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Application No: H16/0840/94 Date Received: 31-AUG-94
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Applicant: Swallow Homes Ltd & Agent: Broadgate Builders Ltd

Broadgate Builders Broadgate House
& Alfred McAlpine Weston Hills
Projects Ltd Spalding

¢/0 Broadgate House Lincolnshire
Weston Hills PE12 6DE
Spalding

Lincolnshire

Description of Original Development: Local distributor road for
residential development

Location: Wygate Park, Spalding, Lincolnshire

Amendment Submitted: Revision of road layout
16 February 1995

Dear Sir/Madam

TOWN AND CQUNTRY PLANNING ACT 199Q
AMENDMENT TO PROPOSZD DEVELOPMENT

I have received details of the above development which you
wish to have accepted in lieu of those previously submitted.
However, I consider that the changes are too significant to be
treated merely as an amendment and that therefore a fresh
application for planning permission should bhe submitted {(forms
enclosed).

This does not imply that permission will or will not be
forthcoming in respect of such a revised application, and you

are reminded that approval under the Building Regulations may
also be required for the revised proposal.

Yours faithfully
I

Director ¢f Planning and Building Control Services

amd. 3



[ For office use only
Application No. 14 & ( oL o I .
Date Registered Rt { il 1995

Case Officer _

I LANNING
AMENDMENT

iy,

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

C Suwoalldouo Homes (if form completed by agent)
Broaclgate BIcks Broaclgale 105
Alged Mhehlipane 5

= =Yg =t wes
Tel. No LS on s Tel. No.

Please complete in black letters
FULL POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE

Please complete
APPLICATION No.
This amendment cannot be considered H16 oo

unless the relevant reference is stated

Building Regulation reference relating to
same development lif any)

2. Please tick one bax only A B
Amendment is proposed where or Amendment is to a proposal ,
permission already granted currently being considered
i Y5, submit two forms and two plans. it you, submit four forms and four plans.

Please complete
| attach the necessary plans and request that the changes described below be accepted as an amendment.
| understand that the Council may require a fresh application, together with fee if appropriate. If the
amendment relates to a current application, | agree to an extension of the terminal date.

Signed. ... ... . i e e e Date ... e e e
3. Please complete in block letters L_oscmaad T SEN ble oy~
FULL DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT = —
IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION o
State details of amendments proposed LReoiSion o QOGC-‘-I
- (Give a full detalled list of the changes, and AL o e

also mark these clearly on the accompanying plans.
Only the changes listed here will be considered.)

State drawing no’s of the current submission

. Has this amendment been requested by the Council? YES ; NO
(I so, state Officer dealing with the application}

Describe any part of the original development
which is excluded by virtue of the amendment,
and state any alteration to plot numbers

Has a similar amendment been submitted under Building Regulations? .




AMENDMENT RECORD SHEET - LIVE APPLICATION

Admin

Validation:

]

Inadequate/Inappropriate

Clarification/Details required:

]

S.L..‘.J @'

Appears valid
Registered

Terminal date/committee
updated

DC Procedural Assessment

Is the information given correct?

Has this amendmeht been requested?
If Yes, is it what was asked for?

Who do you need to reconsult as a
result of this amendment?

~ Is it an amendment in principle?

Is it the same character/description
for fee purposes?

Do development abjectives outweigh
financial objectives?

s e Smm Swm S s Em B gy SER vER G e s e e S

REJECTED 2as an amendment - new

application needed _
neE | (o
A —— L

Notes/Advice/Rejection Reason:
S

flé/e;g Guns’
ooy .

D Tick if you wisth this note to be

Confirmed:

(¥exINo (If No, state above what
details are needed)

Yes
Yes{No

PC Nope | |
WM
Press
Residents
Other ~

YeqNo)

Yes/No (Refer to Admin 7) .

If No, but Yes to (*) requested :-

AUTHORISED to treat as amendment

Confirmed: ...

e

Superseded details removed

Give a revised description if
the details accepted are
different to the submission:

Acceptance issned:

a paragraph in the Rejection Notice

DC Professiona! Assessment
NOTES:

Public register updated:




Broadgate Builders (Spalding) Limited

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

Fax: (0406) 380014

ur Ref: HRP/E34
Your Ref: H16/0840/94%

Date: 27th January 1995

Director of Planningy: =ome ,d_ﬂ_lﬁ i
South Holland Distrfi ctﬁCognc1l; e
Council Offices, ik
Priory Road,
Spalding, ited.
Lincs. .

T BN

LT e Y B - 1

Y S a3 -t

Dear Sir,

Re: Detailed Planning Application for Extension to
L.ocal Distributor Road, Wygate Park, Spalding

Further to your recent meeting with David Clarke and
representatives of The Law Family, I am pleased to submit amended
drawings to confirm the route agreed at the meeting.

I have discussed the programme for construction of the proposed
road with David Mee and Tony Salt and it is probable the first
phase to Point XI will not be constructed until September 1995

because of the on-going planning considerations. I can confirm
the remainder of the road will be constructed to Point W as
programmed.

We await your committee's early decision so that temders for
installing the road can be prepared.

Yours faithfully, R ; - oy
‘hii/biti‘ ; &

, i £
Howard Price PO E

Copies to David Mee, Allison Homes
Tony Salt, Alfred MacAlpine Projects

. I'
Directors: D.D. Bissett-Clarke {Managing), H.R. Price (Development), N.J. Rayner ACMA, AlMgt. MAAT (Financialy N' )
Company Secretary: Mrs. W.A. Rayner.  Registered Office as above. Registered in England No: 1242542




Broadgate Builders (Spalding) Limited

Broadgate House, Weston Hills, Spaiding, Lincolnshire. PE12 6DB.
Telephone: (0406) 380532

Fax: (0406) 380014

Our Ref: HRP/E34
Date: 6th March 1995

Director of Plamnning,

South Holland District Council,
Council Offices,

Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincs.

Dear Sir,

Re: Application for extension to local distributor
road at Wygate Park, Spalding

With reference to your letter dated 16th February 1995 and our
subsequent meeting on the 23rd, I have enclosed four copies
of the drawings amended as requested.

Please note that the proposed junctions to the north of the
Distributor Road enclosing the public open space have been moved
apart to provide additional frontage of public open space to

the Road.

1 look forward to hearing your Committee's decision at the
meeting to be held on 29th March 1995.

Yours faithfully,

-uBA.ia:

Howard Price

’r.m-v-:.;-u:-.u-... e e D R T I Jur;.v(x-ﬂm-i
4 A wod
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Directors: i : i e
irectors: D.D. Bissetl-Clarke (Managing), H.R. Price {Development), N.J. Rayner ACMA, AlMgt. MAAT (Financial) Uil

Company Secretary: Mrs. W.A Rayner.  Regrstered Office as above. Registered in England No: 1242542 TR
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Swallow House,
Banbury Close,
West Elloe Avenue,

¥
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Mr. Brian Smith,

Director of Planning & Buildffgto o - o TESNC Spalding, Lincs. PEI1 2BS
Control Services. bon T Tel: (01775) 724701
South Holland District Council, - -~ -~ U Fax: (01775) 762153
Priory Road,

Spalding,

Lincs. PE11 1XE.

24th March, 1995

Dear Mr. Smith,

Re: Woolram Wygate, Planning Application Ref: H16/0840/94
Distributor Road

Having now had opportunity to consider your report to the Planning Committee being
held on the 29th March, and having discussed the matter with the other applicants, we
find certain aspects of your recommendation unacceptable.

These specifically relate to your insistence at such an early stage that the Distributor Road
Link to Monks House Lane, which is outside the developers present control, is agreed
well ahead of the development it is required to serve. This is clearly unacceptable to us.
Further this condition would result in the present developers legal agreement to construct
the distributor road to our western boundary to an agreed timescale, becoming invalid.

We do however recognise the need for this link to bt constructed prior to the granting of
further outline planning consents on land adjoining our present ownership. We would
also reiterate our willingness to work together with the planning dept to achieve this
ultimate objective.

As you are fully aware we are developing land with an outline planning consent and
implementing the result of various detail consents. Further this land is controlled by a
5106 Agreement. There has been no material change to the development of this land
since the grant of outline planning permission. We therefore feel your requirements as to
the distributor road link are unreasonable at this juncture.

We must insist therefore that the application be determined on the basis of ongoing
development within the area subject to the S106 agreement and not reliant on the
distributor road link from our western/southern boundary to Monks House Lane.

If consent will not be granted on that basis then we wish the application to be withdrawn.

Affison Homes is a trading name of
SWALLOW HOMES L.TD
Registered Dffice: 28 Wide Bargate, Boston, Lincs. PE21 6RT  Registered No. 2659767 /Engiand



S.H.D.C.2

We ar¢ more than willing to discuss this matter with you, prior to the Committee meeting
on Wednesday evening. In light of your imminent departure from the Planning Dept 1 am
copying this letter to Mr. Chris Simpkins.

Yours Sincerely,

923

David Mez, ~
Joint Managing Director

Copy: Mr. Chris Simkins, Chief Executive, S.H.D.C.
Mr. David Clarke, Broadgate Builders
Mr. Tony Salt, Alfred McAlpines



_-MENDMENT RECORD SHEET - LIVE APPLICATION

Admin

Validation:

1

Inadequate/Inappropriate

Clarification/Details required:

]

SRRy

Appears valid
Registered

Terminal date/committes

updated S
DC Procedural Assessment
Is the information given correct? @% (If No, state above what
. details are needed)
Has this amendment been requested? &mo .
If Yes, is it what was asked for? /No * -
Who do you need to reconsult as a PC None | »
result of this amendment? WM
: Press

Residents

Other -
Is it an amendment in principle? ®s/No

Is it the same character/description
for fee purposes?

Do development objectives outweigh
financial objectives?

REJECTED as an amendment - new
application needed

Confirmed:

Notes/Advice/Rejection Reason:

Tick if you wish this note to be
a paragraph in the Rejection Notice

AsNo Refer to Admia 7) .
If No, but Yes to (*) requested :~

— e . e e el e e ey o e e da el
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AUTHORISED to treat as amendment

Confirmed: E..Z:.......p..../ }

Superseded details removed R

Give 2 revised description if
the details accepted are
different to the submission:

Acceptance issned:

DC P!'ofessional Assessment

NOTES:

Public register updated:




For office use only
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Case Officer

FLANNING
AMENDMENT

1. Please complete in block letters
NAME AND ADDRESS OF ll’l'!.lfll‘l' NAME AND ADDRESS OTF AGENT
SPhpe

R\ZGD‘D&D‘T{, Pt Dl . {if form completed by agent)
D

Tel. Na. Tel. No. {Contact)

Please complete in block letters
FULL POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE

VWeobdte PO

Please complete
APPLICATION No. H16 /Omvo [
This amendment cannot be considered .
unless the relevant reference is stated

Building Regulation reference relating to
same development (if any)

2. Please tick one box only A B
Amendment is proposed where or Amendment is to a proposal v
permission already granted currently being considered
i yes, submit two farms and two plens. H ves, submit fear forms and four plane.

Please complete
| attach the necessary plans and request that the changes described below be accepted as an amendment.
| understand thiat, the Council may require a fresh application, together with fee if appropriate. If the
amendment re%tia &rrent application, | agree to an extension of th1 5nrsigal date.
<,

Signed ....... TRV M S Date........ Sl219s, . e

—3. Please complete in block letters
FULL DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT

IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION

State details of amendments proposed Qg’atigjhwwﬁ of VorA -

(Give a full detailed list of the changes, and
also mark these clearly on the accompanying plans.
Only the changes listed here will be considered.)

State drawing no's of the current submission

Has this amendment been requested by the Council? YES / NO
{if so, state Qfficer dealing with the application) <

Describe any part of the original development
which is excluded by virtue of the amendment,
and state any alteration to plot numbers

| Has a similar amendment been submitted under Building Regulations?



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

N
MEMORANDUM
From: N Midlen To: R Smith
Principal Planning Officer (DC) Deputy Director of
Planning and Building
Control Services
Our Ref: NRM/JJ H16/840/94 Your Ref:

Date: 15 Mar 1995

LOCAL DISTRIBUTOR ROAD, WYGATE PARK.

I am very concerned that the "straight" alignment of this road, and
the recommendation of approval. As a Local Planning Authority our -
duty is to ensure that new residential development is safe and
attractive. I do not believe that such an alignment will be either,
and I believe the file contains letters from the Case Officer
supporting this view.

Of the two reasons given for agreeing to this, one I consider to be
totally superfluous. The fact that the landowners, knowing the
Development Brief, nonetheless contracturally tied themselves up so
that there would have to be a delay and an unscrambling of the
contracts unless this alignment is approved is not, in my view, a
planning issue. It may be a problem for the landowners, it is not a
problem for the public in whose interests we are acting.

The second reason relating to the culveted dyke has more substance. ‘I
would suggest two solutions:— -

1. Run the road in a linear open space, so that there is room for
some curvature, with a culvert being in the open space. This
would involve some compensatory changes to the open space
provision shown in the Brief, and would therefore need to be
in the PO Report.

2. Change the alignment of the dyke by running it below a curved
road. Dykes are often realigned when culverted. Normally
this is done by straightening them, but I do not see there is
a technical reason why the contrary should not be possible,
though perhaps at a cost.

You will recollect that in the case of the industrial road off the
Pinchbeck Road, we were made to recommend approval to the straight
road, but the Chairman and Committee quite rightly insisted on some
curvature. Surely it is even more important to achieve curvature in a
residential road than in an industrial road?

1 would not be prepared to lend my signature to a recommendation of
approval to this proposal.

N Midlen
Principal Planning Officer (DC)

'




Broadgate Builders D J Roberts
, Broadgate
; Weston Hills DIR/S3S
Spalding Hi6/0840/94
Lincolnshire

16 February 1995

Dear Sirs

Application for extension to local distributor road
- Wygate Park, Spalding

With reference to your letter, dated 27 January 1995, and amended
plans in respect of the above development. I have to advise that I
am unable to accept the amended plans as revisions to the current
application. A formal notification to this affect is enclosed.

The reasons behind this relate to the site area being enlarged;

ie, to include the landscaping belt on either side of the roadway.
If you wish to proceed with the realignment, on the basis of an
amendment, the red line should be drawn in a similar manner to the
original plans. The landscaping strip could then be enclosaed
within the blue land, in order that appropriate conditions could be
imposed.

Additionally, the enciosed plan shows a development pattern in
accordance with the approved development brief incorporating the
realigned road. It is essential that the road junctions to the
spine road have regard to this development brief. The junction
positions shown on your plan are therefore unacceptable. David Mee
may have already spoken to you about this., Distances between
junctions need to conform to the Lincolnshire County Council
standards. Also a cycle crossover similar to that to the east
needs to be incorporated as do traffic calming measures.

Yours faithfully

¢

L | !

N R Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
(Development Control)

Enclosures




