this presents very low risk, as a 
precautionary measure the floor level of  8 dwellings close to the perimeter of the flood plain 
are to be set at least 300mm above the ground level as required by the Environment Agency.  
In terms of noise generated from the east coast main line, the applicant has provided 
information that indicates that the noise levels likely to be experienced by future occupiers 
would be in accordance with the WHO guidelines and would be less that 55 DBLeaq in the 
garden areas.  Within the dwellings a condition is suggested that would ensure noise would not 
exceed 34 dBLAeq.  It is proposed however that the noise and vibration report is updated and 
submitted for approval before commencement of development.  
 
The applicant will be required to enter into a Section 106 agreement to secure the commuted 
sums calculated in the open space and play areas section above. 
 
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS 
 
It is considered that in general terms, the provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 have been 
taken into account in dealing with the above application. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is RECOMMENDED that: 
 
Planning permission is granted subject to the conditions set out in Appendix 1 to this report.  
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APPENDIX 1 - LIST OF CONDITIONS FOR PLANNING PERMISSION 7/2007/0750/DM 
 

1 Time limit (Detailed) 
The development hereby approved shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 
years from the date of this permission. 
Reason: In accordance with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 
 

2 Materials 
Notwithstanding any description of the materials in the application, no development 
shall be commenced until details of the materials and detailing to be used for the 
external surfaces, including the roof of the buildings have been submitted to and 
approved by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control details of the development in 
the interests of visual amenity, and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the 
Layout and Design of New Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

3 Amended application 
The development hereby approved shall be carried out only in accordance with the 
submitted application, as amended by the following document(s) and plans:  
 

• Amended site layout plan, drawing no. P-500 revision G (received on 20
th
 May 

2008) 

• Amended street elevations, drawing no. P-501 revision A (received on 16
th
 May 

2008)  

• Landscape concept plan, drawing no. 2478.01 (April 2008) (received on 16
th
 May 

2008) 
 
Reason: To ensure that the development is carried out in accordance with the approved 
documents. 
 

4 Surface water drainage 
No development approved by this permission shall be commenced until a scheme for 
the provision of surface water drainage works has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The drainage works shall be completed in 
accordance with the details and timetable agreed.  
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding by ensuring the provision of a 
satisfactory means of surface water disposal in accordance with Planning Policy 
Statement (PPS)25 (Development and Flood Risk). 
 

5 Levels 
No development shall commence until details of the existing and proposed site levels 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local planning Authority.  
Development shall take place in accordance with the approved plans. 
Reason: In order to control the level at which the development takes place in order to 
protect the visual and residential amenity of the area and to comply with Policy D1 and 
D5 of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
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6 Finished floor levels 
Notwithstanding the general requirements of condition 5 of this planning permission, 
finished floor levels of the dwellings on plots 1 to 8 inclusive shall be set at least 300mm 
above the existing ground level.  
Reason: To protect the development from flooding in compliance with Planning Policy 
Statement (PPS)25 (Development and Flood Risk). 
 
 

7 Contamination 
Prior to the commencement of development approved by this planning permission (or 
such other date or stage in development as may be agreed in writing with the Local 
Planning Authority), the following components of a scheme to deal with the risks 
associated with contamination of the site shall each be submitted to and approved, in 
writing, by the Local Planning Authority: 
 

1. An options appraisal and remediation strategy giving full details of the 
remediation measures required and how they are to be undertaken.  

 
2. A verification plan providing details of the data that will be collected in order to 

demonstrate that the works set out in (1) are complete and identifying any 
requirements for longer-term monitoring of pollutant linkages, maintenance and 
arrangements for contingency action. 

  
Any changes to these components require the express consent of the local planning 
authority.  The scheme shall be implemented as approved.  
Reason:  For the protection of controlled waters in compliance with Planning Policy 
Statement (PPS)23 (Planning and Pollution Control).  
 

8 Monitoring 
Reports on monitoring, maintenance and any contingency action carried out in 
accordance with a long-term monitoring and maintenance plan shall be submitted to the 
local planning authority as set out in that plan. On completion of the monitoring 
programme a final report demonstrating that all long- term site remediation criteria have 
been met and documenting the decision to cease monitoring shall be submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority.  
 Reason:  For the protection of controlled waters in accordance with Planning Policy 
Statement (PPS)23 (Planning and Pollution Control).  
 

9 Surface water drainage limitation 
No infiltration of surface water drainage into the ground is 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 controlled waters. 
 Reason:  To ensure no increase in leachability of remnant contamination towards the 
major aquifer and to comply with Planning Policy Statement (PPS)23 (Planning and 
Pollution Control).  
 

10 Piling and foundations 
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 
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be given for those parts of the site where it has been demonstrated that there is no 
resultant unacceptable risk to groundwater. The development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details. 
Reason:  To minimise the risk of downward migration of contaminants to the major 
aquifer and to comply with Planning Policy Statement (PPS)23 (Planning and Pollution 
Control).  
 

11 Revised noise and vibration survey 
The development hereby approved shall not be commenced until the following events 
have occurred: 
 

1. A further noise and vibration survey for the whole of the application site has been 
carried out and the originally submitted noise and vibration assessment report 
(no. HC/FS/07/05) by QEM Environmental Consultants has been updated in 
accordance with those further survey results. 

2. The updated report has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  

 
The updated report shall provide for a scheme of sound attenuation to the dwellings, 
and shall ensure that the noise level shall not exceed 34 dBLAeq within the bedrooms 
of the approved dwellings.  Prior to any dwelling being occupied the dwelling shall be 
insulated in accordance with the recommendations of the approved noise and vibration 
report. 
Reason: To ensure that occupants of the properties are not adversely affected by noise 
from the adjacent railway line, and to comply with Planning Policy Guidance Note 
(PPG)24 (Planning and Noise). 
 

12 Acoustic barrier 
Prior to the commencement of the development an acoustic barrier shall be installed 
along the entire common boundary of the application site with the adjacent main east 
coast railway line in accordance with detailed specifications to be submitted to and 
approved in writing beforehand by the Local Planning Authority.  The acoustic barrier 
shall have a minimum height of three metres above ground level of the development 
site and shall be retained and maintained thereafter to the satisfaction of the Local 
Planning Authority.  Following installation of the acoustic barrier the noise level when 
measured within the garden areas of the dwellings hereby approved, shall not exceed 
55 dBLAeq.  All noise measurements shall be made using a type 1 sound level meter 
(as defined within BS EN 61672) fitted with a « inch diameter microphone, between 1.2 
- 1.5 metres above ground level. 
Reason: To ensure that occupants of the properties are not adversely affected by noise 
from the adjacent railway line, and to comply with Planning Policy Guidance Note 
(PPG)24 (Planning and Noise). 
 

13 Landscaping- Details 
No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority a scheme of landscaping which shall include 
details of hard and soft landscaping, planting species, sizes, layout, densities, numbers, 
method of planting and maintenance regime, as well as indications of all existing trees 
and hedgerows on the land and details of any to be retained, together with measures 
for their protection in the course of development. The detailed scheme shall accord with 
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the principles of the submitted landscape concept plan by AWP (ref.2478.01, dated 
April 2008).  The landscaping shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 
scheme unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of visual 
amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, Trees and 
Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

14 Landscaping – Implementation 
All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall 
be carried out in the first available planting season following the practical completion of 
the development and any trees or plants which within a period of 5 years from the 
substantial completion of the development die, are removed or become seriously 
damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of 
similar size and species, unless the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to 
any variation.  
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of visual 
amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, Trees and 
Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

15 Details of enclosure 
No development shall be commenced until details of all means of enclosure on the site 
have been submitted in writing and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The 
development shall be undertaken in accordance with these approved details unless 
otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Reason: In the interests of 
visual amenity, and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and 
Design of New Developments), and Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), 
of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

16 Access 
The proposed development shall be served by vehicular access(es) constructed in 
accordance with details to be submitted to and approved beforehand in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority.  The approved access shall be constructed prior to first 
occupation of the development. 
Reason: To ensure the formation of a satisfactory means of access in the interests of 
highway safety, and to comply with Policy D3 (Design for Access) of the Sedgefield 
Borough Local Plan. 
 

17 Remove GPDO (Extensions) 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Class A,B,C,D,E,F,G of Part 1 of the Town and 
Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (or any Order revoking 
or re-enacting that Order) details of any enlargement, improvement or other alteration 
to the dwelling(s) hereby approved and any buildings, including sheds, garages and 
glass houses to be erected within the curtilage of the dwellinghouse(s) shall be 
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.  
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control details of any future 
development on the site in the interests of visual and residential amenity, and to comply 
with Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), Policy H15 (Extensions to 
Dwellings) and Policy H16 (Extension to the Front of Dwellings), of the Sedgefield 
Borough Local Plan. 
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18 Remove GPDO (Means of enclosure) 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Class A of Part 2 of Schedule 2 of the Town and 
Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (or any Order revoking 
or re-enacting that Order) details of any walls or fences or other means of enclosure 
shall be approved by the Local Planning Authority.  
Reason: In the interests of safeguarding the visual amenity of the residential area, and 
to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
Developments) and Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), of the Sedgefield 
Borough Local Plan. 
 

19 Energy efficiency 
Prior to commencement of development a scheme to minimise energy consumption 
shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The 
scheme shall provide for 10% embedded renewable energy. Thereafter the 
development shall operate in accordance with the approved scheme unless otherwise 
agreed in writing.   
Reason: In order to minimise energy consumption and to comply with Regional 
Planning Guidance Note 1, Policies EN1 and EN7. 
 

20 S106 for commuted sums / contributions in lieu 
The development hereby approved shall not commence by the undertaking of a 
material operation as defined by Section 56(4) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 until the completion of a legal agreement/planning obligation to secure the 
following: 
 

1. A contribution of £35,000 in lieu of the shortfall in the amount of open space 
within the site; and 

2. A contribution of £16,500 in lieu of the provision of equipped play space within 
the site. 

No development shall commence until the applicant, or subsequent developer has 
received written confirmation from the Local Panning Authority that the payment of the 
commuted sums have been paid. 
Reason: The development fails to provide adequate open space or play provision within 
the site Policy L2 (Provision of Open Space in New Housing Development) of the 
Sedgefield Borough Local Plan, contributions are being sought for off site open space / 
play provision and/or associated environmental improvement works. 

 

INFORMATIVE:  No diesel-powered plant or equipment should be used on the site on any 
Sunday, Saturday afternoon or Bank holiday nor at times other than between the hours of 
8.00am and 6.00pm and no building, packing or other materials should be allowed to blow off 
the site. No fires should be burned within 100 metres of occupied dwellings. 

 

INFORMATIVE:  REASON FOR GRANT OF PLANNING PERMISSION 
In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority the proposal is substantially surrounded by 
housing and would not lead to en extension of development into the open countryside, and 
would not prejudice design and environmental restraint policies of the development plan. 
 

INFORMATIVE:  LOCAL PLAN POLICIES RELEVANT TO THIS DECISION 
The decision to grant planning permission has been taken having regard to the key policies in 
the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan as set out below, and to all relevant material considerations: 
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E23 Priorities for Environmental Improvements 
H19 Provision of a Range of House Types including Affordable Housing 
T3  Safeguarding Railway Lines 
L2  Provision of Open Space in New Housing Developments 
D1  General Design Principles 
D2  Design for People 
D3  Design for Access 
D5   Layout of New Housing Development 
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2. 7/2008/0130/DM APPLICATION DATE: 3 March 2008 
 

PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 18 NO. DWELLINGS  
 

LOCATION: LAND AT MOUNT PLEASANT GRANGE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICATION TYPE: Detailed Application 
 
APPLICANT: Lexington Payne Homes 
 Longbeck Estate, Marske, Redcar, TS11 6HD 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
1. SPENNYMOOR TC   
2. Cllr. Mrs. Barbara Graham   
3. Cllr. Mrs A M Armstrong   
4. DCC (TRAFFIC)   
5. NORTHUMBRIAN WATER   
6. ENGLISH NATURE   
7. BR GAS   
8. BR TELECOM   
9. ENV AGENCY   
10. ENGINEERS   
11. ENV. HEALTH   
12. VALUER   
13. L.PLANS   
14. DESIGN   
15. LANDSCAPE ARCH   
16. POLICE HQ   
17. DCC (PROWS)   
18. Green Lane   
19. NEDL   
 
NEIGHBOUR/INDUSTRIAL 
 
The Manse 
Mount Pleasant View:1,2,3,4,5,6 
Tudhoe 
Moor:93,91,89,87,85,83,81,79,77,75,73,71,69,67,65,63,61,59,57,55,53,51,49,47,45,43,41,39,3
7,35,33,31,29,27,25,23,21,19,17,15,13,11,9,7,5,3,1 
Mount Pleasant Close:1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16 
 
BOROUGH PLANNING POLICIES 
 
H19 Provision of a Range of House Types including Affordable Housing 
L2  Provision of Open Space in New Housing Developments 
D1  General Design Principles 
D2  Design for People 
D3  Design for Access 
D5   Layout of New Housing Development 
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THE PROPOSAL 
 
Detailed planning permission is sought for the erection of 18 dwellinghouses on the site of the 
former Mount Pleasant Grange sheltered accommodation at Tudhoe Moor, Spennymoor. The 
building has been demolished and the 0.41 hectare site was cleared some time ago, the land 
having partly regenerated naturally with the passage of time. Some debris remains following 
demolition of the original building, and there is evidence of vandalism and misuse of the site, 
including damage to trees. 
 
The proposed development would be built around a cul-de-sac off Mount Pleasant, and would 
comprise 1 detached house, 4 semi-detached houses and 13 terraced houses in three blocks.  
The site is located in a relatively tranquil area, bounded to the south by existing residential 
properties.  Allotment gardens lie immediately to the west, and industrial land adjoins the site to 
the north and east.  The site is quite well screened by significant peripheral landscaping 
including mature trees and hedgerows, but much of this lies outside the application site 
boundary and is deciduous in nature.   
 
The current application is a resubmission of an earlier proposal that was withdrawn after certain 
issues could not be resolved within the statutory time period. 
 

 
 
 
Proposed site layout 
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CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY EXERCISE 
 

Spennymoor Town Council has not responded. 
 

The County Highway Engineer has not raised fundamental objections, but concerns have 
been raised about the possibility of forward visibility being restricted by the shrub planted area 
adjacent to Plot 1. (following research this is not considered to be a problem as the species 
within the visibility zone – Cotoneaster Coral Beauty – grows to a maximum height of only 
450mm)  The importance of the footpath link towards Mount Pleasant View is reiterated, and a 
condition recommended ensuring its construction before occupation of the development. 
 

The Durham County Access and Rights of Way Officer has confirmed that the development 
would not conflict with the recently diverted public right of way, and has recommended specific 
advice to the developer on working practices to prevent any conflict with users of the footpath.  
That advice can be passed on by way of an informative attached to any planning permission 
granted. 
 

The Tree Officer has stated that the trees within the site are not good specimens in their own 
right, but they still contribute to the screening between this site and the allotments and Thorn 
site to the west and north respectively.  It has been suggested that a tree preservation order 
could be made to protect those trees which have the highest value, but a more practical 
approach to the landscaping issue is proposed in the planning considerations below.  
 

The Police Architectural Liaison Officer has no objections and has suggested design 
features that ought to be incorporated in order to meet crime and safety objectives expressed 
in PPS1 and PPS3. 
 

The Environmental Health Section has indicated some potential for future complaints from 
occupiers about noise from the industrial estate.  It is acknowledged however that the principle 
source would be the new Thorn Lighting factory, but that this cannot be quantified because the 
site is not complete and operational. 
 

The Forward Planning Section has made comments that have been used as a background to 
the planning considerations below. 
 

Natural England comments have been received relatively late in the consideration of the 
proposal.  Concerns have been expressed that trees identified for removal may have potential 
to support bat roosts.  Because this is not known, further survey work (including an emergence 
survey) has been requested, to rule out implications to bats as a protected species.  Comments 
on the current position are made in the planning considerations below. 
 

The Countryside Team inspected the site during consideration of the earlier withdrawn 
application and concluded that the ecology issues could easily be addressed by a Phase 1 
habitat survey and simple risk assessment for protected species.  The ecology report submitted 
with the current application was initially considered acceptable, but further comments have 
been made in light of Natural England’s response.  The current position is referred to in the 
planning considerations below.  
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CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY 
 
Consultation letters were sent to neighbouring occupiers, site notices erected and a press 
notice published in a local newspaper.  No comments have been received. 
 
Green Lane Residents Association has no objections to the proposal. 

 
PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The main planning considerations in this case are: 
 

• Whether the development accords with the locational requirements of National and 
Regional Planning Policy  

 

• Design and layout of the development and impact on neighbouring occupiers 
 

• Highway safety and car parking 
 

• Renewable energy 
 

• Affordable housing 
 

• Open Space / play equipment 
 

• Ecology 
 

• Landscaping 
 

 
Whether the development accords with the locational requirements of National and Regional 
Planning Policy 
 
Policy H1 of the Borough Local Plan has in the past been used to assess proposals for housing 
development within the Borough’s four main towns.  However, this policy has now been deleted 
because it has been superceded by more recent housing policies and guidance contained at a 
national and regional level.   The proposal has therefore been assessed against PPS3: 
Housing (2006), Regional Planning Guidance 1 (RPG1) (November 2002) and the Secretary of 
State’s proposed changes to the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) (May 2007).   
 
The locational strategy for the region, established in policy 5 of RSS proposed changes, aims 
to support the development and redevelopment of the city regions.  This will be achieved by 
concentrating the majority of new development and house building in the conurbations and 
main towns, whilst allowing development appropriate in scale within the towns in the 
regeneration areas.  Spennymoor is identified as a regeneration town in the supporting text to 
RSS proposed changes policy 5 (paragraph 2.46).  The locational strategy reflects the need to 
ensure the success of the region’s housing market restructuring initiatives, the reuse of 
previously developed land and a reduction in the need to travel to access work, services, and 
facilities. 
 

Page 23



 

SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

In setting out a strategy for the Tees Valley city region, the RSS proposed changes recognises 
that in County Durham, the towns in the regeneration areas continue to be the main focus for 
development and recognises the importance of ensuring that the function and vitality of these 
places is protected and enhanced.  Policy 7 of the RSS proposed changes supports the 
regeneration of Spennymoor for sustainable indigenous growth the meet local needs without 
adversely impacting on the regeneration initiatives within the Tees Valley conurbation.  It is 
considered that permitting development of this scale in Spennymoor is therefore consistent with 
RSS proposed changes policy 5.   
 
In identifying land for development, the council should adopt a sequential approach to site 
selection, taking into account the sustainability of the site.  This approach is established 
through RPG1 policies DP1 and DP2, and is also reflected in the RSS proposed changes 2 and 
3.  These policies seek to prioritise suitable previously developed sites and buildings in urban 
areas ahead of greenfield sites, and provide a set of sustainability measures including 
accessibility; infrastructure capacity; physical constraints; the impact on the region’s natural 
resources and environmental assets; and the contribution development might make to 
strengthening local communities. 
 
Spennymoor is appropriate in general terms for the focus of new development, and performs 
well in considering it in relation to the sequential approach to site selection.  The site is 
brownfield land, and centrally located within the urban area of Spennymoor.  This would fall into 
category 1(highest priority) of the sequential approach (Suitable previously-developed sites and 
buildings within urban areas).  In this regard it is not considered that the development could be 
accommodated on a more sequentially preferable site. 
 
PPS3, RPG1 policies H1 and H4, RSS proposed changes policy 31 and the Housing Green 
Paper released in 2007 encourage the re-use of previously developed land.  The plan, monitor 
and manage approach and the sequential test adopted by the RSS proposed changes also 
encourages the use of previously developed land and the managed release of greenfield sites. 
 Policy 30 of the proposed changes sets a previously developed land target of 65% for County 
Durham.  This proposal would contribute towards to the objectives of these policies. 
 
The provision of affordable housing where a need has been identified is encouraged through 
RPG1 policy H7 and RSS proposed changes policy 32.  The application proposes 3 affordable 
dwellings as part of the scheme, just short of the usual 20% requirement.  There would be 
concerns if such provision were not made in light of the emerging conclusions in relation to the 
strategic housing market assessment.  The Forward Planning Section supports an element of 
affordable housing within this scheme, but stresses that in terms of the overall design of the 
affordable dwellings it is important that they are indistinguishable from the open market 
properties i.e. tenure blind.  A condition ought to be imposed to ensure delivery, retention and 
future management of the affordable housing provision. 
 
In summary, the proposal is considered to be in general conformity with PPS3, RPG1 and the 
RSS proposed changes.  This is because the proposal involves previously developed land 
within Spennymoor’s urban area.   
 
Design and layout of the development and impact on neighbouring occupiers  
 
The proposal has been considered against SPG3 (Layout of New Housing).  This stipulates 
that new dwellings must function well for the people living there, providing sufficient space in 
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and around their homes for children’s play and outdoor recreational activity.  New dwellings 
must also provide an adequate standard of privacy and attractive outlooks, and sufficient space 
should be provided around dwellings for access, parking, children’s play, outdoor relaxation and 
for greenery.  Whilst SPG3 does not prescribe minimum standards for the size of gardens, 
sufficient space should be provided to ensure adequate privacy, and that both a satisfactory 
appearance to surrounding neighbours and cramped appearance is avoided.   
 
The design and access statement demonstrates that the applicant has considered CABE 
guidance in arriving at the design and layout of the scheme.  Minor improvements have 
however been obtained to the gable designs of the dwellings on plots 1 and 18 because they 
would be prominent at the entrance to the development. 
 
The proposal is considered to perform well against SPG3.   
 

  
 
 
 
Typical elevations 

 

 
Highway safety and car parking 

 
The Highways Authority has offered no objection to the proposal in principle, particularly as the 
improved access road from Mount Pleasant is now included within the application site.  It is 
considered that Policy D3 of the Local Plan is satisfied. 
 
Renewable energy 
 
The proposal does not incorporate any embedded renewable energy generation, or 
demonstrate how it intends to reduce energy consumption.  This does not reflect the objectives 
of RPG1 policies EN1 and EN7, which encourage renewable energy and energy efficiency.  
The RSS proposed changes goes a step further, by requiring the incorporation of embedded 
renewable energy in major new development.  This proposal would better reflect the objectives 
of regional planning policy by incorporating energy efficiency measures and embedded 
renewable energy generation.  Therefore these dwellings should have embedded within them a 
minimum of 10% energy supply from renewable sources unless it is demonstrated that this 
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would be unviable.  This would reflect the objectives of RPG1 policies EN1 and EN7, and RSS 
proposed changes policies 39 and 40.   
 
Affordable housing 

 

The application indicates that 3 units (17%) of affordable housing will be provided, 

delivered by way of partnership with a Registered Social Landlord.  This is welcomed, 

because it would broadly meet the usual requirement for 20% and it would be ‘tenure 

blind’ (indistinguishable from the open market properties) in accordance with the 

comments of the Forward Planning Section. 
 
Open space / play equipment 

 

The proposed development incorporates a centrally located area of open space, 

although this is quite modest in size.  The requirements of Policy L2 cannot reasonably 

be imposed, given the constraints of higher housing densities in more recent national 

planning policy.  The density of the current proposal would equate to 43 dwellings per 

hectare.  There is a significant amount of open space that can be used for informal 

recreational purposes immediately to the north and east of the site, easily accessible by 

way of existing paths and tracks, linking through to a network of public rights of way.  

An equipped children’s play area is located next to Tudhoe Moor Nursery School, which 

lies only 200 metres to the south. 
 
It is considered that on this occasion, the close links to existing open space facilities means that 
the provision of only 125 square metres of open space within the site would not undermine the 
reasonable amenity expectations of future residents, and that the proposal could raise 
substantial contributions in lieu of the under provision of open space / play equipment on the 
site, to be used for enhancement of those existing facilities in the locality to the wider benefit of 
the community. 
 
Open space calculation:  Policy L2 requires 500m2 informal recreation space and 100m2 
equipped play provision for every 10 dwellings.  In this case, this equates to 600m2 x 18/10 = 
1080m2.  The proposal provides for 125m2, which is only about 11.6% of the Policy L2 
requirement.  A pro rata calculation would be 18 dwellings at £1000 per dwelling at 88.4% = 
£15912.   
 
Play equipment calculation:  The National Playing Fields Association standards recommend 2.4 
hectares of outdoor sports and play areas per 1000 population, which equates to approximately 
5m2 per dwelling.  The current cost of play equipment provision is £50 per 1m2.  In this 
instance, the cost would be 18 (dwellings) x 5 (m2) x £50 = £4,500, plus 10% for maintenance 
= £4,950. 
 
These calculated contributions would be required by a future Section 106 agreement. 
 
Ecology 
 
The application is accompanied by an Ecological Survey report, which has been prepared by 
Elliott Environmental Services Ltd.  Natural England’s comments on the report were received 
late, and raised an issue of the potential for roosting bats in the small number of trees to be 
removed.  An update of the report was recommended and, if necessary, an emergence survey. 
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 The Council’s ecologist had previously visited the site and commented on other issues.  
Further investigation reinforces the view of Natural England, and that this matter should not be 
dealt with by way of planning conditions. 
 
The issue was raised with the applicants who referred the matter to their ecological consultant. 
 A more comprehensive inspection of the trees and an emergence survey were carried out on 
the evening of 21

st
 May 2008.  A summary of the findings (reported verbally to the case officer 

on the morning of 22
nd
 May) is as follows: 

 

• the emergence survey did not reveal bats around the trees 

• the only bats seen were flying at height from the west 

• there were no trees with good potential for bats 

• the only loose or cracked bark was at low level and damaged by horses 

• otherwise the bark was well sealed 
 
At the time of writing this report, a written report is yet to be submitted.  It has been agreed with 
the applicants and their consultant that a written report will be submitted before Development 
Control Committee on 30

th
 May 2008. 

 
Landscaping 
 
The existing peripheral landscape features are essential to providing a buffer between the 
future housing development on this site and adjoining land uses, particularly the industrial 
developments immediately to the north and east.  There is clearly limited scope for screen 
planting within the application site, although a number of key trees on or within the boundary 
could be protected by the imposition of conditions.  Fundamentally, a relatively thin tree buffer 
exists immediately outside the northern and eastern boundaries, and given its predominantly 
deciduous nature, it could be enhanced with additional tree and under-story planting to make a 
more effective screen to the industrial development beyond.   In many respects it makes more 
sense to bolster a tree belt on local authority land because it would be less vulnerable to future 
pressures to remove trees, so often experienced when they are within privately owned 
residential plots. 
 
It is proposed therefore that if planning permission is granted, it is conditional that commuted 
sums for peripheral landscape improvements be a requirement of a future Section 106 
agreement. 
 
Whilst the application includes a tree report and a basic landscaping scheme, a more 
comprehensive scheme is required, following the recommendations of the tree report, and this 
can be the subject of a condition. 
 
CONCLUSION 

 
The proposal meets the policy requirements in respect of location, design and layout, impact on 
neighbouring occupiers, and highway safety and car parking.  Renewable energy could be 
addressed by way of planning condition in the usual manner.  Whilst open space provision 
within the site would be limited, its close proximity to easily accessible existing recreational and 
amenity open space, and an equipped play area, makes on-site provision less important in this 
instance.  Furthermore, the modest open space, together with open plan frontages and the 
unusual peripheral trees and hedgerows will create a pleasant, landscape rich environment and 
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a good standard of amenity for the residents.  The ecology matters have been resolved to a 
point where this report could be prepared for inclusion in the 30

th
 May 2008 agenda.  If the 

applicants fail to provide the requested written report in respect of bats, this will be reported 
verbally to Development Control Committee on the day with an appropriate update to the 
recommendation below. 
 
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS 
 
It is considered that in general terms, the provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 have been 
taken into account in dealing with the above application. 
 
SECTION 17 OF THE CRIME AND DISORDER ACT 1998  
 
Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the need to 
reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this application, in accordance with 
section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998. In reaching a recommendation to approve 
planning permission, officers consider that the proposal will not undermine crime prevention or 
the promotion of community safety. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

It is RECOMMENDED that planning permission is granted subject to the conditions set out in 
Appendix 1 to this report.   
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APPENDIX 1 - LIST OF CONDITIONS FOR PLANNING PERMISSION 7/2008/0130/DM 
 

1 Time limit (Detailed) 
The development hereby approved shall be begun not later than the expiration of 3 
years from the date of this permission. 
Reason: In accordance with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 
 

2 Materials 
Notwithstanding any description of the materials in the application, no development 
shall be commenced until details of the materials and detailing to be used for the 
external surfaces, including the roof of the buildings have been submitted to and 
approved by the Local Planning Authority. The development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control details of the development in 
the interests of visual amenity, and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the 
Layout and Design of New Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

3 Affordable housing 

The development hereby approved shall provide for a minimum of three units of 

affordable housing as set out in the Design and Access Statement by Lexington 

Payne Homes Ltd., entitled ‘Mount Pleasant, Tudhoe, Spennymoor’ and dated 

‘Feb 2008’.  No development shall commence until a scheme for delivery and 

future management of the affordable housing has been submitted to and 

approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall include: 

 

i. The numbers, type and location of the units of affordable housing provision 

to be made: 

ii. The timing of the construction of the affordable housing; 

iii. The arrangements to ensure that such provision is affordable for both initial 

and subsequent occupiers of the affordable housing; and 

iv. The occupancy criteria to be used for determining the identity of prospective 

and successive occupiers of the affordable housing, and the means by which 

such occupancy shall be enforced. 

 

Reason:  In order to ensure that an appropriate amount of affordable housing is 

provided, retained and properly managed within the development and to comply 

with Policy H19 (Provision of a Range of House Types and Sizes including 

Affordable Housing) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

4 Surface water drainage 
No development approved by this permission shall be commenced until a scheme for 
the provision of surface water drainage works has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The drainage works shall be completed in 
accordance with the details and timetable agreed.  
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding by ensuring the provision of a 
satisfactory means of surface water disposal in accordance with Planning Policy 
Statement (PPS)25 (Development and Flood Risk). 
 

5 Levels 
No development shall commence until details of the existing and proposed site levels Page 29
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have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local planning Authority.  
Development shall take place in accordance with the approved plans. 
Reason: In order to control the level at which the development takes place in order to 
protect the visual and residential amenity of the area and to comply with Policy D1 and 
D5 of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 

 

6 Landscaping- Details 
Notwithstanding details of landscaping in the submitted application, no development 
shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority a comprehensive scheme of landscaping which shall include details 
of hard and soft landscaping, planting species, sizes, layout, densities, numbers, 
method of planting and maintenance regime, as well as indications of all existing trees 
and hedgerows on the land and details of any to be retained, together with measures 
for their protection in the course of development. The detailed scheme shall incorporate 
the recommendations of the submitted Tree Report, prepared by Batson Environment 
and Leisure Ltd., reference ‘MC 0004412’ and dated ‘14/1/2008’.  The landscaping shall 
be carried out in accordance with the approved scheme unless otherwise agreed in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of visual 
amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, Trees and 
Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

7 Landscaping – Implementation 
All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall 
be carried out in the first available planting season following the practical completion of 
the development and any trees or plants which within a period of 5 years from the 
substantial completion of the development die, are removed or become seriously 
damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next planting season with others of 
similar size and species, unless the Local Planning Authority gives written consent to 
any variation.  
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of visual 
amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, Trees and 
Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

8 Details of enclosure 
No development shall be commenced until details of all means of enclosure on the site 
have been submitted in writing and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The 
development shall be undertaken in accordance with these approved details unless 
otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Reason: In the interests of 
visual amenity, and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and 
Design of New Developments), and Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), 
of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

9 Access 
The proposed development shall be served by vehicular access(es) constructed in 
accordance with details to be submitted to and approved beforehand in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority.  The approved access shall be constructed prior to first 
occupation of the development. 
Reason: To ensure the formation of a satisfactory means of access in the interests of 
highway safety, and to comply with Policy D3 (Design for Access) of the Sedgefield 
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Borough Local Plan. 
 

 
 
10 

 

 

Remove GPDO (Extensions) 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Class A,B,C,D,E,F,G of Part 1 of the Town and 
Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (or any Order revoking 
or re-enacting that Order) details of any enlargement, improvement or other alteration 
to the dwelling(s) hereby approved and any buildings, including sheds, garages and 
glass houses to be erected within the curtilage of the dwellinghouse(s) shall be 
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.  
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control details of any future 
development on the site in the interests of visual and residential amenity, and to comply 
with Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), Policy H15 (Extensions to 
Dwellings) and Policy H16 (Extension to the Front of Dwellings), of the Sedgefield 
Borough Local Plan. 
 

11 Remove GPDO (Means of enclosure) 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Class A of Part 2 of Schedule 2 of the Town and 
Country Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (or any Order revoking 
or re-enacting that Order) details of any walls or fences or other means of enclosure 
shall be approved by the Local Planning Authority.  
Reason: In the interests of safeguarding the visual amenity of the residential area, and 
to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
Developments) and Policy D5 (Layout of New Housing Development), of the Sedgefield 
Borough Local Plan. 
 

12 Energy efficiency 
Prior to commencement of development a scheme to minimise energy consumption 
shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The 
scheme shall provide for 10% embedded renewable energy. Thereafter the 
development shall operate in accordance with the approved scheme unless otherwise 
agreed in writing.   
Reason: In order to minimise energy consumption and to comply with Regional 
Planning Guidance Note 1, Policies EN1 and EN7. 
 

13 Wheel washing facility 
Prior to the commencement of development on site a vehicle wheel washing facility 
shall be installed at the main exit from the site in accordance with details, including its 
siting,  to be agreed beforehand by the Local Planning Authority.  All construction traffic 
leaving the site must use the facility and it must be available and maintained in working 
order at all times. 
Reason: In the interest of amenity and to reduce the amount of mud on the roads and 
in accordance with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

14 Ecology 
The development hereby approved shall be carried out entirely in accordance with the 
recommendations and mitigation measures specified in the Ecological Survey report 
prepared by Elliott Environmental Surveyors, reference ‘EES07-150’ and dated ’20 
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December 2007’. 
Reason:  To contribute to the maintenance of a favourable conservation status of LBAP 
habitats and species and to comply with PPS9 (Biodiversity and Geological 
Conservation).  
 

15 S106 for commuted sums / contributions in lieu 
The development hereby approved shall not commence by the undertaking of a 
material operation as defined by Section 56(4) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 until the completion of a legal agreement/planning obligation to secure the 
following: 

3. A contribution of £15,912 in lieu of the shortfall in the amount of open space 
within the site;  

4. A contribution of £4,950 in lieu of the provision of equipped play space within the 
site; and 

5. A commuted sum towards the cost of carrying out additional tree planting and 
landscaping improvements within the tree belt that surrounds the application site 
on its northern and eastern boundaries. 

 
No development shall commence until the applicant, or subsequent developer has 
received written confirmation from the Local Panning Authority that the payment of the 
commuted sums have been paid. 
Reason: The development fails to provide adequate open space or play provision within 
the site and the proposed layout is such that essential screening of industrial 
developments to the north and east would not be possible within the application site 
itself.  In order to satisfy the requirements of Policies L2 (Provision of Open Space in 
New Housing Development) and D1 (Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan, contributions are being sought 
for off site open space / play provision and/or associated environmental improvement 
works, and an off-site landscape improvement scheme. 

 

INFORMATIVE:  No diesel-powered plant or equipment should be used on the site on any 
Sunday, Saturday afternoon or Bank holiday nor at times other than between the hours of 
8.00am and 6.00pm and no building, packing or other materials should be allowed to blow off 
the site. No fires should be burned within 100 metres of occupied dwellings. 

 

INFORMATIVE:  REASON FOR GRANT OF PLANNING PERMISSION 
In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority the proposal is substantially surrounded by 
housing and would not lead to en extension of development into the open countryside, and 
would not prejudice design and environmental restraint policies of the development plan. 
 

INFORMATIVE:  LOCAL PLAN POLICIES RELEVANT TO THIS DECISION 
The decision to grant planning permission has been taken having regard to the key policies in 
the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan as set out below, and to all relevant material considerations: 
 
H19 Provision of a Range of House Types including Affordable Housing 
L2  Provision of Open Space in New Housing Developments 
D1  General Design Principles 
D2  Design for People 
D3  Design for Access 
D5   Layout of New Housing Development 
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3. 7/2008/0136/DM APPLICATION DATE: 28 March 2008 
 

PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF GRAIN STORE AND PROCESSING BUILDING 

(RETROSPECTIVE APPLICATION) 
 

LOCATION: LAND ADJACENT TO THE TILERY BRADBURY STOCKTON ON TEES 

TS21 2ES 
 
APPLICATION TYPE: Detailed Application 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Martin Corney 
 Elstob Hall, Great Stainton, Sedgefield, TS21 1NH 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
1. BRADBURY P.C.   
2. Cllr. Mr. J. Robinson   
3. Cllr. D R Brown   
4. DCC (TRAFFIC)   
5. Lee White   
6. L.PLANS   
7. LANDSCAPE ARCH   
 
NEIGHBOUR/INDUSTRIAL 
 
Fir Tree Hill Cottage 
Westwinds 
The Garth:1,1,Bradbury Parish Meeting 
Pennywell House 
Amberwell House 
Amberwell House 
Chapel Cottage 
High Farm 
Swan Carr Farm 
Stoneleigh 
Rosemount 
Rosemount 
Chapel View 
Burleighmead 
Burlieghmead 
Autumn House 
Autumn House 
______________________________________________________________________ 

 
PROPOSAL 
 
The application seeks retrospective planning approval for the retention of two existing  
inter -locked buildings, which have already been erected at The Tilery, Bradbury. Visually, the 
buildings divided into two parts. The larger eastern section of the building has a floor area  
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measuring 38.6m long x 20.25m wide. The eaves and ridge level of this building measure 4.6m 
and 7.3m in height respectively.  
 
The remaining section of the building is 36.6 m long x 8.25 m wide. The eaves and ridge level 
of this building measures 7.65 m and 8.8 m respectively. Providing a total floor area of 1043 
square metres of floor space. Both buildings have a steel frame construction with steel external 
sheets to ground level. 
 
No details of the equipment or other facilities to be installed in the buildings as part of the grain 
drying / milling process are included on the submitted plans, nor has the extent of storage 
space for grain been illustrated.  
 
However, following a site visit to the building it has been established that these are currently 
utilised to mix and bag bulk grain, which is then sold as pigeon feed. The taller of the two 
sections of the building is utilised to house a range of hoppers where grain is cleaned, 
processed, mixed and bagged. The larger and lower section of the buildings is used to store 
the bagged feed before this is dispatched to the customer.  
 
Elevational Drawings illustrating current Planning Application  
 

 
 
 
 
The floor layout below illustrates how the floor area of the building has increased since the 
original agricultural building was erected on site. 
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The application site is to be located on land to the east of Bradbury Services, which is located 
adjacent to Junction 60 on the A1 (M) with the A689. The application site has direct access to 
the A689 via a short farm track.  An existing residential property West Winds is located 
approximately 440 metres to the south west of the application site. Whilst the closest residential 
properties at Bradbury village are approximately 900 metres to the west of the application site. 
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Supplementary Information provided in Support of the Planning Application 
 
The applicant states that grain will be transferred from eight surrounding farms – six of these 
farms are located within 5 miles of the application site and the other two are located in Stockton 
and Shildon. The supporting information states that these farms lie within the same ownership, 
are part of the same business, but are farmed on a tenanted basis.  
 
Approximately 3 years ago the applicant planted approx. 80 acres of woodland around the 
application site in order to negate the potential impact of the building on the open countryside. 
The supporting information that accompanies the application has stated that these trees will 
serve as a visual barrier, promoting a more attractive environment and also increase the 
diversity of the natural habitat for wildlife conservation purposes.  
 
This application also includes provision of additional tree planting of approximately 16,230 sq. 
m to the east, south and west of the existing building. It is also proposed to plant two additional 
lengths of hedgerow measuring 230 and 130 metres to the east and west of the buildings in 
question.  
 
In support of the planning application it is stated that planning approval has already been 
granted for the larger of the two buildings under Agricultural Permitted Development Rights in 
2003 and that the taller of the buildings would not be significantly more prominent than this.  
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SITE HISTORY 
 

This site has a complex planning history a summary of which is outlined below. This new 
application is aimed at regularising the existing building, which has already been erected on 
site. 
 

In April 2003 the Borough Council determined an application under the prior notification 
procedure for agricultural development relating to the construction of a grain store /dryer /mill 
and distribution at this site. The ‘foot print’ building in question measured approximately 30 
metres in length x 15 metres in width whilst the pitched roof measured 4.6 metres to eaves 
level and 6.1 metres to ridge level. The applicant confirmed that this building was to be used 
purely for agricultural purposes. 
 

This application was subsequently amended to reduce the length of the building and increase 
the width of the building. These amendments were approved in February 2004 so that the 
footprint of the building measured 23.16 metres in length x 20.11 metres in width. The floor 
area of the building would form approximately 465 square metres. The elevational drawings are 
illustrated below. 
 
Elevational Drawings showing Agricultural Building Approved under Prior Notification Procedure 

 
 
A further application was submitted in January 2004 (App. No. 2004/0045/DM) for the erection 
of new building at the side of the existing building measuring 8.25 metres in width x 36.6metres 
in length. This submission included proposals to extend the length of the existing building from 
23.2 metres to 36.6 metres. This building formed a side and rear extension to the building that 
was built under Agricultural Permitted Development Rights in 2003 
The floor area of the enlarged building would, therefore, increase to 1043 square metres. 
 
It would appear that construction works for the extension to the side and rear of the building 

commenced prior to a decision being issued by the Local Planning Authority. When the 
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applicant was informed that the works were unacceptable and the application was to be 
recommended for refusal the application was withdrawn by the applicant in June 2004. 
 
Because of concerns regarding the degree of importation of raw materials onto the site, 
concerns regarding the usage of the building and its design the Local Planning Authority 
suggested that the applicant explore the possibility of relocating this operation to other 
alternative sites, which would be more appropriate to this type of activity. Although the 
supporting statement submitted with the application states that significant time has been spent 
considering other alternative sites for the proposed development no evidence has been 
provided to substantiate this claim.  
 
 
A further planning application was submitted in May 2007 with further details including 
photomontages of the building and the landscaping belt submitted in December 2007. This 
application sought planning approval to erect a single grain store and processing building. The 
proposed building would measure 38.6m long x 28.5m wide, providing 1042 square metres of 
floor space. The central section, which is 8.8m in overall height, with lower wings on either side 
being 4.9m up to eaves level. The proposed building would be of steel frame construction with 
steel external sheets to ground level. 
 
Elevational Drawings of Planning Application No. 2007/0283/DM 
 

 

 
This planning application was due for consideration with a recommendation for refusal at the 
meeting of this Council’s Development Control Committee held in March 2008  prior to the 
application being withdrawn by the agent.  
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PUBLICITY AND CONSULTATION RESPONSES 
 

Bradbury Parish Meeting have stated that they did not oppose the original building on site on 
the basis that this not excessive in size and they believed it appropriate to allow agriculture to 
continue on the 80 acres of land …. since that date, however, they have consistently and 
vehemently opposed the development as extended for commercial purposes without approval.  
 
The Parish Meeting state that the sheer size of the existing building means it can be seen from 
almost the whole of the historic Bradbury and Mordon Carrs as well as from the Bradbury – 
Mordon road and that … it is particularly intrusive for the owners of Westwinds. 
 It has also been stated that since the recent removal of an area of woodland at the Bradbury 
filling station the building is now visible from the A19M)/ A689 interchange and along the A689. 
 
The Meeting acknowledge that the developer has planted some 80 acres of woodland but in 
over 3 years these have grown to approximately 1.5 metres in height and that these would take 
some 20 years to screen the building. Concern was also raised that the colour of the building 
makes this stand out against the skyline. .  
 
Concern was also raised that the traffic figures provided does not take into account those 
tractors and trailers delivering grain through the harvest period when it is estimated that upto six 
deliveries a day were passing through Bradbury often at unreasonable speeds. Concern was 
also raised that lorries delivering materials from other parts of the country and abroad have 
been known to travel through Bradbury itself when looking for The Tilery and that vehicles 
heading east on the A689 turn across the westbound traffic into the site.  
 
As such, The Parish Meeting unanimously agreed to oppose the proposal and to seek 
enforcement action, if necessary, to reduce the building to its original approved size.  
 

Durham County Council (Highways Section) – The Highway Authority have stated, 
based upon the information provided with the planning application - that the expected traffic 
movements of 2 trucks making 2 or 3 deliveries per week, no highway objections are raised.  
 
The Highway Authority has also assessed Road Traffic Accident (RTA) Statistics in the vicinity 
of the existing junction onto the A689. The Highway Authority has confirmed that there have no 
Road Traffic Accidents recorded during the last 5 years in the vicinity of the junction that they 
involved vehicles related to traffic movements in or out of the existing junction onto the A689.  
 

Durham County Council (Archaeology Section) – has stated that the building does not 
directly impact upon the Ridge and Furrow remains in this area. However, concern was raised 
that the additional woodland planting proposed to the east of the building would detrimentally 
affect these archaeological features. It was therefore suggested that the proposed planting be 
reduced and amended to safeguard the Ridge and Furrow remains in this area. 
 

Sedgefield Borough Council (Local Plans) has recommended that planning approval for the 
taller of the two buildings be refused and that the larger building be utilised purely for 
agricultural purposes. It is noted that the site is located in an isolated area of the countryside 
away from any other related farming structure, and development would have a detrimental 
upon the surrounding landscape.  A situation which would be exacerbated by the retention of 
the taller of the two buildings and the resultant increase in floor area. Secondly the structures 
proposed would not be subject to any effective screening until the adjacent woodland matured. 
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 The Local Plans team state that the proposed development fails to accord with Planning Policy 
Statement 7 PPS7 (Sustainable Development in Rural Areas). 
 

Sedgefield Borough Council (Landscape Officer) has stated that rail and road 
communication routes abut the site and it is noted that the proposed development will be very 
prominent from the road linking Bradbury to Mordon and the main railway.  
 
Whilst it is acknowledged that significant tree planting has been carried out around the building 
and that this would provide a good degree of screening when this planting becomes 
established after approximately 15 years. Regrettably, however, the planting will not mitigate 
the development in the immediate future. Improvements have been suggested such as a 20 
year management plan and new hedgerow planting. The mitigation measures proposed in 
relation to the tree planting are welcomed.  
 

Residents Objections– twelve individual letters of objection were received from householders 
residing in the Bradbury area.  
 
 
Ten of these responses were submitted on a standard pro-forma, which objected to this 
proposal on the following grounds: 
 

1. The buildings, and has been used for commercial not agricultural purposes since its 
erection some four years ago. 

2. The large size of the building and its colour intrude on the views across the adjacent 
historic farmland. 

3. There is a danger to other road users both by traffic turning across and onto the A689, 
and to pedestrians and other road users in the village by the excessive numbers and 
speed of the tractors serving the production facility.  

4. The proposed screening of the building is not anticipated to become effective for 20 
years.  

 
It was, therefore, requested that this application be refused and that the building be reduced to 
its originally approved size including the removal of the silo,  
 
The other two letters of objection re-iterated the above concern that the existing building is 
being utilised for a commercial rather than agricultural purposes. That this proposal is 
detrimental to the visual appearance of this area being a blot on the landscape and that use is 
potentially hazardous to highway safety and that the operations, which at times operate 6 days 
a week, generate unacceptable levels of noise.  
 
PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 

 

The main planning considerations in this case revolve around how this proposal complies with 
planning Policy in relation to the following issues. 
 

• Is the proposal an Agricultural or a General Industrial Use? 

• Is this site an appropriate location for this Activity? 

• Would the proposal unacceptably detract from the visual amenity of this area? 

• Would the proposal be acceptable in highway safety terms? 
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The applicant has claimed that the principle of the use has been established due to the 
previous prior notification application. Having taken specialist advice from a planning 
consultancy, which specialise in agricultural development the Local Planning Authority firmly 
dispute this view in that Permitted Development rights only apply to development ‘reasonably 
necessary for the purposes of agriculture within that unit’.  
 
It is the opinion of the Local Planning Authority that it is now wholly legitimate to re-assess the 
proposals as a whole given that the proposed development would serve more than the 
immediate land holding and bearing in mind the increased scale of the proposed buildings. It 
should be noted that no cereal is grown at this location with all the crops being imported onto 
this site.  
 
It should additionally be noted that the floor area of the building currently under consideration 
has substantially increased since the date of the original planning application, which was 
determined under the prior notification procedure in April 2003. The floor area has increased 
from 465 sq. metres to 1042 sq. metres. 
 
The Government’s objectives for rural areas are outlined with of Planning Policy Statement 7 
PPS7 (Sustainable Development in Rural Areas). This Policy together with Planning Policy 
Statement 1 (Delivering Sustainable Development) seeks to promote sustainable patterns of 
development by focusing most development in, or next to existing towns and villages; 
preventing urban sprawl; and discouraging the development of ‘greenfield’ land. 
 
Government guidance also strives to protect the countryside for its own sake, and therefore, 
development is not normally allowed without special justification. Agricultural development is an 
accepted part of the countryside and the role of agriculture can be a key influence upon the 
character of the landscape. However, this acceptance is based upon the view that farm 
buildings are suitably positioned and designed and that these are required for the agricultural 
purposes or an ancillary use deriving from the agricultural activities carried out on that site. 
 
New industrial development in the countryside might be appropriate in a limited number of 
circumstances where there is a requirement to be close to a source of raw materials. These 
circumstances would typically include the excavation of minerals or forestry where it is essential 
that the activity take place close to the source of raw materials.   
 
A key principle of Planning PPS7 is that all development in rural areas should be well-designed 
and inclusive, in keeping and scale with its location, and sensitive to the character of the 
countryside and local distinctiveness. 

 

Is this Proposal an Agricultural or Light / General Industrial Use (B1/ B2)? 
 
The Local Planning Authority accepts that the storage and processing of grain grown on site 
can be regarded as a bona fide ancillary use to the agricultural activity. 
 
However, on this occasion, the grain to be processed / stored in the buildings would be 
imported from a variety of farms including locations at Stockton and Shildon. Whilst, the 
supporting information submitted with the planning application states that these farms are 
within the same ownership, are part of the same business, but are farmed on a tenanted basis. 
This Council’s planning consultants have expressed concern that the applicant has submitted 
no evidence to substantiate this claim.  

Page 41



 

SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - TO BE DETERMINED 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

 
Based on the limited amount of information submitted there is no means of clearly assessing 
the appropriate scale and extent of either the grain store element or associated processing 
facilities. The applicants supporting statement does not explain the exact purpose of any 
processing, type of grain being stored or intended end use/ product. 
 
However, on the basis of the information provided by the existing operator that the building is 
being used to store and mix grain for pigeon feed. The Local Planning Authority are of the view 
that this operation represents a B1 or B2 Use.  
 
The view is given further weight because it is stated that five full time staff are employed in the 
facility. This level of staffing would infer a commercial scale processing use with a need to 
import products to ensure on-going production.  
 

Is this Site an Appropriate location for a B1 or B2 Use? 
 
Whilst it is common practice to store grain at existing farmsteads where the crop has been 
grown the Local Planning Authority are of the opinion that grain processing does not require a 
rural location outside a settlement as a base.  Whilst it is accepted that a location on an 
industrial estate would add to the set up costs of the business, the same could be said of any 
other business seeking a new operating base.  
 
It is considered that the centrality of the application site to the extensive business catchment 
area and the advantage to the applicant of a convenient storage area do not create a 
substantial level of need for the application site as a base to weigh against the harm to the 
countryside (The site is in close proximity to the Bradbury, Mordon and Preston Carrs historic 
landscape).  It is considered that the applicant has not been able to demonstrate that the 
proposed activity has an essential requirement for this rural location, and the use of the 
application site is not linked to any significant extent to activity on this site. The processing of 
bird food could easily be located within an existing / established industrial area. 
 
Furthermore, the information submitted by the applicant is inconclusive in terms of the benefits 
in terms of sustainability associated with any perceived reduction in travel or appropriateness/ 
scarcity of other suitable sites for the processing element in the area.  
 
Notwithstanding the support for commercial and light industrial businesses in rural areas, PPS7 
states that such development would normally be expected to be in or adjacent to existing towns 
and villages. As such, the Local Planning Authority are of the opinion that food processing 
activities such as this should be located within the physical framework of existing towns and 
villages where these sites are best served via a range of public transport options and maximise 
the potential for employees to walk and cycle to work. This focus of new development within 
built up areas also helps the redevelop of brown field sites and minimises sporadic 
development in the open countryside.  
 
It is considered that the use of the application site is explicitly contrary to national policies 
contained within in PPS7 (Sustainable Development in Rural Areas) which aims to safeguard 
the countryside for its own sake, and to strictly control new building in the open countryside, 
whilst encouraging diversification which can bring benefits to the rural economy.  
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Visual Impact 
 
A key principle of Planning Policy Statement 7 is that all development in rural areas should be 
well-designed and inclusive, in keeping and scale with its location and sensitive to the character 
of the countryside. 
 
In order to assess the visual impact of this proposal a number of photomontages have been 
provided from several viewpoints around the application site. Notwithstanding the recent tree 
planting around the site and the additional planting now proposed the photomontages 
demonstrate that the tree belt would take some 15 years to become established as an effective 
screen that would minimise the impact of the development on the surrounding landscape. In 
the mean time, however, this planting will not screen the buildings which will appear to be 
unduly prominent within the landscape when viewed from the adjacent land and transport 
routes including the road linking Bradbury and Mordon, .the main railway line and the A693. 
 
Notwithstanding that planning approval has previously been granted for an agricultural building 
to be erected on site under the Prior Notification procedure the Local Planning Authority are of 
the opinion that the increase in the size and height of the proposed buildings is of such a 
degree that the cumulative impact of the two buildings now proposed would unacceptably 
detract from the visual appearance of the countryside in general and the historic landscape of 
Bradbury, Mordon and Preston Carrs, in particular, contrary to Local Plan Policy E3 which 
states that the Council will seek to conserve the historic landscape Character of the Bradbury, 
Mordon and Preston Carrs when approving proposals by ensuring that they do not damage the 
character and appearance of the area.  
 
The visual appearance of the two buildings with varying widths and heights is also considered 
to be poorly co-ordinated and ill conceived in design terms. Although recognising the functional 
nature of this type of building the Local Planning Authority are of the opinion that good quality 
design should be promoted rather than build a poorly designed building and then attempt to 
screen this.  
 

Highway Safety Issues 
 
Based upon the information provided in support of the application  – that the expected traffic 
movements generated by the operations are estimated to be 2 trucks making 2 or 3 deliveries 
per week  - the Highways Authority have raised no objection on highway safety grounds. The 
existing operator has recently been granted interim approval for two vehicles and trailers to 
operate from the site no more than 3 movements per week. It is acknowledged that additional 
traffic movements may result from tractors and trailers from the constituent farms visiting the 
site, however, bearing in mind the Road Traffic Accident statistics it is felt that the level of traffic 
movements would not be sufficient so as to justify refusal on highway safety grounds.   

 
CONCLUSION 
 
In conclusion, given the facts of the case it is considered that the proposal is contrary to the 
policies of the National Planning Policy outlined within Planning Policy Statement 1 and 7 and 
Policy E3 of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan as it has not been proven that the existing 
activities constitute an agricultural operation or that these are directly linked to the farm holding 
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where the building is located. The Local Planning Authority does not except that the grain-
processing to form pigeon feed needs to be located in the open countryside and are of the 
opinion that the cumulative visual impact of the larger, taller and more poorly designed 
buildings would unacceptably detract from the historic landscape of the Bradbury, Mordon and 
Preston Carrs, the adjacent transport corridors and the open countryside in general. 
 
It is, therefore, recommended that this planning application be refused planning consent. It 
should, however, be noted that the applicant would be able to utilise the ‘fall back’ position of 
the smaller scale building originally granted planning approval in February 2004 (when the 
footprint of the building measured 23.16 metres in length x 20.11 metres in width) provided that 
the building is utilised for a ‘bona fide’ agricultural use. The floor area of the building would 
measure approximately 465 square metres. 
 
SECTION 17 OF THE CRIME AND DISORDER ACT 1998  
 
Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the need to 
reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this application, in accordance with 
section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998. In reaching a recommendation to refuse 
planning permission, officers consider that the proposal will not undermine crime prevention or 
the promotion of community safety. 
 
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS: 

 
It is considered that in general terms, the provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 have been 
taken into account in dealing with the above application. 
 

RECOMMENDATION  

 
(i) That the application is refused for the following reasons: 
 
1. In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, the applicant has failed to demonstrate that 
the processing, storage and mixing of grain for bird seed has an essential requirement for a 
rural location, contrary to Policies laid out within PPS7 Development in the Countryside. 
 
2. In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority this development is located in an unsustainable 
location, in the open countryside which is poorly located in relation to both existing towns and 
villages and modes of transport other than the private car, contrary to the policies laid out in 
PPS1 (Delivering Sustainable Development).  
 
3. In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority this building would appear unduly prominent 
within the landscape when viewed from the adjacent land and transport routes (inc. the main 
railway line) and the historic landscape of Bradbury, Mordon and Preston Carrs, contrary to the 
policies laid out in PSS7 Development in the Countryside and Policy E3 of the Sedgefield 
Borough Council.  
  
(ii) That should Members be minded to refuse the application or in the event that the current 
application is withdrawn that consideration be given to instigating enforcement proceedings as 
outlined in the Committee Report at Item (?) of this agenda. 
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1. 7/2008/0224/CM 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 24 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: APPROVAL OF DETAILS RESERVED BY CONDITIONS (RELATING TO 

GATE PIERS AND ACCESS GATES) OF PLANNING 
PERMISSION928/7/65(12) RELATING TO RESTORATION OF 
HISTORIC PARKLAND 

 
LOCATION: HARDWICK COUNTRY PARK SEDGEFIELD TS21 2EH 
 
APPLICANT: Durham County Council 
 County Hall, Durham City, DH1 5UQ 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
1. SEDGEFIELD TC 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
2. DESIGN 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
3. Cllr. Mr. J. Robinson 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
4. Cllr. D R Brown 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
 
 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
2. 7/2008/0225/CM 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 24 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: APPLICATION FOR CONSERVATION AREA CONSENT FOR 

DEMOLITION OF EXISTING VISITOR CENTRE 
 
LOCATION: HARDWICK COUNTRY PARK SEDGEFIELD TS21 2EH 
 
APPLICANT: Durham County Council 
 County Hall, Durham City, DH1 5UQ 
 
CONSULTATIONS 
 
1. SEDGEFIELD TC 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
2. DESIGN 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
3. Cllr. Mr. J. Robinson 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
4. Cllr. D R Brown 25/04/2008 16/05/2008  
 
 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

This report details two applications (7/2008/0225/CM and 7/2008/0224/CM) for 

development by Durham County Council and will are dealt with by the County Council 

under Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning General Regulations 1992.   

Item 6
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__ 
 
THE PROPOSAL 
 
The proposals consist of two distinct elements, 
 

1. The erection of ornate entrance gates at the Southern Entrance of Hardwick Country 
Park measuring a maximum of 3m in height by a maximum of 9.7m in width. The 
gates will be located approximately 35m from a newly formed roundabout and will 
consist of stone pillars and metal railings formalising the entrance of the site.  

 
2. Conservation Area Consent for the demolition of a 1970’s visitor centre located within 

the park itself. The demolished material will be buried under the site and form 
landscaping treatments within the site.  

 
The works are associated with a previous planning application for restoration of the parkland 
including formation of lake, provision of visitors centre and associated car parking and 
access road, rebuilding and repair of structures and buildings including grade II* Listed 
gothic ruin, works to footpaths and trees 
 
 
CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY 
 

SBC Design and Conservation Area Manager – No objections subject to appropriate 
materials being used. 
 

SBC Tree Protection Officer- No objections regarding the demolition of the visitor centre. 
However concerns have been raised regarding the proposed landscape treatment following 
demolition of the visitor centre. 

 

SBC Landscape Officer- No objections regarding the demolition of the visitor centre. 
However concerns have been raised regarding the proposed level changes on the site.  

 
PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 
 

Policy E18 of the Sedgefield Local Plan seeks to protect and enhance conservation areas by 
resisting development, which would detract from the character of the area or is setting. The 
proposals are located within the Hardwick Park Conservation Area and therefore their visual 
appearance is of particular importance. 
 
Following consultation with the Design and Conservation Area Manager it is considered that 
the erection of the entrance gates and the demolition of the existing 1970’s visitor centre 
would enhance the character and setting of the area.  
 
However concerns have been raised by the Council’s Landscape Officer and Tree Protection 
Officer regarding level changes to accommodate a DDA compliant footpath.  Further 
information has been requested from the County Council in order to assess the visual impact 
of the landform and to identify the number of trees that will be lost as a consequence. 
Recently a large number of trees were removed from the site without permission in addition 
the proposed landform works do not conform to the previous planning approval.  Further 
information has been requested from the County Council, however none has been 
forthcoming to date.  
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__ 
HUMAN RIGHTS IMPLICATIONS 
 
It is considered that in general terms, the provisions of the Human Rights Act 1998 have 
been taken into account in dealing with the above application. 
 
RECOMMENDATION  
 
It is recommended that no objections be raised to the erection of the entrance gates, subject 
to the confirmation of the material used. 
 
It is also recommended that no objections be raised in principle to the demolition of the 
visitor centre subject to additional information regarding the proposed level changes on site 
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1. 7/2007/0427/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 21 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION INCORPORATING 

2NO. DOUBLE GARAGES, SWIMMING POOL, WORKSHOP AND 
STABLES AND ERECTION OF FIRST FLOOR REAR EXTENSION 

 
LOCATION: MILL HOUSE AYCLIFFE VILLAGE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs K S Ray 
 c/o Leigh Cooper Associates, 45 Coniscliffe Road, Darlington, Co Durham, 

DL3 7EH 
 
DECISION: WITHDRAWN on 15 April 2008 
 
 

2. 7/2008/0135/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 10 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY GARDEN ROOM, UTILITY AND 

GARAGE EXTENSION  
 
LOCATION: 11 CASTLEGARTH SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr G Courtney 
 Flambard House, 11 Castlegarth , Middlestone Moor, Spennymoor, Co 

Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
 
 

3. 7/2008/0134/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 11 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: SIGNAGE TO FRONT ELEVATION AND WINDOWS AND INSTALLATION 

OF NEW PROJECTION SIGN. 
 
LOCATION: 5 CLYDE TERRACE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr Steve Frampton 
 ADP Dental & Co , Kirk House, 15 Birkheads Road, Reigate, Surrey, RH2 

0AW 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 23 April 2008 
 
 

Item 7
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4. 7/2008/0133/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 26 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CREATION OF DISABLED ACCESS RAMP TO FRONT AND 

INSTALLATION OF 2 NO. AIRCONDITIONING UNITS TO THE REAR  
 
LOCATION: 5 CLYDE TERRACE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr Steve Frampton 
 Kirk House, 15 Birkheads Road, Reigate, Surrey, RH2 0AW 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 23 April 2008 
 
 

5. 7/2008/0131/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 6 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE TO FORM TWO BEDROOM CARETAKERS FLAT 
 
LOCATION: WEST SIDE OF THE FORMER BLACK AND DECKER FACTORY 

ENTERPRISE WAY SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Orange County Ltd 
 Unit 43, Enterprise City , Spennymoor, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 1 May 2008 
 
 

6. 7/2008/0128/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 12 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION AND CANOPY TO 

FRONT ELEVATION 
 
LOCATION: 28 GREVILLE WAY NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM DL5 5EX 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Peter Toole 
 28 Greville Way, Newton Aycliffe, County Durham, DL5 5EX 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 30 April 2008 
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7. 7/2008/0126/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 26 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SMOKING SHELTER 
 
LOCATION: SCHOTT INDUSTRIAL GLASS KETTON WAY AYCLIFFE INDUSTRIAL 

PARK NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: David Adamson 
 Schott Industrial Glass, Aycliffe Industrial Park, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

8. 7/2008/0125/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 14 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF DENTAL SURGERY 
 
LOCATION: 39 NORTH END SEDGEFIELD STOCKTON ON TEES TS21 2AZ 
 
APPLICANT: Dr M.A. Hyder 
 11 The Wynd, Wynyard, TS22 5QE 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

9. 7/2008/0124/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 6 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO SIDE AND REAR 
 
LOCATION: 5 BRAMHAM CHASE NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM DL5 7LZ 
 
APPLICANT: Mrs J Hodge 
 5 Bramham Chase, Newton Aycliffe, Durham, DL5 7LZ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 11 April 2008 
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10. 7/2008/0122/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING GARAGE WITH TWO STOREY SIDE 

EXTENSION COMPRISING OF DOUBLE GARAGE AND BEDROOMS, 
FIRST FLOOR REAR BEDROOM EXTENSION AND REPLACEMENT OF 
EXISTING ROOF WITH NEW SLATE ROOF INCLUDING NEW HIPPED 
ROOF DESIGN TO THE REAR  

 
LOCATION: 7 NORTH CLOSE KIRK MERRINGTON SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM 

DL16 7HH 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Steven  Dunn 
 7 North Close, Kirk Merrington, Spennymoor, Durham, DL16 7 HH 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

11. 7/2008/0121/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO REAR 
 
LOCATION: 5 CHARLES ROW MIDDRIDGE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Dicker 
 5 Charles Row, Middridge, Co Durham, DL5 7JB 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
 
 

12. 7/2008/0119/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 3 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: REINSTATE FORMER METAL RAILINGS ABOVE FRONT BOUNDARY 

WALL AND INSERTATION OF 2 GATES 
 
LOCATION: 53 THE GREEN CORNFORTH CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Dr P & Mrs R Cadigan 
 53 The Green, Cornforth, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
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13. 7/2008/0118/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 5 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO REAR OF EXISTING 

GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: 2 FORSTER CLOSE NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Thomas Steel 
 2 Forster Close, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
 
 

14. 7/2008/0117/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1NO  DWELLING 
 
LOCATION: SITE ADJACENT TO 20 WOOD STREET SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: M A Spirit 
 34 Durham Street, Spennymoor, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 17 April 2008 
 
 

15. 7/2008/0116/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 10 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CONSTRUCTION OF NEW PITCHED ROOF OVER EXISTING FLAT ROOF 
 
LOCATION: 8 HACKWORTH STREET SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs B White 
 8 Hackworth Road, Shildon, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 11 April 2008 
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16. 7/2008/0114/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 6 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM GROUND FLOOR SHOP TO RESIDENTIAL 
 
LOCATION: 146 DURHAM ROAD SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: J A & A M Cartwright 
 146 Durham Road, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 6SL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 30 April 2008 
 
 

17. 7/2008/0113/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 9 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FIRST FLORR EXTENSION OVER GARAGE AND SINGLE 

STOREY SUN ROOM EXTENSION TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 24 WHITWORTH MEADOW SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Andrew  Brown 
 24 Whitworth Meadows, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 7BH 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 17 April 2008 
 
 

18. 7/2008/0111/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 28 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: RETENTION OF AWNING  
 
LOCATION: THE SALVIN ARMS KINGS STREET SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: STN Pub Enterprises 
 2-4 Broadway Park, South Gyle, Broadway, Edinburgh, EH12 9JZ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
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19. 7/2008/0110/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 1 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF BUILDING FOR STORAGE, KENNELS AND AVIARY 
 
LOCATION: REAR OF FRONT STREET TUDHOE COLLIERY CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: K Wall 
 17 High Street, Catterick Village, North Yorkshire, DL10 7LL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 14 May 2008 
 
 

20. 7/2008/0109/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 28 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CONVERSION OF GARAGE TO SHOWER ROOM AND STUDY 
 
LOCATION: 5 PRIMROSE CLOSE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Garry Heslop 
 5 Primrose Close, Spennymoor, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

21. 7/2008/0108/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 29 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 34 EMERALD WALK CHILTON CO.DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Gillian Kemp 
 34 Emerald Walk, Chilton, Co. Durham, DL17 0QR 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
 
 

Page 55



 
SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 
PLANNING APPLICATIONS - DELEGATED DECISIONS  

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

22. 7/2008/0105/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 10 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF POLE MOUNTED MARKETING SIGNS 
 
LOCATION: LAND AT HEIGHINGTON LANE WEST AYCLIFFE INDUSTRIAL PARK 

NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Merchant Developments 
 The Studio , Sinclair Court, Brunswick Village, Newcastle upon Tyne, NE13 

7DS 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

23. 7/2008/0139/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING PUBLIC TELEPHONE KIOSK WITH KIOSK 

COMBINING PUBLIC PAYPHONE SERVICES AND ATM SERVICE. 
 
LOCATION: JUNCTION OF DRAKE STREET ADJACENT TO 13 CLYDE TERRACE 

SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mrs Mandy Greenslade 
 BT Payphones, Delta Point (PP05A23), 35 Wellesley Road, Croydon, 

Surrey, CR9 2YZ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

24. 7/2008/0104/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 5 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: EXTENSION TO EXISTING CAR PARK AND ERECTION OF NEW PALIDIN 

FENCE (RETROSPECTIVE) 
 
LOCATION: ON TAP HEATING LIMITED HILTON ROAD AYCLIFFE INDUSTRIAL PARK 

NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: On Tap Heating Limited 
 Hilton Road, Aycliffe Industrial Park, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham, DL5 6EN 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 1 May 2008 
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25. 7/2008/0141/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 12 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 30 SKIPTON CLOSE FERRYHILL CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs Hymer 
 30 Skipton Close, Ferryhill 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
 
 

26. 7/2008/0143/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO REAR 
 
LOCATION: 14 WELLGARTH MEWS WINTERTON SEDGEFIELD STOCKTON ON 

TEES 
 
APPLICANT: Mr R Allan 
 14 Wellgarth Mews, Winterton, Sedgefield, TS21 3NN 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 7 May 2008 
 
 

27. 7/2008/0196/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 8 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FIRST FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 50 GORDON TERRACE FERRYHILL CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr P Slack 
 50 Gordon Terrace, Ferryhill, County Durham, DL17 8SR 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
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28. 7/2008/0194/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 May 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 24 SOUTH COURT MIDDLESTONE MOOR SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs P Coulthard 
 24 South Court, Middlestone Moor, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 7BL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

29. 7/2008/0191/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 8 WEST CHILTON TERRACE CHILTON CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Richard Fothergill 
 8 West Chilton Terrace, Chilton , Co. Durham, DL17 0HH 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 7 May 2008 
 
 

30. 7/2008/0187/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 31 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION INCORPORATING 

GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: 41 RIDGESIDE NORTH CLOSE SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Adrian Haswell 
 41 Ridgeside, North Close, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 7HF 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
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31. 7/2008/0180/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 31 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1ST FLOOR EXTENSION OVER EXISTING GARAGE  
 
LOCATION: 1 HAZELMERE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mrs C Hitch 
 1 Hazelmere, Spennymoor, Co Durham , DL16 6UL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

32. 7/2008/0178/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 9 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF DETACHED GARAGE TO REAR 
 
LOCATION: 57 BURNIE GARDENS SHILDON CO DURHAM DL4 1NB 
 
APPLICANT: Mr L Bell 
 57 Burnie Gardens, Shildon, Co Durham, DL4 1NB 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

33. 7/2008/0176/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 14 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO SIDE AND REAR 
 
LOCATION: 8 MELGROVE WAY SEDGEFIELD STOCKTON ON TEES 
 
APPLICANT: Mrs George 
 8 Melgrove Way, Sedgefield, Co Durham,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
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34. 7/2008/0173/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 26 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION INCORPORATING 

GARAGE  
 
LOCATION: 15 CALDERMERE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr P Kelly 
 15 Caldermere, Spennymoor, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
 
 

35. 7/2008/0170/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 26 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF EXTENSION TO FRONT LOBBY 
 
LOCATION: 28 PATENSON COURT WOODHAM NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs Johnson 
 28 Patenson Court, Woodham, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham, DL5 4XL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 May 2008 
 
 

36. 7/2008/0168/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 25 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1 NO DWELLING WITH INTERGRAL GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: LAND ADJOINING THE BUNGALOW SOUTH VIEW FISHBURN CO. 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Paul Johnson 
 55 Oakdene Road, Fishburn , Stockton on Tees 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 14 May 2008 
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37. 7/2008/0164/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 25 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: THE OLD COLLIERY INN TRIMDON GRANGE CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mrs Lisa Bolam 
 The Old Colliery Inn, Trimdon Grange, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 23 April 2008 
 
 

38. 7/2008/0163/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 14 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 26 GRASMERE SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Taylor 
 26 Grasmere, Spennymoor, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 13 May 2008 
 
 

39. 7/2008/0160/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 25 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF EXTENSION TO PROVIDE HEAD OFFICE, STAFF ROOM, 

PPE ROOM, OFFICE, SECURE LOBBY AND REFURBISHMENT OF 
EXISTING ADMIN AREA 

 
LOCATION: ST WILLIAMS RC VA PRIMARY SCHOOL ELWICK VIEW TRIMDON CO 

DURHAM  
TS29 6HY 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Denise McNally 
 Diocese of Hexham and, Newcastle, St Cuthbert's House, West Road, 

Newcastle upon Tyne, Tyne and Wear, NE15  7PY 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
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40. 7/2008/0159/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 20 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION AND ATTACHED 

GARAGE TO SIDE 
 
LOCATION: 11 HEIGHINGTON STREET AYCLIFFE VILLAGE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr B Young 
 11 Heighington Street, Aycliffe Village, Co Durham, DL5 6JZ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 May 2008 
 
 

41. 7/2008/0158/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 28 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE TO OFF LICENSE/CONVENIENCE STORE 

(RETROSPECTIVE APPLICATION) 
 
LOCATION: 17 MAIN STREET SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Robin Newton 
 14 Spitfire Court, Scorton, N.Yorks, DL10 6TF 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

42. 7/2008/0157/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM OPEN SPACE TO DOMESTIC CURTILAGE 
 
LOCATION: LAND REAR OF 10 HEIGHINGTON STREET AYCLIFFE VILLAGE CO 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Ms A Harris 
 10 Heighington Street, Aycliffe Village, Co Durham,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
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43. 7/2008/0155/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1 NO DWELLING AND INTEGRAL GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: LAND ADJACENT TO 12 BRYAN STREET SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr George Gittins 
 12 Bryan Street, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 6DW 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 14 May 2008 
 
 

44. 7/2008/0154/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR SUN ROOM 
 
LOCATION: 8 WOODLAND VIEW SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs CB Hunter 
 8 Woodland View, Shildon, Co Durham, DL4 2LP 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

45. 7/2008/0152/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 25 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO REAR 
 
LOCATION: 35 THE LEAS SEDGEFIELD STOCKTON ON TEES 
 
APPLICANT: Mr J.D Mekins 
 35 The Leas, Sedgefield, Co Durham, TS21 2DS 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
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46. 7/2008/0149/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: EXTENSION TO EXISTING ORANGERY TO PROVIDE IMPROVED 

ACCESS FROM RECEPTION AND INCREASE ACCOMMODATION 
 
LOCATION: WHITWORTH HALL HOTEL WHITWORTH SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr Alan Lax 
 Whitworth Hall Hotel, Whitworth Lane, Spennymoor, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 13 May 2008 
 
 

47. 7/2008/0147/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 31 MILLWOOD CHILTON CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs A Cornbill 
 31 Millwood , Chilton, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

48. 7/2008/0142/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 27 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: SINGLE STOREY REAR SITTING ROOM EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: GARDEN HOUSE BYERS GREEN CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: E W Bell 
 Garden House, Byers Green, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 23 April 2008 
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49. 7/2008/0103/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 27 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FIRST FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION AND SINGLE STOREY 

REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 8 CLOVER COURT SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Miss A Simpson 
 8 Clover Court, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 6FE 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

50. 7/2008/0101/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 27 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 29 HAREBELL MEADOWS WOODHAM VILLAGE CO DURHAM DL5 4UG 
 
APPLICANT: Charles Blake 
 78 Pemberton Road, Woodham Village, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham, DL5 

4UW 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 22 April 2008 
 
 

51. 7/2008/0100/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 28 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 99 AUCKLAND TERRACE SHILDON CO DURHAM DL4 1AY 
 
APPLICANT: K Nelson 
 99 Auckland Terrace, Shildon, Co Durham, DL4 1AY 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 30 April 2008 
 
 

Page 65



 
SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 
PLANNING APPLICATIONS - DELEGATED DECISIONS  

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

52. 7/2008/0061/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 12 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: DISPLAY OF ADVERTISEMENT SIGN 
 
LOCATION: FILTRONIC COMPOUND SEMICONDUCTORS LTD HEIGHINGTON LANE 

BUSINESS PARK NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: John Martin 
 Filtronic Compound Semiconductors, Heighington Lane, Newton Aycliffe, Co 

Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

53. 7/2008/0059/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 10 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF KITCHEN EXTENSION TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 26 THE GREEN WEST CORNFORTH CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Hudspeth 
 26 The Green, West Cornforth 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
 
 

54. 7/2008/0056/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 13 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY ATTACHED GARAGE TO SIDE 
 
LOCATION: 42 PEMBERTON ROAD WOODHAM CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr J Anderson 
 42 Pemberton Road , Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
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55. 7/2008/0055/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 31 January 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SECOND FLOOR REAR BEDROOM EXTENSION WITH 

EXTENDED VERANDA AT FIRST FLOOR LEVEL OVER REAR YARD 
SPACE 

 
LOCATION: MERLE'S HAIRDRESSERS 22 DARLINGTON ROAD FERRYHILL CO. 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs Willetts  
 87 Darlington Road, Ferryhill, Co. Durham, DL17 8EX 
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 27 March 2008 
 
 

56. 7/2008/0054/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 31 January 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SUN ROOM TO REAR 
 
LOCATION: 19 WESTERDALE GARDENS SHILDON CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Steven Aitken 
 3 St Pauls Gardens, Witton Park, DL14 0DL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 27 March 2008 
 
 

57. 7/2008/0052/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 28 January 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1ST FLOOR EXTENSION TO SIDE WITH BALCONIES TO 

FRONT 
 
LOCATION: KAYS HILL FARM CHILTON FERRYHILL CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr S Forster 
 Kays Hill Farm, Chilton, Ferryhill 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
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58. 7/2008/0040/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE TO CONTINENTAL CAFE (RETROSPECTIVE 

APPLICATION) 
 
LOCATION: 11 HIGH STREET SEDGEFIELD CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Arthur Turner 
 Mill House, High Hesleden, Hartlepool, TS27 4PZ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

59. 7/2008/0035/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 13 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF EXTENSION TO EXISTING TRAINING CENTRE 
 
LOCATION: JUBILEE FIELDS TRAINING CENTRE JUBILEE ROAD SHILDON CO 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: S & D Training Ltd 
 Jubilee Fields Training Centre, Jubilee Road, Shildon, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 May 2008 
 
 

60. 7/2008/0034/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 21 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY EXTENSION TO REAR, SINGLE STOREY 

SIDE EXTENSION INCORPORATING DORMER EXTENSION  
 
LOCATION: 2 WESTFIELD TERRACE BISHOP MIDDLEHAM CO DURHAM  DL17 9BH 
 
APPLICANT: Mark Hindmarch 
 2 Westfield Terrace , Bishop Middleham, Ferryhill, DL179BH 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 11 April 2008 
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61. 7/2008/0029/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: Retrospective TEMPORARY PERMISSION TO ERECT PORTABLE 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION ON EXISTING CAR PARK AREA 
 
LOCATION: CHILTON DEPOT CHILTON INDUSTRIAL ESTATE CHILTON CO. 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Colin Steel 
 Director of Housing, Sedgefield Borough Council 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

62. 7/2008/0027/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FRONT PORCH WITH WC 
 
LOCATION: 9 WALLAS ROAD NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs I Mitchell 
 9 Wallas Road, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

63. 7/2008/0026/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 21 January 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF DETACHED BUNGALOW (RETROSPECTIVE 

APPLICATION) 
 
LOCATION: DENHAMFIELDS GARAGE COMMERCIAL STREET FERRYHILL CO 

DURHAM                                                                     
 
APPLICANT: K Crabtree 
 Denhamfields Garage, Commercial Street, Ferryhill, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 31 March 2008 
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64. 7/2008/0022/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 January 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 11 GILPIN ROAD NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM DL5 5EQ 
 
APPLICANT: D. Oman. 
 11 Gilpin Road, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham, DL5 5EQ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
 
 

65. 7/2007/0747/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF STABLES, STORAGE BUILDING AND POLYTUNNEL 
 
LOCATION: LAND WEST OF TRIMDON GRANGE CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr B Graves 
 10 St Bede Avenue, Fishburn, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 18 April 2008 
 
 

66. 7/2007/0739/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 12 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY EXTENSIONS TO SIDE AND REAR 
 
LOCATION: SOUTH MOOR FARM RACECOURSE ROAD SEDGEFIELD TS21 2HT 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs C North 
 Southmoor Farm, Racecourse Road, Sedgefield, TS21 2HT 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
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67. 7/2007/0731/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 5 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION AND CONSERVATORY TO THE REAR 

AND CONVERSION OF LOFT INTO BEDROOMS 
 
LOCATION: 30 CHESTER CRESCENT WEST CORNFORTH CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mrs Sue Cartwright 
 30 Chester Crescent, West Cornforth 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 30 April 2008 
 
 

68. 7/2007/0724/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 13 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT COMPRISING OF 8 DWELLINGS 

(OUTLINE APPLICATION) 
 
LOCATION: QUARRY GARAGE SALTERS LANE TRIMDON GRANGE CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Joe Niles 
 4 Gluegarth, Gillesgate, Co. Durham, DH1 2QQ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
 
 

69. 7/2007/0722/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 6 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: DEMOLITION OF HALL TO THE NORTH AND INTERNAL ALTERATIONS 

TO CREATE NEW DANCE HALL, ALTERATIONS TO FRONT ELEVATION 
TO PROVIDE NEW ENTRANCE,  AND ERECTION OF CANOPY TO 
PROVIDE SMOKING AREA 

 
LOCATION: CHILTON & WINDLESTONE WORKINGMENS CLUB CHILTON DL17 0EY 
 
APPLICANT: Mark Casey 
 Chilton WMC, Durham Road , Chilton, DL17 QEY 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 24 April 2008 
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70. 7/2007/0692/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 10 December 2007 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM SHOP (USE CLASS A1) TO RESTAURANT (USE 

CLASS A3) AND NEW SHOP FRONT 
 
LOCATION: 93 CHURCH STREET SHILDON CO DURHAM DL4 1DT 
 
APPLICANT: Peter Moody 
 93 Church Street, Shildon, Co Durham, DL4 1DT 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 12 May 2008 
 
 

71. 7/2007/0662/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 11 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY REAR EXTENSION AND SINGLE STOREY 

REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 161 AUCKLAND TERRRACE SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr J Foster 
 161 Auckland Terrace, Shildon, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

72. 7/2007/0642/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 12 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF DETACHED GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: 4 LANGDALE OVAL TRIMDON COLLIERY CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs J Hemmings 
 4 Langdale Oval, Trimdon Colliery , Trimdon Station , Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
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73. 7/2008/0063/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 5 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF EXTENSIONS TO DWELLING INCLUDING DORMER 

WINDOWS TO SIDE ELEVATION 
 
LOCATION: SOUTHFIELD FARM SPRING LANE SEDGEFIELD CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs V Bedi 
 Southfield Farm, Spring Lane, Sedgefield, Cleveland, TS21 2HJ 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

74. 7/2008/0064/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 20 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CREATION OF NEW FLAT ROOF AND DRAINAGE 
 
LOCATION: NEVILLE COMMUNITY CENTRE NEVILLE PARADE NEWTON AYCLIFFE 

CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: The Friends of Senior Citizens 
 Neville Community Centre, Neville Parade , Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

75. 7/2008/0065/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 8 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY SUN ROOM TO REAR AND ATTACHED 

GARAGE TO SIDE 
 
LOCATION: 4 CLOVER COURT WOODHAM NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Miss P Taylor 
 4 Clover Court, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 4 April 2008 
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76. 7/2008/0066/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM BAKEHOUSE TO 1NO. 2 BED DWELLING 

INCLUDING INCREASING ROOF HEIGHT TO CREATE FIRST FLOOR 
LIVING SPACE 

 
LOCATION: REAR OF 51 ATTWOOD TERRACE TUDHOE SPENNYMOOR CO. 

DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Pauleen Sedgewick 
 51 Attwood Terrace, Tudhoe, Spennymoor, Co. Durham, DL16 6TE 
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 27 March 2008 
 
 

77. 7/2008/0098/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 17 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION  
 
LOCATION: BYWAYS THE GREEN TUDHOE VILLAGE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr A Marley 
 18 Thirlmere, Spennymoor, Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

78. 7/2008/0097/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM OPEN SPACE TO DOMESTIC GARDEN AND 

OFF STREET PARKING AND CREATION OF NEW VEHICLE ACCESS 
 
LOCATION: 17 BURN LANE NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: A & J Gray 
 17 Burn Lane, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD REFUSAL on 15 May 2008 
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79. 7/2008/0096/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 27 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FIRST FLOOR SIDE EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 2 HOODE CLOSE NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs Firth 
 2 Hoode Close, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 23 April 2008 
 
 

80. 7/2008/0095/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 20 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE TO GYMNASIUM  
 
LOCATION: UNIT 3 TRIMDON GRANGE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE TRIMDON GRANGE 

CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Gymsters Ltd 
 The Old School, Butterwick Road, Fishburn, TS21 4AR 
 
DECISION: WITHDRAWN on 14 April 2008 
 
 

81. 7/2008/0094/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 27 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY EXTENSION TO THE REAR 
 
LOCATION: 6 BANK TOP TERRACE TRIMDON VILLAGE CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr & Mrs G Jackson 
 6 Bank Top Terrace, Trimdon Village,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
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82. 7/2008/0092/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 15 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 63 BYERLEY ROAD SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Julia Allison 
 63 Byerley Road, Shildon, Co Durham,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 9 May 2008 
 
 

83. 7/2008/0091/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1 NO DWELLING WITH INTEGRAL GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: SITE ADJACENT TO 44 THE GREEN WEST CORNFORTH CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr/Mrs Lamb 
 4 Hall Lane, Heighington , Darlington, Co. Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

84. 7/2008/0090/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION 
 
LOCATION: 26 CELANDINE WAY SHILDON CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Edward Gardiner 
 26 Celandine Way, Shildon, Co Durham, DL4 2DT 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
 
 

85. 7/2008/0089/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION AND SINGLE STOREY 

REAR EXTENSION 
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LOCATION: 73 BOWES ROAD NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Travis 
 73 Bowes Road, Newton Aycliffe, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 15 April 2008 
 
 

86. 7/2008/0088/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: INSTALLATION OF VELUX WINDOWS TO REAR ELEVATION 
 
LOCATION: 18 EAST PARADE SEDGEFIELD CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr Green 
 18 East Parade, Sedgefield, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 14 April 2008 
 
 

87. 7/2008/0200/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 3 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: AMENDMENT TO ORIGINAL APPLICATION REF 7/2008/0017/DM TO 

INSTALL ATM MACHINE IN AN ALTERNATIVE LOCATION   
 
LOCATION: CO-OPERATIVE STORE OXFORD ROAD SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: The Co-operative Group 
 Property Division , P.O. Box 53, New Century House, Manchester , M60 4ES 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 13 May 2008 
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88. 7/2008/0087/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 18 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF CONSERVATORY TO THE REAR  
 
LOCATION: 19 BUTTERWICK ROAD FISHBURN CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr J G Woods 
 19 Butterwick Road, Fishburn , Co Durham , TS21 4EB 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 11 April 2008 
 
 

89. 7/2008/0083/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 7 March 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CONSTRUCTION OF PEDESTRIAN RAMP  
 
LOCATION: MEADOWFIELD AVENUE GREEN LANE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE 

SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: John  Webster 
 Durham County Council, County Hall, North Road, Aykley Heads, DH1 5UL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 30 April 2008 
 
 

90. 7/2008/0081/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 13 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF SINGLE STOREY REAR EXTENSION AND DETACHED 

GARAGE 
 
LOCATION: 26 MILLFIELDS AYCLIFFE VILLAGE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mrs S Mather 
 26 Millfields, Aycliffe Village, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
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91. 7/2008/0080/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 4 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING SHOP FRONT AND NEW PLANT TO REAR 

CAR PARK AND ROOF (CONSERVATION AREA CONSENT) 
 
LOCATION: CO-OP STORE 6 HIGH STREET SEDGEFIELD TS21 3AT 
 
APPLICANT: Co-operative Group 
 Format Development, New Century House, PO Box 53, Manchester, M60 

4ES 
 
DECISION: PERMITTED DEVELOPMENT on 11 April 2008 
 
 

92. 7/2008/0078/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 19 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM OUTBUILDINGS TO MICROBREWERY AND 

CONSTRUCTION OF EXTERNAL CHIMNEY 
 
LOCATION: THE SURTEES ARMS CHILTON LANE FERRYHILL STATION CO 

DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: A & S Hogg 
 The Surtees Arms, Ferryhill Station , Ferryhill , Co Durham  
 
DECISION: WITHDRAWN on 14 April 2008 
 
 

93. 7/2008/0075/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 7 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF OFFICE BLOCK COMPRISING OF 3 NO. OFFICES 
 
LOCATION: REAR OF 2 KING STREET SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr M Abley 
 Branston House, Durham Road, Spennymoor, Co Durham 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
 
 

 

Page 79



 
SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 

 
PLANNING APPLICATIONS - DELEGATED DECISIONS  

___________________________________________________________________ 
 

94. 7/2008/0074/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 5 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: REINSTATE AND RESTORE FRONT BOUNDARY WALL 
 
LOCATION: 53 THE GREEN CORNFORTH CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Dr & Mrs P Cadigan 
 53 The Green, West Cornforth , Co Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 2 April 2008 
 
 

95. 7/2008/0071/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 21 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF ELECTRICITY SUBSTATION  
 
LOCATION: GREEN LANE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE YORK HILL ROAD/A167 

SPENNYMOOR  
 
APPLICANT: Wellsprings 
 Mr John Wheatman, Whitfield House, St Johns Road, meadowfield Ind Est, 

Meadowfield, Durham  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 17 April 2008 
 
 

96. 7/2008/0070/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 8 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF FASCIA SIGNS 
 
LOCATION: UNIT 10 CUMBIE WAY AYCLIFFE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE NEWTON 

AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: J.A Robinson 
 3 Watling Terrace, Willington, Co Durham, DL15 0HL 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 8 April 2008 
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97. 7/2008/0068/DM    OFFICER:David Gibson 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 8 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: DISPLAY OF NEW SHOP SIGN, PROJECTING SIGN AND 

FREESTANDING SIGN 
 
LOCATION: SAINSBURYS LOCAL COBBLERS HALL BURN LANE NEWTON 

AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Sainsburys Stores 
 Gibson Lane, Melton, Nr Hull, HU14 3HH,  
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 28 March 2008 
 
 

98. 7/2008/0067/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 11 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF 1 NO. DWELLING (OUTLINE APPLICATION) 
 
LOCATION: LAND ADJACENT TO 76 ATTWOOD TERRACE SPENNYMOOR CO 

DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr P Whitfield & Ms H Fisher 
 76 Attwood Terrace, Spennymoor, Co Durham , DL16 6TE 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 7 April 2008 
 
 

99. 7/2008/0085/DM    OFFICER:Mark O'Sullivan 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 15 February 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE AND REAR EXTENSION 

INCORPORATING 1ST FLOOR JULIET BALCONY AND SINGLE STOREY 
REAR EXTENSION 

 
LOCATION: 11 SOUTH VIEW MIDDLESTONE MOOR SPENNYMOOR CO. DURHAM 
 
APPLICANT: Mr C Ross 
 1 Gerard Street, Spennymoor 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 13 May 2008 
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100. 7/2008/0208/DM    OFFICER:Steven Pilkington 
 
APPLICATION DATE: 16 April 2008 
 
PROPOSAL: CHANGE OF USE FROM OUTBUILDINGS TO MICROBREWEY AND 

CONSTRUCTION OF EXTERNAL CHIMNEY  
 
LOCATION: SURTEES ARMS CHILTON LANE FERRYHILL CO DURHAM  
 
APPLICANT: Mr Alan Hogg 
 The Surtees Arms, Chilton Lane, Ferryhill Station, Ferryhill, Durham, DL17 

0DH 
 
DECISION: STANDARD APPROVAL on 14 May 2008 
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Ref.No.  AP/2007/0003 
 Location LAND NORTH EAST OF HIGH STREET BYERS GREEN SPENNYMOOR 

CO DURHAM 
 Proposal        RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT (OUTLINE APPLICATION) 
 Appellant        Mr A Watson 
 Received  16

th
 April 2007 

 
 An Inspector’s letter was received on 29

th
 February 2008.  The Appeal was Upheld.  The   

        details of the decision will be reported to Committee in due course. 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2007/0006 
 Location WOODLANDS 16 TUDHOE VILLAGE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM 

 Proposal        DEMOLITION AND RECONSTRUCTION OF EXISTING 
DWELLINGHOUSE (APPLICATION FOR CONSERVATION AREA 
CONSENT) 

 Appellant        Mr & Mrs Jackson 
 Received  24

th
 May 2007 

 
An Inspector’s letter was received on 16

th
 May 2008.  The Appeal was Upheld.  The   

details of the decision will be reported to Committee in due course. 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2007/0007 
 Location WOODLANDS 16 TUDHOE VILLAGE SPENNYMOOR CO DURHAM 

 Proposal        DEMOLITION AND RECONSTRUCTION OF EXISTING BUILDING 
ANNEX TO BE RETAINED & REFURBISHED 

 Appellant        Mr & Mrs Jackson 
 Received  24

th
 May 2007 

 
An Inspector’s letter was received on 16

th
 May 2008.  The Appeal was Upheld.  The   

details of the decision will be reported to Committee in due course. 
 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2007/0008 
 Location LAND NORTH OF WOODHAM HOUSE RUSHYFORD CO DURHAM DL17 

0NN 
 Proposal        ERECTION OF DETACHED DWELLING WITH ASSOCIATED ACCESS 

AND ERECTION OF DOUBLE GARAGE (OUTLINE APPLICATION) 
 Appellant        Dr & Mrs H J Stafford 
 Received  25

th
 May 2007 

 
 An Inspector’s letter was received on 7

th
 March 2008.  The Appeal was Dismissed.  The    

        details of the decision will be reported to Committee in due course. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Item 8
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Ref.No.  AP/2007/0011 
 Location 11 BRIDGE HOUSE ESTATE FERRYHILL CO DURHAM 

 Proposal        ERECTION OF TWO STOREY SIDE EXTENSION 
 Appellant        Mr Joe Ward  
 Received  20

th
 July 2007 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of Written Representations. 
 

   
 SEDGEFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL (NO. 1) HAIG, NELSON, WOLSELEY AND CLIVE 

STREETS, FERRYHILL STATION) COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER 2007  
   

 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of a Public Inquiry.  The date set for the Inquiry is     
         30

th
 April, 1

st
 and 2

nd
 May 2008 at Locomotion, Shildon. 

 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2008/0001 
 Location LAND WEST OF HARDWICK PARK AND NORTH OF THE A689 

SEDGEFIELD STOCKTON ON TEES 
 Proposal        CHANGE OF USE OF THE LAND FOR THE SITING OF 330 STATIC 

CARAVANS AND 48 LODGES TOGETHER WITH ANCILLARY 
LANDSCAPE, ACCESS, DRAINAGE AND ENGINEERING WORKS AND 
THE USE OF BRAKES FARMHOUSE AS A MANAGEMENT CENTRE 
TOGETHER WITH THE ERECTION OF AN AGRICULTURAL BUILDING 
TO INCLUDE ANCILLARY SHOP 

 Appellant        Theakston Farms LLP 
 Received  27

th
 February 2008 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of a Public Inquiry 
 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2008/0002 
 Location 29 LISLE ROAD NEWTON AYCLIFFE CO DURHAM DL5 7QX 

 Proposal        ERECTION OF EXTENSION TO FRONT AND FIRST FLOOR SIDE 
EXTENSION 

 Appellant        Mrs Nina Bell 
 Received  27

th
 February 2008 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of Written Representations 
 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2008/0003 
 Location LOW HARDWICK FARM SEDGEFIELD CO DURHAM 

 Proposal        USE OF LAND FOR OFF ROAD RECREATIONAL MOTOR SPORTS 
ACTIVITY AND ASSOCIATED ENGINEERING OPERATIONS 
(RETROSPECTIVE) 

 Appellant        Mr Alf Walton 
 Received  25

th
 March 2008 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of a Public Inquiry 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
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Ref.No.  AP/2008/0004 
 Location THE LARCHES THORPE LARCHES SEDGEFIELD CO DURHAM TS21 

3HH 
 Proposal        ERECTION OF 1 NO. DWELLING (OUTLINE APPLICATION) 
 Appellant        Mr M Mehra 
 Received  18

th
 March 2008 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of Written Representations 
 

 
Ref.No.  AP/2008/0005 
 Location REAR OF 51 ATTWOOD TERRACE TUDHOE SPENNYMOOR CO. 

DURHAM 
 Proposal       CHANGE OF USE FROM BAKEHOUSE TO 1NO. 2 BED DWELLING 

INCLUDING INCREASING ROOF HEIGHT TO CREATE FIRST FLOOR 
LIVING SPACE  

 Appellant       Pauleen Sedgewick  
 Received  8

th
 May 2008 

 
 The Appeal is to be dealt with by way of Written Representations 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
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REPORT TO DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE 
 

30 MAY 2008 
 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF NEIGHBOURHOOD SERVICES 
 

 

Erection of retail food store and adjacent non food unit and associated parking 
Land at Wesleyan Road Spennymoor County Durham 
Planning Application Ref. No. 7/2007/0339/DM: 
 

1. The response of Government Office North East on whether or not to ‘call-in’ 
the application. 

2. The formulation of summary reasons of approval and identification of 
relevant Development Plan policies   

3. The imposition of planning conditions. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

This report needs to be read in conjunction with the previous report (Item 9) which 
explains why it has been necessary to refer the application back to committee.   
 

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT 
 

The purpose of this report is to: 
 

1. Report on the response from Government Office. 
2. To advise members on how to formulate intelligible and adequate reasons for 

approval together with a summary of relevant planning policies in order that the 
planning approval certificate can be released. 

3. To seek committee approval in respect of conditions to be imposed  
 

As with the previous report it must be emphasised that the purpose of the report is not to 
invite Committee to reconsider the planning merits of the case. 
 
THE RESPONSE OF GOVERNMENT OFFICE 
 

As explained in the previous item the application has been referred to Government Office 
in order that a decision can be made whether or not to ‘call in’ the application for 
consideration by the Secretary of State.  On this occasion the Secretary of State has 
concluded that her intervention would not be justified as there is not sufficient conflict with 
national planning policies or any other sufficient reason to warrant calling-in the 
application for determination.  The Secretary of State has therefore decided that the 
application should remain with Sedgefield Borough Council for decision.  A copy of the 
decision letter is found at Appendix 1 of this report. 
 

THE DUTY TO GIVE SUMMARY REASONS FOR APPROVAL AND RELEVANT 
POLICIES 
 

The previous item has explained why it has been necessary to refer the application back 
to committee so that members can propose and reach agreement upon the summary 
reasons for approval and relevant policies to be incorporated within the planning approval 
certificate.  Members are therefore invited to give reasons for approval which can be 
incorporated into the planning approval certificate.  
 

Item 10

Page 97



To assist members in formulating intelligible and adequate reasons for approval Members 
are advised to follow the guidance below: 
 

• The reasons to be included in the notice should not require the interested party to 
have to search the background material (including the officer’s report) to 
understand why the decision was reached and in particular whether there were any 
issues raised against the application.  Members may therefore find it beneficial to 
refer to the previous minutes to assist them in the formulation of reasons for 
approval. 

 

• The summary of reasons must inform the public as to how and why the committee 
has reached its decision.  They must “shed light” on how a particular decision was 
reached.  This could well include a brief summary of the actual Committee meeting 
deliberations. 

 

• The summary should deal with the main reasons arising out of the objections and 
explain how and why such themes of objection were outweighed by the reasons for 
granting approval  Members may therefore find it beneficial to re-examine the 
original reasons for refusal put forward by officers and then to formulate reasons 
why members disagreed with the reasoning.  For example it is evident that certain 
members did not consider that the proposal would adversely affect the vitality of 
the town centre.  Members may therefore wish to give reasons why they 
considered this to be the case. 

 

Members are also invited to propose and reach agreement upon relevant planning 
policies.  To assist Members a list of Local Plan policies which have been saved are 
found at appendix 2 of this report.  Members may also wish to refer to relevant regional 
planning policies contained in Regional Planning Guidance for the North East (RGP1) and 
the emerging Regional Spatial Strategy.  A list of those policies which officers consider 
are pertinent to the proposal is also found at appendix 2. 
 

IMPOSITION OF CONDITIONS 
 

Whilst it is not a statutory requirement to impose conditions other than time limiting 
conditions it is normal practise to impose a range of conditions on large scale proposals.  
Conditions which are imposed are normally designed to ensure that the development is 
carried out in accordance with approved plans and specifications and to control how it will 
operate in the future.  On this occasion Members, in approving the application, did not 
reach agreement upon conditions that ought to be imposed.  This is highly unusual and is 
an issue that has been raised by the applicant who clearly expected a range of conditions 
to be imposed.  A list of conditions has therefore been drawn up and forwarded to the 
applicant for comment and agreement.   These conditions can be found at appendix 3. 
and have been drafted in accordance with the advice contained in Circular 11/95: Use of 
Conditions in Planning Permission which requires conditions to be: 
 

i. necessary; 
ii. relevant to planning; 
iii. relevant to the development to be permitted; 
iv. enforceable; 
v. precise; and 
vi. reasonable in all other respects.  
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In response the applicant has indicated that with the exception of two conditions the list of 
conditions is generally acceptable.  The two conditions which the applicant has taken 
issued with are as follows: 
 
Condition 10 (Energy Efficiency) 
 
Prior to commencement of development a scheme to minimise energy consumption shall 
be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The scheme 
shall provide for at least 10% embedded renewable energy. Thereafter the development 
shall operate in accordance with the approved scheme unless otherwise agreed in 
writing.   
 
Whilst the applicant acknowledges that the condition reflects regional planning policy they 
contend that a Lidl building is already very energy efficient and that it may be technically 
or commercially unviable to achieve a 10% target for embedded renewable energy 
saving.  The applicant has therefore suggested that the condition be amended to read as 
follows: 
 
“…The scheme shall provide for a least 10% embedded renewable energy if 
commercially viable……” 
 
In essence the condition would not apply if Lidl were to argue that it was not commercially 
viable to do so.  Whilst it is recognised that each application needs to be considered on its 
own individual merits this condition has been routinely imposed upon a wide range of 
residential and commercial proposals.  For the sake of consistency alone it is considered 
that the amendments suggested by the applicant are unacceptable.  Furthermore, the 
proposed variation would seriously undermine the ability of this Council to ensure that the 
development provided for 10% embedded renewal energy in accordance with regional 
planning policy.  It would be difficult for the Council to counter any claim that the provision 
of 10% embedded renewable energy would make the proposal unviable.  The proposed 
revisions to condition 10 are therefore considered to be unacceptable. 
 
Condition 12 (Restriction of Retail Use) 
 
The non-food retail unit hereby approved shall only be used as a retail warehouse for the 
retail sale and display of comparison goods together with the storage of such goods to be 
sold within that unit (provided that not more than 10% of the total sales floor space 
allocated for the retail sale and display of goods may be used for the sale of goods 
ancillary to such comparison goods being sold within that unit) and shall not be otherwise 
used for the retail sale of goods generally falling within the category of convenience 
goods.  For the purposes of this consent, convenience goods are defined as:- 
 

a) food and alcoholic drink; 
b) tobacco, newspapers, magazines and confectionery; 
c) stationery and paper goods; 
d) medicines, toilet requisites and cosmetics; 
e) household cleaning materials. 
f) Other retail goods as may be determined in writing by the Local Planning Authority 

as generally falling within the category of convenience goods or as generally being 
inappropriate to trading in these premises. 
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This particular condition is recommended in order to control the amount of convenience 
goods retail floorspace to protect the vitality and viability of the Spennymoor Town Centre.  
(For ease of reference ‘convenience’ goods are best described as relatively cheap 
everyday shopping items usually purchased from shops on a regular basis.  ‘Comparison’ 
goods can be described as goods that consumers buy at infrequent intervals and 
normally would compare prices before buying eg. TV, Fridges, clothes etc.  ‘.) 
 
Whilst the applicant has indicated that this particular condition is not unusual they do not 
agree that ‘stationery and paper goods’ or ‘household cleaning materials’ fall within the 
definition of convenience goods.  Furthermore they consider that reference at (f) to ‘other 
retail goods….trading in these premises’ is vague and imprecise and fails to meet the 
tests contained within Circular 11/95: Use of Conditions in Planning Permission.  The 
applicant is therefore requesting that the second part of condition 12 should be deleted 
because it is unnecessary and overly complicates matters.  It is agreed that the reference 
at (f) to ‘other retail goods….trading in these premises’’ is imprecise and that this part of 
the condition could be deleted.  However, to delete the second part of the condition which 
effectively seeks to define what constitutes a convenience good would make the condition 
vague and imprecise the very thing which the applicant is seeking to avoid.  
 
Furthermore, it is contended that ‘stationery and paper goods’ and ‘household cleaning 
materials’ fall within the definition of convenience goods and that they should not be 
deleted particularly as the condition allows for up to 10% of the floorspace to be used for 
the sale of ‘goods ancillary to such comparison goods being sold within the unit’.It is 
therefore considered that the second part of the condition should remain unaltered with 
the exception that the reference to “other retail goods….trading in these premises’’ should 
be deleted.  
 
Members are therefore invited to endorse the draft list of conditions at appendix 3 which 
will be incorporated into the planning approval certificate together with the summary 
reasons for approval and relevant planning policies.  In the event that the applicant 
wishes to formally challenge any of the conditions they can do so by either applying to 
vary the terms of the conditions or appealing to the Planning Inspectorate. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that:: 

1. Members Note the decision of Government Office North East not to ‘call in’ the 
application for determination by the Secretary of State. 

2. Members are invited to give and reach agreement upon summary reasons for 
approval and relevant planning policies. 

3. Members endorse the planning conditions found at appendix 3. in order that they 
can be included in the planning approval certificate thereby forming an integral part 
of the planning approval.  

 
BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 
Application ref no. 7/2007/0339/DM  
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The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (England) 
(Amendment) Order 2003 - (SI 2003/ 2047) and Town and Country Planning (General 
Development Procedure) (England) (Amendment) Order 2003 - (SI 2003/ 2048).   
 
The Town and Country Planning (Development Plans and Consultation) (Departures) 
Directions 1999  
 
Circular 11/95: Use of conditions in planning permission 
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APPENDIX 1 RESPONSE OF GOVERNMENT OFFICE NORTH EAST 
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APPENDIX 2  
LIST OF SAVED SEDGEFIELD LOCAL PLAN POLICIES 
 
E1        Maintenance of Landscape Character 
E2        Preservation and Enhancement of Historic Parklands 
E3        Protection of Historic Landscape of Bradbury, Mordon and Preston Carrs 
E4        Designation and Safeguarding of Green Wedges 
E11      Safeguarding of Sites of Nature Conservation Interest 
E15      Safeguarding of Woodlands, Trees and Hedgerows 
E18      Preservation and Enhancement of Conservation Areas 
E22      Reuse of Buildings forming part of the Borough’s Heritage 
E23      Priorities for Environmental Improvements 
 
IB1       Type of Industry and Business Areas 
IB2       Designation of Type of Industrial Areas 
IB3       Proposals for the Development of new Industrial and Business Areas 
IB4       Development of Large, Single User Industrial or Business Sites 
IB5       Acceptable Uses in Prestige Business Areas 
IB6       Acceptable Uses in General Industrial Areas 
IB7       Acceptable Uses in Local Industrial Areas 
IB8       Acceptable Uses in Business Areas 
IB12      Operation of a Small Business from Home 
IB13      Extension to Industrial and Business Premises 
IB14      Improvements to General and Local Industrial Areas 
IB18      Notifiable Hazardous Installations 
 
H2        Major Housing Sites in the Four Towns 
H4        Development in Whitworth Park Area, Spennymoor 
H8        Residential Frameworks for Larger Villages 
H9        Housing sites in Larger Villages 
H10      Housing Development in Smaller Villages 
H11      Development in Ribbons or Groups of Houses in the Countryside 
H14      Maintenance and Improvement of Housing Stock 
H15      Extensions to Dwellings 
H16      Extensions to the Front of Dwellings 
H17      Backland and Infill Housing Development 
H18      Acceptable Uses within Housing Areas 
H19      Provision of a Range of House Types and Sizes including Affordable Housing 
H20      Provision of Special Needs Housing 
H21      Conversion of a Building to Flats and Bedsits 
H22      Sheltered Accommodation, Residential Care and Nursing Homes 
H23      Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers 
 
T1         Footpaths and Cycleways in Towns and Villages 
T2         Improvement of Public Transport Services 
T3         Safeguarding Railway Lines 
T5         Movement of Freight 
T8         Safeguarding Land for New Roads 
T11       Location of Petrol Filling Stations           
T13       Roadside Facilities at Motorway Interchanges 
 
S1        Promotion and Protection of the Role of Town Centres 
S2        Acceptable Uses within Town Centres 
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S3        Criteria for new Development in Town Centres 
S6        Acceptable Uses within Local Centres 
S8        Proposals for Local Centres at Cobblers Hall, Aycliffe & Byerley Road, Shildon 
S9        Small shops outside Town and Local Centres but within Towns and Villages 
S10      Environmental Improvements in Town and Local Centres 
S15      Occasional Markets 
S16      Development of Farm Shops 
 
L1         Provision of Open Space including Standards 
L2         Provision of Open Space in New Housing Development 
L4         Extensions to Cemeteries 
L5         Safeguarding Areas of Open Space 
L8         Development of Hardwick, Whitworth & Wynyard Country Parks & Ferryhill Carrs 
L9         Footpaths, Cycleways and Bridleways in the Countryside 
L10       Recreational Routes 
L11       Development of New or Improved Leisure and Community Buildings 
L12       Change of Use or Redevelopment from Leisure and Community Buildings 
L15       Winterton Hospital Estate 
L16       Health Centres and Surgeries 
L17       Cultural Venues 
L18       Timothy Hackworth Museum Site 
L19       Sedgefield Racecourse 
L20       Hotels and Visitor Accommodation 
L21       Caravan, Chalet and Camp Sites 
L22       Storage of Caravans 
 
D1        Principles for the Layout and Design and New Developments 
D2        Design for People 
D3        Design for Access 
D4        Layout and Design for New Industrial and Business Development 
D5        Layout of New Housing Development 
D6        Layout and design of Pedestrian Access and Public Spaces 
D7        Structural Landscaping around Major Developments 
D8        Servicing and Community Requirements of New Development 
D9        Art in the Environment 
 
Regional Planning Guidance (RPG1) 2002  
DP1 The Sequential approach to development 
DP2 Sustainability Criteria 
TC1 Location of Development 
TC2 Hierarchy of Centre 
RD1 Retail Development 
RD3 Out of centre Shopping Centres 
T1 Design of Development 
 
North East of England Spatial Strategy (Proposed Draft Changes) February 2008 
1 North East Renaissance 
2 Sustainable Development 
3 The Sequential Approach to Development 
5 Locational Strategy 
24 Delivering Sustainable Communities 
25 Urban and Rural Centres 
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APPENDIX 3 LIST OF SUGGESTED CONDITIONS 
 

1 TIME LIMIT – DETAILED APPLICATION 
The development hereby approved shall be begun not later than the expiration 
of 3 years from the date of this permission. 
Reason: In accordance with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
 

2 MATERIALS 
Notwithstanding any description of the materials in the application, no 
development shall be commenced until details of the materials and detailing to 
be used for the external surfaces, including the roof of the building have been 
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The development 
shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details to the satisfaction 
of the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control details of the 
development in the interests of visual amenity, and to comply with Policy D1 
(General Principles for the Layout and Design of New Developments) of the 
Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

3 COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PLANS 
The development hereby approved shall be carried out only in accordance with 
the approved plans, specifications and conditions hereby imposed.  
Reason: To ensure that a satisfactory form of development is obtained. 
 

4 LANDSCAPING - DETAILS 
No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority a scheme of landscaping 
which shall include details of hard and soft landscaping, planting species, 
sizes, layout, densities, numbers, method of planting and maintenance regime, 
as well as indications of all existing trees and hedgerows on the land and 
details of any to be retained, together with measures for their protection in the 
course of development. The landscaping shall be carried out in accordance 
with the approved scheme unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. 
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of 
visual amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, 
Trees and Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

5 LANDSCAPING - IMPLEMENTATION 
All planting, seeding or turfing comprised in the approved details of 
landscaping shall be carried out in the first available planting season following 
the practical completion of the development and any trees or plants which 
within a period of 5 years from the substantial completion of the development 
die, are removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced 
in the next planting season with others of similar size and species, unless the 
Local Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation.  
Reason: To achieve a satisfactory form of development in the interests of 
visual amenity, and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, 
Trees and Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

6 PROTECTION OF TREES AND HEDGEROWS 
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All trees and hedges to be retained shall be properly fenced off from those 
parts of the site to be demolished or redeveloped and shall not be removed 
without prior approval of the Local Planning Authority.  Details of the type and 
positioning of the protective fencing shall be submitted and approved by the 
Local Planning Authority prior to the development of demolition commencing. 
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to ensure that existing natural 

features on the site are protected and retained in the interests of the visual 
amenity of the site and to comply with Policy E15 (Safeguarding of Woodlands, 

Trees and Hedgerows) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

7 MEANS OF ENCLOSURE 
No development shall be commenced until details of all means of enclosure on 
the site have been submitted in writing and approved by the Local Planning 
Authority. The development shall be undertaken in accordance with these 
approved details unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. Reason: In the interests of visual amenity, and to comply with 
Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and Design of New 
Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

8 MATERIAL STORAGE AND EMPLOYEE PARKING DURING 
CONSTRUCTION 

Prior to the commencement of development a detailed plan indicating the 
location of material storage and employee parking on site shall be submitted to 
and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  These areas shall be 
available and used at all times during construction. 
Reason: In the interest of amenity during the construction of the development 
and to comply with PPS23 (Planning and Pollution Control). 
 

9 WHEEL WASHING FACILITIES 
Prior to the commencement of development on site a vehicle wheel washing 
facility shall be installed at the main exit from the site in accordance with 
details, including its siting,  to be agreed beforehand by the Local Planning 
Authority.  All construction traffic leaving the site must use the facility and it 
must be available and maintained in working order at all times. 
Reason: In the interest of amenity and to reduce the amount of mud on the 
roads and in accordance with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and 
Design of New Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

10 ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
Prior to commencement of development a scheme to minimise energy 
consumption shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority.  The scheme shall provide for at least 10% embedded 
renewable energy. Thereafter the development shall operate in accordance 
with the approved scheme unless otherwise agreed in writing.   
Reason: In order to minimise energy consumption and to comply with Regional 
Planning Guidance Note 1, Policies EN1 and EN7. 
 

11 SUB-DIVISION OF NON-FOOD RETAIL UNIT 
The non-food retail unit hereby approved (comprising a single retail unit of 
500m2 floorspace) shall not be sub-divided or otherwise altered internally 
without the prior written consent of the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To enable the Local Planning Authority to control the amount of retail 

Page 107



floorspace and the nature and diversity of its future retail uses in this edge-of-
centre location in order to protect the vitality and viability of the Spennymoor 
Town Centre in accordance with Planning Policy Statement (PPS)6 (Planning 
For Town Centres) 2005. 
 

12 RESTRICTION OF RETAIL USE 
The non-food retail unit hereby approved shall only be used as a retail 
warehouse for the retail sale and display of comparison goods together with 
the storage of such goods to be sold within that unit (provided that not more 
than 10% of the total sales floor space allocated for the retail sale and display 
of goods may be used for the sale of goods ancillary to such comparison goods 
being sold within that unit) and shall not be otherwise used for the retail sale of 
goods generally falling within the category of convenience goods.  For the 
purposes of this consent, convenience goods are defined as:- 
 

g) food and alcoholic drink; 
h) tobacco, newspapers, magazines and confectionery; 
i) stationery and paper goods; 
j) medicines, toilet requisites and cosmetics; 
k) household cleaning materials. 

 
Reason: In order to control the amount of convenience goods retail floorspace 
in this edge-of-centre location to protect the vitality and viability of the 
Spennymoor Town Centre in accordance with Planning Policy Statement 
(PPS)6 (Planning For Town Centres) 2005. 
 

13 SURFACE WATER DISCHARGE 
Prior to being discharged into any watercourse, surface water sewer or 
soakaway system, all surface water drainage from parking areas and 
hardstandings shall be passed through an oil interceptor installed in 
accordance with a scheme previously submitted to and approved by the Local 
Planning Authority. Roof water shall not pass through the interceptor. 
Reason: To ensure that the development takes place in a manner which results 
in effective remediation of contamination and does not give rise to 
environmental pollution in compliance with PPS23 (Planning and Pollution 
Control). 
 

14 SURFACE WATER RUN-OFF 
No development approved by this permission shall be commenced until a 
scheme for the provision and implementation of a surface water run-off 
limitation has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority.  The scheme shall be implemented in accordance with the approved 
programme details. 
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding by ensuring the provision of 

a satisfactory means of surface water disposal and to comply with PPS25 
(Development and Flood Risk). 

 

15 CONTAMINATION 
Prior to the commencement of development approved by this planning 
permission (or such other date or stage in development as may be agreed in 
writing with the Local Planning Authority), a scheme to deal with the risks 
associated with contamination of the site shall be submitted to and approved, 
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in writing, by the local planning authority. That scheme shall include all of the 
following elements unless specifically excluded, in writing, by the Local 
Planning Authority.  
1. A desk study identifying: 

• all previous uses  

• potential contaminants associated with those uses  

• a conceptual model of the site indicating sources, pathways and 
receptors  

• potentially unacceptable risks arising from contamination at the site.  
2. A site investigation scheme, based on (1) to provide information for an 
assessment of the risk to all receptors that may be affected, including those off 
site. 
3. The results of the site investigation and risk assessment (2) and a method 
statement based on those results giving full details of the remediation 
measures required and how they are to be undertaken.  
4. A verification report on completion of the works set out in (3) confirming the 
remediation measures that have been undertaken in accordance with the 
method statement and setting out measures for maintenance, further 
monitoring and reporting. Any changes to these agreed elements require the 
express consent of the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To ensure that the development takes place in a manner which results 
in effective remediation of contamination and does not give rise to 
environmental pollution in compliance with PPS23 (Planning and Pollution 
Control). 
 

16 ACCESS 
The development hereby approved shall not be brought into use until the 
vehicular access to the site, car parking and circulation spaces have been fully 
constructed in accordance with the details shown in the approved site layout 
plan Ref: 20026002. 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to comply with Policy D3 
(Design for access) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

17 STORAGE AND DISPOSAL OF REFUSE 
The development shall not be occupied until details of the means of storage 
and disposal of refuse have been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, the scheme shall be implemented in 
accordance with the approved scheme, unless otherwise agreed in writing with 
the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and to comply with Policy D1 
(General Principles for the Layout and Design of New Developments) of the 
Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

18 PARKING BAYS 
The development shall not be occupied until the vehicle parking areas have 
been laid out in accordance with the approved plans, unless otherwise agreed 
in writing with the Local Planning Authority. 
Reason: To ensure a satisfactory form of development, to make proper 
provision for off-street parking and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles 
for the Layout and Design of New Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough 
Local Plan. 
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19 EXTERNAL LIGHTING 
The development shall not be occupied until details of lighting used in any 
external areas has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority and has been implemented on site in accordance with the 
approved plans. 
Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and to comply with Policy D1 
(General Principles for the Layout and Design of New Developments) of the 
Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
 

20 LEVELS 
Before any works are commenced, detailed drawings showing the existing and 
proposed site levels and the finished floor levels of the proposed new building 
and those (if any) neighbouring properties shall be submitted to and approved 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority.   The works shall be completed 
entirely in accordance with these approved details. 
Reason: To ensure the existing ground and landscape conditions are protected 
from undue disturbance and to safeguard the amenity of neighbouring 
occupiers and to comply with Policy D1 (General Principles for the Layout and 
Design of New Developments) of the Sedgefield Borough Local Plan. 
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