ALLISON
H OMES
Our ref: SWR/ICR/S4469 !

Swallow House,
Banbury Close,
West Elloe Avenue,
Spalding, Lincs. PEI1 2BS

i Ofeee Tel: (01775) 724701
Mr. J. Curnock, Atesriion Fax: (01775) 762153
Planning Dept.
South Holland District Council, | %%
Priory Road,
Spalding,

Lincs. PE11 1XE,

N
!

20th April, 1995

Dear Mr. Curnock,

Re: Wygate Park, Spalding - Emergency Link

I refer to previous correspondence regarding the above, and would advise you that we
have been instructed by Lincolnshire County Courcil to withhold from the erection of the
collapsible bollards of the emergency link.

It is still our intention to undertake the surfacing of the link as previously agreed. 1 trust
that this is satisfactory.

incerely,

" “Stuart-Robi on, P
Land & Development Manager

Allison Homes is 2 trading name of
SWALLOW HOMES LTD
Registered Office: 28 Wide Bargate. Bosten, Lincs. PEZ1 6RT  Registered No. 2669767/England



cc Dept of Housing & Planning, SHDC, Council Offices, Priory Rd, Spalding FAO Mr J Curnocﬁr/

LINC@LNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

HIGHWAYS & PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4th Floor, City Hall, Beaumont Fee, Lincoln LN] DN
Telephone (01522) 552222 Fax (01522) 553149

NEWLAND - LINCOLN

Di 1 E o g
My Ref: CB/DEVT/2/AM irector: J. Emmerson ‘i/(“¥ §>

Aol

i oy
e T
LR e g

For further information contact
R LS Mr C Briggs
Telephone Lincoln (01522) 553127

— 6 June 1995

Dear Sir

EMERGENCY LINK - WOOLRAM WYGATE
Thank vou for your letter of 29 May, the contents of which have been noted,

I have taken a great deal of time in arriving at a solution for preventing
unauthorised vehicles using the link footway whilst preventing cyclists from
riding out into the carriageway. I have naad consultations with all the
Emergency Services and the solution put forward in my previous letter was the
one to which they all agreed.

If eyelists ride to either side of this barrier then they will have made a
conscious effort to do so and as previocusly stated we cannot prevent every
possible occurrence to an individual's owa decision,

I believe the site of the barrier will prevent vehicles from mounting the kerb
and driving along this link. However, a bollard will be placed at the estate
road end of the link to deter such unlawful use. Should these measures fail
then it will become a Police matter.

I am now instructing the developers to install the barrier as previously
indicated and agreed to by the Emergency Services,

Yours faithfully

Highways and Planning

27443 .d61 @ Reeyed Paper @
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14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,

PE11 1XZ.

Mr.J. Curnock,

Principal Officer Local Plans,
South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2XE.

10 January 1994

Dear Mr. Curnock,

I thank you for your letter dated 14 December'93 and in reply
would advise that I am satisfied in general with the implications
of the intended the covenant.

Notwithsanding, I have to remind you of my preconditions outlined
in previous correspondence with Swallow Homes and the concession
made by Mr. Briggs, LCC Highways, in respect of HPS Full Cut oOff
lighting.

Finally, I must reiterate that my acceptance now does not imply
that I agree in anyway with the SHDC decision to proceed with the
Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link.

Your sincerely,

aml PT-
- “PLANNING DE
i SHDC D EWED

PRTIUCT T

Fie NOS.

D.G.W. Underweood

= /Zéw@/&g/ﬂ.

cc Mr.S. Robinson, Swallow Homes




fwallow Homes Mr J Cuinock
West Elloe Avenue

Banbury Close GC/IK/HIS /0155
Spaiding

Linrs

F.A.G. Mr 5 Rokinson 14 February. 1995

Woolram Wy

[Te]
-+
i

ate — Footpath/Cyclewey/Emergency Link

Although the feootpath/oyeleway/energency link zouth 2fF the
primary schocl bas bean operatioral and in general use for

1

manv months, it is stil! not finsally complate as the tou
course nhas not been laid and the entry gates have not been
erectad. C(Condition no. 4 on the approval of reserved matters
H16,/0203/%2 ntates that

4 Notwithstanding the details shown on the submitied plans
this approvael does not extend teo authoriss the
Foatwar/c“ claway/emergericy link between the site an
Aoolvam Wygate nor ibts asscociated landscaping. The
applicants shall instead submit to and agree wlfF the
Local Planning Authority revised details of the
footway/nyrleway/emergency link and %5@9”L&+nﬂ
landscaping and such details as may be agreed sha
carried sut before 50% of the dwelllings approve d
OCCUD T G

3

[

1 bhe
re

o

easnn: To ensure a satisfactory link hetween the zite
and Wonlrem Wygate 1o provided on land within the
apoiicants control.

I know that the
l

tink hetween vour site and Wocloam Wygate has
fﬁncte. com

pllance with the C'nii* ton, but 1n view of
must now ask vou For a rowm1tWPnt be, A
fhe caonplation of the nuistanding matters
efarrsd tn ahove

L}

/Cont
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d he grateful if you could advise me as guickly

2 CULNQCK
Principal Planning Officer [Logal Plans)

re, Director of Administraticon
{(Mr R Atkins)



ALLISON

HOMES
Our ref: DM/JCR/S4165

Swallow House,
Banbury Close,
West Elloe Avenue,
Spalding, Lincs. PEIL 2BS

Mr. Brian Smith, g R % Tel: (01775) 724701
Director of Planning & Bulldmg s 5 Fax: (01775) 762153
Control Services.

South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincs. PE11 1XE.

16th February, 1995

Dear Mr. Smith,

Re: Woolram Wygate - Footpath/Cvcleway/Emergency Link

| refer to your letter dated 14th February, the contents of which I note.

We have been in discussion with LCC about the design of barriers which need to prevent
cyclists emerging unchecked onto Woolram Wygate, permit the access for emergency
vehicles, yet deter unauthorised vehicles from using the footpath/cycleway.

FFollowing our discussion on Wednesday, 15th February, I enclose a sketch design which
resolves the problem. Would you consider this and consult with LCC. No doubt you
will confirm if the principle is accepted at which point we can get the drawings finalised
and formally approved by yourselves and LCC. Once formal approval is received we
would undertake to erect the barriers and complete the footway/cycleway surfacing within
three months.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Yours Sincerely,

- -

David Mee,
Joint Managing Director

Allisen Homes is a trading name of
SWALLOW HOMES LTD
Registered Office: 28 Wide Bargate, Bosten, Lincs, PE21 8RT  Registered No. 2669767/England
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20 Febhruary 1
Lincolinshire County Councill
Director of Highwevrs and Plarning
4th ¥locr
City Halil
Bzaumont Fac
Lincoln

o

For the atvteniion of My © Brig

footpata/lycleway/Emergency iLink at Woolram Wygate, Spalding

+

Avrm you able to conflirm that tes moveable bollards and "evolista
donmoantt signo on the aurface at +the functicn of
w. 1l discharge vour reguiremesnts in conveation with

CTOnOSn

Youras faithfully

i

Coarniook
Y
;

nesral Flanning Officer (Loecal Plans)

cc Swallow Homes, Banbury Close, West Ellce Avenue, Spalding

“

G

=



COUNTY OFFICES
NEWLAND « LINCOLN

LINC@ELNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

HIGHWAYS & PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4th Floor, City Hall, Beaumont Fee, Lincoln LN1 1DN
Telephone (01522) 552222 Fax (01522) 553149

Your Ref: JC/SAH/H16/0155/93 Director: J. Emmerson BSc MS¢ PhD CEng FICE
My Ref: CB/Dev2

. Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
Planning & Building Control Department
Scuth Holland District Council

Council Offices

. For further information contact
Priory Road

Spalding Mr C Briggs
Lincs Telephone
_PE11l 2XE Lincoln (0522) 553127

22nd February 1995

Dear Sirs

FOOTPATH/CYCLEWAY /EMERGENCY LINK AT WOOLRAM WYGATE, SPALDING
With reference to your letter of 20th February, I confirm that
lockable bollards accompanied by a "cyclists dismount" sign will

meet my requirements for this emergency link.

I would inform you that the Developers are being informed of this
requirement.

Yours faithfully

ighways and Planning

© mvie

O




- SOUTH HOLLAND D:STRICT COUNCLL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: Director of Planning & Building TO: TDirector of Admin
Control Services Mr R E Atking

REF:  JC/JK/HLE/0155/03 REF:

Ombudsman file

]
~
]

DATE: 10 March. 1995
SUBJECT: Footvakh/Cycleway/Emergency Link —~ Woolram Wygate

Ir August 1991, afler a period of extensive consultation with
the public. with the relevanit agencies tc ensure a

satisfac wry pwoviaion of services infrastructure, with the
Tighway Authority and with principal land cwners ang
devewupers, the District Council adopted a Development Brief
far the area hetween Woolram Wvgate and Monks House Lane,
Spaidingy. The main reguirements of the Develrpment Brief
are: -

* 4 local distribvicor road in curving z=ligament connecting
Woolram Wygate with Monks House lane.

* "Traffic Calming" measures alcng the local distributnr
road to keep speeds down in the interest of safety.

* Residential deveiopment divided intc identifiable
"neighbourhcods™ by a series of linked open spaces.

* A network of footpath/cycleways connecting residential
araas, the =school, opsn spaces and existing fostpaths
along the Vernatts' Drain.

* Fublic open space concentrated at two central locations
along the «pine road for youth and aduit informal
recreation, presenting the widest possible frontage to
the distribuotor read and penetrating deep into the
hnusing areas and acoommodating the fouotvatha/evoleways.

¥ Vernatts' Drain to beccme an zarea for passive recreation
-~ walking, riding, cycling, nature watching (Jjinear
parxy.

&

Equipped toddiers nlay areas to be nrovided within the
main housing ar=as.

For infcrmation & copy of the aprroved Development Erief is
enclased .




To date development has been fully in accord with the
Development Brief. The distributor road sxtends weshtwards
into the site from it junction wizh Woolram Wygate in ascord
with the rhasing schedule. Until the distributor rcad
cennects to Monks House Lane, new housing development as it
extends wastwards will be served from the distributor croad
which will become an increasingly lung culs-de-sac. This
unacceptable in highway terms as, in the event of a maior
incident khlocking the highway, large areas of rasidential
development could not be accessed by emergency vehicles.
hcoordingly, at the outset, the faotpath/ceyeleway zguth of Zhe
sthool would also be used as an energency access for emsrgenay
vehicles., lanning conditions reflect this requirement. When
the distributor road does eventualiy connect with Morks House
Lane, the reascn for this section of emergency link is Jikely
to no longer apply.

As the state of development exists at the present time, there
is no essential requirement for its use as an emergency link,
since the culs-de-sac is not yet seen to be excessively long.
The next phase of development though will necessitate the
emergency link becoming operational.

The reasonz for the delay in completing the Iink has
previously been discussed. However, the County Counci! have
now decided on a form of barriers which satisfiez the
raguirement for the links use as a footpath, as a cyclewav and
as an emergency link. (Copy letter enclosed). As regards the
final top dressing it 1s normal practice in this District,
tand presumdahly elsewhere in the County) that as the
construction of the estate is complete and immediately nprior to
tha adootion of the highway by the Highway Authority which. in
this case includes the foctpath/coyvelewav/emergency link. the
developers will apply the final top dressing. Enclosed s a
letter from the developers, Swallow Homes, giviag an
undertaking to the date of these works.

These final detaiis apart, the lin¥ is complete and has heen
used for its intended purpose as a footpath and cveleway for
many, many months., It is popular and well used. Landscape
planting is complete and street lights are opevational. The
encliosed set of photogravhs show the situation. T onine that
it would be difficult sven for the most experienced eye to
tell that the final top dressing has not yet been rpplied.
The landscape planting, unfortunstely within the s3badow of the
fence, cat #till be cleariy zeew and. after this year's fizat
full growing geason will be signiflcant. The concrete pipes
ware placed there temporarily by the developers, after
dincussions with the Hichway Authority. following an
allegaticn, by an individual, that motor vehlcles were using
it., Thev will be remaved within the timescale indicated in
the develiopers letter.

The landscaping is 3t1ll under the maintenance of tha
developer but wil! be eventually adepted by the Local
Autherity in accordance with ites adoption procedures,



+

T hope this answers the gqueries rai:ed,

Director of Planning and Building Control

Enc

Services



Our ref: DM/ICR/84254

Swallow House,
Banbury Close,
West Elloe Avenue,
Spalding, Lincs. PEI1 2BS

Tel: (01775) 724701
Fax: (01775) 762153

i

Mr. J. Curnock, : | S __.T
Pianning & Buiiding ':

Control Services. i
Sauth Holland District Council, . : o, ;‘
Priory Road, " : 1
Spalding, - .
Lincs. PE11 1XE. O , o

W ~ 10th March, 1995

Diear Mr. Curnock,

Re: Footpath, Emergency link, Woolram Wygate, Spalding

I refer to the previous correspondence and discussion on this matter, and am now able to
confirm that the lockable bollards and the surfacing will be completed by the end of
April.

Should you have any queries on this particular aspect, do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours Sincerely,

David Mee,
Joint Managing Director

Allison Homes is a tradiag name of
SWALLOW HOMES LTD
Registered Office: 28 Wide Bargate, Boston, Lincs. PE?1 BRT Registered No. 2663767/England
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ﬁf_ﬁ%!ﬁ C@HVJ HOLLAND
s K DISTRICT COUNCIL
Town and Country Planning Act 1990
Approval required by Condition of Planning Permission
Reference: H16/0155/93 Received:24-FEB-93 Type:CONDITION COMPLIANCE
Name: Swallow Homes Ltd Agent: Robert Doughty
The 01d Brewery 32 High Street
Cradge Bank Helpringham
Spalding Sleaford
Lincs PEl1l 3AB Lincs NG34 ORA

Description: Emergency link/footway/ cycleway and associated
landscaping, between the site and Woolram Wygate
Location : Land west of Woolram Wyate Spalding
Lincs

South Holland District Council hereby give notice that CONSENT HAS
BEEN GRANTED for the details submitted for the purpose of conditions
attached to the planning permission, subject to any conditions helow:

This permission is granted in accordance with the application submitted
as revised by the amended drawing nos. 233/21/3 and 233/21/4 received
on 11 October 1993.

Director of Planning and Building Control Services
01-DEC-93 H16/0155/93

This decision refers only to that required for the purposes of the Town
and Country Planning Act and not for Building Regulations or any other
legisiation. See enclosed notes relating to rights of appeal.

BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRfPI Director of Planning & Building Control Servizes

Planning & Building Control Department, Councit Offices, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE (Tel: 0775 7él16l)



CON:BITION R _. | _l”o:otﬁce use only

‘ COMPLI HNGE |  Application No. Hia l@ | 5 5 l Q3
HPPLIC BIIIION | _ - | Date registered
4 COPIES OF FORM AND PLANS REQUIRED Grid reference 24 FEB

1. Please complete in block letters
NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT NAME AND ADDRESS OF AGENT

(if form completed by agent
SWALLOW HOMES LTD pleted by agent)

THE OLD BRFWFRY RO3ERT DOUGHTY
32 HIGH STREET

CRADGE BANK

LINGOLNSHIRE  PEIL 34B NR SLEAFORD  LINCOLNSHIRE NG34 ORA

al. . Tel. N0.052921 6468ContactiNICOLA C HADLEY

Please complete in block letters
FULL POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE o F F I c E
LAND WEST OF WOOLRAM WYGATE, SPALDING c O P Y
——I;Iease complete

EARLIER APPLICATION No.

) H16/0203/92
This application cannot be considered

uniess the relevant reference is stated

Please complete

Please complete the section below.

This form is for approval of additional details. For approval of reserved matters you should not
use this form — ask for Planning Application forms.

If a condition restricts activity in some way, and you wish to remove that restriction, you should not
use this form — ask for Planning Application forms.

If a condition requires activity to be carried out in a certain way, you do not normally need to apply for
approval, unless the condition specifically requires it.

(/)

2. The application is for approvat of details required by a condition R

State which details are submitted

: : . ASSOCIATED LANDSCAPE TO EMERGENCY
LINK/FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY BETWEEN THE
SITE AND WOOLRAM WYGATE

State drawing no’s relating to the current submiggion _ _' | 233/21/2

State condition no. under which th_ié application is required CONDITION 4
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DC RECORD SHEET

APPLICATION REF:

Directions
Art 7 (Outlines)

Siting Design Ext app Access Landscape

RM checklist Previous
Current
Required
Reg 4 Scale drawiag ..... Highway S/W _... Agric appraisal .....
Other ....

Precise details,
for non-standard
direction:

Senior Officer authorised:

B )

Revalidation after Direction

Information satisfactory/unsatisfactory

Precise details:
Further direction:

Amended description:

New valid date: .ceveeevececnvnrannne
L. ] 3 267 s THIS
Consultation/Publicity Required P Cﬁfﬁﬁiﬁé 4
Extra Publicity: Tz %/
Departure S -
Setting of LB ORI

Public Right of Way

LETTERETE T Yy

Discretionary

Extra Consultatioas:
Dept of Transport

smasaLssEERRILE

Eavironmental Serv.

LB/Cons. Area ~ Local

teshnasesn

- Local & National

ssassaseasanes

- English Heritage

Counsultaat: Name

Other: Comean ool B Asd-e, 515'5.
A~ demcsroral L ismen s, (DA
e VR | Ao Bhox e
Case Officer 7)@ L e

NEAL THE (omPLAinEnT 7!1{}7‘
r T Cagnocil igl}vﬁ' SpokeEN 7O
ent

--------------
--------------

--------------

..............
..............
--------------
..............
..............

--------------
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Recorded on board:



APPLICATION ASSESSMENT
Notes for Case Officer

Site Inspection Accuracy Neighbours Boundaries

Site features

Inspected by [ Y jr‘” & ‘Eﬁ‘ SW
A ol 4 44 e it £ e

Notice posted by / Hy M &u ¢ v, Resident Notices required
Date L ( o - %
rﬁ‘ Z:; Seat Delivered
Case Officer Conclusions o # 23 by hod GS.
2,4,6,% 10,02 14,1618,
) 2O+ DS %Saﬁ, Al scndoras
S3 Detlom— %@
RECOMMENDATION
COMMITTEE DELEGATED
Departure from Policy —— Case Officer _._'.,’.:..,... i
Ward Member request —— Seaior Otficer .Y/
Recommend approval against
material objection — Case Officer Recommendation

Qther circumstance = ... Approve

R
viz:
Sigoefd . YIS

Change to Committee recorded

Conditions/Reasons L
(coatigue overleaf)

Notes to applicant Disabled
Outstanding RM
Amended plans
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Initial

Submitted Fee £ N1 -
Receipt lssued

Date first Rec’d

24 FER 1993

ADMIN RECORD SHEET

Registration

Reference H[@‘O ISSlQS

Cross-Ref

Date &5 "F-EB"‘QB

=2

Validation
TYPE — . —omf= Earliest permission
Site area No of dwellings Floorspace
Description
Tech Certificate Accuracy
Site plans Iancomplets form
Description
Fees Nil fee Previous app
Type
Discounted fee
Correct fee lj l(_/ _ Additional Receipt
Refund Issued
Information

Newbuild/Redevelopment/Change of use/Extension/Alteration/Works

Earlier permission Ref

RM Siting Design Ext app Access Landscaping
Previous
Current
Index sheets 552 0S No's Grid ref 5230650 3953 GO
Ward Parish TR Rural CA | :
TR Bypass LB :
Inside IBD Inside LP area Level Cross TPO
Footpath
Linked to site Ref Liaked to property Ref

Planning Records:
Earlier apps

L 50

B Reg Records:

Already submitted - Ref
Request

Requested
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APPLICATION REFERENCE: H16/0155/93 DATE RECEIVED: 24-FEB-93

TYPE: Condition Compliance

DESCRIPTION: Associated landscape to emergency link/footway/
cycleway between the site and Woolram Wygate

LOCATION: Land west of Woolram Wygate, Spalding.

APPLICANT: Swallow Homes Ltd AGENT: Robert Doughty

bbb Q5. Mo

wmw&mm&rwm S nall
BT TO PLANNING COMEITTEE !

P Wik
Resident objections. i

oo 5 JUL 1993

RECOMMENDATION

1 That before application is determined, the site be inspected

by the Sub-Committee.

That subject to the views of the Sub-Committee, the Director

of Planning & Building Control Services be authorised to

enter into further discussions with the respective owners of

the land affected by the application concerning the
following matters: -

(i) The content and design of the landscaping scheme.

(ii) The height and design of the proposed lighting prior
to granting permission.

(iii) The piping and filling of the remaining parts of the
common dyke.

2 Further to the outcome of those discussions to submit a
further report to the Plans Sub-Committee.

3 In the meantime, to advise the objectors that all other
matters referred to have been properly responded to.

BLANNING ISSUES

1 The application purports to satisfactory show details of
landscaping and lighting of the emergency footway/cycleway
link between Woclram Wygate and new residential
development.

2 Although the proposal has resulted in considerable local
objection nevertheless in considering the details
submitted, the following issues need to be borne in mind.

(a) The requirement for a footway/emergency link (as
regquired by the County Highways Authority) was
originally required on the first outline permission
granted in 1987.



o~

(b) That requirement was subsequently included and endorsed
by the District Council in the subsequent development
brief approved in and reiterated in planning
permissions granted subsequently.

(c) Given that the requirement for the emergency link is
still justified, the only matters in need of
resolution, therefore, are those related to the
acceptability or otherwise of the submitted details.

In that respect the main areas of contention appeared to
centre on the need or otherwise to pipe and £fill the
adjoining dyke and the location and details of the proposed
lighting. The details of the scheme as proposed continue
to be supported by the Police Liaison Development Officer,
who is concerned with safety and security of residents and
has put forward suggestions.

Given the nature of the objections however and the lack of
consensus it was recommended that the site be inspected by
the Plans Sub-Committee.

Plans show that half the dyke along the southern site
boundary is in the ownership of the applicants and
objections had been received from some residents and
meetings held with some of the objectors and correspondence
entered into with them. Other objectors included the
developer of an adjoining development, ie, Broadgate
Builders and the Spalding and District Civic Society. The
essential points of objection were summarised as set out
below and where relevant commerted upon.

The recommendations reflected the need not only to inspect
the situation but to seek to achieve a reasonable degree of
conformity between the interests of the respective
developers and the private owner/occcupiers.

* REPRESENTATI ONS

Resident objections from 8, 10, 12, 14 and
16 Wygate Meadow, 53 Woolram Wygate,
Broadgate Builders, Spalding and District
Civic Society (summarised).

1 Object to concept as well as details
(concept established in 1987).

2 Danger to users of footpath especially
women and children, need for "escape"
exit. (The Police have made suggestions
about protective shrub planting, etc).

3 Allows access to unsecured rear
gardens; loss of security and privacy.
(The Police feel this scheme would
provide increased security).

4 Reference to link not made in Local

Plans. {(Correct, but it is

insignificant in terms of the overall

development strategy).

Plans difficult to assess.

Shows open dyke adjacent to footway;

this is inviting accidents; will become

environmental hazard and result in
future maintenance problems.

ch U



7 Oppose scheme which does not involve
piping of dyke. (Obvious conflict of
views here from residents. Police
would like to see dyke piped).

8 No previous notification over this
aspect of development. (A1l
applications are advertised with the
exception 0f conditioned details. Have
written to residents on this matter.

No case to answer).

9 Link not declared as part of land
search: question validity of planning
permissions. (This refers to a
guestion from Highway Authority who
have dealt with this point in
correspondence from Lincolnshire
County Council),

10 Alternatives to this scheme are
available. (Not supported by Police
who refer to high child cyclist
accident rate).

11 County standards re lighting are out of
date., (Lincolnshire County Council
do not agree and neither do the
"Police).

12 5 metres high light columns; casting
range light will be eyesore.

Illuminate gardens and rear elevations,
alternative lights are available. More
attractive white light facilities
needed (Alllson’s should meet extra
cost). {Lincolnshire County Council

do not agree and neither do the
Police).

13 Tree planting too close to houses;
planting alongside dyke raises
questions of stability, block out day
light and view. {Rear gardens north
facing and properties between 12 and 25
metres away from trees (which are not
forest type anyway)".

ADDENDUM

1 At the Sub-Committee of 4 May, 1%93, consideration of this
proposal was deferred to enable further discussions to take
place with the affected parties and a further report to be
considered by the Sub-Committee,

2 Every occupied dwelling on the development, known as Wygate
Meadows, has received a consultation letter on the proposal
inviting comments to be sent to the Director of Planning &
Building Control Services via FREEPOST. The consultation
letter advises that following the advice of the Police, the
recommendation to the Committee will be the piping and
filling of the dyke and ‘' barrier planting’ of thorny shrubs
against the boundary fence. It also advises that street
lighting can be placed on the southern side of the
footpath/cycleway to minimise illumination at the rear
gardens of properties.
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3 A cotal of six replies have been received. Two respondents
are fully in favour of the plans. One had no objection
provided adequate planting took place and was agreeable to
the street lighting proposal. One was not very much in
favour of the link between the proposed footpath/cycleway
and Wygate Meadows and was concerned over safety on dark
nights, whilst another respondent was concerned about the
filling of the dyke (drainage and security), the loss of
amenity from street lighting and about safety. One
respondent raised again a number of detailed questions (many
is previously reported) and objects to the entire concept of
the footpath/cycleway link.

4 Since the principle of the link has already been clearly
established and this is a Condition Compliance application
it is pertinent to consider only the details of the scheme.
On the basis of the responses received (and on the
assumption that there are no objections from those who have
not responded), it appears that a scheme which includes the
piping and filling of the dyke and the establishment of
barrier planting is the most acceptable. The developers,
Swallow Homes, are agreeable to carrying out this work at
their expense. The County Council are agreeable for the
lighting columns to be located at the southern side of the
footway/cycleway with backplates to reduce the spread of
illumination in the rear gardens.

5 None of the properties backing onto the dyke had any part of
the dyke conveyed to them, only any interest that the
previous owner may or may not have had. To the best of my
knowledge, two of the four owners who may or may not have an
interest in the dyke, have agreed to the filling and piping
of the dyke. Swallow Homes are in discussion with the
remaining two.

RECOMMENDATI ON

That the Director of Planning & Building Control Services be
authorised to issue permission to a revised scheme from Swallow
Homes which incorporates the piping and filling of the dyke and
the other features described above.




Director «. Planning & Building Control Services
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Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE
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H16/0155/93

CONDITION COMPLIANCE

Applicant: Swallow Homes Ltd Agent: Robert Doughty
Tel: : 052921 646

Description: Associated landscape to
emergency link/footway/
cycleway between the site
and Woolram Wygate

Location: Land west of Woclram Wyate
Spalding
Valid date: 24-FEB-93 Terminal date: 21-APR-93
Target dates: Target Committee: 20-APR-93
To case officer 03-MAR-93 Report deadline: 06-APR-93
Ingpected by 10-MAR-93
Extra contacts 17-MAR-93 Case Officer:
Report 1if not clear by 31-MAR-93 Bl _RQRERTS -5
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Director ot \ ;anning & Building Control Services

Planning & Building Control Department,
Council Offices, :
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Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 7616 ' HOLLAND
Fax: (0775) 710772 DISTRICT COUNCIL
H16/0155/93
CONDITION COMPLIANCE
Applicant: Swallow Homes Ltd Agent: Robert Doughty
Tel: 052921 646
Description: Associated landscape to
emergency link/footway/
cycleway between the site
and Woolram Wygate
Location: Land west of Woolram Wyate
Spalding
Valid date: 24-FEB-93 Terminal date: 21-APR-93
Target dates: Target Committee: 20-APR-93
To case officer 03-MAR-93 Report deadline: 06-APR-93
Inspected by 10-MAR-93
Extra contacts 17-MAR-93 Case Officer:
Report if not clear by 31-MAR-93 D J ROBERTS
DEVELOPMENT/CONSTRAINTS
Size:
Category: Misc works
Listed building: Other Constraints:
Congervation Area:
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Sent Expiry
Owner/Occupier 03~-MAR-93 17-MAR-93
Owner/Occupier 03-MAR-93 17~-MAR-93
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5th JULY 1993 PLANNING SUB~COMMITTEE

PLANNING APPLICATIONS - POST COMMITTEE INSTRUCTIONS

Application Number/ Case Instructions/
Applicant Offr Decision
H14/0010/93 DJR DBPCS Authorised against recommendation,

Empire World Trade

H16/0155/93 JC
Swallow Homes

H13/0278/93 DMG
Mr & Mrs Spencer

H13/0312/93 JB
DGM Properties

H13/0432/93 DMG
Mr Clarke

H17/0438/93 PJU

Mr & Mrs Savage

PO Report NRM
Mcoulton Mill

6th July 93 Signed

subject to a legal obligation ensuring
their occupation of the site and continued
link with DP Packaging.

Grant to be for 5 year period only.

Part of curtilage which includes additional
bungalow not shown on plans. This is also
to be subject of landscaping and screening
to safeguard the amenity of the bungalow -
DP Packaging to be involved and not just
applicants.

DPBCS Authorised as recommended.

Grant against recommendation.

Grant tc be for 2 year pericd and to
include condition relating to applicants
occupying site.

Refused as recommended.

Grant as recommended.
Condition for retention of the 2 hedges to
be included.

Grant against recommendation.

Condition to ensure use is purely for
purpose proposed to be included,.

Check adequate space for entering and
leaving garage without reversing onto road.

Deferred.

Support in principle but require specialist
advice.

DPBCS to discuss with NRM.

‘,,/12L11;,’<::::;;£)(j(,\

Principal Planning Officer
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PLANS SUB-COMMITTEE - 4th May 1993
PLANNING APPLICATIONS (continued)
(2) Determinations following Site Inspections (continued)
Plan No and Applicant Proposaf

HO8/0097/93 0.A. Bungalow and at part OS
Mr & Mrs J T Pike G’OS'%:HOH Chea%aragc P 109 Chcal Road’

RESOLVED: Planning permission be refused for the above development in accordance with the
recommendation of the Director of Planning and Building Control Services.

H09/1284/52 Free standing projectin le sign at Fen Road
Murco Petroleum Limited Holbeach. § projecling pole sign ¢n Road,

RESOLVED: Advertisement consent be granted for the above development.

H09/0153/93 Second hand car sales display area including new
N E Gray & Sons access at Fen Road Garage, Fen Road, Holbeach.

RESOLVED: Planning permission be granted for the above development in accordance with the
recommendation of the Director of Planning and Building Control Services.

H16/0155/93 Associated landscape fo emergency

Swallow Homes Limited linkfiootway/cycleway between the site and
Woolram Wygate on land west of Woolram Wygate,
Spalding.

RESOLVED: Consideration of the above application be deferred to enable the Director of
Planning and Building Control Services to hold further discussions with the respective owners of
the land affected by the application in accordance with his recommendation, following which a

- further report be submitted to the Sub-Committee, and in the meantime the objectors be advised
" that all issues raised have been properly addressed.

(Prior to consideration of the above application the Director of Planning and Building Control
Services read in full a letter of objection together with a letter in support of the application and
the Deputy Director of Administration reported upon a letter dated 30th April 1993 from an
objector the coatents of which had not been investigated although the Director of Planning and
Building Control Services was satisfied that all matters referred to in correspondence had been
considered.)

(b) Planning Applications Awaiting Site | ions

As there was insufficient time to visit the sites prior to the meeting, consideration of the
undermentioned applications be deferred pending a site inspection for the reasons indicated:-

Plan No and Applicant Proposal

H18/0064/93 Residential development - three detached houses

J W Trayford including three detached garages at Wharf Street,
Sutton Bridge.

RESOLVED: In view of concem regarding access to the proposed development.

H20/0127/93 O.A. Indoor bowling building with car parking from
F S Campling existing access at Fishergate, Sutton St James.

RESOLVED: In order to assess the suitability of the site for the proposed development.
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PLANNING COMMITTEE - 20th April, 1993.
PLANNING APPLICATIONS (Continued)

(b) Applications Refused

(Councillor Mrs A M Newton declared an indirect interest in the above application and left
the Council Chamber during consideration thensof and did not return.)

Plan No. and Applicant Proposal

JJ Van Dok Garage extension at 4 Pearl Court, Holbeach.

(<) Applications Deferred

Consideration of the following applications be deferred for the reasons indicated:-

Plan No. and Applicant Proposal

H18/1104/92 O.A. Employment uses within Class B1 Business, B2

Marshland & Wingland Ltd General Industrial and B8 Storage/Distribution use
at the Airfield, Sutton Bridge.

(To enable further discussions to take place with the Department of Transport and
Independent Powergen Ltd on the proposed new access to the A17 trunk road.)

H09/1284/92 Advertisement consent for free standing projecting
Murco Petroleum Ltd pole sign at Fen Road, Holbeach.

(Pending a site inspection in order to assess the suitability of a freestanding projecting pole
sign at the site.)

H09/0153/93 Second bhand car sales display area including new
N E Gray & Sons access at Fen Road Garage, Fen Road, Holbeach.
(Pending a site inspection to assess the suitability of the site for the proposal.)

H16/0091/93 Bungalow at Horseshoe Road, Spalding.

Mr & Mrs D Ball

(Pending a site inspection and further investigations to see if the proposal would be
acceptable if subject to an appropriate planning obligation.)

(Councillor C F Fisher declared an indirect interest in the above application and left the
Council Chamber during consideration thereof.)

H13/0205/93 Condition compliance with landscaping scheme
Dr & Mrs S Rayner (Condition 6 of H13/0680/92) at 11 East Cobgate,
Mouiton. '

(Pending a site inspection in view of the representations now received from the Parish
Council.)

(Councillor J T Davis left the meeting following consideration of the above application.)

H16/0155/93 Associated landscape to emergency

Swallow Homes Ltd link/footway/cycleway between the site and
Wooiram Wygate on land west of Woolram
Wygate, Spalding.

(Pending a site inspection in view of the objections received from local residents.)



JATION REFERENCE: H16/0155/93 DATE RECEIVED: 24-~-FEB-93
f¥-E: Condition Compliance
DESCRIPTION: Associated landscape to emergency link/footway/
cycleway between the site and Woolram Wygate

LOCATION: Land west of Woolram Wygate, Spalding.

APPLICANT: Swallow Homes Ltd AGENT: Robert Doughty

e
Resident obiections. E e i
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APR 1923
RECOMMENDATI QN A R
1 That before application 1s determined, the site be inspected

by the Sub-Committee.

That subject to the views of the Sub-Committee, the Dirsctor
of Planning & Building Control Services be authorised to
enter into further discussions with the respective owners of
the land affected by the application concerning the
following matters: -

(i) The content and design of the landscaping schema.

(ii) The height and design of the proposed lighting prior
to granting permission.

(1i1) The piping and filling of the remaining parts of the
common dyke.

Further to the outcome of those discussions to submit a
further report to the Plans Sub-Committee.

In the meantime, to advige the objectors that all other
matters referred to have been properly responded to.

PLANNING ISSUES

1 The application purports to satisfactory show details of
landscaping and lighting of the emergency footway/cycleway
link bhetween Woolram Wygate and new residential
development.

2 Although the proposal has resulted in considerable local
objection nevertheless in considering the details
submitted, the following issues need to be borne in mind.

(a) The requirement for a footway/emergency link (as
required by the County Highways Authority) was
originally required on the first outline permission
granted in 1987.

- 35 -



{(b) That requirement was subse¢uently included and endorsed
by the District Council in the subsequent development
brief and reiterated in subsequent permissions.

(c) Given that the emergency link as a requirement is still
justified, the only matters in need of resolution
relate to the acceptability or otherwise of the
submitted details.

3 In this respect the main areas of contention appear to
centre on the need or otherwise to pipe and fill the
adjoining dyke and the location and details of the proposed
lighting. The details of the scheme as proposed are
supported by the Police Liaison Development Officer, who is
concerned with safety and security of residents and has put
forward suggestions.

4 Given the nature of the objections however and the lack of
concensus it is recommended that the site be inspected by
the Plans Sub-Committee. Plans show that half the dyke
along the southern site houndary is in the ownership of the
applicants.

5 However, objections have been received from some residents
and meetings have been held with some of the objectors and
correspondence entered into with them. Other objectors
include the developer of an adjoining development i.e.
Broadgate Builders and the Spalding and District Civic
Society. The essential points of objection are summarised
below and where relevant commented upon.

6 The recommendations reflect the need not only to inspect
the situation but to seek to achieve a reasonable degree of
conformity between the interests of the respective
developers and the private owner/occuplers.

REPRESENTATIONS

Public: Resident objections from 8, 10, 12, 14 and
16 Wygate Meadow, 53 Woolram Wygate,
Broadgate Builders, Spalding and District
Civic Society (summarised).

1 Object to concept as well as details
(concept established in 1987).

2 Danger to users of footpath especially
women and children, need for "escape"
exit. (The Police have made suggestions
about protective shrub planting, etc).

3 Allows access to unsecured rear
gardens; loss of security and privacy.
(The Police feel this scheme would
provide increased security).

4 Reference to link not made in Local
Plans. (Correct, but it is
insignificant in terms of the overall
development strategy).



10

11

12

13

Plans difficult to assess.

Shows open dyke adjacent to footway;
this is8 inviting accidents; will become
environmental hazard and result in
future maintenance problems.

Oppoge scheme which does not involve
piping of dyke. (Obvious conflict of
views here from residents. Police
would like to see dyke piped).

No previous notification over this
aspect of development. (All
applications are advertised with the
exception of conditioned details. Have
written to residents on this matter.

No case to answer).

Link not declared as part of land
search: question validity of planning
permissions. {This refers to a
guestion from Highway Authority who
have dealt with this point in
correspondence from Lincolnshire
County Council).

Alternatives to this scheme are
available. (Not supported by Police
who refer to high child cyclist
accident rate).

County standards re lighting are out of
date. {Lincolnshire County Council

do not agree and neither do the
Police).

5 metres high light columns; casting
range light will be eyesore.

Illuminate gardens and rear elevations,
alternative lights are available. More
attractive white light facilities
needed (All:son’'s should meet extra
cost). (Lincolnshire County Council

do not agree and neither do the
Police).

Tree planting too close to houses;
planting alongside dyke raises
questions of stability, block out day
light and view. (Rear gardens north
facing and properties between 12 and 25
metres away from trees (which are not
forest type anyway).

-37 -
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APPLECATION REFERENCE: H16/0155/93 DATE RECEIVED: 24-FEB-93 V//

7§&Iﬂ\ﬂ§§ﬂwq Q§$bh'222kkf?g;
TYPE: .~Condition Compliance

DESCRIPTION: Associated landscape to emergency link/footway/
cycleway between the site and Woolram Wygate

LOCATION: Land west of Woolram Wygate, Spalding.

APPLICANT: Swallow Homes Ltd AGENT: Robert Doughty

REASON FOR COMMITTIEE CONSIDERATION
Resident objections.

Faa
‘)'v
1

That before application is determined, the site be inspected
by the Sub-Committes.

That subject to the views of the Sub-Committee, the Director
of Planning & Building Control Services be authorised to
enter into further discussions with the respective owners of
the land affected by the application concerning the
following matters: -

(i) The content and design of the landscaping scheme.

(ii) The height and design of the proposed lighting prior
to granting permission.

(ii1) The piping and filling of the remaining parts of the
common dyke.

Further to the outcome of those digcussions to gsubmit a
further report to the Plans Sub-Committee.

In the meantime, to advise the objectors that all other
matters referred to have been properly responded to.

Ly

ELANNING ISSUES Y
1 The application purports to satisfactoﬁg show details of

landscaping and lighting of the emexrgenty footway/cycleway
link between Woolram Wygate and new residential
development.

2 Although the proposal has resulted in considerable local
objection nevertheless in considering the details
submitted, the following issues need to be borne in mind.

(a) The requirement for a footway/emergency link (as
required by the County Highways Authority) was
originally required on the first outline permission
granted in 1987.
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{b) That requirement was subseguently included and endorsed
by the District Council in the subsequent development
brief and reiterated in subsequent permissions.

(c) Given that the emergency link as a requirement is still
justified, the only matters in need of resolution
relate to the acceptability or otherwise of the
submitted details.

In this respect the main areas of contention appear to
centre on the need or otherwise to pipe and fill the
adjoining dyke and the location and details of the proposed
lighting. The details of the scheme as proposed are
supported by the Police Liaison Development QOfficer, who is
concerned with safety and security of residents and has put
forward suggestions.

Given the nature of the objections however and the lack of
concensus it is recommended that the site be inspected by
the Plans Sub-Committee. Plans show that half the dyke
along the southern site boundary is in the ownership of the
applicantg—————

However, objections have been received from some residents
and meetings have been held with some of the objectors and
correspondence entered into with them. Other objectors
include the developer of an adjoining development i.e.
Broadgate Builders and the Spalding and District Civic
Society. The essential points of objection are summarised
below and where relevant commented upon.

‘The recommendations reflect tThe need not only to inspect

the situation but to seek to achieve a reasonable degree of
conformity between the interests of the respective
developers and the private owner/occupiers.

REPRESENTATIONS

Resident cobjections from 8, 10, 12, 14 and
16 Wygate Meadow, 53 Woolram Wygate,
Broadgate Builders, Spalding and District
Civic Society (summarised).

1 Object to concept as well as details
(concept established in 1987).

2 Danger to users of footpath especially
women and children, need for “escape"
exit. (The Police have made suggestions
about protective shrub planting, etc).

3 Allows access to unsecured rear
gardens; loss of security and privacy.
(The Police feel this scheme would
provide increased security).

4 Reference to link not made in Local
Plans. (Correct, but it is
insignificant in terms of the overall
development strategy).
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5 Plans. difficult to assess.

6 Shows open dyke adjacent to footway;
this is inviting accidents; will become
environmental hazard and result in

- future maintenance problems.

7 Oppose scheme which does not involve
piping of dyke. (Obvious conflict of
views here from residents. Police
would like to see dyke piped).

8 No previous notification over this
aspect 0of development, (a1l
applications are advertised with the
exception of conditioned details. Have
written to residents on this matter.

No case to answer).

9 Link not declared as part of land
search: question validity of planning
permissions. {(This refers to a
guestion from Highway Authority who
have dealt with this point in

—~ correspondance from Lincolnshire
! County Council).

10 Alternatives to this scheme are
available. (Not supported by Police
who refer to high child cyclist
accident rate).

11 County standards re lighting are out of

date. (Lincolnshire County Council
do not agree and neither do the
Police]).

12 5 metres high light columns; casting
range light will be eyesore.
Illuminate gardens and rear elevations,
alternative lights are available. More
attractive white light facilities
needed (Allison’s should meet extra
cost). (L:..ncolnshire County Council
do not agree and neither do the
Police).

~ 13 Tree planting too close to houses;

’ planting alongside dyke raises
questions of stability, block out day
light and wview. (Rear gardens north
facing and properties between 12 and 25
metres away from trees (which are not
forest type anyway).

A
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FILE NOTE

JC/LAB/H16/0155/93

Emergency Link/Footpath/Cycleway At Woolram Wygate, Spalding.
Note of Meeting Held At District Council Offices, Sth February 1993.

Present: Mr Curnock, Planning Department
Messrs and Mrs Underwood
Mra Denisas
Mr Howard (representing Miss Violett).

Mr Curnock explained that in 1987 planning permission in outline was
granted to Allison Contractors and Broadgate Builders for residential
development. An emergency link/footpath/cycleway along the track was
a specific condition on the decision notice.

The main areas of concern raised were:-

1 Lighting columns facing dwellings which would illuminate rear
gardens and the rear face of the dwellings.

2 The open dyke was a danger to children and could become a rubbish

tip.

Objected to the filling of the dyke on grounds of security.

Querjied ownership of filled dyke as show on submitted plans.

Residents present were prepared to resume discussions with

Swallow Homes. Their fears had not been satisfied. Mr Curnock

undertook to contact Swallow Homes on this point.

6 Mr Curnock said that S.H.D.C. would be prepared to accept any
lighting arrangements residents might agree with Lincolnshire
County Council provided Lincolnshire County Council would agree
to maintain them.

7 Mr Underwood wished to know the advertisement procedures
undertaken in respect of application H16/0203/92. Mr Curnock
said he would investigate and let Mr Underwood know.

8 Residents felt that Broadgate Builders/Swallow Homes had acted
suspiciously in the way they had approached owners with an
interest in the dyke.

9 Mr Underwood felt that they may be entitled to compensation under
Part I of the Land Compensation Act. Again Mr Curnock said he
would investigate and let Mr Underwood know.

10 Residents agreed to respond to the notification in writing.

11 Mr Underwood accepted copies of the agenda and minutes in respect
of application H16/0203/92.

N JUM Qumpcll

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans

o b

10 March 1993



BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRTPI S 0 U 'l' H

D rector of Planning & Buiiding Controf Services

Planning & Building Control Department.
Councit Offices,
Priory Road, Spalding,

Lincolnshire, PEIL 2XE H 0 l_ L A N D
bR | DISTRICT COUNCIL

Application no: H16/0155/93

Applicant: Swallow Homes Ltd Agent: Robert Doughty
The 0Old Brewery 32 High Street
Cradge Bank Helpringham
Spalding Sleaford
Lincsg PE1l 3AR Lincs NG34 ORA

Pescription: Emergency link/footway/ cycleway and associated
landscaping, between the site and Woolram Wygate
Location: Land west of Woolram Wyate Spalding
Lincs

Type: CONDITION COMPLIANCE

03-DEC-93
Dear Sir/Madam,

PLANNING APPLICATION

The above application for plahning permission has now been considered,
together with your comments, and it has been decided that permission
should be granted in this case.

The full details, including any conditions which may have been imposed,
can be seen by inspecting the register of applications which is available
in this Department during normal office hours.

Yours faithfully
B SMITH
Director of Planning and Building Control Services
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Mr M Underwood J Curnock

14 Wygate Meadows

Spalding : JC/8JS H16/0204/92

Lincolnshire

22 September 1992

Dear Mr Underwood

Proposed cycleway/footpath — betwesan the Primary School and Wygate
Meadows

Thank you for coming in to see me about this matter.

I did give you a broad background o the overall proposal which
extends over many years and has been subject to many legal
difficulties. I think you were aware of this.

This District Council is on a "learning curve" over safety and
design aspects of residential development and now has the benefit
of an input of the Police Architectural Liaiscon officer in
developments and in policy documents. Further developments in this
area will incorporate best practice.

It was interesting to listen to your informed views and 1 did
undertake to address the gquestion of lighting, the dyke remaining
open and control of motorcycles. In respect of lighting I enclaose
for your information an extract from the County Council's
"Transport, Policies and Programmes 1993/94". The street lighting
manager is Mr R Dutton at Lincoln.

You did raise specific issues such as the Land Charge Search and
the highway question. My investigations suggest that the guestion
refers to Highway Authority proposals in their Capital Programme
and not to development proposals. You should direct any gueries to
the County Council at Lincoln.

Cont/.
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Cont/...

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of any further
assistance.

Yours faithfully

e Crmneck

J Curnock .
Principal Planning Officer
(l.ocal Plan)

Enclosure

ce — Councillor Mrs A Newton




POLICE HEADQUARTERS
PO Box 999

LINCOLNSHIRE POLICE LINCOLN. LNS5 7PH

Telex: 56269

Telephone: (0522) 532222
Ext. No. 8116

Officer Dealing:

Constable E. ASHLEY

Your Ref: Our Ref:
EA/291/CAD 6th October, 1992

Mr. B. SMITH,

Director of Planning,

South Holland District Council,
Council Offices,

Priory Road,

S.HD.C. PLANNING DEPT.
pCarvED

- 8 0CT 1992

g Ve V@,
o of {

Spalding,

Lincs. o
: BRI N YES/N@

Dear Sir ' ;.-Tplh'v .r({ ) cot - . rte 4-.:—1:3.-‘-3‘2’!‘.:«'@:

e
e e Y

CYCLEWAY/FOOTPATH/E GENCY ACCESS - WOOLRAM WYGATE - SPALDING

With reference to our meeting at South Holland District Council Offices,
Priory Road, Spalding, on Tuesday 8th September, 1992, re the proposed
cycleway/footpath/emergency access link situated between Spalding County
Primary Schoel and Wygate Meadows, Spalding.

On Wednesday 30th September, 1992, I surveyed the site and noted the following
relevent points which have been divided into ‘for’' and 'against’ in relation
to the general suitability as a safe route for school pupils and the general
public, and also the security of adjacent properties.

'For'

(i) The proposed link is naturally straight, allowing maximum
surveillance, together with easy access for emergency vehicles.

(ii) The link could be easily lit with 5 metre lighting columns.

(iit) Service vehicles will have access along this track and it is not
negotiable, therefore it would make sense for it to be used as a
cycleway/footpath.

"Against’

(1) The garden fence along the northern boundary of Wygate Meadows
has been erected with the cross members facing the track,
providing a ladder effect over into the gardens.

(ii) There is a possibility that the link could be used by motor
cyclists.

(i1i) The drain situated at the rear of the properties in Wygate

Meadows and the track, provide a natural barrier. At the time of
my visit it contained approximately 24" of water.



f“'\

o) The high hedge along the school boundary could provide would-be
offenders with adequate concealment, also there is no escape
route,

(v) There is a possibility that one or all four of the residents

mentioned, who own half of the dyke, could move the boundary
fence if the dyke were filled in causing an area of concealment,
putting pedestrians and cyclists at risk from attack.

Taking into account the above-mentioned points, I recommend the following
action be considered at the final planning stage:

(a) Lighting to be 5 metre high columns to provide good illumination with
no pools of shadow. This form of lighting may intrude into the rear
gardens of the ten properties, but this will also add to their
security. Low post 1lighting would not provide the same level of
illumination and could be easily vandalised.

(b) Fencing for the school boundary should be at least 1.8 metres high and
of the chain link type. The removal of the hedge now in situ would
give open surveillance and pupils leaving school would be seen by
school staff, thereby eliminating the possibility of concealment for
would-be attackers,

(e) The wooden fencing at the rear of the ten properties boundarying the
link should be turned around to eliminate easy access to gardens. Also
the planting of low level prickly shrubs along the entire length of the
said fence would add further security.

(d) The overgrown dyke running along the boundary of the properties and the
track should be filled in and piped to help prevent concealment and the
possibility of accidents whether deliberate or not.

(2) Removable lockable bollards should be erected at either end of the link
to prevent unauthorised access by motor vehicles.

I have considered at great length, the suitability of this particular
cycleway/footpath/emergency access 1link and other alternatives. The
suitability of the link as the preferred route is substanciated by the fact
that children leaving school using alternative routes would have to travel
further distance along public highways, putting them more at risk of being
involved in a road traffic accident. It should be noted that Spalding has a
very high percentage of injury accidents involving cyclists with up to 50% in
some years.

Yours faithfully,

=S

Architectural Liaison Officer



Copy to: Director of Planning & Building Control,

South Holland District Council, LiﬂCOlnShire
GCouncil Offices, Priory Road, Spaldjfifig a3 R
~ Lincs, FAO J Gurnock K county CounCII
?

My ref: CB/DEVT/2

Director of Highways and Planning
J Emmerson BSc MSc PhD CEng FICE

13 October 1992

4th Floor
City Hall
Beaumont Fee
S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEPT. Lincoin
o R;‘_pri\j:‘ﬁ LNT 1DN
150CT 1992 Telephone Lincoln 562222 STD 0522
/PEll 1Xz Ty e et
v 0B,
For further information contact
evermas 7 i — Mr C Briggs
T I hﬂb’g
peisanii 38 1ES Telephone
by
e Lincoln (0522) 553127

Dear Sirs
FROPOSED FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY/EMERGCENCY LINK AT WYGATE PARK, SPALDING

1 refer to your letter of 5 August 1992 which has been passed to me by South
Holland District Council. Although the letter is addressed to this office, I am
unable to trace the original

The footway/emergency link you refer to is the one which will run from the new
development currently being constructed by Allison Homes to Wooclram Wygate,
alongside the Primary School. This footway/emergency link has always been
considered an integral part of the development of Wygate Park and its route has
been approved by the Planning Authority, South Holland District Council and the
Highway Authority.

The footway has, including street lighting, been included in a Section 38
Agreement, Highways Act 1980, for its construction and future adoption.

With regard to the street lighting, I would point out the County Council has a
policy for adoptable street lighting and the lighting layouts for all new
developments are designed to accord with this pelicy. The Bollard type lighting
vou refer to has not been approved for use on highways by this Council.

[ would inform you that Lincolnshire Police have looked into this matter and their
Architectural Liaison Officer considers that the proposed footway link is essential
and that it is preferred to any other route in terms of safety. He also considers
that the footway should be lit by 5 metre high columns for safety and criminal
deterrent. His opinion on low level lighting is that they would not provide the
same level of illumination and could easily be vandalised.

In respect of answers to your Land Charge Search the Highway Authority is only
required to declare schemes which the Highway Authority is to carry out under its
Capital Programme. Roads and footways provided by developers are not required to
be declared unless a separate question is raised.

Yours faithfully

f Highways and Planning

3973.431
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20 October, 1992
ttn: Mr. C. Briggs

Dear Sirs,

Proposed Footway/Cycleway/Emergency Link at Wygate Park,
Spalding.

I acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 13 October and in
respect of your comments about my original letter I would remind
you that I have had two replies from your department dated 13
August and 29 September respectively.

With regard to the footway/cycleway/emergency link, although
detailed in the Spalding & Pinchbeck Local Plan Development Brief
for the Woolram Wygate Area, the planning approval on 22 June did
not include the link. This is now subject to suitable plans being
re-submitted before 50% of the dwellings approved are occupied
and furthermore there is a requirement that the land is within
the applicants control.

I have read with interest the LCC Street Lighting Policy and
conclude that it fails to provide latitude for situations other
than the lighting of main highways and secondary roads. In view
of current UK local authority lighting trends, it has to be said
that LCC policy, although conforming to BS 5489, falls short of
ILE, CIE and BSI recommendations in respect of providing a high
quality night time environment. In fact it could be argued that
under current policy some lighting requirements are being met
with units that are failing in their task to provide effective
high quality lighting and therefore may effectively be regarded
as both obtrusive and inefficient.

The form of lighting being pressed by the Highway Authority under
this plan would be detrimental to residents and their amenity.
Lighting in such circumstances should have highly controlled
vertical illuminance levels which, under my proposal to utilize
bollards, would be controlled by the 1.8 m close-boarded fence.
Furthermore, 1 cannot accept the ALQ's comment that bollards can
be easily vandalized. Many bollard forms of lighting are in fact
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just as resistant to vandalism as lighting on 5 metre columns. In
respect of the claim that bollard lighting would not provide the
same level of illumination, I can only state that this would
depend very much on layout.

With regard to comments concerning views of the Lincolnshire
Police Authority in respect of requirement for the footway, I
find it puzzling that opinions differ between members of the
Palice Architectural Liaison Department based at Nettleham with
those at Boston. I've had several lengthy discussions and one
site meeting with the officers based at Boston who have expressed
their deep concern about the proposals. It is of course
significant that this small new development of some 28 properties
can never given the Secured By Design Award as a direct result of
the proposals. Need I remind LCC that the Home Office & Police
recommendations for estate planning deem that properties which
back onto footpaths are a bad idea and that the proposed scheme
would in general open up the Wygate Meadow cul de sac to
undesirable users. '

] with other residents are concerned at the lack of consideration
given by both the District Council and the Highway Authority to
the need of the residents affected by the proposals. I would
claim that both the County & Local Authority has a duty of care
to the well being and safety of the new occupiers in respect of
the planned route & its lighting. It is I suggest a time for
common sense to prevail,

Yours faithfully,

M4&—d. Underwood.

cc Mr J Curnock SHDC
Clir Mrs A Newton SHDC
Clir B Alcock Chair Planning Cttee SHDC
Mr S Robinson Allison Homes
PC Preece Boston ALO
PC Ashley Nettleham ALO

< .



cc Director of Planning & Building Conj#ol, SHDC, Council Offices, Priory Rd,

Spalding, Lincs FAC Mr J Curnock

~
- 7 Ref: CB/DEVT 2/ES

27 October 1992

Dear Sir

PROPOSED FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY AT WYGATE PARK, SPALDING

I refer to your letter of 20 October 1992.

Lincolnshire
County Council

Director of Highways and Planning
J Emmerson BSc MSc PhD CEng FICE

4th Floor

City Hall
Beaumont Fee
Lincoln

LN1 1DN

Telephone Lincoln 562222 STD 0522
For further information contact

Mr C Briggs
Telephone

Lineoln (0522) 553127

I would reiterate the point that this emergency link footway is considered an
essential part of the overall development of Wygate Park and it ig also

imperative that it is 1lit.

The link footway has always been an inherent part of the design policy for this
area which was established before your property was completed. It is unfortunate
that you were not made aware of the future plans by the vendors of your property.

With regard to the lighting specification and policy, I have forwarded a copy of
your letter to Mr R Dutton, the Council'’s Lighting Engineer for his comments.

Yours faithfully

)

Directo Highways and Planning

4329.d431
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SUB DIVISIONAL HEADQUARTERS

LINCOLN LANE

BOSTON PE21 8QS
LINCOLNSHIRE POLICE Telox: 56269

Fax: (0205) 356483

Telephone: {0205) 66222

Ext. No. 2327

Officer Dealing: Pc PREECE

Your ref: Our Ret JL7?/PJH

Constable E ASHLEY 6th November 1992
Architectural Liaison Officer

Police Headquarters

PO Box 999

LINCOLN

Dear Eric,

With reference to our previous conversation and correspondence
from Mr UNDERWOOD, concerning the siting of a cycle path/
emergency vehicle access to the rear of Wygate Meadow, Spalding-

Mr UNDERWOOD states in his letter dated 20th October 1992
that he has had several lengthy discussions with the pelice
about this matter. I can confirm that I have spoken to
Mr UNDERWOOD twice, once to make an appointment to see him
at his request and on the second occasion when I met him at
his home. On this occasion I was accompanied by Sergeant
P TYRREL. I can also confirm that I listened to him and could
understand his particular fears about the provision of this
cycle path/emergency vehicle access at the rear of his property.
I did not pass any comment about my views as to whether I
agreed with him or not over this matter.

1 have also had the opportunity to view a copy of your letter
to the local planning officer about this matter and have no
hesitation whatsoever in backing your judgement. I agree
in every aspect as your, recommendations and conclusions.

I do not, however agree with Mr UNDERWOOD about the vandalism
aspect with respect to bollard type lighting. In my opinion
this form of lighting can be easier tc¢ damage than lighting
provided on five meter lighting columns.

I hope that this letter clears any doubts that you may have
in respect of this particular matter.

Yours sincerely,

s e AN e e e e e am s

R Pt

20 ¢ 3 A :
17 pn T nan .

J L PREECE .

Constable 437 "
Crime Prevention Officer .
,




14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11l 1X2.

Highways & Planning,
Lincolnshire County Council,
4th Floor,

City Hall,

Beaumont Fee,

Lincoln,

LN1 1DN.

Attn: Mr. C. Briggs

”10 November, 1992

Dear Sirs,

Proposed Footway/Cycleway/Emergency Link - Wygate Park, Spalding.

I thank you for your letter dated 27 October, but regret to note
that many of the points raised in my earlier correspondence still
remain unanswered.

With regard to the emergency link you mention "its considered an
essential overall part of the development of Wygate Park." My
reaction is as before - Why should the residents of Wygate Meadow
be seriously disadvantaged by a project which is both a threat to
their environmental amenities and safety of themselves and of
théir'properties ? As I have already stated verbally, to many of
the parties involved, fooiways running to the rear of properties
are a source of constant trouble, whether they be located in
Peterborough, Milton Keynes or for that matter North America,
Asia or Australia - It is accepted “Worldwide' and by our own
Home Office and Police Authorities that such routes are little
used and a source of constant trouble. Indeed, there have been
recent examples in Lincolnshire & Humberside to support this
fact.

In view of your statement, perhaps you will advise me by what
authority or regulation or policy, at County level, the emergency
link was projected and what input has been made by elected
‘members of the council in respect of this scheme.

Prior to exchange of contract's for this property, on two
occasions I examined the local plan without finding any reference



/> The Spalding & Pinchbeck Development Brief for The Woolram
wygate Area. Furthermore when eventually I learned of the
Devlopment Brief and purchased a copy I found no reference
within that brief to an emergency link !

I do feel that your remarks about lighting far from constructive.
I have never suggested that in the event of the project being
placed that it should not be lit., My objections voiced &
expressed are against the visual infrusion created by 5 metre
lamp standards.

You are no doubt aware that my feelings and those of other
residents have been conveyed to the other parties involved and it
does appear that the intended project is far from satisfactory
and that the issues raised by me are pertinent, nevertheless
“Authority' does not seem at all eager to openly review the vital
issues which I suggest should have been more thoroughly
investigated at the conceptual stage.

It has been suggested that the intended project is now "set in
stone” therefore I would ask is it correct for “authority' to
cantinue to ignore and misinterpret Home Office recommendations,
and the views of our local police advisers. It is after all the
residents who will have to live with the consequences of possible
- no probable problems which can be anticipated based on police
reports on what has happened in many parts of the country where
similar footpaths exist.

Yours faithfully,

-
[}

M. J. Underwood

ce Mr. J. Curnock - SHDC
Cllr., Mrs A Newton - SHDC
Cllr. B Alcock - Chair Planning Cttee SHDC
Mr S Robinson - Allison Homes
PC Preece - Boston ALO
PC Ashley - Nettleham ALQO
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My Ref: CB/DEVI/2, Director: J. Emmerson
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Dear Mr Unde
PROPOSED FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY/EMERGENCY LIMK -~ WYGATE PARK, SPALDING
I refer to your letter of 10 November 1992.

The emergency link has always been included in the plans for the development
of Wygate Park, for two main reasons:-

L. The development of Wygate Park will ultimately link Woolram Wygate with
Monkshouse Lane. However until it does there will be a stage where
the development from Woolram Wygate forms a large cul-de-sac.

The Highway Authority’s Layout Guide as approved by the Transportation
Committee, stipulates that ‘where a cul-de-sac exceeds 250m in length
an emergency link will be required.’

]
.

The District Council as Planning Authority wanted to provide a cycle
route through this estate with a link to the school. This strip of
land made such a link available and it has always been indicated on
draft plans for this area since 1987.

It is clear therefore that this link was defined on plans prior to Wygate
Meadows being designed or indeed receiving plamning permission. In fact

Condition 8 on the outline planning permission for Wygate Meadows stated
that: -

'a pedestrian link shall be provided to the northern boundary of the
site’

Reason

‘to integrate this development intoe a proposed footpath system to serve
the school and the larger area of potential development land'’

This permission was granted in February 1990,
A link from Wygate Meadows was then clearly shown by the builders of this
estate on their subsequent plans submittec for approval.

\...cont

4980.d31

7i | LINC@LNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

HIGHWAYS & PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4th Floor, City Hall, Beaumont Fee, Lincoln LNI 1DN




7
1 do not consider therefore that the residents of Wygate Meadows have been
seriously damaged due to any action by this Authority. The plans for this
link had been made clear to the builders of Wygate Meadow and it was their
responsibility to supply this information to purchasers of their plots, as it
was their decision to build on this land with full knowledge of this link.

In respect of your comments that such links are little used I would refer you,
again, to the comments made by Lincolnshire Police’s Architectural Liaison
Officer.

As stated above the input by elected members into the emergency link was:-

a. At County level by the Transport Committee which approves the policy
regarding estate roads and layouts ilncluding the need for such links;
and

bh. At District level by the members of the Planning Committee.

With regards to your enquiries regarding the Development Brief these should
be addressed to the District Gouncil,

The Highway Authority’s policy on street lighting has been adhered to with
regard to the type of lighting units proposed for this link. Bollard type
lighting has not been approved for public highways as it is considered they
are too susceptible to vandalism. This point is confirmed by Lincolnshire
Police. Ones which cannot be broken can be obscured by paint etc.

I have, in light of your comments reviewed the necessity of the link along
with District Council officers, and looked into the type of lighting units
proposed. Your letters have not been ignored. However, having reviewed the
situation, I still require the provision of the emergency link and for it to
be 1it to my current standards.

Yours sincerely

r&ctof)Jof Highways and Planning

4980.431
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S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEPT.
RECEIVED
02DECH9?2 14 Wygate Meadow,
Attention of | Fite Nos, Spalding,
DPO  NBM Lincolnshire,
PO BS
ACP PE11 1XZ.
onty ..., Ackr.owiedge YES/NO
Mr. B. Smith, Orscuss with ... .. by
District Planning OFP®pPe®r, - .- - date

South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2XE.

1 December, 1992

Dear Mr. Smith,

Re: Cycleways/ Footways/ Emergency Link - Woolram Wygate Area of
Spalding.

You are no doubt aware of my discussions and correspondence with
Mr. Curnock in your depariment and Mr. Briggs of Lincolnshire
County Council regarding my vehement objections to the cycleway/
footway/ emergency link scheme which, apart from the emergency
1ink, is detailed in the Development Brief for The Woolram Wygate
area of Spalding. Furthermore you will also probably know that 1
have had discussions with many of the parties involved with the
scheme, including Allison Homes, the Police and Welland &
Deepings Drainage Board.

Although my views, supported by other residents, have been
received with courtesy, from correspondence received thus far 1
do not see any evidence that authority is willing to review the
concept of footways/ cycleways within the Woolram Wygate area.

In my past correspondence I have set out most implicitly the
reasons for my objections, which are based on widely known
problems associated with such schemes. The security and safety of
residents who have property adjoining such routes is of great
concern, but more important are the hazards faced by users of
these routes. In a recent letter to Mr. Briggs I pointed out that
segregated footway/ cycleway schemes, whether located in
Peterborough, Milton Keynes or for that matter Australia or the
United States or any part of the western world, are a hazard and
constant source of trouble, both to residents and users. Indeed
there have been a number of incidents involving Lincolnshire and
Humberside alleyways/footways in recent months. Since then, in
recent days and quite by coincidence, the enclosed newspaper



reports have appeared in the Peterborough Evening Telegraph and

l’,.Qatily Mail. The latter article does go to some length to
.ighlight the horrible consequences of a planners dream to create
an ideal environment.

I am sure that SHDC will not wish to ignore Home Office
recommendations on such schemes, for what can happen in
Peterborough or Milton Keynes can well apply to Spalding, as a
recent incident on the Pinchbeck Road has shown. Therefore, it is
my sincere hope that the suthorities concerned will now openly
review this entire scheme.

it is my firm and sincere belief that should SHBC not heed
warnings and evidence and proceed with the project, one day,
probably in the very near future, it will rue the day that such
warnings were ignored.

Yours sincerely,

M.d. Underwoodég

ce Mr C Simpkins -~ SHDC Chief Exec
J’Mr J Curnock - SHDC Principal Officer Local Plans
Cllr Mrs A Newton
Members Planning Cttee/ Plans Sub-Cttee
Mr § W Robinson - Allison Homes
Mr C Briggs - LCC Highways
PC Preece - ALO Boston Police
PC Ashley - ALO Nettleham Police



W

SB Wy paquIssp Inq Jeqgod =iy e
}00] poo3 e 338 Jou pIp pue ‘YoeNE 23
4q passansip A1an sem uvWoOMm a1,
*SIUIIUOD
Pue Beqpuey isy paydjeus oym Isid
-£3 Buno£ © Aq punou8 2t} o3 paryoouy
pue 30 oyl uj payound sem ayg

*TETEY YBno  s1om pue ey are) pey oY siwak 91 O
-ioqiajed uo QgI) pPooM edioyl i psfe ‘yInod mu__%sw m 1L15 awo_.“
jomuod Pinoys sesseuym-9A3 @ svjqenfea puv ysed Sujureuod Seq
: «AIUSPI STY NOQR UCHRULIO}  -pURY IS jO Paqqot sem M.Em ‘peay a3y}
-uf 9pjaoad wed oym suofue woy ey U0 3y pue punoid o131 01 PaYdn sem

0} [njajesd ag pnom [ "Ayoleys Aure] ueuIOM plo-teak-}) B ‘Aep uﬂ:.uﬁ.
wwnﬂwﬂwﬂ_mwuwu%n uwb Ised Muao  3nq : B Aaway
BU 1PnOA swes 3y} e Bupeam 5q 0] Pasajjdaq pue ‘1ayor|

MWm%Mum%M nquBHmoEru %Ay} Jo dwos  Infq APuUD e Buream (el sulgl g ‘Uonalg ‘Aqsy uj Bupjfem uewom

e mﬂ ou_mE_m ore B3],  Inoqe 'NYM sem ISAIENE I no) -Tead-gg Ue U0 SEeM YORPE }sI oo
0q I 49150 319UM $9In01 - WOssold ) Aeply] uo pajmesse Apuad “jsnp Je M_Eﬁ__:wmwaﬂ

'0€ 12Q0120 uo wdp Je

I 1319q 33 asn o} pue 3[qissod §] 3] -SpUj pue paydene sem o ‘
Um asmu  ‘adiqurs
whomﬂnwﬂum%w .:woﬂwmw w :mmﬂom_”ﬂm% plo-reaf-1z © vug_uwa_u SHPA Muﬁo E_mo hﬂ»ﬂuﬂuoﬁ %&umﬁcﬁwﬂuc
] ) . ) ‘doj aniq e Bupream  uo o1z
m“_wm mwoﬁgumwon.—_.z M_ %ﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁ Pue pjo siead 9] inoqe ‘ajjym Bupq A_mﬂow_wﬁwﬂw ww mwmwo:umwmwf
o gt ozuuouonom Ul sjoene Jo sollas e Ia)e sapnbuyg
s Mt dn paddals £a1 se ‘prens aey uo aq
0) uswom paurem Lepoy adjjod AQl)

. powIRM USUIOM
DUOT. Y[eM 1.uo(],

NOLuva 9iIvuo Aq

s)oene 1s1940 J9ye eajd ao1jod

ey U TWMD A TXGOW Gy M AT m?!sg_ﬁiggn
URIPIYD POV UKD0A MR SO %Ergaﬂgﬂ.aug AT YA .i_gsrf
‘Oyp AremHUNU % 04 o] ﬁﬂgsﬁg Bupsop ) SR
g...u%.uﬁ-! dn !:s_s-_.u-.-?- i .ss.nm_..ﬂv AL .os_.n%._ﬂ_:on!.uuk Esuwﬂ
; b ; 007 %A1 WY X
-pal #ip peuiND YOTG# ‘GoReIOdiod | op 0 WTJr | DU LRMp #ify UO § ] 06 pIos 3sW aui noax
yusumiofeid] RULVH UOITN AL AWk 0 WYy Pos T ovmiwqo Wnws | U0 pre powaeq g!umﬁﬂ
SERIKIND ) InOgqE —9q IND @y Mn [ ‘iwas sanupn obﬂ“ ..«umuﬂznbn:n:uhﬁ
sﬂsgibﬂsﬁﬂ.ﬁ £[Uo ¥ USALA ‘NUS0 ey i ;) & anwep JpE o £lsnowiouas
MaAyqAuUg MBd Jrelg prw doq eny PUW Lawg Lm Ipe) 1 USGA %gﬁﬂnggisﬂ. .
wayy onwd o) sqmectur pmoa. Erm-iaﬁuuﬂs_-nﬂsu S0P T 39H  FURREU00
31, Fuwseped Luabax 03 Op - - Ob ‘08 LU0D ST TN} IS FeAre it Fulawy pue . AIoA MM
ow Lan AN L RA Ayl 1N IR W sawy LUPID I MY - eue Swpamsel. sAqENg
[ ) Tieunq ‘o UM WX I UM DI 305 padin L1 UMDp 18y PRN0] PUY

‘padex
SuaBeLLIe

- godex

; TWIOM . v dn dvpe L2808 @ o ¥
o by . i inain T pedtey on e Loieioe w200
ol oYy GRUA FWU ANR AY wrwm Wi ng £q pepunonms
0y PUBQEI I 1R 08w 2R ] odul M PSP 0} TIAS 15 20 RV ‘Buo] A ¥ e Aol
gﬁhaagiﬂggglsgi PUY Twajq ¥ 7] I "WWES 19
“ﬂll. J!-i gy e aopsd ‘Fl
I“ll-l ﬂ lﬂ . o=
..!E = YR A A uad, iy .;ﬁm
[ eving ' 2y W VNS Ral ey 5 L] w———
% alcﬁ ln..-’._l-.l-ll- m.. “—.I-l ..lr.. -ﬂ
FERSEE sasdgpadtid SRARS I
L. w » “p—
i B wiew e L] o MwE ¢ sSmay RPN peee
‘dn-peddiia InOTRENOL IMTH -a:....z!.! “aﬂd-ﬂfﬁgﬂ..s-ﬁ
I TMPIYS aInae uSﬂ-.-Eia— RFOM’ Ei by ]
?E!ﬂ-!ﬂuﬂw UONOMW ¥ W pauaddwy edwr L %uﬁﬂi.iﬂiﬁ
hﬁ:s!:i!!ﬁ!ﬂi P I 3§A§§|5MTE8
el mUwAe pue a0J]aq syRind ﬂ“:agi!nhlﬁgﬂ NP 98] ‘I'vel> 0 S0 pUW mMnoq
Y 07 usl ukqg vy 3 AL ) YIoIy] HgEe AN w» o SpRp & nsar Ly,
.Lol“gﬂiiﬂs.
9 aawd Jrwnpedy ap ‘pene]
) 1804
i.ﬂi.iﬁmﬂ.ss.ﬂnﬂﬁ
~red @ sy W 9 1E0M
sy UMD TN
-.EBF::?S‘.S“EQE
o ioutans § 3 TR 04 e 300
ulann%. AT94 g1 A0 IM.

]

“noqe 1113

p[o-I1ea4-1Y31o ue

£ScD TH 8 Mmpid

[[93-n0A Op MOH

: !ggiiggi.ggsgﬁigiuﬁ?!oﬁlnz

ﬁ

ikt

o pred ‘pornlsp L9101 pUN DIYJLLIGY KLIM.,
91 U0 papuadap SAAll JIPY) UINOY) 99 URIp
[ J[RLy 03 Uo ButBuwy ‘aumoy pItuiny dayr,
“Suparowr LepRImy
wo awy) £ea Wy uo padel wlaq pey I
pPrO-IS9A-[T UEB ¥l PILIEI] RIAYOUI PIxaoys
g8 J] DMRINNPESUN JO SN20J ] W0

PEY 3] ASDISSRE 190 Auw FEA 3)U)SS SOU
-3 Uy} ¥ U0 [OOUIR Sy} ASDRUPIM UO
18P uo pley puw puwy
% paqqead "IeyfnEp Jo Uos 1Ay JoJ Apioinh
paycTeas Yoed ‘SnoAteU puw payoud (Lioys
JuIaiip ¥ Pi0Y 5908} SIAUjOW  IBYL

*auoy Sutod aq 03 pe[d “Inodalol
au; ojuT Uel uwadpmye Jurydns]
JO SUIZOP puUB N0 sBA TOOHDS

2661 ‘82 19QWOADY *Aepinies ‘1o Abeq




FAQ

‘.Z.Q.DEC I”?%&nﬂm pmber 1992

P | Vo DS,

YR DG P RING DEBT. Perpygate
1 RECEIVED Spg ding
i
H
i

Mr. J. Curnock f Y 3 R
District Planning Officer / ' L .
South Holland District Council 'h\%fﬁ‘ij’,:_ S
Spalding

[ L ‘ o i

Dear Mr. Curnock,

Proposed Cycleway/footpath - Wygate Meadows.

Mr. Underwood telephoned me last night and complained that he
has_not yet received a reply to hig letter of the 1st December.
In the Tetter he made special reference to other areas having
problems with cycleways and footpaths that are behind hedges
and fences - and he gave examples of cases where women and
children had been attfached.

Can the department please respond and also let me know whether
our Authority have ever consulted other local authorites to see
if they can offer advice on how to avoid any possible problems.

Because of the points raised by Mr, lUnderwood, can the matter be
referred to Committee please. Even though a decision was taken
some years ago to provide a cycleway/footway, members should be
fully aware of the points being raised by Mr. Underwood.

Yours sincerely,

J@«jm e

C11r Aggela Newton

cc to Mr. M. Underwood



Mrr M J Underwood Mr J Curnock
: 14 Wygate Meadows
i Spalding

Lincs

PE11 1XZ

3 5 January 1993

Dear Mr Underwood

Proposed Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link At Wygate Park,
Spalding.

Thank you for your letter of 1 December 1992, I am sorry for
the length of time in replying but as you know the department

v is awaiting details of the footpath which is to be submitted by
e the developers. At this stage I undertook to consult you and

' your neighbours. These details were at last submitted shortly
before Christmas but unfortunately the paperwork was incomplete
and further information is needed from Allison Contractors.
When the details are complete I will contact you and your
neighbouras for your formal views.

I must remind you, however, that planning permission has been
granted for a footpath/cycleway/emergyency link. Indeed
Condition No 12 on application H16/0021/91 specifically
regquires such a link for emergency access. The Lincolnshire
County Council have written to you explaining the need for such
an emergency link. Consequently when the matter is considered
by the Planning Committee they will only be considering the
details submitted not the need or otherwise for the link,.

I will make sure that the Committee are made aware of the views
of all interested parties.

Youra faithfully

N JU'\/\ (umodh

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Lozal Plans

cc Cllr Mrs A Newton
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Prinicipal Plannink Qffieer (Local PTansy
South Holland District Council,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2XE.

15 January, 1993

Dear Mr. Curnock,

Proposed cycleway/footway/emergency link between Primary School
and Wygate Meadow.
Cycleway/footway scheme - Woolram Wygate area of Spalding.

I refer to your reply to my letter, (addressed to Mr. B. Smith),
dated 5 January 1993, and, 1 December'92 respectively.

Since June'92 both my Father and 1, in discussion, and by
correspondence, have expressed the fears of this household and
other residents with regard to the proposed cycleway. We have
highlighted the numerous and dangerous incidents which have
affected members of the public, especially women and school
children, while using such routes. Furthermore, I have frequently
pointed out that these plans are contrary to current Home Office
recommendations and are completely out of step with current
planning trends and strategy.

In reviewing replies to our correspondence, I cannot find any
instance where you have addressed the views on the matter of
safety of the residents, their property, and most importantly,
would be users of these routes. It is certainly unbelievable
that these areas constitute a “linear play space for children’
considering the tragic record of such routes.

Your entire correspondence over the months repeatedly reminds us
that the decision for the scheme has been taken, and is
irrevocable. It would appear that providing Alison Homes meet the
conditions of the Council's decision made in June'92, the scheme
will proceed, despite the views of the residents concerned. It is
time that both Council Members and Officers realized that this is
a changing country, and that progressively, and particularly
gsince this scheme was mooted increasingly, and almost weekly we



hear of a higher incidence of crime and assault involving such
é“\regated footways and cycleways - it is time for common sense
to prevail and, as requested by Cllr., Mrs. Newton in her letter
dated 22 December' 92, the entire matter should be referred back
to Committee and developers for consultation and further
investigation. I am at a loss to understand why residents of
Spalding should be put at risk, and suffer the terrible social
consequences of such a scheme, which can only be regarded as
outdated planning.

With regard to the emergency link, I must again remind you that
details of the emergency link do not appear in either the Local
Plan or the Development Brief for the Woolram Wygate Area.
Furthermore, considering the manner and circumstances under which
a decisjon was made on the link under application H16/0021/91,
and the apparent failure of SHDC to advertise the details, as
required , I therefore consider the decision to install the link
invalid.

I am aware that you have received a letter from the Police ALO
disclaiming my previous remarks, not copied to me I might add.
Frankly, 1 am more puzzled by what has not been said. Should you
find some consolation in this recent correspondence, I can assure
you and repeat that when I spoke to the Boston ALO and later when
visiting my home and the site, he made me aware of the Home
Office recommendations, and what is more advised me to resist
this planning application at all costs, retain the half dyke at
all costs and furthermore he explained how it was his policy to
dissuade local! authorities from allowing such schemes.

Your letter dated 5/1/93 states that the LCC have written to me
explaining the need for such a link for emergency access. My
comments are that LCC have only stated that the "link' has always
been considered an integral part of the development, and that it
is the preferred route to any other in terms of safety - 1 ask
what considerations and who's safety 7 Furthermore, I have been
advised by you, in your letter dated 5/1/93, that condition No.
12 on application H16/0021/91 requires the link - I ask again by
what power or authority is this link required ? Is there a
statutory requirement, or is the planned emergency link just a
device to cover what could be deemed “poor project planning' ?

I am rather dismayed that it was necessary for Cllr. Mrs. Newton
to prompt your department for an answer to my last leftter, and
that the request and questions that she made appear tc have been
ignored. 1 am concerned that no members of the appropriate
Committee have bothered to contact residents concerning this
saga, despite each receiving a copy of my last communication to
Mr. Smith. Surely this project, the entire cycleway concept and
proposed emergency link, merits a complete investigation and



review by the appropriate Council Members. I am somewhat
/cerned that, to my knowledge, the first approach made to the
Police regarding safety of residents and users of these routes
was after I raised the matter with SHDC.

In the event that the Council decide to proceed with this
outdated concept, which has caused much heartache and regret to
those authorities with similar existing schemes, I ask the
following:-

What measures do you plan to ensure the safety of users,
particularly schocel children, who will use this route ? Remember
that the footway behind Wygate Meadow is some 150 metres long,
and as such offers no escape to anyone subject to assault or
attack.

Do you still consider these routes to be a "Linear Playspace for
Children' as defined in the DBWWA ?

What measures have been planned to prevent the use of motorcycles
on these routes ?

What measures have been planned to prevent the use of the
emergency link by unauthorized motor vehicles.

Has any consultation taken place with the Spalding Police in
respect of patrolling these extensive routes ?

In the event that the named contractor does not have full control
of the land adjacent to the half dyke backing Wygate Meadow, what
will then be the intentions of SHDC ?

Should the Crime Prevention Officer recommend any additional
security measures to householders property,(especially as
evidence shows burglars are not in the least deterred by
lighting), will SHDC reimburse those costs ?

Will the Council reimburse hoseholders for the cost of additional
risk insurance cover ?

In respect of the Land Compensation Act 1974, {(part 1); who will
be responsible for the payment of such compensation in respect of
the planned lighting and loss of amenity to rear gardens.

What measures do the Council plan to control dog fouling of these
routes ?

What sectional agreements have/will the Council enter into with
the developer/s regarding maintenance of public open spaces ?



Again, after looking back at the replies I have received from

¥ ™ h SHDC and LCC, I note the readiness of authority to hide
behind their interpretation of the "hocus-pocus’' of officialdom.
I have suggested logical alternatives to the scheme. However,
both SHDC and LCC have failed to show any interest in alternative
schemes, and through their inability to respond to logical
suggestion, have demonstrated the reason why so many civic
development ventures result in disaster: - Based on personal
knowledge and evidence gleaned from various sources, 1 again
advise that these segregated routes are a disaster waiting to
happen, and that Council Members & Officers must accept full
responsibility in the comming years for their decision.

Finally, in your letter dated 22 September’'92, you state that the
Council was on a “learning curve' regarding residential planning,
and therefore, I cannot resist the temptation to suggest that
this is the time to give a kick-start to this learning curve. It
must be said, particularly in this submission, that Council
Members have a duty of care to openly review the entire scheme,
regardless of previous decisions.

Yours sincergly,

cc Mr C. Simpkins - Chief Exec SHDC
Mr.B. Alcock ~ Chair Planning Ctte SHDC
Cllr Mrs. A. Newton - SHDC
Mr. C. Briggs - Highway & Planning LCC
M D Alison Homes
M D Broadgate Homes
Headmaster - Spalding Primary School
W & D Drainage Board
Member of Parliament - § & S
I G Minister -~ Westminster
H O Minister - Westminster



S 0 U TH

HOLLAND

CHIEFEXECUTIVE

Mr M J Underwood CHRIS SIMPKINS
14 Wygate Mecadows

Spaiding

Lincs

PE11 1XZ Your Contace: MI Atkins

Our Ref: RE‘A‘/‘LST/P L.6

Your Ref:

20th January, 1993

Date:

Dear Mr Underwood

PROPOSED CYCLEWAY/FOOTWAY/EMERGENCY LINK BETWEEN PRIMARY SCHOOL
AND WYGATE MEADOW
CYCLEWAY/FOOTWAY SCHEME - WOOLRAM WYGATE AREA OF SPALDING

I write to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 15th January 1993 and to inform
you that this is a matter which will be considered shortly by the Planning Committee when I will
ensure that the points you raise are brought to the attention of the Committee.

Yours sincerely

Chief Executive

Chief Executive’s Department
Councit Offices,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire. PE1 | 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 76F161
Fax: (0775) 711253



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

o MEMORANDUM
FROM: Director of Administration TO:  Director of Planning and Building
Control Services
REF: REA/LST/PL.6 YOUR REF:

Date: 20th January, 1993

SUBJECT: PROPOSED CYCLEWAY/FOOTWAY/EMERGENCY LINK BETWEEN PRIMARY
SCHOOL AND WYGATE MEADOW
CYCLEWAY/FOOTWAY SCHEME - WOOLRAM WYGATE AREA OF SPALDING

Referring to Mr Atkins’ recent discussion with Mr Curnock I enclose copy of a letter of
acknowledgement which I have sent to Mr M J Underwood of 14 Wygate Meadow, Spalding in respect
of the copy of his letter to you dated 15th January 1993. I understand that this is a matter which will be
considered by the Planning Committee shortly and should therefore be pleased if you would ensure that
the points raised by Mr Underwood are brought 1o the attention of the Committee.

v

Chief Executive

RECEIVED
21JAN1993 |

Atention of | fiie NOS,

S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEPT. P

neo M

J0P0  BS
#ﬁ‘l ) AP
l7 F g TR e E ‘4 '-J‘C'.!T.;G::E YESNO
N b
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14 Wygate Meadow,

~ Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr.C. Simpkins,
Chief Executive,
South Holland District Council,
Council Offices,
Priory Road,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 2XE.
25 January, 1993

Dear Mr. Simpkins,

Proposed Cycleway/ Footway/ Emergency Link Between Primary School
And Wygate Meadow.
Cycleway/ Footway Scheme -~ Woolram Wygate Area Of Spalding.

I thank your for your letter, dated 20 January, regarding the
above and note that the appropriate Committee will shortly
consider points that I have made.

With respect, I do have to point out that my letters contain
valid questions and submissions based on fact, also expressed in
discussion, which are rather more than points of view. The
submissions, I suggest, should be the core of the ultimate
decision, and therefore should be properly addressed by Council
Members & Officers alike. Furthermore, verbally, and in his
letter dated 21 October’'92, Mr. Curnock undertook to consult with
residents again; I understand the details relating to the
landscaping of the project were received by SHDC in December.
However, residents still await the promised communication.

Therefore, since this project has not been subject to normal
planning procedures, I must insist that before any further
decisions are made Council Officers address the detail of my
letter, dated 15 January 1993.

Yours sincerely,

3;L. Underwood - : ST

g e O g e T ) U 7 SO e P O Y B T

e

cec Cllr. Mr.B. Alcock, Chair Planning Cttee,
Cllr. Mrs. A. Newton.
Spalding Civic Society.




Robert Doughty

((TOWN PLANNING * LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE * ARCHITECTURE )

32 High Street, Helpringham, near Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 ORA

Your Reference:

Tel: (0529 21) 646/7
Our Reference: 233 21 NCH AKD Fax: E0529 21; 358/

23 February 1993

Director of Planning

South Holland District Council
Council Offices

Priory Road

SPALDING

Lincolnshire PEll 2XE

...............

Dear Sir

SWALLOW HOMES LIMITED
FMFRGENCY LINK: LAND WEST OF WOOLRAM WYGATE, SPALDING

Please find enclosed our Condition Compliance application for the
above scheme, detailing the associated landscape to the emergency
link/footway/cycleway between the site and Woolram Wygate.

Should you have any problems, please do not hesitate to contact
us.

Yours faithfully

( Robert Doughty Dip TP, MRTPL Dip LD, ALL VAT Reg No 364 7780 17)




@9-a3-1933 12:51 GEEST FOODS LTD 7S 710524

P.B4
SRIAM SMITH Dy TF MRTP! : S 0 U T H
" Bibecto™of Manaing & Building Control Services
Paraing & Buliding Comrol Daparcmens, ‘Y‘
Priory Rowd, Spuang.
Uncolesire, PEI{ 26 _ HOLLANDBD
781161 . : - et
5 bl DISTRICT COUNCIT
Application no: H16/0155/93
- Appliesats Svallow-Homes -Ltd--~ ' - - Agent: Robart Doughty = -
The Qla Erewery . ) 32 High Street -
Cradga Bank . Halpringhan N
Spalding Sleafoxd 5
- Lincs PEll 3aB Lincs NG34 0RA '

Description: Associated landscape to- omu:ggﬁ_"c_x link/footway/
sycleway batwasn the site and Wooliadm Wypate
Location: Land west of Woolram Wyate Spalding

Type: CONDITION COMPLIANCE

Q3-MAR-93

Dear 8ir/Madam,
PLANNING APPLICATION « Notice under Article 12B

I have received an application for planning permission in respect of a
neighbouring property, and I must thererfore give you the required nottce
28 an adjoining owner or ocoupier. The details of the application are
shown above. If you are a tanant, it would be helpful if you would

also pavs this information to the owner of the property.

Mexbers of the public may ingpect coplen of the application, the plaus,

and other doouments subaitted at the Planning Department during

office

hours (8.30 am to 5.15 pm Monday to Thursday, and 8.30 am to 4.45 pm on
Pridays) until 24-MAR-93, If you have any observations about the -
PTZOposal, you should write to me by 24~-MAR-93, guotinyg the above
reference number. Flease note that I cannot guarantee confidentiality
a8 your comments may nesd to be available for public inmspaction.

Should you seed to contact the ﬁepartno:rh, the officer dealing with this

application is D 7 ROBERTE . .

Yours faithfully
B ENITH
Director of Planning and Bullding Contrel Bezxvices

Ovnex/Occupier
Wygate Meadows

Spalding ;

Lincolashire ;

8-HAR-83 TUE 12:48 0775 710824

X

TOTAL P.04
P. 04
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Mr K L Ringrose BA, DMS, MBIM
35 Wygate Meadows
Spalding
Lincolnshire

_PE11 1VVY

9th March 1993

Mr Brian Smith
Dircctor of Planning &
Bujlding Control Department
Council Offices

Priory Road

Spalding =
Lincolnshire

PE11 2XE | &M

Dear Mr Smith

REF: H16/0155/93

Further to your letter of 3rd march 1993 rogarding the above proposal, 1 bave inspected the
planning application at your offices and now wish to formally zecord my total opposition. to

same. As the recent purchaser of the Broadgate property adjoining the proposed link to the
new Swallow Homes Ltd. Estate, [ wish to state the following:—

1.

The proposal appears t0 be without any due consideration to all residents currently
adjoining the proposed link.

The link appears to be for unclear purposes ie. plans state a2 confusing wmix of
"cmergency link", "footpath”, and “cycleway”. Which is it?

At some three metres in width, I fear that the link will, at some point in the future,
transmogrify into a public access routc for vehicles.

The cstate as is does not require 4 link towards the Primary School. My oldest attends
the school and has o need of a shortencd route along a dimly lit pathway/Tink road
or cyclepath.

The proposal could, if passed, realistically reduce the value of my recently acquired
five bedroom property. Having relocated to Spalding, at significant cost to my family,
I have no desire to lose fuxther mondes from a scheme which has no support from
mysclf, neighbours and nearby residents.

contd.

g-MAR-83 TUE 12:46 0715 710824

P, 02



99-83-1993 1251 GEEST FOODS LTD arrs 71524 P.a3

-2~

6. Aside from the potemtial loss of property value, I am informed by learnéd specialists
that such schemes invariably give xise to potential vandalism, noise, burglary, litter
and, of most concemn, personal assanjt.

7. As a father of two infants, I am not prepared to condone any planning submission
which, to satisfy the whim of Swallow Homes Ltd., provides the basis for the above
potential,

Naturally, I could continue expressing my total oppoeition, but I reslise that you have a busy

role to fulfil within South Holland District Council, hence I will refrain. Suffice to say that

I, along with the vast majority of neighbours and existing local residents, objoct to the

propoeal in the strongest possible manner.

I trust that the above will be fully considered during the planning process, however, shonld
you wish to discuss my concems then please do not hesitate to contact me again.

1 look forward w0 hearing the cutcome of your deliberations and respectfully request that the
application be rojected.

Yoiuurs stucerely

g-MAR-93 TUE 12:47 0775 710824 P.03



SPALDING & DISTRICT
CIVIC SOCIETY

D.C,Archer,

Planning Officer for

Spalding & District Givic Soc,
13, uaker Lane,

Spalding., PE11 1ND.

Director of Planning, Bth.March 1993,
South Holland District Council,

Priory Road,

Spalding, PE11 2XE,

For the attention of Mr,J.Curnock.

Dear Sir,

Proposed Cycleway/Footway adjacent to Primsry Cshool and Wygate Meadow.

This Society is aware that the above proposal has been the subject of
correspondence between residents of Wygate Meadow and yourself,

In the main this correspondence is not judzed to be a matter of direct
concern to the Spalding & Distriet Civic Society. One aspect however

does concern us, as it must all bodies concerned with the welfare of those
in the community who are vulnerable to danger.

With the growing number of reported attacks upon children and women, we

are concerned that any new enclosed footway or passage, does not include
any avoidable hazard. If such footways are inewvitable in new developments,
then we would wish to be assured that very serious consideration has been
given to the facility of adequate "escape" exit ways, by all concerned with
the provision of such footways.

=TT G. PLANNING DEPT.

RECEIVED
~QMARIONS
wmg:ién*mn 01‘....._. Fie MO8,
EﬁﬁQﬁ MAM

seknowietge YESINO
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L
N *  SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL
MEMORANDUNM
FROM: J Curnock TO: N R Midlen
Principal Planning Officer Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans Development Control
F.,A.O0. Mr D J Robertsa
REF: JC/LAB/H16/0155/93 REF:
DATE: 10 March 1993
SUBJECT: Emergency Link etc H16/0155/93.

At a meeting held on 9 March 1993 with Mr Underwood and
residents of Wygate Meadows questions were raiszed in respect
of the advertising procedures in respect of application
H16/0203/92. Perhaps you could prepare a short note in this
respect.

Also Mr Underwood felt he was entitled to compensation under
part I of the Land Compensation Act from the lights shining
into his rear garden. Can you advise me on that point?

Jum Camec

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans



OBJECTION |

53 Woolram Wygate
SPALDING

Lincs

PE11 1PB

B. Smith Esg
Planning & Building Control Department
Council Offices

———

i 8 e g

SH.LC PLANMING DEPT ™

Priory Road RECFIvEN
SPALDING I MARS93 D
Lincs Filid heys, -

PE11 2XE

10th March 1993

-

& PR r
Z:) ATKRCUge s ESites

Ciscuss with yy -~
Copvta...... .., rate 37;

OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATION NO H16/0155/93
LAND WEST OF WOOLRAM WYGATE, SPALDING

Dear Sir

I hereby give notice of my objection to the above Planning
Application.

Although I have no objection to the principle of an emergency
link/footway/cycleway on the piece of land I must ask for the
application to be revised on the basis of safety.

I cannot believe that an application has been made for a
footpath/cycleway to be constructed alongside an open dyke.
Firstly, in the interests of safety to the numerous primary
school children that will inevitably use this footway the dyke
MUST BE piped and filled. This dyke at the moment has upto

3 feet of water in it and you are just inviting a serious
accident to happen.

Secondly, the dyke is already becoming a general dumping ground
for rubbish and with a footway alongside this will increase

the problem and increase the environmental health hazards that
are present with an open dyke running through a major housing
estate.

Thirdly, by leaving the dyke open there will be a maintenance
problem. There is no access to the tank of the dyke adjacent
to the rear gardens of Wygate Meadows for maintenance. The
open dyke will not be adopted by the local authority and we
have already seen the applicants go into receivership once,
who will maintain the dyke if this should happen again®

1
The Planning Department must live in the 1990's and impose the
condition on the applicants that the dyke must be piped and
filled.

Yours faithfully

NS

MR & MRS N. J. RAYNER
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Broadgate Builders (Spalding) Limited

Broadgate House, Weston Hills, Spalding, Lincolnshire. PE12 6DB.
Telephone: {0406) 380532

Fax: (0406) 380014
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Director of Planning X gﬁl i
South Holland Distr¥d& 'Counc) @
Council Offices : B _wazwgfvd*&
Priory Road Mmoo~
Spalding D3 . 12th March 1993
Dear Sir,

RE: PLANNING APPLTCATION FOR ASSOCIATED LANDSCAPING TO EMERGENCY
LINK/FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY AT WYGATE PARK, SPALDING.

I am writing to make you aware of potential problems with the
amended planning application submitted to you by Swallow Homes.

During May last year we agreed with Allison Homes to retain
our interest in the half dyke to the North of Wygate Meadows
so that the land could ultimately be conveyed to Allisons to
ensure they were able to pipe the dyke as part of their works
to establish an emergency link/cycleway.

At the time Allisons made their request he had already sold
four properties adjoining the dyke and we agreed to write to
the purchasers suggesting they also conveyed their half-dyke
to Alliscns.

Although we sympathise with Swallow Homes in the problems they
have met in reaching agreement with the other interested parties,
we object to any scheme for the cycleway which does not include
the piping and filling of the adjacent dyke in which we have
retained an interest.

I am sure I do not have to point out the potential hazard the
open dyke would create adjoining a route for young children
particularly as the maintenance of the dyke cannot be guaranteed.

I trust you will take note of our objections should this
application be determined.

Yours faithfully
BROADGATE BUILDERS (SPALDING) LIMITED

B
HOWARD PRICE

NABC

Diractors: D.D. Bissett-Clarke (Managing) H.R. Price (Development) N.J. Rayner ACMA (Financial) Mrs. W.A. Rayner (Company Secretary)
Registered Office as above.  Registerad in England No, 1242542
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J Curnock
JC/SAH H16,/0155/93
M J Uhderwood Esg 1% March 1993
14 Wygate Meadows
Spalding
Lincs
PEL11l 1XZ

Daar Mr Underwood

Cveleway/Footpath/Emeyrgency Link

Thank you for coming in to see me last week. I enclose a note
of the meeting. In reapect of item 5 I have contacted Swallow
Homes and let them know of the latest situation. I will
forward the information raised under other headings as they

become available,
Youre faithfully
\_J LA ( LA O C C(

J Curnoek
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)

Enc.

TR s




J Curnock

JC/8AH H16/0155/93
Mr K L Ringrose BA, DMS, MBIM
3% Wygate Meadows . 15 March 1993
Spalding E
Lincs :
PE11 1VV

Dear Mr Ringrose

Ref. H16/0155/93

Thank you for your letter of 9 March.

I feal that I should draw your attenticon to the fact that
planning permission for this emergency access, which is also
to be used as a footpath-cum-cycleway was granted in 1987. It
will form part of a footpath and cycleway network in this area
as future development proceeds. The current application is
for the approval of details only, the principle already being
established.

On aspects of safety I can assure you that these matters will
be taken into account. We have received advice from the
Lincolnshire Constabulary Architectural Lialason Officer.

Your and other observations will be reported to the Planning
Committee and I will let you know of the outcome.

Yours faithfully

ot Gumedh

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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Director of Planning and Building Con
South Holland District Council,
Council Offices,

Al file Nos.

D)
i R

Cp)

Priory Road, s m b " 5

& ¥ e Ackngiwi YES/O
Ilj-Spalcftlng, Discuzs with .., ., m@?

nes. Cooyto......... cate
PEil 2XE T R AT T T e T '9’
23rd March 1993

Dear Sir,
Re: Planning Appljicatjion No, 816/0155/93
— . Condition Compliance,

I refer to your letter of 3rd March concerning the above Planning
application; my telephone conversation with Mr. Kernock of your department
of 9th March and my subsequent visit to the Planning Department off:.ces on
16th March to inspect the relevant plan.

With reference to the landscaping proposals referred to in your letter of
the 3rd March I would make the following chservations.

1.

The starndard lighting proposed along the length of the
footpath/cycleway/emergency link constitutes a serious loss of amenity
to properties backing onto the area. The location and type of lighting
(which I understand is of a standard street lamp design) will cause
rear gardens to be flooded with orange light and constitute an eyesore
in what is currently a pleasant outlook over school playing fields.

It is critical that any lighting proposed for the area should be
discreet (preferably low level) or at least attractive in design and
casting white light in a globe design Since Lincolnshire County
Council apparent limit themselves to a standard design in the interest
of cost efficiency I suggest that it should be a condition of planning
permission that Swallow Houses meet any additional cost.

I note from the plan that extensive tree planting is proposed for the
area. Whilst very ford of trees it would appear that the location and
type of some of the trees proposed may represent a structural hazard
to nearby properties as they mature. The location of trees along the
existing ditch bank allows only 40-45 feet distance from houses in
some instances, in respect of trees with a potential mature growth
well in excess of this.

Further, the intention to plant such trees along the narrow bank
margin of the existing ditch raises questions of their ultimate
stability. should the ditch ultimately be infilled then the issue of
root invasion to nearby gardens arises.

{1) The existing ditch hag hecome a matter of some considerable
controversy, not least because of Broadgate Builder's attempts
in gsome instances to convey their interest in this feature
twice over.

Jeoont. ...



(1i) 1Its existence creates a natural barrier protecting the rear of
adjoining properties to a significant degree from unauthorised
access. This function takes on greater importance when the
existing rough track becomes a frequently used highway with
more amenable access and escape for the potential intruder (who
will be conveniently provided with lighting to assist his
activities).

(iii) From an environmentalist point oOf view the dltch is rich in
flora and fauna and infill would destroy yet ancther precious
rammant of the natural world.

(iv) Should the ditch remain, howewver, the question of maintenance
(and the divided responsibilities in this matter) will need to
be resolved. The much greater volume of traffic in the vicinity
with opportunities for littering or dumping and potential for
the creation of envirommental hazard will need to be
satisfactorily addressed.

(v) Gardens adjoining this waterway slcope dowrsards to it, thus
ensuring adequate drainage at the rear of properties. Any
proposals in respect of infill of the ditch would need to
ensure that this is not to ths detriment of householders by
creating waterlogging of their plots.

The above represents some of the practical issues in respect of the
landscaping and other proposals for this site. The list is not exhaustive
and I am aware that fellow residents have raised equally valid but wider
isgues in respect of safety aspects for foothpath users; noise nuisance etc.

In addition to the above, however, my particular concern centre on the
question of whether the due processes of planning regulation and law have
been properly satisfied, as well as the contractual ohligations of the main
players ie. Broadgate Builders and Allison (now Swallow)Homes.

I must ask whether the initial planning permission granted to Allison Homes
in June 1992 was based upon a full awareness of the facts. 2s I am given to
understand (although it has proved rather difficult to obtain clear advice)
that propoeal was based on the conveyance of the interest in all of the dyke
to Allison Homes. Since Broadgate Builders had already disposed of their
interest in several sections of this feature to purchasers on the Wyegate
Meadow site it was at least incumbent upon Allison Homes to demonstrate that
they had properly consulted with the various owners (I believe by way of
Certificate B) in the process of submitting their planning application

In respect of my own purchase of 12 Wygate Meadow the transfer of interest
in the said ditch was initially included in contracts at exchange.
Subsequently, however, Broadgate notified my solicitor that proposals were
in hand for the footpath/cycleway/emergency link and sought to withdraw the
conveyance from the contract. This I agreed but only on the basis of a
specific contractual obligation with Broadgate Builders to consult with me
in any future proposals.

Whilst I can only quote the experience of my neighbours who have a
contractural conveyance, I can personally confirm that until receipt of your
letter dated 3rd March 1993 I have never lheen consulted by Broadgate:
Allison Homes: Swallow Homes or yourselves in any planning proposals for the
scheme.

Jcont. ..
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I am not an expert in plamming processes and I feel sure that a number of
issues raised may not fall to the Local Authority, who can only act in good
faith on the basis of information provided.

As a Local Government Officer, however, I would assume that similar
recourse action applies to planning departments where decisions are granted
on the basis of misleading information as is available to my service in
housing matters.

In view of my ongoing concerns, I would request that you advise me in
writing of the following: -

(1) Was the cycleway/footpath/emergency link in question included within
the Council’s Local Plan for the area?

{ii) I am advised by Mr. Kernock that plamming permission was agreed some
years ago for this project. Please advise me of the date and details.

{iii) In respect of the planning permission granted to Allison Homes in June
1992 please advise me of the following:

(a) The precise nature of the proposals and the land curtilage
involved.

(b) Did South Holland District Council receive a Certificate B
submission from Allison Homes in respect of consultation with
interested parties?

(c) When precisely was the date of the planning application
submitted and considered originally? Did it fall subject to the
more onercus consultation requirements in planning matters
introduced during that month?

(4) What precisely was the status of planning permission granted
and was it conditional in any way?

(e) In respect of the now revised planning application for this
project T understand that Broadgate Builders have lodged an
objection arising from the maintenance responsibilities they
would have to assume for the ditch in future years should the
ditch not form part of the scheme and not be subject to infill.
What assurances are you able o give that any planning
permission granted will adequately protect adjoining residences
from the potential nuisance arising from dumping or littering.

I lock forward to your response on the above issues and would welcome your
advice ag to where the respective responsihilities should fall in respect of
the matters raised.

Yours faithfully,

H.J.I. Violett (Ms). 12 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding, Lincs. PE11 1XZ



14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr. B. Smith,
Director of Planning and Building
Control Services,

South Holland District Council,
Priory Road, et I
. R I IR o )

Spalding, Sl ron 8
. . RECTINED
Lincolnshire, R L

PE11 2XE. 1 B

e

' “% o Z *E ’ 23 March 1993
| et 1B Lot !’W LR ;‘.D’Jflf}ﬂ& ¥k O

Dear Mr. Smith,

Associated landscape to emergency link/ footway/ cycleway
between the site and Woolram Wygate.

Land west of Woolram Wygate - Application H16/0155/93.

I refer to your notice dated 3/3/93 regarding the condition
compliance on the above.

Firstly, as stated in previous correspondence, I object not only
to this particular application but to the entire concept of the
emergency link/ footway/ cycleway. My reasons are related to:-

1. The danger to users of the route, in particular the section
between Woolram Wygate and the Allison Homes site. I have
highlighted, in previous correspondence, the numerocus and
dangerous incidents which have affected members of the public,
especially women and school children, while using such routes.

2. Home Office recommendations: The concept ingnores Home Office
recommendations relating to unsecured rear gardens which back
onto footpaths or common land, which are deemed to be a bad idea.
Furthermore they state that unnecessary paths which might be used
to gain unobtrusive access and escape should definitely be
excluded from estate design.

3. Planning Authority Procedure: Although it is understood that
outline planning permission was granted sometime ago and that the
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final application was permitted at the meeting on 22 June'92 1
find no direct reference in the Council's agenda covering any
such motion. However I do note that permission granted was
conditional on the developer, among other factors, proving that
they had full control of the land. Obviously this condition of

Y compliance cannot be met. It would appear that no reference is

made to the emergency link in respect of the Local Plan, the
Development Brief for the area, the agenda to consider the main
application nor indeed any record of authority which permits the
emergency link/ adopted highway.

Secondly, I reiterate my objection to the application for the
landscaping of this footway/ cycleway/ emergency link for the
following reasons:-

Presentation:— It has been extremely difficult to identify and
determine areas of demarcation on this plan, depicting trees/
shubbery/ hard standing areas and specific lighting. In this
respect suggest that an elevated view of the area and or an
artists impression would assist residents to properly determine
this landscaping.

Dyke:- Since the developer has not been able to prove full
control of the land and meet your compliance condition, it is
noted that the landscape application now depicts an open dyke,
which is a substitution for the original concept and plan.

Lighting:~- The lighting of this route to highway standards will
prove to be a pernicious eyesore and will create a loss of
amenity to rear gardens in Wygate Meadow. Additionally, there is
a very real danger that should careful consideration not be given
to the form and position of lighting, house facades and interiors
will be illuminated to an unacceptable level. I have been advised
by your officers that since this route will be adopted by the

LCC as a highway, they are powerless to act and to my knowledge
no communication whatsoever has taken place between SHDC and the
County Authority on this matter. It was however interesting to
note the manner in which SHDC recently provided both practical
and moral assistance to the residents of Exeter Drive in respect
of the LCC proposed sports field lighting at the Gleed Boys
School.

Following your officers advice, that they could offer no
assistance but that we should talk with the highway authority,
residents have attempted to communicate with the LCC Highways
Department over the various ways to mitigate the effects of
lighting on residents and their property. They have been met with



standard local authority avoidance and in one particular incident
abuse in respect of views voiced. Having read LCC lighting policy
and knowing something of UK authority lighting trends, it has to
be said the current LCC lighting policy is archaic and provides
no latitude for lighting such routes as the footway/ cycleway/
emergency link,

In respect of the plan currently before you; the residents cannot
accept the introduction of 35w SOX lighting on a 5 metre
standards without introduction of some form of cut-off device and
would not wish to see this grossly inefficient unshielded and
intrusive form of lighting introduced. There are many forms of
lighting, which are not on the LCC shopping list, that provide a
high quality night time environment without spilling light onto
ad jacent areas

4. Information & Public Consultation

1 do suggest that this project and in particular the emergency
link/ adopted highway should have been declared under section 4.2
of my land charge search. It is noted that the initial planning
application was received by SHDC during February 1992, before
completion of this document. I deplore the lack of consultation
with residents affected by this project and I must point out that
the application was not correctly advertised. Notices were not
posted on site, residents were not advised by SHDC of this plan
and furthermore the press announcement made reference only to the
residential development and associated roads, sewers and
landscaping: no mention was made of any association with an
emergency link/ footway/ cycleway.

In analysis, I submit that the concept and plan is ill conceived,
poorly researched and is a potential danger to users and nearby
residents alike. Administratively the plan has lacked proper and
sufficient information, consultation and communication to a point
where I consider the plan & decisions so far taken to be invalid.
I must say that it has a singular success in that, for differing
reasons, the outcome so far has alienated, frustrated and
compromised just about everyone, every organization and authority
which has been party in anyway to its deliberations.

Mindful that the majority of submissions and questions raised in
correspondence from this household and in particular in the
letters dated 1 December’'92,(sent to all Planning Committee
Members) and 15 January'93 remain unanswered, I must insist and
as promised by your Chief Executive that these important matters
be addressed and considered before any further decisions are
made. I also put it to SHDC that there is still time to implement



the alternative plan, as outlined in the letter dated 1
October'92 from this household.

In the meantime, I would be grateful to learn when this
application is due to come before committee and trust that you
will advise in due course.

Yours sincerely,

47%/%@%

D.G.W. Underwood
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M J Underwood Esg Mr J Curnock
14 Wygate Meadows
Spalding JC/LAB
Lincs H16/0155/93
PE11 1XZ

23 March 1993

Dear Mr Underwood
Points Arising From Our Meeting On 10 March 1993,

At our last meeting I undertook to investigate the
advertisement procedures in respect of application H16/0203/92,.
As background to this point:-

(1) The footpath/cycleway/emergency link was required on
condition no. 8 of outline apyplication H16/0709/87. This
wan enshrined in the development brief.

() The link was required by condition at the outline renewal
stage H16/0021/91.

(3 It was specifically mentioned by condition on the
reserved matter application H16/0203/92.

(4) The current application is a condition compliance and is
only concerned with matters of detail and not principles.

Application H16/0709/87 was advertised as was H16/0021/91.
There was no publicity for the reserved matter application
H1.6/0203/92. The new publicity requirements were brought into
force in July 1992.

On the gquestion of compensation my understanding is that a case
might have been made only if the land had been acquired
compulsorily for the link.
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1t seems likely that this application and your and other
comments will be c¢onsidered by the Planning Committee at its
meeting of 20 April 1993. Howéver, it would be advisable to
check this with the department a few days before that date as
the agendas for that meeting have not yet heen prepared.

Yours sincerely

L,‘i b;r\'\ Connoc B

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans

G



Robert Doughty

(:TT)VVBI PLANNING ¢ LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE e 1\R(HITTENZTWIREI;)

32 High Street, Helpringham, near Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 ORA

Your Reference:

Tel: (0529 21) 646/7
Our Reference: 233 21 2 NCH AKD Fax: (0529 21) 358

1 April 1993

Director of Planning

South Holland District Council
Council Offices

Priory Road

SPALDING

Lincolnshire PEl1l1 Z2XE

For the attention of Mr D Roberts

Dear Sir

EMERGENCY LINK, WYGATE PARK: DETATLED LANDSCAPE

Further to the telephone conversation between myself and Mr David
Roberts of 25 March 1993, I enclose a copy of our drawing number
233/21/2, marked in pink to indicate the land in the ownership

of Swallow Homes Limited.

I trust that this drawing is now satisfactory to be considered
with our Condition Compliance application for the above scheme.

If you require any further information please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Yours faithfully

SH.D.C. PLANNING DEPT.
RECEIVFD
QMN
- 5APR1993_ DL

[k o NOS.
ﬂONicola C Hadley oP0
o0 B
M AP
Actionby L., Sukaowiedge YES/NO
Chgoosawih o, ... by
Copyto......... (ate

(Robert Doughty Dip TP, MRTPI, Dip LD, ALL VAT Reg No 364 7780 17)
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HOLLAND

PLANNING & BUILDING
CONTROL DEPARTMENT

BRIAN SMITH

Dip TP MRTP1

Director of Planning and
Building Control Services

D G W Underwood Esg
14 Wygate Meadow

Your Contact: J Curnock

Spalding Our Ret JC/8JS B16/0155/93
Lincolnshire
PE1l 1XZ Your Ref:

16 April 1993

Date:

—
Dear Mr Underwood
Cycleway/Footway/Emergency Link
Thank you for your letter of the 16 April 1993,
The proposal will he considered by the Planning Committee on Tuesday
20 April 1992, and I enclose the Committee Report for your
information. You will note the recommendation,.
I feel satisfied that the matters you raise in your letter have been
previously dealt with in correspondence to you or to your son. It
appears that the matter is now approaching a conclusion.
With reference to your last paragraph, I think you are aware of the
avenues open to you should you wish to continue with this claim.
Yours faithfully

~

(Jwn Cornoe
J Curnock

Principal Planning Officer
(Local Plans)

Enclosure

Planning & Building
Control Department
Council Offices,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE
Telephone: (Q775) 761161
Fax: (0775} 710772
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14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Cllr. B. Alcock,
Chairman, Planning Committee,
81 Postland Road,
Crowland,
PE6 0JB.

PLANNING DEPT.
SHDC. RECEIVED i

19} APR 3993 ek

Dear Cllr. Alcockx, L et i

Planning Cttee Agenda/ Meeting 20/4/93 Pages 35,36 & 37
Application Ref: H16/0155/93

During the past few hours I have obtained a copy of the Council’'s
Agenda for the meeting as mentioned above and must protest at
this public document being published with inaccurate, misleading
and biased statements. 1 acknowledge the Council's right to make
recommdations, but surely these should be based on statements and
information which is not open to misinterpretation. My
observations are as follows:-

Planning Issues

2(a) As stated in recent correspondence to SHDC, no mention was
made of the emergency link in the agenda for your meeting 22
June'92.

2(b) This statement is a play on words, the emergency link was
neither mentioned in the local plan nor in the development brief
for area. Many times I have brought this to the Council's
attention and again state that reference to the emergency link
was NOT made in the subsequent permission.

2.(c) I suggest that this statement is not qualified for Members
appraisal.

3.There is a conflict of statements relating to Police support
for the current proposal, which under the present plan will leave
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an open dyke. Item 7 (page 37) however claims Police support for
the dyke to be piped.

4. This statement is far from clear and misleading since it is
the southern half of the dyke which is not in the hands of the
developers.

Representations - Public

3. Rubbish - After a lengthy telephone discussion with PC Preece
(Boston ALO) and a visit by Sgt. Tyrell and PC Preece to my home
1 was advised to object to the scheme and maintain the dyke at
all costs. I was also advised of their policy to dissuade
councils from introducing such footpaths and how the link
crossing the dyke from Wygate Meadow was & very bad idea, opening
up the Cul-de-sac to potential problems. Furthermore, our
attention was drawn to Home Office recommendations, supported by
the Chieft Constable, which clearly mention that footpaths to the
rear of residential properties are a bad idea. The statement
attributed to the Police regarding increased security of
residents is unqualified and vague, but if made in relation to
increased lighting is erroneous and your Officers have been made
fully aware of why this stance is erroneous. NB: On numerous
occasions I have advised SHDC of these Home Office
recommendations and not once, including the statements under this
heading, has the Council acknowledged their awareness or taken
the trouble to comment on this important and vital issue.

4. Surely this is a contradiction. Overall development strategy
is the Local Plan and therefore mention should have been made of
the cycleway network in the Local Plan and mention of the
emergency link in the development brief,

7. Refer to comment on item 3 - Planning Issues.

8. Misleading Statement - Residents are still contesting this
matter.

9. Misleading Statement - Residents are still contesting this
matter.

10. Statement worded in biased manner. No mention of residents
submissions relating to attacks on children and women using such
routes, including cyclists. This appears to be the first public
mention of alternative schemes.
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11. I cannot agree with this entire statement, which is more
interesting for what it does not state. There is a progressive
and definite trend in the country towards better lighting. In
essence this is created by the use of high quality "Full Cut Off’
lighting units, which direct light towards the ground, where it
should be and not into the air, or onto adjacent property and
into buildings. As I have already pointed out to the LCC, in my
letter dated 20 October'82, their existing stock of lighting
which appears to consist of a large, low pressure sodium (SOX)
unit for main highways, a smaller 35 watt SOX unit for lesser
roads and a decorative lanterns for conservation areas, which
although conforming to BS 5489, fall short on current trends set
by the ILE, BSI and CIE aimed at reducing glare and light spill.
Current LCC Lighting Policy does not and cannot provide quality
lighting for situations such as the proposed link.

I have this afternoon telephoned the ILE Technical Officer and
also spoken with a friend who is currently writing lighting
specifications for BSI, both have confirmed my position and
views.

Most surprising to me is that during the course of a two hour
meeting, in September'92, with your Principal Officer of Local
Plans Mr.J. Curnock and after spending some considerable time
talking about lighting, he agreed with me that LCC lighting
policy was both outdated and infelxible and subsequently provided
me with a copy of the policy document. Even more surprising, if
not disturbing, is the fact that during the course of their visit
to my home I had to remind PC Preece {Boston ALO) and Sgt. Tyrell
of some fundamentals relating to lighting and crime. In addition,
during the course of discussion with some local developers, it
would appear that they also consider LCC lighting policy outdated
and inflexible and would employ better, higher quality lighting
if allowed by LCC.

12. Statement made in a misleading and inaccurate manner. Why
would or should the Police have any input regarding this matter.
Do SHDC Officers not have any views - refer to 11. As a point of
interest, during the course of a telephone conversation in
October of last year, when Mr. Dutton of LCC was asked by me if
he would like to be in a situation where effectively a 1lit
highway runs back and front of his property, he stated that the
County Authority would not allow residents to be inconvenienced
in such a way and that steps could and would be taken to
ameliorate the situation.

After meeting with Allison Homes they have claimed, verbally, to
be happy to install any form of lighting that meets with



residents approval. Why is this not mentioned ? I'm sure by now
this must be known by SHDC Officers - if not, why ?

In conclusion, 1 have to say that I am both asppalled and shocked
by the remarks attributed to the Lincolnshire Police Authority.
These remarks and views are in total contrast to the conclusions
arrived at during my meeting with them and also are in contrast
to the views of other Police Authorities and councils up and down
the country who, as a consequence of segregated footpaths/
cycleways being introduce, have seen some horrific crimes
committed. Your agenda makes a recommendation for an on site
meeting and therefore would suggest that the Chief Constable
sends a senior representative to explain, substantiate and
confirm, particularly to the residents, the alleged remarks
reported in your agenda. I would alsc request that members read
the many letters from this household regarding the proposed link.

Yours sincerely,



~

Mr. J. Curnock,

Principal Planning Officer,
South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2XE.

14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.
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Dear Mr. Curnock.
Cycleway/ Footway/ Emergency Link

I thank you for your letters dated 13 and 29 March'93, the former
which lists the matters discussed at your meeting with residents
on 10 March and the latter which answers some of the point
arising.

With regard to your letter of 29 March, I feel justified in
making the following observations:-

1). You imply that Condition 8 of the application H16/0709/87 is
the authority for the emergency link. However, I must again
emphasize that the most public of all the documents in respect of
this scheme i.e. The Development Brief for the Woolram Wygate
Area does not include any reference to an adopted highway/
emergency link. Therefore, I must refute your assertion that it
is enshrined in this document. Previously, it has been said that
this scheme is dyed in the wool, set in stone and now you mention
the word enshrined, none of which has any legal application to
this matter.

2. My comments are as per item 1.
3. To reply to this particular point, I must refer to the

Planning Committee agenda for 22 June'92. This agenda mentions a
footway/ cycleway, but makes no reference to an emergency link.



A

Furthermore, it is not at all clear that reference to the
footpath/ cycleway relates to the section running behind Wygate
Meadow, which is in effect outside the boundary of the
residential development area for this application. In fact no
mention is made of the route which indicates that a decision was
required. In consequence, the matters discussed and advised to me
in your letter 26 June'92 are not covered by the agenda.

4. 1 am not too sure in this respect what you are implying when
you say that you are concerned with matters of detail rather than
principal. I am advise by your Chief Executive, in his letter
dated 19 February'93, that points raised by me would be
considered at the next meeting held to discuss this scheme; how
is this possible when you claim that the current application is
only concerned with detail ?

With regard to your Condition Compliance, made on 22 June'92
which required the developer to ensure a satisfactory link on
land within their control. I note from the application for the
landscaping that the developer cannot prove that he has full
control of the land and therefore has submitted a plan which has
altered the original concept to infill the dyke. It is now of
course a consideration whether an open dyke, in this situation,
is safe and will prove to be satisfactory. Furthermore it is a
valid question to ask if such a plan. if approved, will provide
legal and adequate access to the Internal Drainage Board and to
the other parties who have an interest in the dyke.

1 am no expert of planning litigation nor indeed in the extreme a
mess deck or barack room lawyer, but like most residents I am
appalled at the lack of simple, plain language information which
we should have received before and after the time that we took up
residency in Wygate Meadow. This total disregard to provide us
with information for something that was to happen within inches
of our property indicates at least that there has been a total
disregard for resident's right to know and a lack of a
responsible attitude towards Duty of Care.

Yours sincerely,
_7~
/y

D.G.W. Underwo
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Attention of File Nos.

14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,

PE11 1X7Z.

Mr.J. Curnock,
Principal Officer, Local Plans,
South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 2XQ.
24 April 1994

Dear Mr. Curnock,
SHDC Correspondence File - Footway/Cycleway/Emergency Link

Further to my discussion with your Chief Executive during Oectober
last year, my visit to your offices on March 28 and my subsequent
telephone conversations with Mr. Roberts and yourself 1 still
await information concerning the letter retracting libellous
statements.

The letter, dated 10 October 1993 and written by Mrs. Sewell of 4
Wygate Meadows, was received at your office on October 14 and at
the date mentioned had not been filed.

I would suggest that continued absence of this letter from the
file serves only to condone the liable contained therein. I would

be glad if you will give this matter your immediate attenticon.

Yours sincerely,

)
D.G.W. Underwood



. .
- S b L N ]
headl a [ 4 ,__u.—\.if i B

ﬁ m@ﬁw Bl

QJ*W"C& L, Wy
hos . cnlaal M&@E

\ dm’“‘ UMJE%MW

| \m ho.
@ﬁ o dore M Undonned.
\\QM? EDQWSW(\JGLMM







14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr. J. Curnock,

Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans,

South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2XE.

28 April 1993

Dear Mr. Curnock
H16/0155/93 - Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link

I understand that as a result of the Planning Committee meeting
of April 20th, Council has determined that the matter be

delegated to the Plans Sub-Committee, who in turn will conduct a
gite meeting.

I would appreciate being advised, in advance, of the date and
time of the site meeting.

Yours sincerely,

V"\‘I‘l‘ /
D.G.W. Underwood *
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Mr D G Underwood
14 Wygate Meadows
Spalding

Lincs

PE11 1X2Z

Dear Mr Underwood

Faotpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link.

Mr J Curnock

JC/LAB
H16/0155/93

30 April 1993

A meeting of the Plans Sub-Committee will be held in Meeting
Room One, Council Offices, Priory Road on 4 May 1993 at 4.00 pm
at. which members of the public are welcome to attend. Prior to
that the Sub~Committee will inspect this site and others.

There is no prescribed time for the visit to this site and the
Sub-Committee will not entertain any repraesentations from
interested parties, in the interests of fairness.

Yours faithfully
'\Jm\ Camec

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans

ik T TR




_ . lof 2
- My Bran Smith f

The Diedor ¢f ?\ann'\nﬁ and Bu’ildrhcl Cpn‘l'rol/
Soutih Yollard District “Covnaal,

_ . " B.HDC. PLANNING DEPT.
Covnal Offces, ! AN 1993
Prory Road, b (7@{?"’
J N\ :
Spalding,
Lincs . PEM 2XE e
3ot Apnl 1993 Re: HI6/0I185[a3
Dear Mr Smith

| have (just been mformed that Allison Homes (rodurg
name Duwallow) Homes) have Sobmitled planning application

for a foorpath and C«\jdﬂ way a,lor\a sde the Woolram
Wﬂ%‘&e sonoo)  leadmng 1o the new Georgede Goudaens
dwelcpment
Be\*rﬂ o mew resident mn Georawe Goudans , | am
wnhng 1o hopq—ull\j Sopport Hheir qP‘ohcad:ion ver Qh’onalﬂ.
On a personal babis , with My \ooafner\d omd | not
hcwwj A cor for fransport , and myselr a dairy Mmutey
o london ; wallu'm' ° and from the town of SPa,ldinj
1S o 29 minute Journey. However Tak.\rg a &hort cut
Gl\on\cj this gmes /do\cj mess hrack | as F \s af present
cuts s Hime down con%\d&fdb\:j.
Mr Smith, | do fedd that a path and cyole
way  would 6r€aﬂ\tj Venefit auk  residents ot Jost

P.To,
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onﬁﬁf\e Georca@ﬁe Grardens clilveslopmervt , oot foture residents
N Trat ares, and also make “he areq alonﬁﬁ‘;ldx’ﬂne
School ConSld.Q(q‘Ol\\j tdier and cleaner thon gf present,

| do hope this lerter will be ¢f help 0 Supf’om;\q
Aluson  Homes (ﬂ'aqu rame Swallow Homes) apphoation

~ Yours: hopefully,

[T

Miss Sar Pates g W lon Hales

6, Grevel Close (also Plot 2a Geopgette Goudens)
Rpatding

Lincs . PEWL 1ED

Ted: 0775 1627710
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14 Wygate Meadow,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr. C. Simpkins,

Chief Executive, [ SMD.C »LANNNIG DEPT,

South Holland District Council, RECTncn
Priory Road, _‘____"'AMAY 1993
Spalding, Aliertion of o teus,
Lincolnshire, ?*’ NQM
k '(m 83
PE11l 2XE. , iC ACH
tchobby ..., i nen e YESIND
Discutavth .., .. £y
C“" b FEEETEEET o
4 May 1993 i 1

Dear Mr. Simpkins,
H16/0155/93 - Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link

A remark in common use is that "Don't be surprised at anything
that can happen today". Although unacceptable, it is an apt
remark which reflects my feelings about the contents of Mr.
Curnock's letter dated 30 April'93. To deny the opportunity for
the public to speak and ask guestions at an on site meeting
arranged by the Council is, in my view, a gross affront to
prescribed local government democracy. It is also, again in my
view and in this instance an indictment of the Council's
interpretation of much the vaunted Citizens Charter, which

~“promotes the need for improved public consultation and service.

Late last week, I contacted one County and one Local authority
and in general terms they told me that it is unusual for a
Council not to allow the public to speak or ask questions at an
on site meeting when that Council’'s own sponsored scheme is being
discussed and particularly when public safety and environmental
issues are to be considered.

Let me remind you that the scheme is an embryo of your own Local
Plan, presented, published and detailed in your own Development
Brief for the Woolram Wygate Area of Spalding, albeit that the

brief is minus a limb', for there is noc mention whatsoever of the
emergency link.

Now let us look at who are the interested parties. Firstly, The
Developer - In view of the Council's poor research and attention



to detail over the past five years, the developer appears to be
completely frustrated that a plan that has been in existence for
so long has only recently being considered in terms of precise
detail and implementation. Secondly, The Civic Society - What
possible advantage would they have in reiterating their concern
for potential users of this route? Thirdly, the remaining
objectors - Surely they are observers, exercising and expressing
their concerns and the right to know, on a need to know basis.
Lastly, the Lincolnshire Police Authority - Would it be deemed an
advantage if they reminded the Council of the Home Office
recommendations: No, in analysis SHDC are the only interested
party. 1 suggest that anyone reviewing the Council's past and
intended actions relating to the scheme might be forgiven for
believing that SHDC have adopted the role of Counsel, Judge and
Jury.

Will you please advise as soon as poessible by what authority the
Council are empowered to exclude public participation at your on
site meetings. Furthermore, I must ask you to consider postponing
the on site meeting and the subsequent meeting, both planned for
Tuesday 4 May'93, until I receive a reply to my letters dated 16
and 30 April’'93 and or publish an updated agenda for Members
consideration to include full and comprehensive facts.

Yours sincerely,

D.G.W.\Underwood

i
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Director of Highways & Planning Mr J Curnock
Lincolnshire County Council
4th Floor JC/LAR
City Hall H16/0155/93
Beaumont Fee
Linecoln

6 May 1993

F.A.Q. Mr C Briggs.

Dear Sir

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link, Wonlram Wygate, Spalding.

To enable this matter to be brought to a speedy resolution I
would be grateful if you could supply me with the following
information.

1 The reason for the provision of this link and does that
reason still apply?

2 To what specification will it he constructed and will it
be maintainable by Lincolnshire County Council?

3 Can the lighting columns be located on the southern side
of the 1link?

Yours faithfully
i Grmed

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans
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Canstable E Ashley J Curnock
Architectural Liaison Officer
Police Headguarters JC/838 H16/0155/93
PO Box 999
Lincoln
LNS 7PH

& May 1993

Dear Sir

Cycleway/Footpath/Emergency Access — Woolram Wygate, Spalding

Unfortunately consideration of this proposal by the Planning
Committee is becoming rather drawn out.

You kindly sent me your observation on 6 October last and I
wondar, in view of the length of time that has lapsed, if you
have any further obsservations you may wish to make.

In particular, residents disagree over whether or not the
dyke should be filled in and whether bollard lighting would
be more appropriate,

Yours faithfully

\wjtf;\ (;LMA4€?L£\

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
(Local Plan)
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«7 | LINC@®LNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

a4 ] 1 L)
e e L :
(, HIGHWAYS & PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4th Floor, City Hall, Beaumont Fee, Lincoln LN1 1DN

“OUNTY OFFICES
e RPSTES Telephone (0522) 552222 Fax (0522) 553149

o Y
T : .
Your ref: JC/LAB(H16/0155/93 Director: J. Emmerson
My ref: CB/Devt2

Director of Planning and
Building Control Services
South Holland District Council

Council Offices For further information contact
Priory Road Mr C Briggs
SPALDING Telephone Lincoln (0522) 553127
Lincs

' 12 May 1993
Dear Sir

LINK FOOTWAY, WOOLRAM WYGATE, SPALDING BY ALLISON HOMES
I refer to your letter of 6 May 1993.

I am aware of the comments of certain residents on the Wygate Meadows Estate
who are opposed to this footway link. However this 1ink is fundamental to the
development of the Wygate Park Estate and I confirm that it is essential that
the link is constructed.

You will be aware that until the new distributor road is lipked through to
Monks House Lane the Wygate Park Estate is a large cul de sac. The footway/
emergency link alongside the school is, therefore essential in terms of safety
to allow alternative access for emergency vehicles.

Notwithstanding this, it also provides a safe link for children on the estate
to gain access to the school via the footway and cycleway network promoted by
yourselves. This has been supported by the Police Safety Officer.

The dimensions of the footway/cycleway iz the standard 3 m width to allow
joint use and its construction is to the ncrmal standards for public footways
(see enclosed). With regard to the lighting I have no objection to all the
street lighting columns being located on the south side of the footway.

As you are aware this footway was stipulated before the adjoining dwellings
were built and occupied and it would seem that the builder of these dwellings
did not inform their purchasers of the proposed development including the
footway.

Yours faithfully

SHD.C. FLANNING DEPT.
RECEIVED
. £ 181AY 1993
A ennon ot Fil .
i Highways and Planning ‘ zug;;o lle Nos
PO BS
ACP
HONBY .+ ....0.. | Acknowiesge YES/NO
9169.d31 fracusswith ..., | by
Copyto...... pes | date
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CYCLEWAYS, EMERGENCY LINKS AND FOOTPATHS

The County Council has a policy to “ . . . recognise the special needs of cyclists
when sharing road space with other road users . . . ”. In pursuance of this policy
the County Council believes that where appropriate, cyclists should be segregated
from vehicular traffic. Clearly, the ideal opportunity to consider such measures
is during the design stage of new development, particularly in the provision of
joint use footpaths/cycleways which can provide alternative traffic free routes
for cyclists. These facilities can be especially useful where they lead to schools,
shops, etc., or where they form ‘emergency’ links between culs-de-sac. Generally,
combined footpaths/cycleways will be the preferred layout unless developers
can show circumstances where they would be inappropriate.

As distinct from footways which are generally constructed alongside
carriageways, footpaths are generally separate from carriageways, providing
links along pedestrian routes between centres of activity, for example schools,
residential areas etc.

Although footpaths are generally more appropriate for joint cycle/pedestrian
use, developers are asked to consider whether certain footways adjoining main
roads might also be constructed for shared use. Detailed advice should be sought
in appropriate cases.

A Technical Paper giving details of signing, marking and layout of cycleways
(joint use footpaths and footways) is available from the County Council on
request. Briefly, the outline standards for footpaths and cycleways are as
follows: —

(a) A footpath/cycleway forming a link on a pedestrian route will be acceptable
for adoption. It will have a constructed width of 3 metres with 3.5 metres
overall between fence lines. The footpath/cycleway will be divided by a
continuous 150mm white line, allowing 1.8 metres for cycles and 1.2 metres
for pedestrians. The cycle lane will generally be surfaced with a red slurry
seal. Positive drainage may be required.

(b) Where a footpath only is considered appropriate, developers will be required
to show the reasons for departure from the preferred standard. A footpath
only will have a constructed width cf 1.8 metres with 2 metres overall
between fence lines. Positive drainage may be required.

{c) Where a footpath/cycleway is required as an ‘emergency’ link it should
have a constructed width of 3 metres with 3.5 metres between fence lines
and conform to the standards for footpaths/cycleways described in (a)
above. Positive drainage may be required.
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Mr. B. Smith,

District Planning Officer,
South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 1XZ.

13 May 1993

Dear Mr. Smith,

14 Wygate Meadow,

Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link - H16/0155/93

Further to the meetings of the Planning Sub-Committee,

during the afternoon of 4 May,

held

I note that the Committee's

decision was to refer this matter back to Officers for further

investigation.

Will you please advise me of your intended deliberation and

programme of public consultation.

Yours sincerely,

7 ﬁ!z’/ /%LJW\

D.G.W. Underwood
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POLICE HEADQUARTERS

PO Box
LINCOLNSHIRE POLICE meom.9 gins 7PH

Telax: 56269

Fax: (0522) 558229

Telephone: (0522) 532222

Ext. No. 8116

Officer Dealing:

Constable E, ASHLEY

Your Ref: Our Ret:  Ep/SH/CAD
21st May, 1993.

Mr. J. CURNOCK,

Planning & Building Control ' ;#’ 3
Department,

South Holland District Council,

Priory Road,
SPALDING,
_PE11 2XE

Dear Mr. Curnock,

Thank you for your letter dated the Bth May, 1893, concerning
the cycle path / emergency vehicle access to the rear of Wygate Meadous,

Spalding.

I have to report that my views for providing a safe route for
school pupils and the general public remain the same as stated in
my report dated 5th October, 1592.

Yours faithfully,

E. ASHLEY
Architectural Lisison Officer

S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEPT.

RECTIED
26MAY 1993
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53 Woolram Wygate
SPALDING

Lincs

PE11 1PB
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21st May 1993

"B. Smith Esgq

Planning & Building Control Deptartment
Council Offices

Priory Road

SPALDING

Lincs

PE11 2XE

Dear Sir
RE: PLANNING APPLICATION NO H16/0155/93

LANDSCAPING TO EMERGENCY LINK/FOOTWAY,
LAND WEST OF WOOLRAM WYGATE

As it is now sometime since any last correspondence has been
made on the above application I would like to take the
opportunity of suggesting an alternative scheme for the strip
of land in question that will benefit all parties concermned.

I believe it would be far simpler for Swallow Homes to pipe

and £ill the dyke and then convey the area of land from Woolram
Wygate to the boundary of the footpath link into Wygate Meadows
to Spalding County Primary School.

This would benefit all the residents who are objecting to the
footway as it would no longer be there, Swallow Homes will
benefit in that they will not have to pay for the footpath,
cycleway and associated landscaping, and the Planning Department
will benefit from finally being able to satisfy all parties
concerned and not have to continue to enter in expensive and
time consuming negotiations over what should in theory have

been a straightforward planning application.

The existing residents of Georgette Gardens and all the future
residents on Wygate Park behind the School and the Wygate Meadows
site can still get access to Woolram Wygate through the footpath
link into Wygate Meadows and most importantly no school children
will have to cross any roads to get to the school.

The only other situation that then needs to be considered is
the actual requirement for a so-called emergency link.

Continued/........
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However, I cannot see why such a link is required when at the
junction of Woolram Wygate and the new distributor road there
is a verge on either side of all roads of at least 20 feet.

Therefore if there is an accident or blockage at the junction
of Woolram Wygate or on the distributor road any emergency
vehicles can easily pass by using the grass verge to be adopted
by the highways department.

Finally the fact that you are asking for an emergency link to
be available until such time as the distributor road is linked
through to Bourne Road surely suggests that you are allowing

too many houses to be constructed on this part of Wygate Park.

I am myself a Governor of Spalding County Primary School and
I would be more than happy to discuss this proposition with
the School should you wish to pursue the idea any further,

I look forward to your comments in due course,

Yours sincerely

NTS,R

N. J. RAYNER
FINANCIAL DIRECTOR



Mr J Curnock
JC/LAB
Hi&6/0155/93

26 May 1993

Dear Resident

Planning Application H16/0155/93 - Footpath/Cycleway/
Emergency Link Between Wygate Meadows and The Primary School.

As you may be aware the District Council is considering the
details of this proposal which has given rise to some local
feeling. For the avoidance of doubt it should be made clear
that this proposal was first granted planning permission in
1987 and it was a specific requirement to enable the
development now taking place in Woolram Wygate to proceed. The
application now being considered is a condition compliance
application relating to landscaping conly and an objection to
the concept is not a valid objection to be considered by the
Council.

Most of the representations received so far from residents
relate to the content of the landscaping scheme, the proposed
street lighting of the footway/cycleway and the piping and
filling of the dyke. Recommendations made by the Police to
this Council conclude that the type of landscaping and lighting
is important in ensuring public safety and that the dyke should
be piped and filled and that the use of this footway/cycleway,
particularliy by school children, is preferable and less
dangerous than using alternative routes.

It is therefore proposed by the Director of Planning and
Building Control Services to recommend to the Planning
Committee that in accordance with advice from the Police they
agree to a scheme in which the dyke would be piped, filled and
landscaped with “thorny' shrubs. Street lighting may be able




to be placed on the southern (Wygate Meadows) side of the
- footpath if the nearest residents s» wish. What is recommended
is shown on the enclosed plan.

If you wish to make any comments, please write to:-

Brian Smith

Planning and Building Control Services
FREEPOST PEiS

Council Offices

Priory Road

Spalding

Lincs

PE11 2BR

(No postage stamp is necessary)
to arrive no later than 11 June 1993.

Yours faithfully

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans

Enc
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14 Wygate Meadow,

Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE1l 1XZ.

Mr. Neville Ovens,

Chief Constable,

Lincolnshire Police,

PO BOX 999,

Lincoln,

LN5 TPH.
2 June 1993

Dear Mr. Ovens,

Proposed Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link Between Wygate Meadow
and Spalding Primary School.

During the past twelve months I have discussed and exchanged
correspondence with both South Holland District Council and the
Highways Department of Lincolnshire County Council regarding the
above scheme.

The scheme involves provision for a route from Woolram Wygate,
running parallel to the school grounds and rear gardens of Wygate
Meadow with a connecting link to the cul-de-sac of Wygate Meadow.
Currently this area comprises of a farmers disused track and a
dyke, which lies behind and within inches of the boundary fences
of the rear gardens.

It occurred to me that I should seek guidance from your
Architectural Liaison Officer and in the first instance my son
talked for about 30 minutes with PC Preece at Boston, who advised
that while he knew of the connecting link into Wygate Meadow, he
was not familiar with the proposed footway. His initial comment
and for obvious reasons was that residents should resist the
filling of the dyke at all costs. PC Preece then talked about the
merits of “Secured By Design’' and arranged to send me a copy.
Shortly afterwards, by arrangement, PC Preece and Sgt. Tyrell
visited my home to discuss this matter in detail with me and my
family and also to take the opportunity to inspect the site.

Our discussions mainly centred on the connecting link, the




proposed footpath, the dyke and suitable lighting for the
footway. It was generally agreed that it was a bad idea to open
up the cul-de-sac with a connecting link, since progressively
with increased housing, ultimately reaching 1000 in number,
Wygate Meadow would become a short cut and "rat run' to Woolram
Wygate, negating controllable surveillance in any anticipated
future Neighbourhood Watch scheme. It was also agreed the
connecting link would also attract loitering and adjacent
landscaping would become a "Dog Toilet". With regard to the
footpath, I expressed concern at the ever increasing assaults on
users of this type of segregated route and the security of
adjacent properties. Again, it was stated by your Officers that
an open dyke would provide increased security to homes,
effectively doubling the height of the 1.8 metre fence. Lighting
is always a controversial subject, initially it would appear that
there was a conflict of views between the Boston and Nettleham
ALO. From the outset and in the event that the scheme would
proceed many residents have objected to lighting being mounted on
5 metre columns, which would effectively illuminate rear gardens.
Alternatives were suggested but due to the limited scope of LCC
Lighting Policy it would appear that these are not deemed
acceptable. PC Preece and Sgt. Tyrell did agree with me that
bollard lighting would be less obtrusive and no more subject to
vandalism than any other form of lighting.

Based upon the opinions and views expressed by your officers, 1
informed SHDC and LCC of our meeting. This action appears to have
highlighted differing points of view between Nettleham and Boston
and promoted meetings and correspondence among the authorities
concerned which in the event has led to an apparent closing of
ranks behind the project initiated by the County and Local
Council.

As no further communication was received from your Officers by me
[ was shocked to learn from both Council Authorities that your
Officers had denied making the statements reported by me. I
believe it not unreasonable to suggest that if your Officers had
considered that there were some misunderstandings then they
should have referrgd back to me. However, my family and myself
wish to confirm and if necessary affirm that the statements made
during the discussion and in the letter dated 20 October'92 are a
correct version of the statements made.

In digesting the “Secured By Design' publication, passed to me by
your Officers, I have to say that its message and intent is
commonsense, especially in view of crime related incidents on
segregated footpaths. But for some reason, which is not clear,
neither your Officers nor the Authorities concerned wish to take



the concept on board. Moreover, despite constant reminders to
SHDC of the potential dangers of the segregated footpath and
recommendations made to us by your Officers, supported by the
Home Office recommendations, there now appears to be a concerted
effort to play~-down the horrendous incidents which are currently
occurring in similar situations in many parts of the country.

Because of statements made in a recent Council report to Members
of the Planning Committee, I had cause to complain about the
reported Police statements and recommendations which left me and
other residents in some doubt just what was being said. A few
days ago the residents of Wygate Meadow and perhaps those in the
adjacent area, received a communication from SHDC which invites
comment on another revised version of the landscaping application
for the above scheme. With a statement of sheer arrogance the
Council clearly indicates that they will not consider or allow
any comments to influence the scheme for the footpath which was
granted permission in June'92. This decision was made without any
prior consultation with the residents in occupation nor as 1
understand with your Police Authority. The content of the letter
has error, lacks proper qualifications of your Officers
recommendations and additionally tends to mislead, not quite so
much by what is said, but what is not said. I believe your
Officers are already aware that their recommendations have legal
complications since currently no one person or organization has
singular and full control of the dyke area east of the connecting
link.

I note that the "Secured by Design"” and Home Office
recommendations are supported by Lincolnshire Police, confirmed
by the visit of your two Officers and therefore 1 do not
understand why there has been a change of heart and application
of policy in respect of this project.

In view of the now prolonged deliberations relating to this
scheme, which is causing distress and concern to many residents,
would you please, as a matter of urgency, review clarify and

confirm events leading to the current perplexing situation.

Yours sincerely,

D.G.W. Underwood
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Attention of e NGS.

14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding.

“""i;im ,Qggjtg Lincolnshire,
oy ' PEI1 1XZ.
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Mr. B. Smith
Planning and Building Control Services,
South Holland District Council,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincolnshire,

PE11 2BR.

10 June 1993

Dear Mr., Smith,

Planning Application H16/0155/93 - Footpath/ Cycleway/ Emergency
Link Between Wygate Meadows and Spalding Primary School.

I refer to the letter dated 26 May 1993, which apparently has
originated from the Council Offices.

As the format of this letter is not presented on official headed
paper, nor incidentally does it mention South Holland District
Council, I wonder if those residents who have previously not been
advised by the Council of this planning application will
understand this belated attempt at public consultation.

Once again as with this letter I have cause to complain about fhe
Council's presentation of information. Those sentiments are
expressed in my letter to the Chief Constable of Lincolnshire
Police (copy enclosed), when I state that the content of the
letter has error, lacks proper qualiflfication and tends to
mislead, not quite so much by what is said, but rather more by
what is not said. Despite the letter's statement that the
application now being considered is a Condition Compliance
relating to landscaping only and an objection to the concept is
not a valid objection to be considered by the Council, I call
into question the validity and your right to ignore any
submission or discussion which relates to public safety. Since so
little research was carried out between 1987 when outline
planning permission was granted and June 1992 when final planning
permission was granted with conditions, I must ask if proper
consideration was given to public safety and the effect of the
link on planned adjacent properties. There should be no need to
remind the Council that since 1987 crime related incidents
involving footways/ cycleways and particularly during daylight
hours have increased enormously.



Notwithstanding the statement in your letter, I feel justified
once again in objecting to the scheme for the Footpath/ cycleway/
emergency link and I also consider it relevant te ask the
following questions:-

1., Local Plan and Development Brief

Why is there no mention of the Emergency Link in either the
Development Brief for the Woolram Wygate Area or the proposed
cycleway network in the local plan if it is considered a specific
requirement to enable the development in the Woolram Wygate area
to proceed ?

2. Land Charge Search

As the link constitutes an adopfed highway, why was not this
information declared in my land charge search.

3. Public Consultation

Why was not this plan openly advertised and in particular before
the council made its decision in June'92 7?7 Why, despite a request
in my letter dated 2 June'92, did the Council not invite
residents In occupation to comment on the scheme ? The reason
stated in your letter dated 29 March'93 that there was no
requirement to do so prior to July'%2 debases your own recently
published interpretation of local democracy and has proved to be
highly convenient since there were only a number of weeks
involved.

4. Research

Since it has been claimed that the link is an inherent part of
the design policy for the area: Why did you not determine long
before the decision date whether or not the developer had full
control of the land ? I understand that no certificate B was
submijtted.

Did you research the opinions of Spalding Primary School
Principal/ Governors ? Why did you not seek Police Authority
opinions before reaching your decision Iin June'92 and not until
after my reported discussions with Police detailed in my letter
dated 20 October'92 ? On numerous occasions, In discussion and
correspondence, I have brought to your attention the Secured By
Design concept and the Home Office recommendations and not once
have you deemed it necessary to either acknowledge or enter into
discussion about its implications. Why not? Did SHDC not consider
it prudent to determine the views of Police and Publijc



Authorities in areas of the country where such routes already
exist ?

5. Planning Application/s

I note from the decision reached 22 June 1992 and the subsequent
supporting documents raised that the original plan for the link,
involving piping and filling of the dyke, was rejected on the
grounds that since the applicant was not in full control of the
site revised details be submitted to ensure a satisfactory link
on land within the applicants control. Now it appears that the
revised plan has also been rejected by SHDC, which has led to a
reintroduction of the original concept despite the applicant
still not being in full control of the land. Why I hasten to ask
has the Council's Administration allowed itself to get into this
complex situation ? Taking these matters into consideration and
the apparent lack of research, consultation and presentation of
relevant facts to Members prior to the decision made on 22 June,
are the decisions valid ?

With regard to your invitation to comment on the proposed
landscaping I advise accordingly:-

Lighting.

I still consider the use of 5 metre high lighting columns to be a
pernicious eyesore when viewed from rear gardens. I note that
during the discussion arising from the meeting of the Planning
Sub-Committee on 4 May'93 that the Council now supports my view
that LCC lighting policy allows litile scope to provide suitable
effective modern lighting. Despite (he LCC stance, I note the
recent introduction of highway lighiing in the district which
does not conform to this stated policy.

Dyke.

In comparing the plan and the cross section detail of your
submission I note that the plan indicates an open dyke area to
the east of the connecting link into Wygate Meadows while the
cross section drawing and written statement implies that the dyke
be filled along its entire Iength. Notwithstanding the problem of
full control, will you please clarify.

Play Area.
In view of my past comments and the known risks to young children

using and playing in areas adjacent to segregated footpaths: Is
the designated site suitable ?



I would assume that the highly dangerous 11kV power line to the
rear of plot 16 in Wygate Meadows is to be grounded or re-routed.

Shrubbery.

Will the proposed barrier run the entire length of the link and
will mature plants, of the depicted heights, be used ?

Link Between Wygate Meadows and Proposed Route.

I object to the entire concept of establishing a link, running
between plots 13 & 16 of Wygate Meadows, which in effect would
apen up the cul-de-~sac to large numbers of pedestrians Ffrom
adjacent areas. This proposal contradicts many recommendations
made by both the Police and Home Office on estate design.
Furthermore, if this section of the link is established it will
negate controllable surveillance in any anticipated Neighbourhood
Watch scheme.

Resulting from your invitation for comment on these latest
proposals I emphasize the need that any future report to members
should portray a balance of the essential facts. This clearly was
not, in my opinion, what has happened in the past and in
particular during the meeting of the Planning Sub-Committee of 4
May when, among a number of examples, an attempt was made to
offset pertinent and qualified objections of some residents with
a letter from a resident of Gravel Close which in a nut shell
said "Me and my Boyfriend think that the planned footpath is a
good idea and a useful short cut.”

In conelusion, I trust that you will acknowledge this letter and
in due course answer the points raised and at the same time
advise me of the next step in the Council’'s deliberation.

Yours sincerely,

7 {Awénwp//‘

D.G.W. Underwood



Mr D G W Underwood
14 Wygate Meadows
Spalding

Lincs

PE11 1XZ

Dear Mr Underwood

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link,

Pt L TWRRAY © L ERY e LT et rm S T ey oympe e eammgTwmem | WA CREZY h

Mr J Curnock

C/LAB

W

11 June 1993

Thank you for your letter of 10 June 1993. All being well the
responses to the consultation exercisze will be reported to

Planning Committee on 13 July 1993.
this is not the case.

Yours aincersly

oy (onnec s

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans

I will let you know if
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53 Woolram Wygate
SPALDING

Lines

PE11 1PB

B. Smith Esgq

Planning & Building Control Department
Council Qffices

Priory Road

SPALDING

Lincs

PE11 2XE

16th June 1993
Dear Sir
RE: PLANNING APPLICATION NO H16/0155/93

LANDSCAPING TO EMERGENCY LINK/FOOTWAY, LAND WEST OF
WOOLRAM WYGATE

I am somewhat surprised to note that I have not received a reply
or even an acknowledgement to my letter dated the 21st May 1993,
copy enclosed.

As the proposal is the most obvious and practical way to resolve
the problems over this application and is the most beneficial
solution for all parties concerned, including the local tax
payers I would be grateful to see that some consideration was
being given to my proposal.

Yours singgrely

N .

. T.
N. J. RAYNER e ANNING DEP
SHDC. PLANEY
17 JUNI99
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N J Rayner J Curnock

53 Woolram Wygate e
Spalding JC/SIHHAS /ORERANY,
Lincolnshire .

PE1l1 1FPB

17 June 1993

Dear Mr Rayner

Landscaping to emergency/link/footway - Land west: Woolram Wygate

Thank you for your letter of the 16 June 1993. 1 apologise for
not acknowledging receipt of your earlier letter.

The consultation letter which I have circulated to all residents
on the state gives the Council's view on this matter. A number
of respondents to my letter have voiced their concern over the
existence of the link between Wygate Meadow and the footpath/
cycleway and an intensification of its use seems likely to arcuse
significant local opposition.

The proposai, ag it exisgts, has the benefit of full planning
permisasgion and the Planning Committee is only concerned with the
landacaping details.

Thank you for your interest.

Yours faithfully

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
{Laocal Plan)
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Ma HJ I Violett Mr J Curnock
12 Wygate Meadow

Spalding - JC/] e
Lincs ) H16/DI88 /9%
PE11l 1XZ | "

18 June 1993

Dear Ms Violett

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link.

Thank you for your letter of 8 June 1993.

I am satisfied that all the procedures in respect of this
planning proposal have been carried out satisfactorily. The
footrath/cycleway/emergency link is a long standing requirement
of which Broadgate Builders, 1 am sure, were aware but of
course I cannot respond to your guestions on their behalf.

On the question of drainage please be assured that advice has
been taken from the Drainage Board although this is not their
drain.

Yours faithfully

('\f\ (/ 3. AN (‘L

\
.

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans




14 Wygate Meadows,

Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.
Chairman,
Plans Sub-Ctitee,
South Holland District Council,
Meeting 5/7/1993.
5/7/1993

Applicatioh H16/0155/93

In respect of the addendum on the above I wish to make the
following remarks:-

1. Swallow Homes have not been in contact with this houshold, nor
to my knowledge one other party (Plot 8) who holds an interest in
the dyke to the rear of Wygate Meadows for a number of months.

2. To my knowledge it has yet to be proved that Swallow Homes
have title to land in which an interest was conveyed to residents
on plots 7, 8 and 12 - Again, where is certificate "B’'.

3. If any attempt is made to fill the section of the dyke behind
plot 14, in which the householder has an interest and possibly
owns, without the expressed permission of the householder legal
action may result and steps taken against the parties involved,
including SHDC.

4. Again it has to be pointed out that there appears to be a
number of discrepancies in the aganda, made known to the Chairman
of the Planning Committee some time ago. If a decision is based
upon the writings of the agenda dated 24/2/93 without any attempt
to resclve these apparent discrepancies, action may be taken.

.J. Underwood

on behalf of the householder,
D.G.W. Underwood.
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Robert Doughty | J Curnock

32 High S8treet
He lpringham JC/8J8
Bleaford H16/0155/93
Lincolnshire 233 21 2 NCH AKD
NGi34 ORA

: '8 July 1993
Dear Sir

Associated landscape to emergency lirnk/footway/cycleway between the

B R e TR TWEBWNT Mg oqpdte s TRCTTHT  WMSRTCT  aNeg S TATGe R s i oy TR R R B T e T

site and Woolram Wygate, Spalding

This proposal was considered by the Flanning Sub-Committee on the 5
July 1993, where it was resolved that the Director of Planning and
Building Control Services be authorised to issue permission to a
revised scheme which incorporates the piping and filling of the dyke
andt othar features described in the report. A copy of that report
is enclosed for vour information. :

Adciitionally. I would heﬁgxateful if you could realign the link

further away from the north.and western boundary of the corner
property of Wygate Meadows. -

Yours faithfully

3 }Ua&- (\\Jmiﬁﬁ(ti

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer
(Local Plans)

%,

Enclosure x\




SHD.C. PLANNING DEPT.
13JUL1994

File NOS.

14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,

PE11 1XZ.

Mr.J. Curnoc
Prinicipal O
Local Plans,
South Holland District Council,
Priory Road,

Spalding,

PE11 2XE.

12 July 1994

Dear Mr. Curnock,
Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link

You will recall that during the past few weeks both my son and 1
have, in a number of telephone calls to you, expressed
indignation over the unacceptable state of affairs resulting from
the incomplete emergency link. Furthermore. in a constructive
attempt on our part to try and identify the reason for the
curtailment of work we have alsce talked with Lincolnshire County
Council, at Lincoln and Pode Hole, Allison Homes and Broadgate
Homes the developer responsible for the completion of the link
between the emergency route and Wygate Meadows.

May 1 remind you of the condition compliance requiring the
developer to carry out the completion of the emergency link and
its associated landscaping before 50% of the dwellings,(known to
us as the developers starter homes to the west of the link),
were occupied. Since more than 50% of the said properties were
occupied before work was started on the link, twenty one weeks
ago, I charge that South Holland District Council have failed to
monitor and ensure that this compliance was met and also to
ensure that reasonable progress was maintained.

As reported to you, the developers and other authorities
involved, the current state of this route has caused much
annoyance to residence on the North side of Wygate Meadows. The
route has been used by fast moving cars, motor cycles and has
attracted numerous dog walkers from a wide area. In addition
there have been minor acts of vandalism and objectionable
behaviour from some users of the route. In addition, the
connecting link between Wygate Meadows and the route has



encouraged cyclist to use the pedestrian footway along a section
of Wygate Meadows as a c¢ycle route,

With regard to the landscaping, although the developers
application for the main project was not advertised, the same
developers application for landscaping was not only advertised
but received wide publicity, mainly through personalized letters
to numerous residents, stating that the proposed landscaping
would be of benefit not only residents adjacent to the link but
also to users alike. It would appear that this work was completed
some weeks ago when a variety of young saplings and very immature
bushes were planted. In addition some of the exposed area was
seeded. The result, as you well know, is a deplorable state of
affairs. Not only does the shubbery not comply with the agreed
plans, but many plants are siruggling to survive through lack of
proper care and attention. In many ways the state of this area
is not so far removed from that of the original dyke area, which
Councillors were so quick to criticize.

It is on record that 1 gave my permission for the piping and
filling of the dyke to the rear of this property so that
eventually my interests could be transfered to South Holland
Districet Council. This permission was given on the understanding
that as soon as reasonahly possible, following the filling of the
dyke, my property would be safeguarded by the planting of mature
shrubs to off set any entry to my property from the rear. In
subsequent correspondence with Allison Homes and SHDC it is clear
that both parties agreed with my conditions. In the circumstances
and since the filling of the dyke was completed some 15 weeks ago
I consider that both Allison Homes and SHDC are in breach of the
agreement.

In respect of the connecting link between Wygate Meadows and the
emergency route} it is my understanding, from council officers,
that this small section of cycleway was adopted by SHDC some
weeks ago. I am curious to discover just why SHDC adopted the
area when it was so obviously incomplete. The missing gate has
now appeared, although its function and form is totally
inadequate. The cycleway surface around the gateposts however
stil) requires attention.

In respect of the emergency link barriers and lighting; as
reported to you we have received conflicting reasons as to why
the developer cannot proceed with their instillation:- surely
enough time has expired to resolve this matter.



Throughout the lenghtly deliberation in respect of the scheme
much emphasis was placed on the requirement for the emergency
link, In this context I am rather surprised that the natural
through egress, next to the starter homes and at the western end
of the link, is blocked by residents accredited parking, leaving
only a tortuous “S' bend for heavy emergency vehicles to
negotiate. Furthermore, the link comes to an abrupt end with
three differing constructed levels of paving. Having spoken with
all authorities concerned with the planning and construction of
the link, nobody as yet is able to canfirm that this construction
is in fact suitable for heavy rescue vehicles. I should of course
be interested to learn if any of the emergency services have
inspected and approved this area for its original and intended
use.

yours sincerely,

D.G.W. Underwood



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM
From: N Midlen To: J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer Principal Planning Officer
Local Plans Local Plans
Our Ref: NRM/JJ H16/0155/93 Your Ref:

Date: 15 Jul 1994

FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY/EMERGENCY LINK, WOOLRAM WYGATE, LETTER FROM MR
UNDERWOOD.

You will see that Mr Underwood has surficed again, please note the
from the attached correspondence the comm:tment I have made.

//ﬂmé»\

N Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
Development Control

Enc.
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Mr I} G W Underwood,
14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,

Lincs.

PE11 tXZ.

Dear Sir,

FOOTWAY /CYCLEWAY/EMERGENCY LINK,

Mr N Midlen

NRM/JJ H16/0155/93

18 Jul 1994

I thank you for your letter of July 12th addressed to Mr Curnock,
expressing vour concerns about the emergency link at Woolram Wygate.
Unfortunately Mr Curnock is currently away from the office and will
not be returning until July 24th, but I am arranging for the letter to
be placed prominently on his desk with a note to action it urgently on

his return.

Yours faithfully

N Midien
Principal Planning Officer
Development Control

ce J Curnock



i{; . Fﬁiﬁ_fﬁ o A4 Wygate Meadows.
S e " spalding,
AV - : 1
\k e Lincolnshire,
- ‘_,..r‘-"". PEI1 1XZ.
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Mr.S.W.Robinson,
Development Manager,
Allison Homes,
Swallow House,
Banbury Close,

West El1loe Avenue,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,

PE11 2BS.

18 August 1993

Dear Mr. Robinson,
Dyke to North of Wygate Meadows, Spalding - Plot 12

Thank you for your letter dated 6 Aupgust'93 in which you ask me

to give my consent to the piping and Tilling of the dyke and to
transfer or dedicate my rights.

Further to our telephone conversation of Thursday last, I hereby
set out my views and replies to your request:

I am still of course totally opposed to the planned footway/
cycleway/ emergency link and in particular the connecting link
between plots 15 and 16 of Wygate Meadows. The reasons for my
opposition are now lodged with SHDC, LCC and The Lincolnshire
Police Authority. Although neither I nor other concerned
residents have been notified by the Council of their decision, I
gather that it is Iintended to proceed with the project and '
therefore must give immediate consideration to my position.

Since in practical terms I cannot allow myself to be the only
resident left with an open dyke to the rear of my property, I

will raise no objection fo you, Swallow Homes Limited, piping and
filling the said dyke providing that:

a). The four other parties with an interest in the dyke give
their consent.

b). The footway/cycleway/emergency link route be kept as far away
as is practicable from the rear garden fence of plot 12.



¢). On completion of piping and filling of the dyke, steps be
taken to protect the rear of plot 12 against unlawful entry.

d). Simul taneously on completion or as soon as possible following
that event, said area to be planted with mature shrubbery and or
trees, types to be agreed.

e). Until such time that rights are transferred to the Local
Authority, Swallow Homes Limited will be responsible for
maintenance and upkeep of the said area.

rf). All street lighting on the route be positioned in such a
" manner to minimise the impact on rear gardens and be fitted with
back plates to control light spill.

With regard to dedicating estate rights and interests to you for
your direction; I must withold this until:

a). South Holland District Council advise me and other concerned
residents, in writing, of the decision reached at the Planning
Sub Committee meeting 5/7/93.

b). In the event a request be made for the said rights to be
transferred to the Local Authority, I will require an undertaking
that the said area and its landscaping to the rear of Plot 12 be

maintained in perpetuity.

Should you wish to discuss any particular point of this letters
content, please let me know.

Yours sincerely,

/ adétaffzi:;__ﬂ
D.G.W.

Uhderrood



S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEPT. HoMES
RiCEVED
..3 ,‘!M’?\"UG 1993,,....--- Swallow House,
Our Ref: SWR/DOC/149 Aawnion ol ‘ Fite MUS. Banbury Close,
DRO it West Elloe Avenue,
Mr J. Curnock, SR F'fio ‘ . Spalding, Lincs. PE11 2BS
Principal Planning Officer, b e S LS N .
Sy T iR R I g
Planning & Building Control Depjrtmént, pinc i
Council Offices, g_ahkhmv,m_i: e e ————
Priory Road,
SPALDING,
Lincs,
PE1l 2XE.

26 August 1993,
Dear Mr Curnock,

Further to our meeting today with Mr Chris Briggs of Lincolnshire
County Council, I enclose a copy of the letter received from

Mr Underwood in connection with the piping and filling of the
drain to the rear of his property. I feel that I can adhere to
the first six of his requests but would be grateful of your
assistance with regard to the last two.

As agreed I shall submit details to you as soon as possible to
show the alignment of the cycleway, street lighting and our
intend landscaping but in the mean time shall undertake the
piping in the dyke as soon as possible.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require any
further information.

Yours sincerely,

ORL:

LA // !
'QE;L Robinson,
Development Manager.

Enc:

Allison Hornes is a trading name of
SWALLOW HOMES LTD

Registered Qffice: 28 Wide Bargate, Boston, Lings. PE21 €RT  Registered No. 2669767/England
Directors: D. Mee, K. . Hick, H. R. M. .fones, K. M. Tayler
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

4 Wygate Meadows
Spalding . JC/JP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Desar Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the develdper
which would provide the piping and filling of the dvke,
'bparrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with Back plates to limit glare into rear gardens,

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County.
€ouncil in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emargency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

e GuenedQ

J CURNOCK ; .
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

6 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IJP/H16/0155/93°
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previocusly written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

~ I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/

- remergency link should be sited as far away from the rear

K boundary fences as practically pcocssible and aubatantial
‘barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. 1 have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

. _Jll./}"\ \ (7‘1 A ’\(_.‘( L/\

J CURNQCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owney/Occupier Mr J Curnock

8 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resgident

ggotpath/Cyc1ewav/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
detaila of this proposal. 1 can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
‘barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with bhack plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear .
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial
'barrier' planting provided. Lanp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Youre faithfully

s hﬂ\ (thﬂC(i&

J CURNOCK _
Principal Planning Officer (lLocal Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

10 Wygate Meadows

Spalding ' JC/IJP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emargency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial .
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standarda with back plate
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

(™ (\uﬁ“CJCG\

™
',
'

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

12 Wygate Maadows

Spalding JC/IJP/B16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
‘barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with bhack plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial -
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have vet
to receive a formal submisgsgion.

u

Yours faithfully

yJQ“ (umA@CK

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

14 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you sesking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposzed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial o
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

LA CvernocK

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

16 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IJP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the develcper
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
‘barrier' shrub planting and the provision of atreet lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be asited as far away from the rear
boundary fences ag practically pcessible and substantial -
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

\_JU/.\-'\ ( AN (a(

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

18 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/JP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Rezident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
‘barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial -
"barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. 1 have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Youras faithfully

LJ u;\ A (‘;l NCC (,(

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

20 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/JP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare intc rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial -
‘barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

\.\JU‘ \ (L woNOC W

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

35 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IJP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cyeclewavy/Emergeancy Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developar
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council: in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fences as practically pcssible and substantial -
'barrier' planting provided. Lanmp standards with back plates
would be provided only to its southern boundary. 1 have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

. _Ju v (e W

J CURNROCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)
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The Owner/Occupier Mr J Curnock

53 Woolram Wygate
Spalding JC/IJP/H16/0155/93
Lines

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident

Footpath/Cycleway/Emergency_ Link

I have previousasly written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. 1 can advise you that the Planning
Committee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens.

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County
Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/
emergency link should be sited as far away from the rear
boundary fencez as practically possible and substantial .
'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates
would be provided only to ita southern beoundary. 1 have yet
to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

. !LJ{.\’\ (e.,u’"’-’\fliff £<

J CURNOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)

o
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The Owner/Ogcupier Mr J Curnock
¢ 2 Wygate Meadows
Spalding JC/IJP/H16/0155/93
Lincs

31 August, 1993

Dear Resident
Eggtpgmth /Cycleway/Emergency Link

I have previously written to you seeking your views on the
details of this proposal. I can advise you that the Planning
Commidtee authorised me to agree details with the developer
which would provide the piping and filling of the dyke,
'barrier' shrub planting and the provision of street lighting
with back plates to limit glare into rear gardens,

I have now had a meeting with the developer and the County

Council in which it was proposed that the footpath/cycleway/ -
emergency link should be gited as far away from the rear )
boundary fences as practically possible and substantial

'barrier' planting provided. Lamp standards with back plates

would be provided only to its southern boundary. I have yet

to receive a formal submission.

Yours faithfully

ot Gemnoc

J CURNOQCK
Principal Planning Officer {(Local Plans)




14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr.J. Curnock,

Prinicipal Officer,

Local Plans,

South Holland District Council,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

PE11 2XE.
2 September 1994

Dear Mr. Curnock,
Footway/ Cycleway/ Emergency Link

1 write to remind you that I have yet to receive a reply to my
letter dated 12 July 1994 and the points raised therein.

In recent weeks I have been attempting to communicate with Mr.
David Mee of Allison Homes, both in writing and by telephone, in
respect of the “three-way' agreement between them, SHDC and
myself. I have yet to receive a reply and can only assume that
Mr. Mee is either unable or unwilling to reply. If the situation
in respect of the agreed landscaping to my land cannot he
resolved I shall have to consider the ramifications. I would be
pleased to receive your comments on this matter.

Yours sincerely,

,_‘%3/ / éc ( (:‘. .‘fc;c;}; (;.._-a )

D.G.W. Underwood

! SHDC. PLANNING DEPT,
RECEIVED

. S SEP1994

. Ade o - ! : "‘:.;JI
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J Curnock

JC/SAH H16/0155/93

Mr D G W Underwood 19 September 1994
i4 Wygate Meadows

Spalding

Lincs

PE11 1XZ

Dear Mr Underwood

Fecotway/Cycleway/Emergency Link

In respect of this matter and your two recent letters I have beenh
in constant contact with Mr Robinson. I understand from him that
progress in finishing off the link is being maintained and that
the barrier gates are being manufactured. I also understand that
he is addressing the guestion of the landscaping.

It seems tc me we are close to satisfactorily resalving the
outstanding items and 1 iloock forward to a satisfactory conclusion
to this matter.

Yours sincerely

" lbyuﬂ‘ CJwanxcﬁc C4

J Curnock
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)



Robert Doughty

( TOWN PLANNING ¢ LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE ¢ ARCHITECTURE )

32 High Street, Helpringham, near Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 0RA

Your Reference:

Tel: (0529 21) 646/7
Our Reference: 233 21 NCH AKD Fax: (0529 21) 358

8 October 1993 pr

SOUTH TULLANDD G
Director of Planning LAN EpT
South Holland District Council 1 1 e
Council Offices 03’5f993
Priory Road
SPALDING REF ...
Lincolnshire PE1l 2XE et teen an

For the attention of Mr J Curmock s ST TS

A AR S
. £
Dear Sir : B

R o e b AL R 1 X ;
SWALLOW BOMES LTD T |
WYGATE PARK: CYCLEWAY/EMERGENCY LINK:' AME

Please find enclosed 2 copies of our drawing numbers 233/21/3 and
4 together with Z copies of an Amendment form.

This application is being submitted further to our instruction
from Mr Stuart Robinson of Swallow Homes Ltd and your recent
discussions.

If you require any further information please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Yours faithfully

CE_:j\:z:)Cldij*a/’"‘tb
Nicola C Hadley BA (Hons) Dip LD

Fnc,

( Robert Doughty Dip TP, MRTPI, Dip LD, ALL VAT Reg No 364 7780 17 )
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g attach the neceséary pians and request:thag 8
that-the Coun flma‘*eqmre ‘fresh

Associated landscape to emergency link/
footway/cycleway between site and Woolram

Wygate

Piping and filling of dyke and amended
landscaping landscaping scheme.

Amended position of trees and shrubs

233/21/3 and 4

Mr J Curncock

All details except tree and shrub planting
and the piping and filling of the dyke




PLANNING AMENDMENT RECORD SHEET

ADMIN DC
Validation: Inadequate/Inappropriats
Valid as Amendment o
Clarification/Details required:
DC Assessment Senior Case
Officer Officer
Post Immaterial sl
New Ap
need |~
~"1  Confirmed: / ............
Current | Amendment in ,. Y@No Yes/No
principle? &_,

Same desc/char? ﬂ%_
(fee test)

Initigted by LPA?
| Dev objectives
aramount? Yes/No

Authorised to proceed = ...

Details accepted, if less than
amendment requested:

r—-....-....-_......._....._.——————....—.—_

( Paramount’ o _ _ _ TSN

Yes/No > Fee Liaison?

I |
Yes/No | Site inspect?
,| BC Liaison?
Reconsults/
Publicity on
Application?

Reconsults etc:

PC

WM

Press
Residents
Other

Rejected: ...

NOTES/Advice/Rejection Reason:

Include [:]

on Notice
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Mr D G W Underwood Mr J Curnock

i4 Wygate Meadows

Spalding JC/IP/HIE/0155/93
Lincs PEL1 1XZ

4 QOrctober, 1993

Dear Sir

Footpath/cycleway/emergency link Woclram Wygate — Plot 12

Allison Homes have contacted me raising the guery you have
over the transfer of the half dyks and its continped use and
maintenance. When the District Council acguire land from
developers which is to be used as open space, then there is a
clause in the contract of sale stating that the purpose of the
arquisition is 'for open space’'. The District Council do
maintain all the open space it acqguires for that purpose. If
you require a more positive wording, then the District Council
would be prepared to accept aomething to the effect that the
land would he acquired for open sjrace and thersafter
maintained as open space.

1 have sent a copy of this letter to Allison Homes and to our
legal department. 1 trust this answers your gquery
satiafactorily.

Yours faithfully

H
- r
et Gl

J CURNCOCK
Principal Planning Officer (Local Plans)

go, Allizon Homes
{Mr & Robinson)

District Secretary
{Mr J Scavabrook)




14 Wygate Meadows,
Spalding,
Lincolnshire,
PE11 1XZ.

Mr.J. Curnock,

Principal Officer (Local Plans),

Planning Control Department,

South Holland District Council,

Priory Reoad,

Spalding,

PE11 2XE.

11 October 1993

Dear Mr. Curnock,

Footpath/cycleway/emergency link Woclram Wygate - Plot 12 Wygate
Meadows

I refer to your letter dated 4 October'93 and in reply regret to
say that your submissions do not meet the assurances that I seek.

In my letter to Allison Homes I made a specific requirement that
the landscaping be maintained to its agreed form and maintained
in perpetuity. As I see it the Council's intended contract of
sale invoking the condition “acquisition for open space' would
allow for removal of shrubbery/ trees in the event of die-back or
damage and for that area to be grassed or concreted over,

Yours sincerely,

| o SR
P - - e TN oy
& - - R AT S DT

%"”Qh)fiff:ﬂﬂw

: C s 4

D.G.W. Underwood 3 S T e
i i . L !-
1 . . :: ,_...w-r‘?
: . ‘ A e T

c¢c Mr.S. Robinson - Allison Homes
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DO W Underwvood
14 Wygate Meadows
Smatding

Lineos

PREIL IXZ

Desar Mr Underwood

e LY e

Footpath/Oveleway/Fmergency Link,

Wygute Meadows

Thank you for vour letter of
tooking

legal department s
acoommydate your concerns.
I w3

Youra sincerelv

AT G T Tol

Privcival Hlannming ufficer

HRitison

i

3.
aT

Il write to vyou agaln when

!

Woolram Wygate -

Tle st

g form of

have received their

Niastrict

2

JoTurnack

JUASAH HIG /0185793

£2 Cobtober 14993

CPiot 14

Council's
wording to
reply.
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J Curnock

JCO/8AH HIS/015%,/93%

A.lison Homes 24 Octobher 19%4
Ranbury CUloss

Wart Elloe Avehue

Spalding

Tincs

Far the abttention of Mr 5 Robinson

Landscvepling Wygate Park Distribubtion Read - Dper. Space

T refar to our recent telepheone conversation.

FCOE Aztley has gquesticoned with me the desirahil ity ni roadside
nlanting on the open space from a "sefety by design’ point of
view, He prafers the planting to be aleonrside the fencing to the
renr of Tha 3rﬂpﬁvt‘e"_ We did not have the services of the

Ay

chitectural TLialsenn Officer whan the appliration wasz conside
tha develospment brief prepaved. W¥ith the benefitr of hindsi
aaree with this view and ¢ think pernavs you do bo,

red
Lght

o
=1

ot

7

Thae roacdeias 1anmxﬁ'nfng has not yvel progressed very {ar and 1

wowvld aszk you r 2long the lines
suageated, ‘ ! s wonld nesd to be
Formal is=d b; th& submission of & revized landscaning plan.

1
T
ER
o

St
F“ o

]

Yours faith®ally

J Curnocr
i

Hripcipal Placning Gfficesr {(Local Plans)
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SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL
MEMORANDUM

FROM: Director of Administration TO: Director of Planning and
Building Control Services
cc. DES (fao. P Moore)

REF: JAS/PK/ REF: JC/SAH H16/0155/93

DATE: 3rd December, 1993

SUBIJECT:- ACQUISITION OF LAND FROM MR. D.G.W. UNDERWOOD OF
14, WYGATE MEADOW, SPALDING.

I refer to your memorandum dated 25th October, 1993 concerning the above. As you state that the
acquisition of the half dyke behind number 14 Wygate Meadows is very desirable 1 have attempted to

draft wording which will hopefully satisfy Mr Underwood. The wording which I would suggest would
be as follows:-

"The transferee (i.e. the Council) covenants with the transferor to observe and perform the
stipulations and restrictions set out below:-

iv vena

Not to use the area (1o be appropriately described) for any purpose whatsoever
except that of a landscaped area comprising shrubs and trees only in perpetuity.

Other Covenants by the Transferee

At all times hereafter in perpetuity to maintain the area (¢to be appropriately
described) and any shrubs or trees thereon and where necessary replace any
shrubs or trees thereon that should die or be damaged.

For the purpose of the Transfer the perpetuity period shall be 80 years."

The precise wording of the final document may of course change when solicitors start the drafting of the
document as a whole. However, the general effect of the wording would remain the same.

I have discussed the matter with Mr P Moore in the Environmental Services department in view of the
fact that the proposal would place an on-going future maintenance burden on the Council. He has
confirmed that the proposal would appear to be acceptable albeit that he has not yet looked at the site.

No doubt you will let me know whether or not the suggested wording is acceptable to Mr Underwood
and in the meantime Mr Moore proposes to make a site inspection and confirm his approval.

B e R

—grcinyy ¢

. q “2 iy 3 - R t
o S

Director of Administration

-~

Sl D.C. PLENNNG DERT. ‘
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i
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D MY Underwvend R Mr J Turnoo)
14 dyxate Meadows

Sma tding FO/LAT
since Hie/Nih5/93

fear Mr Undevwnad

Land At The Reayr of Your Property Peguirad For Landscaping
ir Connercion With The Proposed Footpath/Cyeoleway.

Further to
Pomanis toeal
Follows, -

I hsve now recelved from the Direatcr of
a suagestaed form o wording which is as

pinnafﬂree fi.2. the Driatri Tounctl) covenants with the
fearoy and perform the stxpu;ﬂficn% angd restristions set

Raeatrintive Tovenant

HNebt bto use the area of fhe halt dvke hehiiol the property krnowa
ag 34 Wysate Meadows for any parvose whatsoever exoept that as
a janderasged area comprising Lreegs and shrubsz only in
netretnaity,

Othevy Uoyerants By The Transferees

At all timess nereafter in perpetulty to maintain Hhe area of
the hali dyke behind the praperiy known as 14 Wygale Meadows
A A reess and ghrubs theroon and wheve negessary revlacs

T
traes »nd shrubs that shourd die or bes damauved.

r

Frog ©hsm yagg =g 0 e Transfer fhe pevpetuity neriad shell he
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10 March,

Dear Councillor West

Ty

margency Lnk, Woolram Wygate, Spalding.

bt

h

The link is a requirement of the approved development brief and
auuaequeb* nlanning permissions. It hasg three intended uses
firatly as a footpath, secondly as a cye'sway and thivdlvy as an
& evqarrv acvess for amevrgancy vehicles, hnen the new Wymate
ark Read connects to Monks iflcuse Lare, as reguired by the
develcpmernt brief, then it will ao longer be used a3 an
emergenay acosss,

o

’T:

The reascn for its use as a venicular emergency access in the
meantime is that until the link threoagh is forged iE‘%lOEMtﬁt,
as it proceeds westwards, will be served by an excessivelv long

K
cul-de—-sac, At the moment the cul-de—-s5ac 33 not seen to be
exzcessively ifong but the next vhase of development iz likel
make it osmo,

The amergsncy link/footpath/oveleway has been operatliona! and
‘n genzral use for wmany momtha . The .JhﬁvLapqu and 3traect
1i;}:an are xump-Pt but the final top surface hac not yet
been apeliied and there are no ‘moveable) barriers ab the
Wooilram Wygate end. Following an allegatlion from a resident
aboul misuse Swallow Homes placed the concrete pipes as
temporary chetacles o prevent unauthorised accesas by mobor

v.al\; Clan

fficers sucke to Swal
rovision of the f%nak
he Highway Authority

A Tew wazeks agoe, in fact. my of
about the zoncrete pipes and p
and 1 aiso spolke to them and ti

fCont. ..

or R C West My J Curnsck

19495



“There has been some debate within County Hall about the mnst
sultable type of barrier given the variety of uses of the 311
They have given their reply (copy enclosed),

For theilr part Swailow Homes have given an undertaking to
complete all outstanding matters quickl!y. (Copy letter
enclosed).

These detziis apart development is preoceeding in accordance
with the development brief and the relevant planning
conditions.

¥ hope this answers yvour gquestions,

Yours sincerely

Ce { S e

B Smith MRTPI
Director o»f Planning and Bullding Control Seyvices

nk.



14 Wygate Meadows
Spalding
Lincolnshire

PE1l 1XZ

Mr C Briggs

Highways & Planning Deparitment
Lincolnshire County Council
4th Floor

City Hall

Beaumont Fee

Lincoln

LN1 1DN

SHDC H16/0155/93
LCC CB/Dev2

29 March 1995

Dear Mr Briggs
FOOTPATH/CYCLEWAY/EMERGENCY LINK AT WOOLRAM WYGATE SPALDING

I am in receipt of a copy letter from you addressed to the
Local Plans Officer at South Holland District Council regarding
lockable bollards on the above.

In the interest of highway safety would you please confirm that
the mentioned bollards will be spaced in such a manner as to
force cyclists to dismount prior to entering Woolram Wygate.

I assume that as the route will be potentially 1iIn use by
emergency vehicles and therefore the normal measures to inhibit
cyclists from exiting such a route across the footway and

directly into the path of heavy road traffic will not be
practical measure.

Although I am sure you are aware I will state for the record
that Woolram Wygate is used by a large number of fast moving
HGV's including those trading with the industrial
establishments in Pennygate and Weolram Wygate itself,

Yours sincerely

=/
M J Underwood

cc Mr J Curnock SHDC SHDO PLamING DEPT.
RECENVED
34MARSS _k

b I O L

’ k]
FERTIPRFRATUA I Tran/HE
L s ¥ v




Y reTInN
3
£ . = T T
e‘ B \:J ! o PR . .
-8 4PR 1095 |
N 14 Wygate Meadows
] Spalding
o - e Lincolnshire
PE11 1XZ
Mr C Briggs
Highways & Planning Department
4th Floor
City Hall
Beaumont Fee
Lincoln
LN1 1DN
CB/DEVT/2

5 April 1995

Dear Mr Briggs
FOOTWAY/ CYCLEWAY/ EMERGENCY LINK AT WOOLRAM WYGATE SPALDING
Thank you for your prompt reply to my recent letter.

I am rather concerned that one of the major overriding
arguments made by South Helland District Council in favour of
this route namely child safety is heing ignored. Residents in
the area are constantly reminded by the authorities of the high
incidence of RTA's inveolving cyclists and in particular the
need to construct and promote the use of safe cycle routes for
residents of all ages. Whilst I agree that cyclists will make
all sorts of odd manoeuvres to avoid dismounting this route
requires the promised barrier 1o inhibit both speed and direct
access of cycles on to Woolram Wygate at the same time allowing
emergency vehicular access. Without these measures which are a
ncrmal precaution at the end aof such routes and paths
particularly where children are to be found in abundance an
accident is bound to occur. In addition to my observations on
high speed HGV's in Woolram Wygate I would add that vision is
obscured on egress from the Link into the road when looking
Scuth.

Although a "Cyclists Dismount' sign may fulfil certain legal
obligations little notice if any will be taken of this
requirement especially by younger children.

Both the Local Government Ombudsman and residents have been
advised in writing for some considerable time by SHDC that the
Link barrier was either under design or under construction with
delivery imminent. Bearing in mind that the Link's conception
goes back to the late 1980's approval was granted in 1992 and
now in 1995 it would appear the authorities are still unable to



provide a barrier which is both safe and practical. This is
disturbing since all around the country examples can be seen of
well designed barriers which fulfil the requirements of
emergency services and other users.

I have made two rough sketches this afternoon which I feel
would meet the requirements of both access and safety and would
be pleased to receive your observations.

Yours sincerely

MY

M J Underwood

¢c Mr J Curnock SHDC

enc
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