[image: image1.png]



GILLINGHAM TOWN COUNCIL

The Town Hall, School Road, Gillingham, Dorset SP8 4QR

Tel: 01747 823588            Email: GillinghamTC@aol.com 

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL 

RECOMMENDATIONS COMMITTEE

Minutes of a meeting of the Development Control Recommendations Committee held on the 10th October 2011 commencing at 7.30pm in The Civic Hall, Town Hall, School Road, Gillingham.

These minutes do not constitute a true record until ratified by Full Council.

Present:
Cllr R Evill (Chairman), Cllr S Joyce, Cllr Mrs A Beckley, Cllr Mrs C Cornelius, Cllr C Dann, Cllr A Frith, Cllr Ms L Phillips and Cllr Mrs B Ridout.

Also present:
Cllr Mrs S Hunt (non-member), Cllr D Walsh (non-member) and four members of the public.
63.
Apologies were received from Cllr Lodge and Cllr Mrs Robson.

64.   To approve the minutes of the meeting held on the 12th September 2011 and the interim meeting held on the 26th September 2011.

Proposed by Cllr Mrs Beckley, seconded by Cllr Frith, and agreed by all members, that the minutes of the meetings held on 12th September 2011 and 26th September 2011 be approved. 

65.  Questions: Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to Minute number 54a of the meeting held on 12th September 

2011 and informed members that she has discussed the concerns with the Tree Officer at North Dorset District Council.
66.   Declarations of Interest  
 -  
Councillors are reminded of their obligation to declare personal 




and prejudicial interests in accordance with the Code of Conduct of the Standards Board for England.

Cllr Joyce declared a personal interest in Planning Applications 2/2011/1044/PLNG and 2/2011/1097/PLNG. Cllr Mrs Beckley declared a personal interest in Planning Application 2/2011/1044/PLNG. Cllr Mrs Ridout declared a personal interest in Planning Applications 2/2011/1044/PLNG and 2/2011/1087/PLNG.
67.   Decisions from NDDC:-

a. 
2/2011/0395/PLNG – Focus DIY Store, Station Road, Gillingham – Application to vary Condition No. 12 to allow trading to be extended by one hour from 8.00pm to 9.00pm Monday – Saturday GRANTED

b.

2/2011/0899/PLNG – Sandley House, Gillingham – Convert Red Barn to form self contained annexe – APPLICATION WITHDRAWN
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67.   Decisions from NDDC continued:-


c.

2/2011/0900/PLNG (Listed Building Consent) – Sandley House, Gillingham – Convert Red Barn to form self contained annexe, install 2 No. roof lights, mezzanine floor, stair case, internal walls and carry out associated internal and external works – APPLICATION WITHDRAWN

 
d.

2/2011/0865/PLNG (Listed Building Consent) – Sandley House, Gillingham – Extend existing single storey stables and carry out associated internal and external works to form garages – REFUSAL OF LISTED BUILDING CONSENT

e.

2/2011/0863/PLNG – Sandley House, Gillingham – Sandley House, Gillingham – Extend existing single storey stables to form garages – REFUSED
f.    2/2011/0844/PLNG – Ferndale, Wavering Lane East, Gillingham – Erect 1 No. single storey and 2 No. two storey extensions and a porch – APPLICATION WITHDRAWN
The Chairman informed members that, following the comments made by Gillingham Town Council, a revised application has been submitted submitted to North Dorset District Council. Members agreed that it would be beneficial to hold a site meeting prior to discussion of the revised plans.
g.  
2/2011/0650/PLNG – Conifers, Bowridge Hill, Gillingham – Erect a building to contain loose boxes, storage facilities, with lean to for workshop / tool store – APPLICATION WITHDRAWN
h.  
2/2011/0931/PLNG – Focus DIY Store, Station Road, Gillingham – Erect 1 No. externally  illuminated sign to the rear and 3 No. promotional / advisory signs – REFUSED
i.     2/2011/0932/PLNG – Focus DIY Store, Station Road, Gillingham – Erect 1 No. illuminated sign and 4 No. advisory / promotional signs on front of shop. Erect 9 No. directional, advisory and promotional signs – GRANTED
j.    
2/2011/0749/PLNG – Land adjacent to Brickfields Business Park, New Road, Gillingham – Erect two storey office building (Class B1), form car parking, plant and waste storage facilities, landscaping and ancillary works – GRANTED
k.  
2/2011/0953/PLNG – Sydenhams Limited, Shaftesbury Road, Gillingham – Erect conservatory (retrospective) - GRANTED
68.   Appeal Decisions:

a.  Appeal reference:  APP/N1215/A/11/2149889 

    Winmere, Shaftesbury Road, Gillingham
· The appeal is made under section 78 of The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 against a refusal to grant planning permission.

· The appeal is made by Brimblewood Developments Ltd against the decision of North Dorset District Council.

· The application Ref: 2/2010/1207/PLNG, dated 8 November 2010, was refused by notice dated 4th January 2011.

· The development proposed is the erection of two dwellings following the demolition of existing garage / outbuilding.




Decision: Appeal dismissed
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68.   Appeal Decisions - continued:


b. 
Appeal reference: APP/N1215/A/11/2150905




Winmere, Shaftesbury Road, Gillingham

· The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 against a refusal to grant planning permission.

· The appeal is made by Brimblewood Developments Ltd aginst the decision of North Dorset District Council.

· The application Ref: 2/2011/0189/PLNG, dated 2 February 2011, was refused by noice dated 31 March 2011.

· The development proposed is the erection of detached dwelling and separate single garage building following the demolition of existing garage / outbuilding.

Decision: Appeal dismissed
69.  To receive notification that an appeal has been lodged with the Planning Inspectorate in respect of 
        North Dorset District Council’s refusal of the following application:

Inspectorate’s Ref:
APP/N1215/A/11/2160131/NWF

Appeal by:
Mr H Schroder

Application No:
2/2011/0162/PLNG

Location:
39 Bridge Close, Gillingham

Proposal: 
Develop land by the erection of 1 No. dwelling and 1 No. parking space (outline application with all matters reserved)
70.    Planning Applications:-
a. 2/2011/1044/PLNG – Stour Bridge Cottage, Milton on Stour, Gillingham – Convert and extend The Coach House to form self-contained annexe (demolish single storey building and garage)
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “The Old Coach House isn’t listed but it is in a Conservation Area. The proposed annexe will be partially screened from the road by the existing building, but, I have concerns about the size and design of the one and two storey extensions. It is creating quite a substantial dwelling in the countryside, which is in very close proximity to Stourbridge Cottage and neighbouring Stourbridge House. It is not in keeping with the character of nearby dwellings in design or materials”.

Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the proposed rooflights, stating,  “The proposal is for  6 rooflights in place of traditional windows on the single storey studio extension alone facing Stourbridge Cottage, although I understand this is being done for privacy reasons, the intention is for use by family/friends.
Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the proposed materials, stating, “The existing materials are natural stone rubble walls and red brick, matching Stourbridge Cottage being brick, but the proposed extensions will be rendered walls which are not in keeping”.

Cllr Mrs Ridout then referred to the proposed windows to the front of the Sitting Room, stating,
“The close proximity of the large windows to the road side may present a possible hazard to passing traffic i.e. tractors. There will not be enough light into the Sitting Room, being quite a dark lane with high vegetation. The plank doors to be retained to keep the character of the building intact on the roadside elevation may have to be left constantly open because of lack of light into the Sitting Room, and, therefore, defeating the object of re-using the plank doors.  I can foresee these becoming a nuisance over time, blocking light, etc, and eventually being removed”.
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the proposed floor levels, stating, “The floor level of the existing and two storey extension is to be excavated up to 1 m lower than existing and I question if this will cause any  potential problems with surface water or flooding, although the property is just outside the flood plain”.

Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the Holly Tree, stating, “There is a large multi-trunk holly tree to the rear of Coach House and this will have to be felled.  The opinion of the Tree Officer at North Dorset District Council is that it is not of a size, or will never grow into a tree of character, to warrant a Tree Preservation Order”.
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I recommend refusal of this application because the extensions are  out of keeping with the character of neighbouring dwellings in a Conservation area and contrary to policies 1.8 and 1.10 of the N.D. District Wide Local Plan (1st revision) and Environment policy F of the Bournemouth, Poole and Dorset Structure Plan.  If the Case Officer has a mind to approve this application, I recommend that the application goes before the Development Committee of North Dorset District Council”.
Cllr Frith stated, “This is a large construction just for visitors and virtually another house”.

Cllr Joyce agreed with the comments made by Cllr Mrs Ridout, stating “I dislike the proposal to render the walls. The house is in a Conservation Area and I would like to see the proposed annexe constructed of natural stone”.

When put to the vote, Cllr Mrs Beckley supported the application. Six members recommended refusal of the application for the following reasons:

· It is creating a substantial dwelling in the countryside, which is in very close proximity to Stourbridge Cottage and neighbouring Stourbridge House.

· The proposed extensions are out of keeping with the character of neighbouring dwellings in a Conservation area and contrary to policies 1.8 and 1.10 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan (1st revision) and Environment policy F of the Bournemouth, Poole and Dorset Structure Plan.  

· Concerns over the close proximity of the large windows to the road side which could result in a possible hazard to passing traffic.
· Potential problems with surface water / flooding.
All members agreed that should the Case Officer be mindful to approve the application, then it should be referred to the Development Control Committee at North Dorset District Council.
b. 2/2011/1046/PLNG – Deer Leap Farm, Bowridge Hill, Gillingham – Erect Livestock Barn.
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I welcome the expansion of a successful farming business in our area and fully understand the need to house cattle according to standards required. Policy 3.10 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan (first revision) states that the establishment of new, or the expansion of existing units, will only be permitted where the development does not reduce residential amenity by increasing noise or odour to unacceptable levels and is well screened and landscaped.
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
The Policy also requires that it is well located to a road network which is capable of accommodating any additional traffic. From the plans and viewing the site, the development is of a sufficient distance from neighbouring properties not to affect residential amenity.  It is an existing holding but I do think that extra landscaping would be beneficial to provide additional screening from the road, due to its elevated position (height of barn 5.5m.). This application falls within the Rural Priority Area of Northern Dorset and I would recommend approval of this application in line with Policy 3.10 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan and Planning Policy 7, paragraph 27, which realises the importance of agriculture in the maintenance and management of the countryside”.
Cllr Dann stated, “I concur with the comments made by Cllr Mrs Ridout and totally agree with her regarding the issue of landscaping and screening. I wish to make a recommendation to North Dorset District Council that this is a condition of any permission granted”.

When put to the vote, all members supported the application.
c. 2/2011/1051/PLNG – 12, Primrose Close, Gillingham – Erect single storey Extension.
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Beckley stated, “In my opinion, this is a small extension and will not cause any problems”.
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “The proposed T & G, ‘V’ jointed board and fibreglass roof porch is not in character with the existing at all.   Upon viewing the site, 12 Primrose Close is in the middle of a compact terrace of 4.  The proposed Porch is 2.7 x 3.6 wide and would affect neighbour’s amenity, both light and visual, i.e being faced with a solid side panel of stained T & G ‘V’ stained brown out of their back door. The gardens are narrow and the porch would take up almost 1/3 of the rear garden, taking away family amenity value. Also white Upvc windows, on brown stained board, is very contrasting. I am recommending refusal of this application because it is inappropriate as a rear extension and contrary to policy 1.8 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan 2003, (1st revision)”.
Cllr Joyce agreed with the comments made by Cllr Mrs Ridout, stating, “The proposed T and G boards are not in keeping with the existing building”.

When put to the vote, Cllr Mrs Beckley, Cllr Mrs Cornelius and Cllr Ms Phillips recommended approval of the application. 
Cllr Frith, Cllr Dann, Cllr Mrs Ridout and Cllr Joyce recommended refusal of the application for the following reasons:

· The proposed T & G, ‘V’ jointed board and fibreglass roof porch is out of character.

· The proposal will affect neighbour’s amenity
· The proposal is inappropriate as a rear extension and contrary to policy 1.8 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan 2003, (1st revision).

d. 2/2011/1104/PLNG – 24 Queen Eleanor Road, Gillingham – Erect rear conservatory.
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I have no problem with this conservatory, the proposal is on the rear elevation in a large garden and will not affect neighbour’s amenity”.
Cllr Joyce stated, “I concur with the comments made by Cllr Mrs Ridout, however, the application lacks detail and the copies provided are not very clear”.

When put to the vote, all members supported the application.
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
e. 2/2011/1087/PLNG – Thorngrove Lodge, Common Mead Lane, Gillingham – Erect detached garage / store / studio, form additional vehicular and pedestrian access.
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I would just like to say that the wording on this Householder application is technically incorrect because it is for Planning Permission for works or extension to a dwelling.  The proposal is for a separate garage.  But according to The North Dorset Planning Department it is the correct form because the proposal is within the curtilage of the dwelling”.

Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the proposed garage, stating, “The proposed garage is quite substantial at 8.7m by 5.3m x 5.3m high, which is not far off the floor area of the existing lodge. It is an attractively designed building in its own right, but not in keeping with the character and setting of the lodge.  The design and access statement claims that it is ‘far enough away from the lodge that the character and setting of the latter will not be affected’.  Upon viewing the site, although 23m from the existing dwelling on the plans, in reality it looks a lot closer to the dwelling and would definitely benefit from being screened. There is no mention of sewage disposal in the Design and Access Statement or on the plans regarding the proposed WC, but, presumably, this will feed into the main sewer”.
Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the proposed access, stating “I would prefer the proposed access to the new garage to be from the existing access.  The proposal involves a lot of work, when there is ample room at the rear of the property to extend the existing access, but such works could be damaging to the root system of the large oak tree just behind the garage, unless the access is moved closer to the junction with Common Mead Lane. I am also concerned about the disruption to the established hedgerow and the fact that there is no bio-diversity report accompanying the application, my concern being about the possibility of dormice, etc., because this is old / ancient hedgerow. I am recommending refusal of this application primarily because of the proposed access onto Common Mead Lane and it is contrary to policy 1.8 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan, 2003 (1st Revision)”.
Cllr Frith raised concerns over the proposed access, stating, “Although the proposal is to set the gates 4.5m back into the property, Common Mead Lane is a fast and dangerous road and I would prefer to see the existing access being used”.

Cllr Mrs Beckley agreed with Cllr Frith, stating “I too, have concerns over the proposed access. The road narrows at this point and the proposed access with be adjacent to the access to Thorngrove”.

Cllr Mrs Beckley referred to the proposed garage, stating “Although the garage is not in keeping with the Lodge, I like the design”.
Cllr Joyce stated, “I also have concerns over the proposed access. I am also concerned that the proposed studio could become a separate dwelling in the future”.
When put to the vote, five members recommended refusal of the application for the following reasons:

· The proposed garage is not in keeping with the character and setting of the lodge.
· Concerns over the possible damage to the root system of the large Oak Tree.

· Disruption to the established hedgerow
· The proposed access onto Common Mead Lane is contrary to policy 1.8 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan, 2003 (1st Revision)
Cllr Phillips and Cllr Mrs Beckley recommended approval of the application.
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
f. 2/2011/1097/PLNG – M D H Motor Co, Cemetery Road, Gillingham – Change of use from car vehicle sales and workshop to vehicle rental, station portakabin and erect security fencing (Demolish existing workshop).
COMMENTS:
Local resident, Mr M Haig, informed councillors that he lives directly opposite the site, stating, “Whilst, overall, we have no objections to the change of use for he site, we would like to bring to your attention the points, which we believe would need attention before planning consent is granted”. Mr Haig referred to the submitted planning application and raised the following points: 

· Paragraph 10: The applicant states that there would be space for approximately 15 vehicles to be parked on site. The site plan shows spaces marked for a total of 13 vehicles, including 5 ‘returns’ spaces, 5 cars, 2 vans and 1 ‘large’. Do the spaces include provision for customer’s vehicles to be parked whilst they hire vehicles from the company, and do the spaces include provision for their three members of staff to park their cars whilst at work within the site? The area around Turners Lane and Cypress Way is already congested with residential parking, and any additional vehicles parked in the road would cause access difficulties for emergency service / refuse collection / delivery services teams into the cul-de-sac.

· Paragraph 14: This refers to the existing use of the site. The land in question is known to be contaminated due to it’s being adjacent to the former Gas Works on the site up to the late 1960s / early 1970s. This has prevented other applications from being granted due to Health and Safety hazards in the removal of contaminated soils. Will this application require the removal and disposal of the same?
· Paragraph 16: Trade effluent – the applicant states the need to dispose of trade effluents waste from an existing wash down provision on the site. Where will the trade effluent be disposed of, and where was the existing wash down facility mentioned in the application? The site plan shows no designated area for this activity to be carried out, and should there be a need to install a cesspit to dispose of such waste, issues as in paragraph 14 may come to the fore.
· Paragraph 20: Hours of opening – we have no objection to the stated opening hours of this business. We do, however question the return of vehicles ‘out of hours’. On their Terms and Conditions of business, they clearly state that vehicles are to be returned during ‘the opening hours displayed at the place’. They go on to say that, where agreed, vehicles may be returned out of hours but that the customer is responsible for the vehicle until a member of staff has inspected it. Where vehicles are being returned out of hours, where will they be parked (especially if the return bays are full)?, where will the customer’s own vehicles be parked during the hire periods?, will there be any restrictions on the time of day or night that customers can return hire vehicles ‘out of hours?’ These are similar concerns as raised in our comments in paragraph 10.
Mr Haig suggested the following amendments to the planning application and presented the council with an amended site plan:
· The positioning of the portakabin is changed to lengthways adjacent to Turners Lane, with the security fencing starting fromn the wall next to number 6 Victoria Terrace running out to the junction with Cemetery Road.

· The returns bays currently marked 1, 2 and 3 be incorporated into the main site, and not accessed from Turners Lane.

· The total number of vehicle spaces be reduced to no more than 12 to include provision for customer vehicle parking, and to minimise vehicle movement noise during normal operations.

· Maximum vehicle size permitted on-site to be restricted to 3.5 ton (large van).
· There be one main access to the site from Cemetery Road.
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
· Clear and unambiguous instruction given to hirers and staff that under no circumstances are their own, or ‘out of hours’ return vehicles be parked in Turners Lane or Cypress Way, or indeed Cemetery Road in the approach to the junction with Le Neubourg Way.

Mr Haig stated, “We believe that if these minor amendments to the application are made by Dorset Vehicle Rentals, the residents of the area will not be unduly inconvenienced by their operation, the site would be in use and not an eyesore to the area and town, and Dorset Vehicle Rentals can continue to grow their business further which we support. We are happy to meet with the applicants to work out a solution”.
Local resident, Mr B Millichamp stated, “In the interest of highway safety and residents amenity, please take on board the issues raised by Mr Haig”.

Cllr Mrs Beckley agreed with Mr Haig and felt that the proposal may exacerbate existing parking problems in the area.

Cllr Dann raised concerns over highway safety, stating, “I am especially concerned with the safety of school children, and the access for emergency vehicles to Turners Lane and Cypress Way. This is a dangerous corner”.

Cllr Dann expressed his concerns over the enforcement of any conditions that may be imposed as part of the planning permission, stating, “This site has a history of businesses and residents being inconvenienced. I feel for the local residents and agree that conditions need to be put in place but I wish to know how these conditions will be enforced”.

Cllr Frith raised concerns over highway safety. He also raised concerns over the proposed car washing facilities and appearance of the site, stating, “The portakabin is ugly and the proposed security fencing will not look good”.

Cllr Mrs Cornelius explained that customers using the existing business in Station Road are encouraged to use public transport and are not encouraged to arrive in cars.
Cllr Mrs Phillips expressed concerns over the proposed access and requested further information from the Highways Authority.

Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “This ex vehicle sales/workshop has been left derelict for some time, and I welcome the fact that it is to remain commercial, generating extra employment for the town.  The opening hours seem reasonable for this area which is predominately residential. The vehicle movement given is 10-15 as guidance and I do not think the site has capacity for any more.  There will be 2/3 staff on site every day and I would like to know where they will park. The portakabin will be a much neater alternative than the existing building, which is now worse for wear, and it will take up far less space at the back of the plot to run the business. In comparison to a vehicle workshop, noise levels will be reduced. I note that they propose to use existing car wash facility, so disposal of trade effluent is sorted and the access will be unchanged. Unfortunately, the security fencing will look obtrusive to start with at 2.3m high but is obviously necessary and all in all will be tidier than the present site. There is no mention of any security lighting, thinking about nuisance to residential properties, although the picture of the portakabin shows external security light and of course there is street lighting. We must bear in mind that there is a busy children’s nursery immediately across the road, which may conflict with early morning rental collections and returns later in the day.”
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
When put to the vote, six members recommended refusal of the application for the following reasons:

· Concerns over parking arrangements.
· Concerns over the proposed access and highway safety.
· The proposal will exacerbate existing traffic congestion in the area.

· The security fencing will look obtrusive.
· The proposed portakabin will not enhance the area.

All members agreed that should the Case Officer be mindful to approve the application, then it should be referred to the Development Control Committee at North Dorset District Council.
g. 2/2011/1115/PLNG – Field View, Cole Street Lane, East Stour, Gillingham – Erect 1 No. single storey extension and 1 No. first floor extension.
COMMENTS:
Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “The extensions will match the existing on the rear of the property.  They are in keeping and not overbearing.”

Cllr Mrs Ridout referred to the first floor extension to form another bedroom, stating, “The proposed apex roof is in keeping, but on a smaller scale, with the existing. My immediate thought was that the proposed new window for light into the front bedroom will unbalance the road elevation and should be moved round to the side (east) elevation, but upon viewing the site, the existing cottage is in brick and the adjoining cottage is in natural stone, and I do not think it would look unbalanced because these properties are quite different in appearance”.
Referring to the proposed single storey extension, Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I have no problem with the single extension to increase the dining room and create a family room/study on the rear. The garden is quite adequate for this extension and a precedent has been set with next door which has an extensive stone and brick extension. I would therefore recommend approval of this application in line with Policies 1.8 and 2.11 of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan (1st Revision)”.
When put to the vote, all members supported the application.

h. 2/2011/1121/PLNG – Shrublands Farm, Shaftesbury, Dorset – Erect HGV maintenance building, horticultural storage shed, security gate house and polytunnel. Form 3 No. additional parking spaces.
COMMENTS:

Cllr Mrs Ridout stated, “I am all for promoting the expansion of our local businesses and therefore increasing employment potential. The proposed new HGV maintenance building will tidy up the site, removing the temporary structure and storage units and provide a safer working environment for employees. The existing access has been constructed and approved by the Highways Authority for use by commercial vehicles for the former chicken business and present O licence business. The site  accommodates 40tonne artics and provision has been made in the plans for their manoeuvring. However, I think The Highways Authority needs to review the access, it needs more definition so that B3081 users are made more aware that there is the likelihood of 40 tonne artics turning onto and off of the highway. With regards to the Site Security Shed/Gatehouse,  I question the function of this building? There is discrepancy in the paperwork on the number of lorries and trailers, i.e. 4 lorries and either 6 or 2 trailers. The applicant has applied to increase their O licence to 5 lorries and 4 trailers.  Even with the expanding horticultural business, would there be that much traffic flow, on and off the site, to warrant a gatehouse, unless other plans are in the pipeline, e.g. contract HGV servicing. I note that the applicant has indicated that the actual construction of the buildings can be the subject of a Planning Condition or have agreement on this treated as a reserved matter.  But the site is well screened, so construction detail is not paramount and can be left to the discretion of North 
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70.    Planning Applications - continued:-
Dorset Planning Department. I am recommending approval of this application in line with Policy 3.5 Employment Development with the Countryside of the North Dorset District Wide Local Plan 2003 (1st Revision) which allows for small scale expansion of rural enterprises where additional use is made of land within the curtilage of the development but subject to Highways input on this”
Cllr Frith stated, “I welcome the expansion of this business but have concerns over the disposal of waste oil”.
Cllr Joyce stated, “It is nice to see a business expanding and I note that the Highways Authority have no objections to this application”.
Cllr Dann stated, “I have concerns regarding the access. This is a very busy road and these are very large lorries. Although I welcome future employment, my main cause for concern is the access. The Highways Authority must provide us with information and guidance. I will be objecting to this application solely on the concerns I have over the access”.

When put to the vote, six members recommended approval of the application. Cllr Dann recommend refusal of the application. 

71.   North Dorset District Council – Notification of intent to carry out works to trees within a 


  Conservation Area:

a.
The Old House, Milton-on-Stour, Gillingham


T1, T4, T5, T7 – Willow – Pollard


T2, T3, T6 – Willow – Coppice

There were no objections to this application.
72.
To receive an update on the designation of Wyke, Gillingham as a Conservation Area and to make recommendations thereon:-


Cllr Mrs Ridout informed members that a report will be made to North Dorset District Council Cabinet on 31st October 2011.

73.  To receive an update on Planning Enforcement issues and to make recommendations thereon:-  

The Chairman informed members that the Enforcement Officer has attended the rear of the property at Black Lawn. The owners have returned the land to agricultural status which is to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority, consequently the investigation is now complete and the enforcement file has been closed. 

 

The Chairman referred to the issues regarding the managers House at Savage Cat and informed members that this matter has now been resolved to the satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority.  

 

The Chairman explained that with regards to the barn at Savage Cat, the planning application for the barn was returned on the 13th September for further documents. 

Cllr Mrs Ridout informed members that several caravans are parked at the rear of Waterloo Lodge and

asked for the Enforcement Officer to be notified.
74.
To receive a report from the Footpath Liaison Officer and to make recommendations thereon:-

The Minute Clerk informed members that she has received a complaint about Footpath No 1 at Milton-on-Stour and Footpath No 44 at Gillingham School. The Rights of Way Officer will be notified.
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75.  MATTERS PERTINENT TO THIS MEETING.  Members are advised that inclusion of items is at


 the Chairman’s discretion and that ‘A Council cannot lawfully decide any matter which is not  specified


 in the summons (agendas)’.  The Chairman to be advised prior to the commencement of the meeting.



a.

Cllr Frith raised concerns about delivery lorries using the High Street.
b. The Chairman informed members that notification has been received that an appeal has been lodged with the Planning Inspectorate in respect of the District Council’s refusal of the following application:

Inspectorate’s Ref:
APP/N1215/A/11/2160839/NWF

Appeal by:

Next Generation Limited

Application No:
2/2010/0731/PLNG

Location:
Land between West Bourton and Whistley Farm, B3081 (Gillingham to Wincanton), Silton / Gillingham

Proposal:
Erect 4 No. 120m high wind turbine generators, construction pads, substation, temporary construction compound, information board and modify vehicular access. Application accompanied by an Environmental Statement as required by the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999.

The Chairman advised members that the appeal will be dealt with by way of a Public Inquiry.

c. The Chairman advised members of the Timetable of meetings for the discussion of the Draft Core Strategy by South Somerset District Council


d.
The Chairman advised members that he has received notification that a new provisional Tree Preservation Order has been made at land at Quarr Cottage, Quarr in Gillingham. 
Closure: The meeting closed at 8.45pm
