Broads Authority

Planning Committee
Minutes of the meeting held on 7 October 2005

Present



Dr J M Gray – in the Chair

	Mrs E A Burrows

Mr C C Durrant


	Mr A Duce 

Mr D Thompson


In Attendance


Ms G Morgan – Director of Planning and Development  

Mrs M Shelley –Planning Consultant for Broads Authority coordination 

Mr B Hogg – Design and Conservation Officer

Mr G Hancox – Planning Officer, South Norfolk 

Mr M Rooke  – Planning Officer, Broadland District

Ms C Ketteringham – Planning Officer, North Norfolk District

Ms S Jenkinson  – for the Solicitor

Mr J Shaw – for Highways

Mrs S A Beckett – Administrative Officer

Members of the Public in Attendance who spoke:

	Mr C Whiting BESL
	· Section 257 Orders for permanent diversion of footpaths 

	Mr J Knight      
	· South Norfolk 07/2005/1712/F Waveney River Centre(for applicant)

	Ms G Pope
	· Residents

	Mr J Hollidge
	· Residents

	Mr P Waltham
	· Local District Member for 07/05/1712 and 07/05/1475

	Mr I Fulcher             
	· South Norfolk 07/1475/CU Waveney Model Flying Club (for applicant)

	Ms Rita Clark
	· For Aldeby residents

	Mr Belton                 
	· South Norfolk 07/05/1802 Monks Farm Barn, Langley Abbey (for applicant)

	Mr and Mrs Goodley
	· Objectors

	Mr A Mallett             
	· Broadland 05/2005/1024 Anchor Moorings, Coltishall (Local District Member)

	Mr A Knights            
	· North Norfolk 01/2005/0920 Barnes Brinkcraft, Hoveton (for applicant)

	Mr and Mrs Wendrop
	· objectors

	Mr D Hebborn          
	· Norwich 04/05/00503/D Riverside Walk near New Mills Sluice, Oak Street, Norwich (for applicant)


28
Apologies 

Apologies for absence were received from Mr S Dorrington, Mr A J Gunson, Mr M C Broom, Ms J Rooza, Prof R K Turner and Mr M Wells.  

29
Minutes 

The minutes of the meeting held on 9 September 2005 were confirmed as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.  

30
Points of Information Arising from the Minutes

(1)
Minute 22:Planning Committee Future Membership and Working Arrangements


(a)
Planning Committee

The Chairman reported that after the discussion at the Broads Authority meeting on 30 September 2005, the following had agreed to be members of the Planning Committee and attend when they were able to do so: Mr Broom, Mr Gunson, Mr Wells and the Chairman, Professor Turner.  

(b)
Recruitment of Staff

The Director of Planning and Development reminded the Committee that it was intended to bring the Authority’s planning service in-house in 2007.   In the interim, the present arrangements with the Districts acting as the Authority’s agents would continue.  However, as an additional transitional measure, it was intended that the Authority’s own staff would run some cases in parallel in order to make a smooth transition.   To this end, the Authority had appointed Cally Smith as Head of Development and Regeneration and had interviewed for the posts of Planning Officer (Compliance and Implementation) and Planning Support Services Officer*.   It was anticipated that appointments would be made.  These would form the core staff for the provision of an excellent planning service for the Broads to which the Authority was committed.  

(* appointments confirmed since the meeting)
31
Declarations of Interest

Members expressed declarations of interest as set out in Appendix 1 to these minutes.  
32
Applications for Planning Permission

The Committee considered applications submitted under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as well as matters of enforcement (also having regard to Human Rights) and reached decisions as set out on the blue pages.   Acting under its delegated powers the Committee authorised the immediate implementation of the decisions.   


The Chairman introduced members and officers and reminded everyone that the scheme for public speaking was in operation, details of which were contained in the Code of Conduct for Members and Officers.   The following minutes relate to those applications where further matters of information, or detailed matters of policy not already covered in the officers’ reports, were given additional attention:

(1)
Section 257 Orders Arising from Flood Defence Works in Compartments 11, 35, 5 and 21: 

(a) Broadland 05/1168 Halvergate  

Left Bank of River Yare – Reedham/Halvergate Marshes (Compartment 11)

(b) South Norfolk 05/05/1557 Haddiscoe

Haddiscoe Island (Compartment 35) 

(c) North Norfolk 01/05/1547 Ludham

River Ant (Compartment 5)

(d) South Norfolk River Chet 07/05/2126

Footpath relating to original application 07/2004/0975 (Compartment 21)


Permanent Diversion of Public Footpaths


Applicant: Environment Agency


Mrs Shelley (Planning Consultant) explained that the diversion of the footpaths had been the subject of legal debate as to the appropriate and correct procedures in relation to the flood defence works.   Temporary orders had been used in the initial stages.  Applications had therefore been invited for Section 257 Notices for the permanent diversion of the footpaths.  


She explained that in addition to the three applications submitted, a further application relating to Compartment 21 on the River Chet as a result of original application 07/2004/1936 was also being processed.  Therefore, delegated authority was also being sought for this application at this stage in order that all the Notices could be expedited.  

The solicitor gave advice on the use of Section 257 orders and made members aware of the procedures.  BESL was well aware of the need and had acted accordingly.  This was confirmed by Mr Whiteley (BESL).  The solicitor advised that should Section 257 Notices be pursued these should be prospective as opposed to retrospective.  It would still be necessary for the order to be made for the (flood defence) development to be completed.   It was anticipated that the legal issues would be clarified and that the necessary procedures would be put in place by the applicant at an earlier stage for future flood defence applications.  


RESOLVED

(e) Broadland 05/05/1168 Halvergate.  Left Bank of River Yare – Reedham/Halvergate Marshes (Compartment 11)

that, in accordance with planning permission granted for 05/2002/0976 and subject to legal clarification, an Order be prepared under Section 257 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act, to divert the length of the public footpath to the new line, as shown on the plan in Appendix 3 of the report as it is necessary to do so in order to enable the development to be carried out.  

(f) South Norfolk 05/05/1557 Haddiscoe.  Haddiscoe Island (Compartment 35) 

that, in accordance with planning permission granted for E97/02/0976 and subject to legal clarification, an Order be prepared under Section 257 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act, to divert the length of the public footpath to the new line, as shown on the plan in Appendix 1 of the report as it is necessary to do so in order to enable development to be carried out.  

(c)
North Norfolk 01/05/1547 Ludham.  River Ant (Compartment 5)


that authority be delegated to the Director of Planning and Development to determine the application for the Footpath Diversion Order at Ludham Bridge subject to legal clarification in accordance with planning permission 01/04/1936, and subject to no adverse comments to the proposal being received:  an Order be prepared under Section 257 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act, to divert the length of the public footpath to the new line, as shown on the plan in Appendix 5 of the report as it is necessary to do so in order to enable development to be carried out.  

(d)
South Norfolk Ref River Chet.  07/05/2126 (Compartment 21)

that authority be delegated to the Director of Planning and Development to determine the application for the Footpath Diversion Order on the River Chet subject to legal clarification  in accordance with planning permission 07/04/0975  subject to no adverse comments being received: an Order be prepared under Section 257 of the 1990 Town and Country Planning Act, to divert the length of the public footpath to the new line, as it is necessary to do so in order to enable development to be carried out.  

Following the decision of the Planning Committee the Draft Orders will be prepared and Notices published.  If the Notices are unopposed following the necessary 28 day objection period, the Orders may be confirmed by the Broads Authority and become operative when the replacement paths have been completed to the satisfaction of the Broads Authority.   If the Draft Orders are challenged, the applications are to be referred to the Secretary of State.  

(2)
South Norfolk  07/2005/1712/F Waveney River Centre, Staithe Road, Burgh St Peter 

Extension to existing caravan site with the addition of nine lodges.  


Applicant:  Waveney River Centre


The District Planning Officer in presenting the application for the additional nine holiday units, referred to the neighbouring properties and the access roads.  The key issue in considering the application was the road network with an objection having been received from the Highways, details of which were contained in the report.  


Mr Hollidge, who lived adjacent to the site, was given the opportunity to address the Committee where he voiced his concerns as documented in a letter distributed to all members.  He outlined the history to the development of the site, as well as the potential implications of the proposal including its effect on the road traffic and highway safety as well as the local amenities. He was especially concerned about the effect on his property and the disturbance to his quality of life particularly  in the summer months. He considered that the inadequate width of the roads with many blind spots was dangerous and would become more so with the further intensification of development.  


Mrs Pope, who was also given the opportunity to speak, echoed these concerns relating to access.  She emphasised that there were no designated passing places and there were blind corners, which were a hazard to pedestrians, cyclists and riders on horseback as well as the local traffic.  She also expressed concerns about the sewerage facilities and questioned whether there would be benefits to the local community and or whether the proposal would be overdevelopment of the site.  


The Local District Member, Mr Waltham, spoke on behalf of the Parish Council and echoed the concerns of the local residents.  He considered that the proposal would expand the business beyond the infrastructure and was not appropriate at this time.   He commended some of the innovative facilities provided by the Centre such as the shop but expressed concern that these were only available when the centre itself was open and not available to local residents at other times.  His major concern was that of the dangerous road.  


Mr James Knight, the Managing Director of the Waveney River centre, spoke in support of the application, as documented in a paper tabled for members.   He explained that the River Centre had been conceived for hire boats but that this industry was rapidly in decline.  Therefore the owner of the centre was attempting to revitalise the economy of the Broads and to that end had been in discussions with officers with a view to improving the facilities offered in a phased way.  The principle of this had been accepted.   He recognised the inadequate road network but considered that this had been given undue weight, given that it was rural Norfolk.  He had been disappointed by the response from highways in relation to possible improvements including better signage, provision of passing places and speed limits to help solve the problems.   Photographs of the site and the improvements made were circulated.  

In response to residents’ concerns over noise and disturbance, he commented that no complaints had been received.   He explained that a new sewage treatment plant was included within the application.   He explained that the proposals would help to improve the site further and enable the opening hours of the existing facilities to be extended.  He commended the application to members in order to help improve the developing success of the Centre.  

The Highways Officer explained that the provision of passing bays would be exceedingly costly as a large number would be needed, would require land acquisition and may not be effective.   One of the main problems was the visibility at the junctions along the access routes and in particular onto the A143 at Haddiscoe.   It was recognised that signage was an issue, but that it was being addressed.  In general it was considered that the proposal would be detrimental to highway safety.  

The District Planning Officer accepted that the main concern was the highways issue.  However, there was also the visual impact and amenity impact on neighbours to be addressed.  The applicant had not yet demonstrated the additional amenity aspects but it was considered that with additional planting near to the boundary and between the holiday units, the visual impact could be overcome.   With further significant improvements it may be possible to address those elements of  the proposal.  

Members gave careful consideration to the proposals.   It was recognised that the application provided a dilemma, given the highways issues.   It was recognised that there was a need to create improved tourist facilities within the Broads to a high quality, yet, there was the potential danger of overdeveloping a site without providing that additional quality.   The highways problem was acknowledged although the possibility of improved signage was advocated.  

RESOLVED by 4 votes to 1

that the application be refused as being contrary to policies TR11 (New holiday accommodation outside the development boundaries), Policy TR13 (Chalet parks and static caravan parks and Policy TC8 (Parking, servicing and other highway requirements) of the Broads Local Plan 1997 by virtue of the fact that the proposal, if permitted, would be likely to give rise to conditions detrimental to the character and appearance of the Broads, the residential amenities of the adjoining neighbours and highway safety.  

(3)
South Norfolk 07/05/1475/CU Land South of St Marys Road, Aldeby 

Change of use of agricultural land to recreational and model flying club usage



Applicant: Waveney Model Flying Club

The District Planning Officer explained that the application proposed to use the land for the flying of model aeroplanes by the Waveney Model Flying Club as a replacement for their current site at Beccles.  

Ms R Clark was given the opportunity to address the committee on behalf of Aldeby residents.   She expressed concern that the additional use of the access roads to the site, particularly given the proposed hours of operation, would be in conflict with the large lorries accessing the land fill site and would be a hazard to local residents as well as the club members.  The additional noise from the model aircraft would interfere with the quality of life and amenity of the local residents, would be inappropriate and could set an undesirable precedent.  

Mr Waltham, the District Council member, on behalf of the parish council reiterated the concerns already expressed and considered that the proposed hours of operation were excessive compared to the use of the club’s current site.  

Mr Fulcher, the Chairman of Waveney Model Flying Club responded to some of the comments made.   He clarified that only one member of the club owned a trailer for transporting the model aircraft for special events.  Most of the time members used their own cars.   

With regards to access, the concrete road which the club would be using, was a private access and designed for large lorries to pass each other.   There were passing bays on the other roads.   The site itself was some distance from the village with the nearest property being 200 metres away.   The club had a total non-exclusive membership of 77 with a very wide age range.   As regard noise, the models were restricted to 80decibels and were constantly tested with a large number being electric.  The club had requested 7 days of operation since the actual hours would be restricted by the weather conditions.  However, changes were requested for the Winter to be from 1 September to 30 April and Summer from 1 May to 31 August.  Proposals for changes in hours were also suggested.  

The District Planning Officer recommended that the application could be acceptable subject to the restrictive conditions outlined.   These were designed to be consistent with the Ormesby St Margaret Model Flying Club operating at Billockby, taking into account environmental health issues and the Civil Aviation Authority’s restrictions.  (Appeal decision relating to condition was reported elsewhere in the agenda.) The access route proposed was private and therefore there was no highway authority control over this.   It was considered to be preferable.  

Some members were concerned about the operation of the site over 7 days.  Adherence to the flying zones was in the hands of the operator.  The Billockby site had been the subject of a great deal of concern from local residents, not just due to the operation of the model aeroplanes but from the associated activities such as grass cutting.  Therefore it was considered important to consider the amenities of the local residents.  

Given the concerns expressed by local residents, members considered that a temporary consent would be appropriate in order to monitor the activity.  The Chairman also proposed that the hours of operation be restricted to 5 days as opposed to 7 to give residents 2 days respite, although the hours within those 5 days be extended slightly.  

RESOLVED

that the application be approved for a temporary period of three years subject to the following conditions in order to monitor the activity and to ensure that the proposal accords with Policy TR21 of the Broads Local Plan 1997:
· provision of suitable access;  

· an area of parking;  

· hours of operation to be as follows:

Summer (1 May to 31 August)

· Tuesday to Thursdays 2pm to 9pm;

· Saturdays 1pm to 7pm; and

· Sundays 10am to 1pm;

Winter (1 September to 30 April)

· Tuesdays to Thursdays 1pm to dusk;

· Saturdays 10am to dusk; and

· Sundays 10am to 1pm;

· all model aircraft engines to be fitted with mufflers or silencers and engine noise from individual aircraft must not exceed 82dB(A);  

· model aircraft must not be flown within 200m of any noise sensitive premises, which includes domestic cartilages; and  

· no more than three powered model aircraft shall be flown from the site at any one time.  A fourth model may be flown provided it is silent or electric powered.  

Informative: 

That specific planning permission will be required for any buildings or structures.  

(4)
South Norfolk 07/05/1802 Monks Farm Barn, Langley Abbey, Langley Abbey 

Proposed conversion of barn to residential, with improved access

Applicant: Mr C Townsend

The District Planning Officer explained that this was a revised application following refusal of a previous proposal on design grounds.  

The revised design had addressed the concerns and was therefore considered to be acceptable.  

Mr Goodley was given the opportunity to address the Committee on behalf of the neighbouring properties to the application.  He explained that his boundary directly abutted the walls of the agricultural building and surrounded the agricultural building on two sides.   He kept poultry (ducks and chickens), which he had done for a considerable period of time and was concerned that any occupant of the proposed new residential property could complain and object to his well-established activity in particular the noise of the birds early in the morning.  The property being within the Broads was also in an area at risk of flooding.  

Mr Belton, on behalf of the applicant, explained that following negotiation, it was considered that the design objections had been overcome.  The scheme was fully contained within the existing walls.  In terms of the concerns about the risk of flooding, the Environment Agency was satisfied that the application was above the flood plain.   The access arrangements had been discussed with the landowner and it was anticipated that these could be completed satisfactorily.  He commended the application to the committee.  

The Committee considered that the applicant had overcome the design objections satisfactorily.   Members had some sympathy with the concerns set out by the neighbouring properties but unfortunately, on the advice of the solicitor, accepted that it would not be possible to protect the neighbours by condition.  

The fact that the activity could be claimed to be an established use and being a part of the neighbours livelihood could help, should a future complaint be made but this could not be guaranteed.  

RESOLVED by 3 votes to 0

that the application be approved as the revised design, particularly with the removal of roof lights and use of a contemporary solution, would not impact on the character and appearance of the building and therefore the proposal is acceptable and in accordance with policy H7 of the Broads Local Plan 1997, subject to the following conditions:

· the submission of details showing a suitable access that can accommodate service vehicles (ie a minimum of 3.7 wide); 

· parking, turning and access should be completed to the satisfaction of the local planning authority prior to the occupation of the building;

· foul drainage to a sealed system or private treatment plant only;

· a contaminated land survey to be submitted;

· a bat and owl survey to be completed prior to commencement of development, with no occupation of the building until any mitigation measures necessary have been fully implemented; and  

· removal of permitted development rights.  

(5)
Broadland 05/05/0378 Plot 29 Hobrough’s Dyke, Brundall Bay Marina, Brundall 

Enlarge Mooring Basin


Applicant: Mr C Dye

The District Planning Officer explained that the principle of the development was acceptable in terms of the Authority’s policies particularly taking account of visual amenity.  It was also considered that it would not be detrimental to the character of the Broads landscape, given the varied characteristics of the surrounding area.  

Members gave careful consideration to the concerns of the neighbour relating to the engineering works required to stabilise the bank but considered that it could not justify refusal.   It was suggested that a method statement be included to overcome the difficulties.  

RESOLVED

that the application be approved, as the proposal represents an acceptable form of development which accords with Policies TR18, BRU3 and B11,  subject to the following conditions

· standard time limit;

· method statement to be submitted to specify the works to stabilise the land between the quayheading and the respective north eastern and south western boundaries which also specifies where the excavated material will be deposited.  Works to be undertaken in accordance with the approved method statement; and 

· the mooring basin hereby approved shall be for private moorings only and shall not be used for any business or commercial purposes whatsoever.  

Informative:

The applicant to be advised that the proposed works will also require the consent of the Environment Agency under the Land Drainage Byelaws and the Water Resources Act 1991.  The applicant should contact the Environment Agency on telephone no.  01473 706766 prior to the commencement of the works.  

(6)
Broadland 05/2005/1024 Anchor Moorings, Anchor Street, Coltishall

Removal of Island



Applicant: Mr and Mrs L Howard

Photographs of the island were circulated.  The District Planning Officer explained that it was understood that the island was inhabited by otters and drew attention to the observations and objections from the Norfolk Wildlife Trust and the provisions of the Wildlife and Countryside Act and European legislation protecting otters.   Although the removal of the island raised no concerns in terms of the character and appearance of the surrounding area, the application raised strong objections in terms of the impact upon the otters, which are a protected species.   

Mr Mallett, the Local District Council member spoke to the Committee.  He explained that the application related to a long period of friction between the applicant and a number of local residents.   The island was a feature, which had grown up over a period of thirty years, much of which was made up of tree roots.   There were concerns over the removal of the tree on the site, which it was understood to have been diseased.  However, there was evidence of regeneration taking place.   Otters had definitely been seen and he commended the recommendation of refusal to the Committee and requested that other aspects be looked into.  

The Committee fully supported the recommendation.  

RESOLVED

(i) that the application be refused on the grounds that the proposal is considered to be an unacceptable form of development that will have a significant detrimental impact upon wildlife and wildlife habitats contrary to Policies C9 and TR8 of the Broads Local Plan; and

(ii) that, a replacement Ash or Alder should be planted in accordance with the Conservation Officer’s previous requirements.  

(7) 
North Norfolk 01/05/0920 Barnes Brinkcraft, Riverside Road, Hoveton 

Demolition of two boatsheds, Erection of new wet and dry boatshed, erection of three holiday units and improvement to and provision of new parking  


Applicant: Barnes Brinkcraft


The District Planning Officer explained that the application was the final phase in the redevelopment of the boatyard.  There were two elements to the scheme involving the replacement of the existing wet and dry boat shed with a marginally larger wet and dry boatshed, and the replacement of the existing boatshed and parking with a waterside building containing three holiday units with new parking arrangements, on the site of a boatshed to be demolished.  The District Planning Officer reported that no response had been received from Wroxham Parish Council.  


Mr Wendrop was given the opportunity to address the Committee.  He explained that he was the neighbour from the property Beehive which would be most affected by the proposal but was speaking on behalf of other residents.   He expressed concern that there would be a loss of car parking due to the development that the road already suffered from cars parked alongside and therefore greater pressure on the road which would affect local residents, as well as the impact on the sewerage system.  


Mr Knights, on behalf of the applicant, was given the opportunity to speak.  He explained that the proposal had been developed over a considerable period of time and through negotiation with the Authority’s officers.  The proposal would be increasing the efficiency of the boatyard operation as well as providing 24 additional car parking spaces on top of the existing 160 spaces.  In addition the change over day was now split over two days instead of one and this should alleviate any potential traffic problems.  The proposal would result in an ideal balance of boating to holiday accommodation and would represent a sustainable form of development for the area.  


The District Planning Officer drew attention to the issue of the area’s propensity to flooding and explained that the Environment Agency had raised an objection.  However, the Environment Agency recognised the Authority’s aims for providing facilities for tourism, development and regeneration and had suggested conditions to be incorporated should members be minded to grant permission.  


With regards to a sewerage treatment system, the intention was for the scheme to be connected to the mains system.   Members were concerned that this element of the scheme should be resolved prior to the development proceeding.  


Members were in support of the scheme to improve the efficiency of the boatyard and the appearance of the site generally.  


RESOLVED

that authority be delegated to officers to approve the application as being in accordance with policies EMP5, INF1 and TC8 of the Broads Local Plan subject to the resolution of sewerage infrastructure, consideration of the provision of moorings and the imposition of conditions to include

· that the building will not be occupied until the sewerage system is complete.  If an alternative system to mains sewerage is required, that a separate planning application be submitted and that the dwellings not be occupied until the system is approve and in place;

· materials;

· provision of the new parking layout concurrent with the holiday units being brought into use; 

· a holiday occupancy condition;

· a minimum finished floor level of 1.7m AOD;

· prior to commencement of the development a scheme for flood proofing the buildings;

· prior submission of details of a flood plan; 

· non-return valves to be fitted to all external pipes; 

· flood warning notices erected; and 

· an occupancy restriction limiting occupancy to between 1 April and 31 October in any year.  

(8)
North Norfolk 01/05/1339 How Hill Trust, How Hill, Ludham


Erection of storage building


Applicant:  The How Hill Trust

Mrs Burrows, having declared an interest in the application, left the room for this item.   It was noted that the application was submitted by an organisation working in partnership with the Broads Authority on Authority owned land and the solicitor was able to confirm that the application had been dealt with in the usual way.   The Planning Officer further reported that the Internal Drainage Board had responded with no comments.  

The Committee supported the application.  


RESOLVED

that the application be approved as being in accordance with Policies TR19 and B11 of the development pan and subject to the imposition of appropriate conditions on materials and tree protection.  

(9)
North Norfolk 01/05/1271 The Tower, Herbert Woods, Broads Haven, Bridge Road, Potter Heigham
Change of use of storeroom to A3 (tea room)



Applicant: Mrs Mary Bensley



The Committee supported the application.  



RESOLVED

that the application be approved as being in accordance with Policies TR19, PHB4 and PHB5 of the adopted Broads Local Plan subject to the imposition of conditions requiring the prior approval of any extraction or ventilation system, hours of operation and the removal of permitted development rights to control subsequent changes of use.  

(10)
Norwich City 04/05/00503/D Riverside Walk near New Mills Sluice, Oak Street, Norwich 

· Condition 2a: railings 

· Condition 2c: reinstatement plan 

· Condition 2d: footpath reconstruction 

· Condition 3: landscaping for previous planning permission 04/00991/BA – ‘riverbank reconstruction’  


Applicant:  Norwich City Council


The Authority’s Planning Consultant explained that the application was for compliance with conditions 2 and 3 of a previous planning application granted permission in January 2005 for reconstruction of the riverbank.  The application involved details for hard and soft landscaping.  


A local resident had expressed some concerns about the scheme, some of which had been satisfied.  However, he still had concerns that fewer trees were being reinstated than originally existed and that there should be a seat.  Mr Wendrop confirmed that the City Council, on advice from the tree officer, considered that planting more than the five trees proposed would be inappropriate.   There had only been three trees before although these were multi-stemmed.  A seat had not been included in the scheme as this was considered inappropriate in such close proximity to residential properties.  


RESOLVED

that the application relating to conditions 2 and 3 of planning permission 04/04/00991/BA relating to replacement trees, planting and footpath treatment, be approved as being in accordance with Policies  C8 and C11 of the Broads Local Plan.  

33
Decisions made by Officers under Delegated Powers

The Committee received a schedule of decisions made by officers under delegated powers since 26 August 2005.  


RESOLVED


that the report be noted.  

34
Appeals to the Secretary of State: Update

The Committee received a table showing the position regarding appeals against the Authority since October 2004.   

RESOLVED

that the report be noted.  

35
Decision on Appeal by the Secretary of State


Ormesby St Margaret Model Flying Club

The Committee received a report on an appeal against one of the conditions as part of permanent planning permission granted by the Authority for the change of use on an area of field for the sport of aeromodelling and of storage locker at Main Road, Billockby.  The Inspector gave weight to the concerns of local residents.  He considered that the disputed condition provided residents with a respite from the noise of model aircraft on just two days a week and the alternative condition proposed would not do so.  The appeal was dismissed.  

RESOLVED

that the report be noted.  

36
Enforcement Update


The Committee received an updated report on enforcement matters already referred to Committee.   


Wayford Mill, Wayford Bridge, Smallburgh

The Solicitor was still investigating the matter.  

RESOLVED

that the report be noted.  

37
Date of Next Meeting


It was noted that the next meeting of the Planning Committee would be held on Friday 4 November 2005 at 10.00am at County Hall, Martineau Lane Norwich.  (Dr Gray and Mrs Burrows gave apologies) 

The meeting concluded at 12.30pm.
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	Mr D Thompson
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