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18 T om HOLLAND
I B S w .J g;m”%f DISTRICT COUNCIL
Town and Country Planning Act 1990
Planning Permission |
Reference: H18/0968/91 Received:15-NOV-91 Type:FULL
Name: J T W Stacey Agent J T W Stacey
Grove Farm 7 Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP Lincs PE1Z 9AP

Description: Change of use of tand to Rally Carting Centre

Location : Grove Farm Bridge Road
Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

South Holltand District Council hereby give notice that PERMISSION HAS
BEEN GRANTED for the development in accordance with the application
and plans submitted, subject to any condition{s) set out below:

1 The development must be begun not later than the expiration of five years
beginning with the date of this permission.

Reason: As required by Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990.

2 Before any development is commenced, a scheme of landscaping and tree
planting for the site, including details of positions, heights on planting
and species of trees and shrubs, shall be submitted to and approved by the
Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of visual amenity.

3 The approved scheme of Tandscaping and/or screening shall be carried out
in its entirety within a period of two years beginning with the date on
which development of the land is commenced. The trees, shrubs or bushes
shall be adequately maintained by the owner(s) of the land on which they
are situated for a period of ten years beginning with the date of
completion of the scheme, and all losses shall be made good during that
period.

Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and to ensure that the
approved scheme is implemented satisfactorily.

4 The vehicular access shall incorporate 7.5 metres radii tangential to the
nearest edge of the carriageway of Bridge Road; and the effective width
of the access of the inner tangential points shall be 6 metres.

Reason: To reduce to a minimum the effect of the development on the safety
and freedom of flow of traffic using this stretch of Class III road.

5 The access shall be widened to 6 metres for the first 30 metres from Bridge

BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRTPI Director of Planning & Building Control Services

Planning & Building Control Department, Council Offices, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE (Tel: 0775 761161}
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Road and shall be suitably surfaced for the first 15 metres in accordance
with details to be approved.

Reason: To ensure the provision of adequate facilities for safe ingress
and egress of vehicles calling at the site in the interests of road safety.

An adequate number of car parking spaces shall be provided at all times
whilst the site is in use.

Reason: In the interests of the safety and convenience of traffic using
the adjacent road.

Before the development is brought into use, adequate motor vehicle turning
space shall be provided on the site to the satisfaction of the Local
Planning Authority.

Reason: To enable vehicles to enter and leave the highway in forward gear
in the interests of road safety.

The position of the circuit shall be in accordance with figure 1 in the
noise consultant's report, dated 14 February, 1992.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

The period of operation shall be a maximum of 6 days per week.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

The rally carting centre shall only be used between 10.00 a.m. and 8.00p.m.

Monday to Friday, and between 10.00 a.m. and 6.00 p.m. on Saturdays,
Sundays and Bank Holidays.

*

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

Maintenance and testing of the carts shall only be carried out within the
days/hours of operation.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

The development shall not be brought into use until there has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the District Council a scheme in
respect of circuit screening and dust supression.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

The rally carts shall at all times be fitted with an effective propriety
exhaust silencer.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.
The development shall not be brought into use until there has been

submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority
details of the layout of the site, including the circuit, starting line,

BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRTPI Director of Planning & Building Control Services

Planning & Building Control Department, Council Cffices, Priory Road, Spalding. Lincolnshire. PEI] 2XE (Tel: 0775 761161)
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paddock area and car parking provision.
Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

15 There shall be no sound amplification system operated on the site, other
than for public safety purposes.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

16 Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (Control
of Advertisements) Regulations 1992, no advertisements shall be
displayed on the premises without express consent.

Reason: In the interests of the visual amenities of the locality and
also road safety.

Notes to Applicant:

Your attentijon is drawn to the existence of a Section 106 agreement
regulating the development hereby permitted.

Your attention is drawn to the need to comply with the provisions of
Section 4, 7, 8 and 8(a) of the Chronically Sick and Disabled Persons

Act 1970, where appropriate, and to the Code of Practice for Access of
the Disabled to Buildings (British Standard Institutions code of practice
BS 5810:1979) or to Design Note 18 'Access for Disabled People to
Educational Buildings', or to documents replacing such codes. Any work
required which would alter the proposal hereby permitted may need a
further application for planning permission.

Director of Planning and Bui]ding Control Services
27-N0OV-92 H18/0968/91

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
legislation. See enclosed notes relating to rights of appeal.

BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRTPI Director of Planning & Building Control Services

Planning & Building Contral Department, Council Offices, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE (Tel: 0775 76l161)




FL Date Registered

1. Please complete in block letters

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT NAME AND ADDRESS OF AGENT
T T . STACEY {if form completed by age

GRovE FARM,

BRIDEE ROAD, e

LeNG  SUTTOoN,

SPALDING, LINCS PE 12, G ap

TN
Tel. No. 0406 ,35’027(? Jel.No

{Personal contact name)

Please complete in block letters
FULL POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE
GROVE FARM RBRIDEE RoAD, 4LoNG SUT7TON, SPALDING, L (NCS

512, AP

Please complete in block letters
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Crcilitiod”, cou~ Pm‘tﬁ' /arzrvf'srcfm , (5Uels aund (ecsiue )[}Lc,oatw,.s ,[w- dDmﬁ-i/B}s’

Please complete | attach * Four copies of all plans

*an Ownershi? certificate (see back page!
2 —00. ifycuconsider nofeeis payable

o include a written explanation instead.
: fo .. Cy
Signed. ... Date... e % 1/ Previous application No:

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

Please tick one box and answer the extra questions under that section.

2. TYPE OF APPLICATION
This is a full application for change of use and/or new building works

{v7)
=
or Thisis an outline appiication / ]3

[ Please state Site Area E 2-b. {Hectares}j

Please tick any box where you are including details which you wish to be censidered as part of
this application.

Siting [ l Design [:] External Appearance ‘:

Means of Access | v Landscaping
Now complete Parts 3 and § and an Ownership Certificate.

Now complete Parts |
3,4and5andan
Ownership Certificate |

L P

or Thisis a reserved matters application. 11
A. Please state Reference Number of outline permission
B. Please state which reserved matter ealt with in

this application,

Now complete Part4only L
. This s an application for renewal of temporary permisaion
OF  or continuation without complying with plag.o-'@nﬁtm;mition. 33

]F A. Please state Reference Number pigfevious permission '
I B. Please state Condition Nuosg€r referred to
Now complete a nership Certificate

This is an applicationfor modification of a condition on a
planning permission which has not yet been implementec

or

1 C. Please state variation requige
Mow complete an O=¥nership Certificate




TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT

3. A. Please state whether the proposal involves: - (Tick one or more boxes)
i) New buildingls) [~ J(at pid .9&?(70))
{ii} Alterations or extension m (a,é—ﬁvl( 9553
{iii) Change of use . DZ]

B. If new dwellings are proposed, please state how many:

/VQ ALY C‘lbvf[ét_,LQE'

4. A. if building works are proposed, other than residentiat, please

state extra floorspace to be createc: ﬁi v wortl hoo sq. metres
. L ; " ~tre
B. Please state size of any new structure:- {a} max. height: . -
dee 1l & ot metres

(b} max. length:

{c) max. width: C{ﬁ/ﬁb{&d 970\/76 metres

' . . metres
C. Please state type and colour of materials for facing external
walls:

D. Please state type and colour of roofing materials.
E. Has a survey of the site been undertaken? State Yes or No

5 GENERAL INFORNMATION Please complete each section

EXISTING USES Aaﬁadcw lowd  pnd
Please state existing or, if vacant, the last use(s) of site. Wt&*ﬂ&ﬁ“.

ACCESS TO ROADS (VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN) Please tick one QwrST/NG‘ ACCESS To BE

A. There will be no new access to a public road and no alteration j (155D, BYT SURFACING.
to any existing access to a public road T BE IMPROVED.

or If so. name of road:
. . Will there be —

B. There will be a new or altered access to a public road { w ("% |ndividual accessies)
C. What provision will be made for garages or parking New estate road

within the site? HARD ITANDING AT THIS STAGE
TREES Please tick one box
A. The proposal does not invoive the felling of any trees pd
B. The proposal does involve the felling of one of more trees m=p 1f 50, plesse show details on plans

DRAINAGE Please complete

A. Please state how surface water will be disposed of —_| AS ADW - SCAKAVAYS

B. For estate developments, please state how highway - NeT ARPLICAR LS
surface water will be disposed of

C. Please state whether a land drain will be affected _ 1 Ao

D. Foul sewerage will be disposed of to:

Mains sewer Cesspool [:] Septic tank (wﬁw aﬂoétéa.li(a.)

OTHER MATTERS Please compiete State Yes or No

The propasal is in connection with agriculture Ao |mep If so, please give details in Part 6
The proposal affects a listed building NO

The proposal affects a public foctpath No

The proposal is known to affect contaminated or filled land No

The proposal is for industrial, warehousing, offices or NC |=s |f 5o, please complete Part 7
shopping purposes

In cases where a statutory censultation will be required, r* p [ Dt

please state whether you have sent a copy of the application
to the consultee yourseif, If yes, please give date sent,
Is this application related to a previous submission _>

Consuitos g

6. ANYOTHER INTORMATION Please add any details you wish in support of your application.
Continue on separate sheet if necessary. .
L EASE Sz AccoMPANYING LETTER, PETIrion AND INFupsmaTrcn.




7. INDUSTRIAL, WAREZHDUSING, OFF1

3 OR SHOPS Please complete

Please’. .one box and complete B if necessary

A. The proposal does not involve any alteration in existing floorspace
B. The proposal involves the creation of or an alteration in total gross

How many office, industrial and other staff will be employed
on the site as a result of the development proposed?

If you have existing premises on the site, how many of the
employees will be new staff?

If you propose to transfer staff from other premises please
give details of the numbers involved and of the premises
affected.

floorspace
Proposed total gross floorspace - m. Previous total gross floopsbéce s(. m.J
This new total includes the following net floorspace:
Retail [ 5. m-_j Difice L 59. m-] industrial [_ £q. me Warehousing [ 5q. m-J
Other [ sq. m. |=e[ |70 piease state use:
| — e
Office staff / Other staff

/

A

/

In the case of industrial development, give a description
af the processess to be carried out and of the end products,
and the type of plant or machinery to be instalied

-
If the proposal forms a stage of a larger scheme for which
planning permission is not at present sought, please give
what information you can about the ultimate development 7

‘l
7
|s the propaosal related to an existing use on or rear t‘hé site?

7

If s, please explain the relationship e

State Yes or No

[ ]

|s this a proposal to replace existing premises in this area

or elsewhere which have become obsolete, inadequate or
. N s

otherwise unsatisfactory? g

If so, ptease give details including gross floor area of such
premises and state your intentioné in respect of those
premises

State Yes or No

L]

What provisions have been made for the parking, loading
and unlcading of vehicles within the curtilage of the site?
{Please show the locatioh of such provision on the pians
and distinguish bewvge’n parking for operational needs and
other purpeses) '

What is the estir_néted veficular raffic flow 1o the site
during a normal working day? {Please include all vehicles
except thuse used by individual employees driving to work]

What is tpé nature, volume and proposed means of
disposal ot any trade effluents or trade refuse?

Wilj/fhe proposed use involve the use of storage of any
hazardous materials?

State Yes or No

L]

What provision is being made for access 1o the premises
for the disabled?

L




PLEASE COMPLETE ALL THREE
SECTIONS.

Use the notice at the bottom of the page only
when necessary.

1. APPLICANT’S INTEREST
Picase state interest in site (e.g. owner, prasp. purchaser)
{Please remember to indicate on the Iocation plan any other land under your control).

2. OWNERSHIP OF THE SITE
This certificate is to make sure that the owners of land are aware of applications made on it,

if the applicant is the sole owner of the whole site, complete Certificate A.
In any other case (i.e. if the applicant is a prospective purchaser, or a tenant, or a joint owner, or the sole

owner of only part of the site) then you must give notice to all other owners, and complete Certificate B.
You can use the notice at the bottom of the form to send to the owner. (An “owner”' is a person having

a freehold interest, or having a leasehold interest where seven years or more remains unexpired). if you are
unable to trace the owner, please contact the Planning Office as a different certificate will be required.

1 i Certificate A Nobody except the applicant was an owner of any part of the land to which the

[
application relates at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the date of the |
accompanying application. ‘

. !

Signed . & .. S

Aty L

Certificate B The applicant has given the required nonce% avar g own .
of the land to which the application rela i |

ending with the date of the accomp Mg application. ;

t and add f : State Date noti :

State Name an rew ar e Date notice served: |

1 " |
SW ............................ {Applicant/Agent) Date . ... ... ... ... .. ’

3. AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS CERTIFICATE
If the land is not in agricultural use, complete Certificate 1.
i the land is agricultural, but there is no agricultural tenant, complete Certificate 1-
if the site does refate to an agricuitural holding, you must give notice to a hant, and complete
Certificate 2. {You can use the notice at the bottom of the form to s o the tenant). |f you are the sole
agricultural tenant yourself, sign certificate 2 but insert ‘'not app#table’ in the tenant details.

Certificate 1 Ncone of the land to which the ap Tion refates is oris part of any agricultural holding. i

A —— - )
Signed 7 . c/é £ Apg]lcantfa.gént Datz  ~ - -
Certificate 2 The applic }to every ather perscn whe, at the beginning

af the-period of 21 days ending with the date of the applicaticn, was a tenant of an
tultural holding on all or part of the land to which the applicaticn relates.

/ State Name and address of tenant: State Date notice sarved:
Signed ... .. (Applicant/Agent)  Date
. e e kA T T e e e e e — — ———————-———-——}-g— —
MOTICE UNDER SECTION 27 OF TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACF 708 COMPLETED |
3Y APPLICANTOR
Proposed development at :sAm ifT" o
Take notice that application is being made to SoutkHolland District Council by - !
for planning permission for .
if vou should wish to make repr tations about the application, you should make them inwriting within 21 days

from the date of service gf4ffis notice, to Chief Executive, South Holland District Council, Pricry Road, Spalding,
Lincolnshire.




For office use only

Application No. H H/Cq bg [q I

Date Registered] v Vi ;gq-s

b 5, Bl
T E _

CH

1. Please complete in block letters
NAME END ADDRESS OF RPPLICANT NAME AND ADDRESS OF AGENT
T T.W. STACEY {if form compiete?ﬂ-bytagem).wg,w___w o
GROVE FARM, Eomy s oy
BRIDCE Lead : P T A,
L—O NQ SU TTQ N/ . i ??:\ .{’710_" HE R 5
SPALDING, Lincs (212947 | | LU PY

’ . NG, S

Tel. No. o€ 350 279 {Personal contact nam’t;’)'.-““““m""""“'”"“"“""""‘=g

Please complete in block letters
FULL PO&TEL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE .
CROVE (AH, BRIDEE &edd, ~une Surony SA4LDING, Lrnes

lr12 QAL

Please complete in block letters
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

CHANGE OF USE OF LAanDd 7o ALy KARTHAVG Ceni 7 Re

Please complete | attach * Four copies of all plans ¥ ALREADy

*an ownership certificate (see back page) D &V7™

< * - If you consider no fee is payable
5 d L/, A/%( R Dat a f(;i O;O}é’qf ~CQ.% include a written expianation instead.
igned. . . ﬁ‘g .. sl et TR ate......../ L AO G

Previaus application No:

Please tick one box and answer the extra questions under that section. ( Now completa Paris ]
2. TYPE OF APPLICATION ¥ lr . |34and5andan
This is a full application for change of use and/or new building works Ownership Certificate
or Thisis an outline application ‘
Please state Site Area ¢ 2.4  (Hectares)

Please tick any box where you are including details which you wish to be considered as part of
this application.

Siting ]:] Design I:] External Appearance [:,
Aee p .
MeansofAccess‘w& Landscaping l:]

Now complete Parts 3and 5 and an Ownership Certificate,

or Thisis a reserved matters application. 1

B. Please state which reserved matters are dealt within—"
/"-—_—4

A. Please state Reference Number of outline permission. {
this application.
Now complete Part4oﬁly//

This is an application for renewal of temporary permission L }3
|

OT  or continuation without complying with planning condition.

A, Please state Reference Number of previous permissiori
B. Please state Condition Number @_f_aued‘té’
Now compiete an Ownership Certificate

I

This is an application for modification of a condition ona L 1

or planning permission which has not yet been implemented.

A. Please state Reference Number of previous permission™
B. Please state Condition Number referreet 1o
C. Please state variation required~

Now complete an Ownership Certificate




TYPEL OF DEYELOPNVIENT

3. A. Please state whether the proposal involves:- (Tick one or more boxes)

(i) New building(s) l N A7 Lo
{ii} Alterations or extension _—j \ [ L
{iii) Change of use - AR 5?7?*6}—/:/

B. If new dwellings are proposed, please state how many: r /\/CN -
N

4. A if building works are proposed, other than residential, please
state extra floorspace to be created:

. ) ; sq. metres
B. Please state size of any new structure:- (a) max. height: ’7:, hae CLC.:IC/- r:etres
{b} max. length: . 7 L -
g el o metres

> {c) max. width:

C. Please state type and colour of materials for facing external
walls:

D. Please state type and colour of roofing materials.

clofaled _S&;,}_é metres

E. Has a survey of the site been undertaken? State Yes or No NG

5. GENERAL INFORMATION Picase complete each section

EXISTING USES ’fﬁj M ewdTivad lad
Please state existing or, if vacant, the last use(s} of site.

ACCESS TO ROADS (VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN) Piease tick one hox gxsTin/g ACC S 7o
A. There will be no new access to a public road and no alteration B USsen SuT SoZiAAce

to any existing access 1o a public road e B 1 MPROVED
or If s0. mrame of rcad:
B. There will be a new ot altered access to a public road F W]'r',é?ﬁfuifa&ess(es)
C. What provision will be made for garages or parking New estate road
within the site? HALZD StAVD rNE,
TREES Please tick one box o
A. The proposal does not involve the felling of any trees L.#,_//_
B. The proposal does involve the felling of one of more trees wmd |f s0. please show details on plans

DRAINAGE Please complete

A. Please state how surface water will be disposed of

B. For estate developments, please state how highway y
surface water will be disposed of - N

C. Please state whether a land drain wili be affected - Vo
D. Foul sewerage will be disposed of to:

. “ ;
/-l’_S Ali~d = So R ey g
oy,

Mains sewer | Cesspool [:] Septic tank l 5— A Ut STACE

OTHER MATTERS Please complete State Yes or No

The proposal is in connection with agriculture e | wep I so, please give details in Part 6
The proposal affects a listed building Ao

The proposal affects a public footpath e

The proposal is known to affect contaminated or filled land e

The preposal is for industrial, warehousing, offices or Az |me If 5o, please complete Part 7
shopping purposes

In cases where a statutory consultation will be required, [N,/* [ Do

please state whether you have sent a copy of the application
to the consultee yourself, If yes, please give date sent. i
Is this application related to a previous submission Ax (= | acoication Nouo

Consuitzais

6. ANY OTHER INFORMATION Please add any details you wish in support of your application.
Continue on separate sheet if necessary. _

* . ~ f" e
Precas_ace Q0 S IR LN Lebar Q@{th« ad nbar gl
. = ..

e




7. EPJ?QHJ‘S_‘H'REHE., WAREHOUSIMG, OFFICES OR SHOPS Please complete

Please1 onaboxand complete B if necessary

A. The proposal does notinvolve any alteration in existing floorspace [:

B. The proposal involves the creation of or an alteration in total gross E:
tloorspace

Proposed total gross floorspace | 8G. ™. | Previous total gross fioorspa

This new total includes the foliowing net floorspace:

Retail [ 39.m.|  Office j_ sq.m. | Industrial 50. M. | Warehousing

Other ] SG. M. (™| |f 5o please state use: /

Qffice staff

Other staff

How many office, industrial and other staff will be employed
on the site as a result of the development proposed?

If you have existing premises on the site, how many of the
employees will be new staff?

If you propose to transfer staff from other premises please
give details of the numbers involved and of the premises
atfected.

In the case of industrial development, give a description
of the processess 1o be carried cut and of the end products,
and the type of plant or machinery to be instalfed

If the proposal torms a stage of a larger scheme for which
planning permission is not at present sought, please give
what information you can about the ultimate development

Siate Yes of No

L]

Is the praposal related to an existing use on or near the site?

If sa, please explain the refationship

Is this a propasal to replace existing premises in this ar State Yes or No

If so, please give details including gross floor arga of such
premises and state your intentions in respect #f those
premises

What provisions have been made for thé parking, loading !
and unleading of vehicles within the gurtilage of the site?
{Please show the location of such pfovision on the plans
and distinguish between parkingfor operational needs and

ather purposes)

What is the estimated vehjdular traffic flow to the site
ay? (Please include all vehicies
tdividual employees driving to work)

during a normal workin

or elsewhere which have bgcome cbsolete, inadequate or i
otherwise unsatisfactory?
except those used by)

What is the nature /\.'-(J\ume and proposed means of ‘
disposal of any %}e effluents ar trade refuse? H

Will the p;o‘zbsed use involve the use of storage of any State Yes or No

hazardousMateriais?

What
far 1o digabled?

Arovision is being made tor agcess to 1he promiscs




PLEASE COMPLETE ALL THREE
SECTIONS. B

Use the notice at the bottom of the page only
when necessary.

1. APPLICANT’S INTEREST G
Please state interest in site {e.g. owner, prosp. purchaser) M(
{Piease remember to indicale on the iocation plan any other land under your control}.

2. OWNERSHIP OF THE SITE
This certificate is to make sure that the owners of land are aware of applications made on it.

If the applicant is the sole owner of the whole site, compiete Certificate A.

fn any other case (i.e. if the applicant is a prospective purchaser, or a tenant, or a joint owner, or the sole
owner of only part of the site} then you must give notice to all other owners, and complete Certificate B,
You can use the notice at the bottom of the form to send to the owner. (An “owner’ is a person having
a freehold interest, or having a leasehold interest where seven years or more remains unexpired}. If you are
unable to trace the owner, please contact the Planning Office as a different certificate will be required,

Certificate A Nobody except the applicant was an owner of any part of the land to which the

application relates at the beginning of the period of 21 days ending with the date of the
accompanylng plicatéon

Signed * ‘///[ ////la%pllcanthM) Date 7’{36{{

Certificate B The applicant has given the required notice to everyone else who were owners of any part
of the land to which the application relates at the begmmng of the period of 21 days
ending with the date of the accompanying apphcat OR- T

State Name and address of owner; —— " State Date notice served:

| Signedr/ e \Applicant/Agent) Dats .. |

3. AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS CERTIFICATE
if the land is not in agricultural use, complete Certificate 1.
if the land is agricultural, but there is no agricultural tenant, complete Certificate 1.

If the site does relate to an agricultural holding, you must give notice to any tenant, and complete
Certificate 2. {You can use the notice at the bottom of the form to send to the tenant). If you are the sole
agricultural tenant yourself, sign certificate 2 but insert ‘'not applicable’ in the tenant detaiis.

Certificate 1 None of the land to which the application relates is or is part of any agricultural holding. l
pplicant/Agentl’  Date 7 (& f ..... o

soa- f S L S

Certificate 2 The applicant has given the required notice to every othar person wfno at the begmmng i
of the period of 21 days ending with the date of the appiicatién, was a tanant of an 5
1

agriculturat holding on ali or part of the land to ictrthe application refates.
State Name and address of tenant: State Date notice served:

L Signed ... 7T o R {Applicant/Agent)  Date ... . ... . . ;
ﬁ___-——»—-————————-4———--4-—--————--—-——~——--——~-———-———————--——_—w—-—r-——-r--—-—'—--»ﬁ-—-——»-{-;z--%’ _——
NOTICE UNDER SECTION 27 OF TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1971 -] TOBECOMPLETED |
- 1 \
Proposed development at ’/// 3?‘319;:;(3{"”' o= .
Take notice that application is being made to South Holland District Countil by _
ctt

for planning permission for .

If you should wish to make representations about th plication, you should make them i_n writing within 21 days
from the date of service of this notice, to Ch' xecutive, South Holland District Council, Priery Road, Spalding,
Lincolnshire. e
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AUMIN RECORD SHEET

: _ INITIALS/DATE
~ (:' / . / Y
REFERENCE : HEP«/-Qg.!Q@. .l.ﬂ.}. 8C ref : ...-..N. ‘.f..-..
Type : LI I JE N I Q q{':;—T:L jo):(;\é;;- -
G TR
- - Pt
First received 1 ciceicecececcena .e
VALID 2 euceccscrencasscsncanes L]
VALIDATTON
Submission incomplece: Forms Requested..... ,
Certificate @
Site plans INVALID REF: "
Feesg
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LINCOLNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL FORM NO: H/A/38
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS AND PLANNING

Distri i icati
istrict Council Qggr(;ig(;” /L‘l /i /O ?6&?/9 /

To:. .. =X A0 0 H U

Form of notification by the County Director of Highways and Planning for
DEVELOPMENT AFFECTING HIGHWAYS

With ‘reference to the application dated
relating to the following proposed development:

1. National Grid Reference of a hotizontal . vertical
central point on site

2. Address or location

Cerves Fre e, &0&% me/ Lorer Seerrony .

3. Name, classification and number of road
2/

4, Date application referred ’Q"g — O — 9/

5.  State whether outline, detailed application etc.

o C .

6. Description of proposed development/change of use
including access details

ﬁmzﬂ:ovf cyE o Larnp TG Za%Cﬂ%ﬁm&_
Cero7ec

7. / Notice is hereby given under the provisions of article 15 of the Town and
Country Planning General Development Order, 1988, that the County Council
as local highway authority: —

a. —Peoas-Rot-wistr o 1ESIICT The grant of PeTTTission.

e
Delete as Requests that any permission given by the local planning authority shali
include the conditions shown overleaf.

appropriate

e application (reason

108 para

c‘J'r of Highways and Planning



CONDITIONS: —

Delete as
appropriate

consultation with the Director of Highways and Planning

{i) For applications where items are to be reserved for subsequent approval in
(i}  For other applications

S BI - P o By foed
_ 6 m

— .
e

S Z tho
& he o fadl he  nnelered 2
- (2 % Bojcw%mj‘ bpecle 00 nd shadl bo

Qtw‘Lwé)Cl J‘ur[écaJ )éf Ho ,Za} [Sm 0 accoreleenca
Mé/ﬁj aﬁw@%&/

3() ﬁﬂuﬂ“ké&% 4‘/3@ cor /""MM‘I S shall ke proncled

Méu-& & J‘t
Delete as (i) REASONS FOR a, b, or ¢ overleaf
appropriate
{iiy, COMMENTS FOR FORM T.R. 108 para 10b

@ 8 - - —  Gem T

Note: — use continuation sheetls) as necessary.
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PLANNING COMMITTEE - 14th April, 1992
PLANNING APPLICATIONS (Continued)

(d) Appllcati
(Continued)

Plan No. and Applicant Proposal
H16/0845/91 Sports hall and ancillary accommodation at Priory
Spalding Grammar School Road, Spalding.

(It was also agreed that the Director of Planning and Building Control Services scek
confirmation from the Lincolnshire County Council tree specialist that the proposed building
will not detrimentally affect the nearby tree, the subject of a Tree Preservation Order.)

(Councillor T Bray declared an indirect interest in the abave application, and left the Council
Chamber during consideration thereof.)

(e) Non Determination

The undermentioned applications be not determined, and the applications be filed away:-

Plap No. apd Applicant Proposal
HO08/0880/90 Retention of existing dwelling without complying
M A C Wilson with agricultural occupancy condition at Oak
Lodge, Cheal Road, Gosberton Risegate.
H08/1004/90 Use of land for breeding and schooling of horses at
M A C Wilson Oak Lodge, Cheal Road, Gosberton Risegate.
H23/1092/90 Siting of three mobile homes at Monckton Cottage,
Mr & Mrs F W Wheatland Chapel Hill, Whaplode Drove.

Subject to the applicant first entering into a Planning Obligation in accordance with the
provisions of Section 106 of the Town and Country Plapning Act 1990 to ensure that the
existing dwelling on the site is occupied only by the owner, manager or an employee of the
proposed rally carting centre, the Director of Planning and Building Control Services be
authonsed to grant planning permission for the undermentioned development for 2 temporary
period of two years only in the first instance:-

Plan No. and Applicant Proposal
H18/0968/91 Change of use of land to raily carting centre at
I'T W Stacey Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton.

(Subject to (i) condition 5 being amended to require adequate car parking spaces to be
provided for the services proposed on the site; (ii) the deletion of condition 12; (iii)
condition 14 being amended to include reference to car parking provision; and (iv) an
additional condition to ensure that no advertisement is displayed on the site without the prior
written consent of the local planning authority.)



APPLICATION REFERENCE: H18/0968/91 DATE RECEIVED: 15 November 1991

APPLICANT: J T W Stacey AGENT:
Grove Farm
Bridge Road
Long Sutton
Spalding
Lincolnshire

Foin

TYPE: Full ' : e ‘ .
DESCRIBTION: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre

LOCATION: Grove Farm, Bridge Read, Long Sutton

Parizh Counecil: Should any parking problem be envisaged would
request a new planning application.

Ward Member 1: Give this application my strongest support.
: A very worthwhile suggestion.

Ward Memher 2: Request that be considered by Planning
Committee because of change of use from
agriculture and its relationship to the main
gas terminal at the west end of the site not
shown on the plan.

County Highways: Request conditions. _
: - Noise from the carts is likely to be audible
(summarised) : ~ within 500 metres of the site. Distance

will fluctuate depending upon the specific
time of day and prevailing climatic
conditions.

- If substantial screening were to be provided
around the track it should in theory be
possible to reduce its impact to a
reasonable level for all properties other
than the immediate neighbours, but this
would be dependant upon:

1) position and size of track.

2) position, height and construction of

' screening (re, frequency spectrum of
cart noise input).

3) hours and periods of operation.

- Notwithstanding above, in relation to
house adjacent, I am of the opinion that
there will remain a likelihood of
complaints in respect of noise and dust.
Noisy activities include cart racing,

~ vehicle repairs, vehicle testing, traffic
movement, and posgible future tannoy
system. The grass track would undoubtedly
create dust and a solid surface would be
esgential.

- Cart suppliers have indicated that they may

- be prepared to organise a demonstration
should you feel it to be appropriate.

-12 -



Again, suggest that any further proposals in
respect of this application should be
supported with a detailed noise agsessment
and up-to-date site plan giving construction
details and proposed use of buildings.

Public Support: Petition of support received containing
approximately 253 signatures, including
~ residents from both Sutton Bridge and
Long Sutton.

Public Obiections: Letter received from owner/occuplier of Tower

House, Hospital Drove - summarised:

- Object on grounds of noise and pollution.

- Plans for riding school less than 100 yards
away have been refused because of the
entrance/exit onto the A17. As entrance to
centre is opening out onte same road, we
visualise far more traffic (including cars
with trailers).

- Ask that application be refused on highway
grounds.

- Do not believae applicant has support of his
neighbour. Owner of the house does not live
anywhere near the proposed centre.

Information from - Already established that there is a great
i : . need for the facility.
{summarised) - Willing to do any screening and other

environmental works which Local Planning
Authority feels necessary.

- Have written support of my neighbour who is
the only property near the site.

- Facility would be properly managed at all
times.

-~ Would he happy that our existing bungalow be
tied to the proposed development.

PLANNING POLICIES /DOE ADVICE

Structure Plan Policies 67 and 97.

Planning Policy Guidance Note 7, 1992 (The Countryside and the Rural
Economy). )

Planning Policy Guidance Note 1, 1992 (General Policy and
Principles).

Planning Policy Guidance Note 17, 1991 (Sport and Recreation).
Circular 10/73 - Planning and Noise.

Planning Policy Guidance Consultation Draft, 1992 - “Planning and
Noise".

BREVIQUS DECISIONS
H18/0061/90 - Change of use from agricultural storage to
workshop/storage under Bl Class, Grove Farm, Bridge Road - Refused.

1 The determining issue in thig particular case is whether the
proposal is acceptable on environmental, amenity, traffic
and agricultural grounds.

2 The site is located on the south side of the former A17 within
Sutton Bridge parish and close to its boundary with Little
Sutton. It comprises of approximately 6 acres.of land
together with some farm buildings and a dwelling occupied by
the applicant and his family.

- 13 -



3 The site is in open countryside. However, a dwelling is
located immediately to the north east, a gas terminal to the
north west and further dwellings approximately 200 metres to
the east and west. _

4 Application at this staqe is purely for a change of use of
agricultural land to a rally carting centre. An indicative
plan has been submitted with the application showing possible
layout of the site, including two grass tracks and associated
pits, plus car parking. The carts to be used would be "Pacer"
rally carts fitted with Honda 8 hp OHV 4-stroke engines using
unleaded fuel. They would be fitted with the standard Honda
silencer and engine speed would be governed to 3,000 rpm
(maximum speed approx. 30 mph). The firm providing the
vehicles have stated that "the four Pacer carts when in
operation together register on a noise metre 75 decibels,
which is very low, and not even the noise of a domestic lawn
mower.

5 The applicant has stated that the site would be operated
possibly 7 days a week from approximately 10am until dusk.
Approximately 8 vehicles would be used on grass tracks and the
site could be landscaped if so required.

6 Planning Policy Guidance Note No. 17, 1991 (Sport and
Recreation) states that it is the policy of the Government to
promote the development of sport and recreation in the widest
sense and to encourage the provision of a wide range of
opportunities for recreation. However, it goes on to stress
that sport and recreation activities in the countryside should
be appropriate and in harmony with it and that it is important
for Planning Authorities to identify sites which will minimise
conflicts with other uses. Criteria for the selection of
sites for regular use must include the potential impact of the
activity on the site and on adjacent land use and nearby

residents.
CONCLUSIONS
1 Structure Plan Policy 67 states that "provision will be made

for countryside recreational facilities" and that "planning
permission will normally be forthcoming for such provision
subject to environmental, amenity, traffic, and agricultural
considerations.” It is considered that the proposal falls
within this category since it is a type of development that
would usually be unsuitable within built up areas.

2 The proposal may be acceptable on visual amenity grounds.
However, the site would need to be landscaped and any screens
required in association with the proposal would need to be
such as not to adversely affect the existing character of the
countryside (which may be difficult to achieve].

3 From a highways point of view, the County Highways Authority
have raised no objections to the proposed development subject
to conditions. These would include the widening and
improvement of the existing access, the provision of a minimum
of 30 car parking spaces within the site and also satisfactory
turning facilities.

4 Advice relating to the safequarding of agricultural land is
contained within Planning Policy Guidance Note 7 (The
Countryside and the Rural Economy). This states that "the
priority now is to promote diversification of the rural
econonmy."

5 The main point of concern in respect of the application,
however, is the likely effect the development would have upon
the amenity of neighbouring residential property.
Environmental Health have stated that noise from the carts is

- 14 .



likely to be audible within 500 metres of the site and that
this distance would fluctuate depending upon the specific time
of day and prevailing climatic conditions.

6 Pursuant to the above, therafore, neither myself or
Environmental Health are satisfied that the amenity of
adjacent residential property would not be adversely affected
in terms of noise and general disturbance. Noisy activities
would include cart racing, vehicle repairs, vehicle testing,
traffic movements and a possible future tannoy system and the
grass track would undoubtedly create dust.

7 DOE Circular 10/73 states that, "where by the standards
established in BS 4142, the noise from the proposed development
is likely to give rise to complaints,...it will hardly ever be
right to give permission®, and it goes on to advise that where
such situations are found, "the applicant should be required
to provide predictions of correct noise levels at the
boundaries of the site.

8 It may be possible, with suitable screening, to reduce
the noise levels at the boundary to an acceptable level, but
this needs to be demonstrated, in accordance with Circular
10/73, by the applicant,

PLANNING OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION -

A Refuse Permission :

1 In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, the
development as proposed would adversely affect the
amenity of nearby residential property in terms of
noise and general disturbance. As such, the proposal
is considered to be contrary to approved Structure
Plan Policy 67 and also Department of the Environment
advice contained within Circular 10/73 (Planning and
Noise), Planning Policy Guidance Note No. 1, 1992
{General Policy and Principles) and Planning Policy
Guidance Note No. 17, 1991 (Sport and Recreation}.

B Advige the applicant that for the Committee to be able
favourably to consider the proposal, they will need a noise
assessment to be submitted to demonstrate that proposed noise
ameliorating measures will prevent detriment to residential
amenity '

ADDENDUM

At the Plans Sub-Committee Meeting held on the 13 January 1992, it was
resolved that consideration of the application be deferred to enable
the applicant to supply a noise assessment to demonstrate that the
proposed noise amelioration measures will prevent detriment to
residential amenity,

A noise survey has now been received, and this has been carefully
assessed by Environmental Health. Their response is, therefore,
summarised below:

There are four residential properties ocutside the curtilage of
the gite which are likely to be affected by the proposal o
varying degrees, depending upon the level of activity and
particularly the hours of operation. Grove Farm Cottage
(immediately to the northeast and outside the ownership of the
applicant) is likely to be affected the most.

Ambient background noise levels in the area are significantly
influenced by road traffic, both by the new and old Al7.
Climatic conditions will also have a bearing.

- 15 -



Whilst I accept the conclusions of the assessment in that the
activities are unlikely to give rise to noise nuisance, there
will undoubtedly be a degree of amenity loss for these
propexties, depending upon the intensity of use during certain
periods.

The hours of operation are, therefors, seen as being critical
and whilst the impact could be mitigated by appropriate
screening, activities between 10.00 am to dusk on a 7 Qay per
week basis are unreasonable and, therefore, will need to be
restricted.

The applicant has indicated that he will operate on a grass
track which over a period of time ig likely to give rise to
dust, and unless appropriate measures {ie, surfacing/dust
suppression) are included in the scheme there is a foreseeable
risk of complaint. This also applies to the access road cax
parking area, particularly in relation to Grove Farm Cottage.

In the circumstances, should the Committee be mindful to
grant, then this should be subject to conditions relating to
(a) position of the circuit, (b) periods of operation, (¢)
circuit screening and dust suppression, (d) restriction of
number and type of vehicles to four "Pacer” rally carts, (e)
rally carts being fitted with an effective exhaust silencer,
(£) details of the layout of the circuit including the start
line paddock area to be submitted before development
commences, (g) no sound amplification system to be operated,
other than for public safety purposes.

Therefore, and after a further discussion with Environmental Services,
it is my opinion that permission should be granted (subject to
conditions) for a temporary period of one year to enable the Local
Planning Authority to reassess the application after that period.

PLANNING OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION -~ That the Director of Planning and
Building Control Services be authorised to grant permission subject
to:-

A. The applicant entering into a Section 106 planning obligation
tying the existing dwelling on Grove Farm to the rally
carting centre,

B. The following conditions:-

1 5C21 - (landscaping scheme).

2 8C27 - (implementation of planting).

3 The vehicular access shall incorporate 7.5 metres radii

tangential to the nearest edge of the carriageway of Bridge
Road; and the effective width of the access of the inner
tangential points shall be 6 metres.

4 The access shall be widened to 6 metres for the first 30
metres from Bridge Road and shall be suitably surfaced for
the first 15 metres in accordance with details to be approved.

5 A minimum of 30 car parking spaces shall be provided within
the site.
6 Before the development is hrought into use adequate motor

vehicle turning space shall be provided on the gite to the
satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority.

7 The position of the circuit shall be in accordance with
figure 1 in the noise consultant’s report, dated 14 February

- 16 -
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1

1

1992,

The period of operation shall be a maximum of 6 days per waek.
The rally carting centre shall only be used between 10.00 am
and 8.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 10.00 am and 6.00
pm on Saturdays, Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Maintenance and testing of the carts shall only be carried
out within the days/hours of operation.

The development shall not be brought into use until there has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the District
Council a scheme in respect of circuit screening and dust
suppression.

13— —The-number-and-typeofwehicles ghall ha regirictad to-foue

1

1

1

E

~] Oy N b W

3

4

5

i p
Wﬂmmmwﬂml 1p1 ing Autharity). che
The rally carts shall at all times he fitted with an
effactive propriety exhaust silencer.

The development shall not be brought into use until there has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local
Planning Authority details of the layout of the circuit,
including the start line and paddock area.

There shall be no sound amplification system operated on the
site, other than for public safety purposes.

Standard.

Standard.

B8 (Gate setback)...Clase III.

B6 {Splaying of access).

F4 (Parking).

F5 (Turning space).

In the interest of the amenities of the locality.
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Town and Country Planning Act etc

DRAFT DECISION

Reference: H18/0968/91 Received:15-NOV-91 Type:FULL
Name: J T W Stacey Agent: J T W Stacey
Grove Farm Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP Lincs PE12 9AP

Description: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre

Location : Grove Farm Bridge Road
Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

South Holland District Council hereby give notice
that permission has been granted/refused etc
on the following conditions/reasons:

1 The development must be begun not later than the expiration of five years
beginning with the date of this permissijon.

Reason: As required by Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990. :

2 Before any development is commenced, a scheme of landscaping and tree
planting for the site, including details of positions, heights on planting
and species of trees and shrubs, shall be submitted to and approved by the
Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of visual amenity.

3 The approved scheme of landscaping and/or screening shall be carried out
in its entirety within a period of two years beginning with the date on
which development of the land is commenced. The trees, shrubs or bushes
shall be adequately maintained by the owner(s) of the land on which they
are situated for a period of ten years beginning with the date of
completion of the scheme, and all losses shall be made good during that
period.

Reason: In the interests of visual amenity and to ensure that the
approved scheme is implemented satisfactorily.

4 The vehicular access shall incorporate 7.5 metres radii tangential to the
nearest edge of the carriageway of Bridge Road; and the effective width
of the access of the inner tangential points shall be 6 metres.

Reason: To reduce to a minimum the effect of the development on the safety
and freedom of flow of traffic using this stretch of Class III road.

5 The access shall be widened to 6 metres for the first 30 metres from Bridge



Road and shall be suitably surfaced for the first 15 metres in accordance
with details to be approved.

Reason: To ensure the provision of adequate facilities for safe ingress
and egress of vehicles calling at the site in the interests of road safety.

6 An adequate number of car parking spaces shall be provided at all times
whilst the site is in use,

Reason: In the interests of the safety and convenience of traffic using
the adjacent road.

7 Before the development is brought into use, adequate motor vehicle turning
space shall be provided on the site to the satisfaction of the Local
Planning Authority.

Reason: To enable vehicles to enter and leave the highway in forward gear
in the interests of road safety.

8 The position of the circuit shall be in accordance with figure 1 in the
noise consultant's report, dated 14 February, 1992.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

9 The period of operation shall be a maximum of 6 days per week.
Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

10 The rally carting centre shall only be used between 10.00 a.m. and 8.00p.m.
Monday to Friday, and between 10.00 a.m. and 6.00 p.m. on Saturdays,
Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

11 Maintenance and testing of the carts shall only be carried out within the
days/hours of operation.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

12 The development shall not be brought into use until there has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the District Council a scheme in
respect of circuit screening and dust supression.

Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

13 The rally carts shall at all times be fitted with an effective propriety
exhaust silencer.

. Reason: In the interest of the amenities of the locality.
PSS

\l 15 There shall be no sound amplification system operated on the site, other
than for public safety purposes.
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Planning Department
Council Offices,
Priory Road, Spalding,
Lincolnshire. PEI 1 2XE
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Application no: Mt /0968/91 Type: -OLPHENE
Applicant: J T W Stacey Agent:J T W Stacey
Tel: 0406 350279 0406 350279

Description: Change of use of land to
Rally Carting Centre wikh
evtdoorsindecx faoilitied
~suTr-parking—teitets—ete

Location: Grove Farm
Bridge Road
Long Sutton
Spalding Lincs

__________________________________________________________ SN G2
Valid date: 10-0€P=91 Terminal date: 65=DEC=91"
Target dates: (5. Nov W Target Committee: 20-NOV-91
To case officer 15-0CT-091 Report deadline: 06-NOV-91
Inspected by 20-0CT-91
Extra contacts 25-0CT-91 Case OQOfficer:
Report if not c¢lear by 14-NOV-91 D M GEDNEY
DEVELOPMENT /CONSTRAINTS
Category: Change of use only
Listed building:
Conservation Area:
CONSULTATICONS CARRIED OUT
Sent Expiry
Clerk to Sutton Brid 21-0CT-91 04-NOV-91 (ommny
Cllr C J T H Brewis 0406 350818 21-0CT-91 04-NOV—91‘%wﬂ%$?gh Voo
Cllr D Dewsberrxry 0406 350947 (0f 21-0CT-91 04-NOV-91 ' E
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” f)im}v,g /7 mbitions Lt
fn Mj%{\/’d . ; f%ﬁg Unit 6, Pilot Trading Estate,
’ , . ! f—_iA, West Wycombe Road,

fﬁ'J o awﬁ’iﬁ}q High Wycombe,
37 1 gﬁpwﬁ S Bucks HF12 3AB.
o Tel. 0494 450502

~ Fax. 0494 451552

Mr.Tom Stacey.
Grove Farm

Long Sutton
Spalding

Lincs PE1Z2 § AP.

27th August 19971.
Dear Mr.Stacey,

Thank you for calling to see us recently to inspect our Rally Karting,
and we are glad you liked what you# saw. When we spoke the other

day on the telephone you asked about the registered noise of the

four karts operating together.

The four PACER karts when in operation together register on a

noise meter 75 decibels, which is very low, and not even the noise of
a domestic lawnmower. I expect you will remember thzat we

could stand by the trackside and hold a normal conversation when

the four karts were going round the track.

Noise polution is certainly not applicable to our machines, and
out of interest they also run on "green" petrol.

If we can be of further assistance t£o you please let us Know.

Yours sincerely,

PR
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A.Hazlewood {(Mrs).
Director.

{307 g

Ces (Al

S Caehie coccw doe Tamily and Coreprorate Entertainment.
REGISTERED IN ENGLAND NO, 2555501 DIRECTORS A. S, HAZLEWOOUD, A. M, HAZLEWOOD.



Massrs Savills, Mr J Rlacklock
Spring Hill House,

Spring Hill, JB/3J H1B/0968/91
Lincoln.
I.N1 1HB. KSI/BS/47572/6

19 Sep 1994

Dear Sir,

INDEPENDENT POWER GENERATORS

Thank you for your letter dated 24th August 994 relating to the

above.,

Having considered the matter further, I remain of the view that the
reduction in area of land available to the approved Rally Karting
Centre will prejudice tha full imnlementation of the relevani
permission.

I would advise further that if as & consequence of Independant Power
Generators acquiring the land shown in red on vour enclosed pian, a
further area of land has to be preovided for Mr Stacey's approved : al
Carting Centre, a fresh planning application will be requirs¢ for the
said deveiopment including the additional land as part of than
development: the change in the layout, which would entail a revisien
of the sites boundaries, is too exbtensive to accept as an zZmendment to
the existing permiss 1on. Such an application, if approved, would al:s
invelve a fresh Section 106 Obiigation being entered into.

-
1%

I would add that I considsr favourable cepsideratieon would b g 1o

\
such an application although, obviousty, I cannoi bind LLo & 1

-

Yours faithfully

- G S N

SN Midlien
Princioal Planning Officer
Tavelopmant Control
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Méssrs Hix and Scon Mr J Blacklock
28 Church Street

Holbeach J8/LAB
Spaiding H18/0968/91
Lincs ‘ ' RH¥ /6137 /SEC
PE12 7LL

5 July 1993

Dear Sir

‘Rally Carting Centre, Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton -
Mr 3 T W Stacey.

Thank you for your letter dated 2 June 1993 in connaction with
the above.

With regard to your specific enguiries I would comment as
follows: -

{a) I have some doubts as to whether the existing planning
permission could be satisfactorily implemented in full on
the reduced amount of land available bearing in mind, in
particular, the landscaping requirement.

(b) I also consider the Section 106 Obligation will need to
be amended as otherwise development will be taking nlace
on land the subject of a contractual obligation to which
that development does not relate.

I trust these comments will be of assistance to vou.
Yy

Yours faithfully

[ 2

- ‘/‘L)__)___, N
v /
e
N R Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
Development Control
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SOUL rH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL  rianuncoessament

B. SMITH, M.R.T.P.I., DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER
COUNCIL OFFICES, CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCS. PE11 1DB. Tel. SPALDING 761161

APPLTICATTOIY REFORENCD: Tnwatid 17135 DATI RECE

PSSRk

APPLICANT ,,' T U Stozey AGEITT: so.  vxisso DC.
Grove Farnm Fosd DEPT
Jridge Road

Long Sutton 10 OCT 199'

Spalding REE : .
Lincolnshire . IR

PE1Z GAP

Centre witl

Trine .
2, car pariing prov
1

DESCRIPTICH OF DEVELOPHENT: Chanse of use of land to Batly
videor/indeor fTac e
oilets and leisure facili

) 5
ities for v*1“?°te 5

=

cl" (‘l

LOCATTICH: Grove Farm, BEridzs Read, Leong Sutton, fSpalding, Lincolnshire

Dear Sir or Madanm

TOWIl AND COUGHTRY PLANNING ACT 14350
HOTICE THAT APPLICATICH IS TOYALID

Y have Lo inform you that your »niann'nzg anpiication is ‘nvatid and
requires anpendment belcore I am ak'e to dan” in.
ma ) k

The reguirements are as follows:

Four copies of a 1:2500 site ‘ocaticn plan are required, showing the slite eclearly
cuti’ ned ‘n red, and any other Jand ‘n the applicanis owyrershi”p cotlined ‘n blus.
na2d for yeur uss;

- - s M B T gy . R
lztine o ouners “c he comnieted, wnersa nareed

,//;he ernelcezed form n2eds Lo oo signed wynore markad,

A fee a2 rpaysble ¢f 287 pac 0,1 hentare {(only
T2 T deo net hear from you =ithin the nert 3
ne wieh Lo continue w*ﬁb th2 appliication,

j

—a [N L

Lo FOU TCRT [S R SNEVE3)

- Al A e n. Ay ot
- . el epeaaeal - r LTI SR ».;-L\
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SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNC'L PLANNING DEPARTMENT

B. SMITH, M.R.T.P.l., DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER ‘
COUNCIL OFFICES, CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCS. PE11 1DB. Tel. SPALDING 761161

(SUSOSORID Sy B s [l

APPLICATION REFEREINCTY: Tnwnlid 17 0 DATE RECZIVID: 2 September !

WD
Rt
s

APPLICANT:

DESCRIPTION O DEVEIOPMENT: Change of use of land
cutdaoer/ivdecr f

ieg, car warking prov.osion,
tollets =nd Te.sn !

4
[
¢ facilities Ior younzabers

Tgm o~ y FO T o g " de . a - s
Eridge #oad, Lonz Sutton, Spaiding, Lincolnshire

s

i s it

Deazir Sir or

TOWN AND COUHTRY PLAMINING ACYT 1560
REQUZEST FOR ADVERTIEEMERT OF PROPOSAL. BY APPLICAUHT

he prepesed cdevelenrment iz of g liind vhich mrat be advertised by the
it can be_entertained by the Lecal Planning futheority (Sectlcon

Town ond Country Pilanning Ach 1290}

completed and advertised, one-

oca! naner, and cne to be

T therefore snclose coples of totices wh' eh asnould ce
to be publishad “‘n the Statubery lotices zection of a
posted on the tand,

Pleass return to me the third copy of the compieted ilotice, marked wth the date
of wress Dubli,;tjon, the rams of “he asyzhancer, and sianad o certily “hat this
nctice was published as cuated.

completed and sigrned te confipm Lhat nobioe was posted

Tnes. Hetice under ZBection (5 {2 ~opies)
Tartificaie undar Zecticm £5 71 cony



J T W Stacey Mr D M Gedney
Grove Farm '
Bridge Road DMG/JP/H18/0968 /91
Long Sutton
Spalding
Lincs PE12 9AP
2 December, 1891

Dear Sir

I refer to the above planning submitted by yourself.

Further to my letter dated the 5 November, 1991, I have still not yet
received the information required from "Driving Ambitions". I will be
pleased if you could submit the same as soon as possible, therefore, so that
I am in a position to proceed with the application.

Yours faithfully

~ N R MIDLEN
PRINCIPAL PLANNING OFFICER
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL



J T W Stacey Mr D M Gedney
Grove Farm .
Bridge Road DMG/JP/H18/0968/91
Long Sutton
Spalding
Lines

20 January, 1932

Dear Sir

Planning Application H18/09%63/91 — Change of use of land to rally carting
centre, Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Suiton

I refer to the above planning application submitted by yourseif.

I would like to inform vcu that at the Plans Sub-Committee Meeting held on
the 13 January, 1932, it was resclved after a gite visit that the

application be deferrad to enable yourself to submit a noize assesament to
demonstrate that proposed noise ameliorating measures will prevent detriment
to neighbouring residential amenity.

1 look forward to the raceipt of such information in due course, therefore,
go that 1 am in a position to proceed with the application.
Yours faithfully

El
4
i

N R MIDLEN
DPRINCIPAL PLANNING OFFICER



ir q T W Stacey Mr D M Gedney
Grove Farm

Bridge Road DMG/LAR
Long Sutton E18/0568/91
Spalding

Linecs

PE12 SAP 5 May 1992
Dear Sir

Planning Application H18/0968/91 - Change Of Use Of Land To Rally
Karting Centre, Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton,

I refer to the above planning application submitted by yourself.

It has now been resolved by Planning Committee that the application
be approved subject to yourself first entering irto a Planning
Obligation, in accordance with the provisions of Section 106 of the
Tawn and Country Planning Act 1990, to ensure that the existing
dwelling on the site is cccupied only by the owner, managa2r, or an
employee of the proposed rally karting centre.

If you are agreeable to the above, tharefore, I will be pieased to
receive confirmation in writing as socon asz possible, so that the
Planning Obligation can ke prepared.

Yours faithifully

) ,-'G‘/} (‘_,’ ?ii

N & Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
Development Contrcl




SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUYM

From: Principal Planning Gfficer (DC) To: Director of Administration
Planning and Building -
Control Servicas

Our Ref: G35/JJ H13/04938/91 Your Ref: JIM3B

Date: 5th May 1992

J T W STACEY H18/0968/391
CHANGE OF USE OF LAND TO RALLY CARTING CENTRE,
GROVE FARM, BRIDGE ROAD, LONG SUTTOH.

With reference to the akove, it was resolved alt the Plarning
Committee of l4th April 1992, that the ahove be authorized
subject to the applicant first entering into a Secticn 105.

in order that vyou may prepare the necessary documentation,
please find enclosed

) § 1:2500 site location plans wikh the curtilage of the
site, the subiect of the Agreement, edged red.

ii) A copy ¢i the planning applicaticn form.
Confirmation that the applicant is willing to enter into such an

Agreement will bhe forwarded when received.
gt

N —
W OWVLLLLAL

N Midlan
Principal Planning Cfficer
Tevalopment Control

o
xnc.



TROVE FARMT,

Pag
v

1&6TH September 1581,

B B1rsS,

Application foe change of use to_Rally Karting Centres,

I am » thig letiar to accompany the application tor cutlins
anning i tan for change orf uwuse of land to a EBaily Karting Cenire atk

i AbhOve
| have already established that bhere is5 a greal noed for the
of a petitbion which has hes

sility, and have enciassd copias
“iends and supportars.

Wo are sctually bheindg pesctered on all sid allow
artnew, but bBelieve very Stronzly in dolag e ving T
v Doard, 2nd are nui prepara2d o start prior recel

ail Limes,

The Taciiilty woul
srwara to the meaber

gspect the machines
255ary arransgemants,

epased development, and would, 6 L7
o oa voiuntary agrezement to tnis ef

3
o
Ui
=]

ase do not hesikate fLo getht in Louch you o reguire 2ny

fours sincereiy.

-~ - . I h

o Yalls s

| (23571991
thg{ S
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NOW THIS DEED made in pursuance of section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
WITNESSETH as follows . .o .. o oo i i e i e e+ e L e e e

1. The Owner hereby agrees to enter into the planning obligation specified in the Second Schedule hereto
2. This planning obligation is a local land charge and shali be registered as such
3. The expressions "the Council” and "the Owner" shall include their successors in title
IN WITNESS whereof the parties hereto have executed this Deed the day and year first before written
FIRST SCHEDULE
(Details of "the Land")

The land situate at Grove Farm Bridge Road long Sutton shown edged red on the plan attached hereto

- SECOND SCHEDULE

(The Planning Obligation)

The owner hereby covenants with the Council that the existing dwelling situated on the land shall not be
occupied except by the owner, manager or an employee of the rally carting centre the subject of the

Devclopmem .



T T T T I T LT LI e et o e e 24 i T2 A TR RS T M e £ o . kit (w4 T s oy e 4 m ae e e e e —

Conditions/Reasons DG§ G sy Corgray D’M‘E’ ]NS)};

Wb

10

11

SC21 - (landscaping schema),

SC27 - (implementation of planting).

The vehicular access shall incorporate 7.5 metres radii

tangential to the nearest edge of the carriageway of Bridge

Road; and the effactive width of the access of the inner

tangential points shall be 6 metres.

The access shall be widened to 6 metres for the first 30

metres from Bridge Road and shall be suitably surfaced for

the f:.rst 15 metres in accordance with details to be approved..
u:“kl\wp (hu ‘}c ANY \ f'ww‘\' 3\\”\ \D }l THEC TR AN all b S AEEVENY SR B
N \.’\S L. .

Before the development is brought into use adequats motor -

vehicle turning space shall be provided on the site to the

satisfaction of the Local Planning Authority.

The position of the circuit shall be in accordance with

figure 1 in the noise consultant’s report, dated 14 February

1992.

The period of operation shall be a maximum of 6 days per week.

The rally carting centre shall only be used between 10.00 am

and 8.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 10.00 am and 6.00

pm on Saturdays, Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Maintenance and testing of the carts shall only be carried

out within the days/hours of operation.

The development shall not he brought into use until there has

been submitted to and approved in writing by the District

Council a scheme in respect of circuit screening and dust

suppress:.on.

13

14

Emer
Wew \,

— T

\\) $199

The rally carts shall at aJ_l times be fitted with an

effective propriety exhaust silencer.

The development shall not be brought into use until there has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local
Planning Authority deta.ﬂ.s of the layout of the ciPeust

i \\\\' ShvaTyin ¥ ?“\a‘“( AP ,\m Lal gty ‘¢

There shall bd no soundampb.ﬁcat:.on system operated eg t.he -

s:.te, other th.an for public safety purposes.

; do ~ ! ‘
b e R \"\i = Geeds Fhenc D w B a0 s
) . . " T ! ' PR ""“"‘.\.
™o -T,t\,_{ SO A "-. ;e .‘l‘ .J.{ Loos :J . . . :
Standard. : I ANRCIERRY . 2,
Standard.

B8 (Gate setback)...Class ITI.

B6- {Splaying of access).

F4 (Parking).

F5 (Turning space).

In the interest of the amenities of the locality.

ek oo L i S o o1 N L N IS PR
C e S T R A L I T T TR A

i \\\‘ ! ‘\\» s
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THIS DEED is made the 1A dayof  Neovemder

One thousand nine hundred and ninety-two BETWEEN THE SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT
COUNCIL, of Council Offices Priory Road Spalding in the County of Lincolnshire (hereinafter called
“the Council”) of the one part and JOHN THOMAS WILLIAM STACEY of Grove Farm Bridge
Road Long Sutton Spalding in the County of Lincoln (hcreinaftef called "the Owner") of the second

part e mas P . A B T T

RECTTALS

(1) The Council is the local planning authority for the area within which the land described in the First

Schedule ("the Land™) is SHUAtEd -« omrres o e e s
(2) The Owner is the owner in fee simple in possession (free from incumbrances) of the Land -+~ rvvee-

(3) The Owner has by application dated the seventh day of October one thousand nine hundred and
ninety-one applied to the Council for planning permission for change of use of the land to a Rally
Carting Centre in accordance with the plans and particulars supplied therewith under planning reference

H18/0968/91 ("the Development™) - - o

(4) The obligation created by this Deed is a planning obligation for the purposes of section 106 of the

Town and Country Planning Act 1990 - e e e
(5) The Council has decided to grant conditional planning permission for the Development subject to
the creation of this obligation without which planning permission for the Development would not have

becn gran[ed O TV SOV R Y . co e e mmmeme— e

(6) The Council is the local planning authority by whom the planning obligation is enforceable - - ——



D DISTRICT
MEMORANDUM

From: Director of Administration To: Director of Planning and Building
Control Services

Our ref: PC/MIP/PL.587 Yourref: GS/1J

Date: Oth November 1992

SUBJECT: PLANNING APPLICATION NO. H18/0968/91: RALLY CARTING CENTRE,
GROVE FARM, BRIDGE ROAD, LONG SUTTON (STACEY)

Would you please note that the planning obligation has now been completed and a copy is enclosed for
your records. Would you please arrange to release the planning permission as soon as possible.

Director o ministration

=
| T



APPLICATION REFERENCE: H18/0968/91 DATE RECEIVED: 15.11.91

APPLICANT: J T W Stacey AGENT:
Grove Farm
Bridge Road
Long Sutton
Spalding ' ‘
Lincs PE1l2 9AP o Y L '\,:“{:

TYPE: Full
DESCRIPTION: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre

LOCATION: Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutteon

Paxish Council: Should any parking prohlem be envigaged would
request a new planning application.
¥ard Member 1- Give this application my strongest support.

A very worthwhile suggestion.
wWard Member 2: Request that be considered by Planning

Committee because of change of use from
agriculture and its relationship to the main
gas terminal at the west end of the sita not
shown on the plan.

County Highwavs: Request conditions.
: - Noise from the karts ig likely to be audible
(summarised) within 500 metres of the site. Distance

will fluctuate depending upon the specific
time of day and prevailing climatic -
conditions.

- If substantial screening were to be provided
arcund the track it should in theory be
possible to reduce itg impact to a
reasonable lavel for all properties other
than the immediate naighbours, but this
would be depandant upen:

1) position and size of track.

2) position, height and construction of
screening (re. freaquency spectrum of
kart noise input).

3) hours and periods of operation.

- Notwithstanding above, in relation to
house adjacent, I am of the opinion that
there will remain a likelihood of
complaints in respect of noise and dust.
Noisy activities include kart racing,
vehicle repairs, vehicle testing, traffic
movement, and possible future tannoy
system. The grass track would undoubtedly
creats dust and a solid suxface would ba

- 14 -



essential.

Kart suppliers have indicated that they may
be prepared to organise a demonstration
should you fael it to be appropriate.

Again, suggest that any further proposals in
respect of this application should be
supported with a detailed noise assessment
and up-to-date site plan giving construction
details and proposed use of buildings.

Petition of support received containing
approximately 253 signatures, including
residents from both Sutton Bridge and
Long Sutton.

Publi i Lons: Letter received from Owner/Occupier of Tower
House, Hospital Drove, (summarised):

Information from -
Applicant:

(summarised) -

PLAN

Object on grounds of noise and pollution.
Plans for riding school less than 100 yards
away have been refused because of the
entrance/exit onto the Al7. As entrance to
centre is opening out onto same road, we
visualise far more traffic (including cars
with trailers).

Ask that application be refused on highway
grounds.

Do not believe applicant has support of his
neighbour. Cwner of the house does not live
anywhere near the proposed centre.

Already established that there is a great
need for the facility.

Willing to do any screening and other
environmental works which Local Planning
Authority feels necessary.

Have written support of my neighbour who is
the only property near the site.

Facility would be properly managed at all
times.

Would be happy that our existing hungalow be
tied to the proposed development.

B

Structure Plan Policies 67 and 97.

Circular 16/87 - Development involving Agricultural Land.
PPG7, 1988 (Rural Enterprise and Development).

PPG1l, 1988 (General Policy and Principles}.

PPG17, 1991 (Sport and Recreation).

Circular 10/73 -~ Planning and Noise.

SREVIQUS DECISIONS

H18/0061/90 - Change of use from agricultural storage to
workshop/storage under Bl Class, Grove Farm, Bridge Road - Refused.

PLANNING ISSUES

1 The determining issue in this particular case is whether the
proposal is acceptable on environmental, amenity, traffic
and agricuitural grounds.

2 The site is located on the south side of the former Al17 within
Sutton Bridge parish and close to its boundary with Little
Sutton. It comprises of approximately 6 acres of land
together with some farm buildings and a dwelling cccupied by

- 15 -



the applicant and his family.

The site is in open countryside. However, a dwelling is
located immediately to the north east, a gas terminal to the
north west and further dwellings approximately 200 metres to
the east and west.

Application at this stage is purely for a change of use of
agricultural land to a rally karting centre. An indicative
plan has been submitted with the application showing possible
layout of the site, including two grass tracks and asgsociated
pits, plus car parking. The karts to be used would be "Pacer*
rally karts fitted with Honda 8 hp OHV 4-stroke engines using
unleaded fuel. They would be fitted with the standard Honda
silencer and engine speed would be governed to 3,000 rpm
(maximum speed approx. 30 mph). The firm providing the
vehicles have stated that "the four Pacer karts when in -
operation together register on a noise metre 75 decibels,
which is very low, and not even the noise of a domestic lawn
mowezr.

The applicant has stated that the site would be operated
possibly 7 days a week from approximately 10am until dusk.
Approximately 8 vehicles would be used on grass tracks and the
site could be landscaped if so required.

Planning Policy Guidanca Note No. 17, 1991 (Sport and
Recreation) states that it is the policy of the Government to
promote the development. of sport and recreation in the widest
senge and to encourage the provision of a wide range of
opportunities for recreation. However, it goes on to stress
that sport and recreation activities in the countryside should
be appropriate and in harmony with it and that it is important
for Planning Authorities to identify sites which will minimise
conflicts with other uses. Criteria for the selection of

sites for reqular use must include the potential impact of the
activity on the site and on adjacent land use and nearby
residents.

CONCLUSIONS

1

Structure Plan Policy 67 states that "provision will be made
for countryside recreational facilities" and that "planning
permission will normally be forthecoming for such provision
subject to environmental, amenity, traffic, and agricultural
considerations." It is considered that the propeosal falls
within this category since it is a type of development that
would usually be unsuitable within built up areas.

The proposal may be acceptable on visual amenity grounds.
However, the site would need to be landscaped and any screens
required in association with the proposal would need to be
such as not to adversely affect the existing character of the
countryside {which may be difficult to achieve).

From a highways point of view, the County Highways Authority
have raised nc objections to the proposed development subject
o conditions. These would include the widening and
improvement of the existing access, the provision of a minimum
of 30 car parking spaces within the site and also satisfactoxry
turning facilities.

Advice relating to the safequarding of agricultural land is
contained within Cirxcular 16/87 and reiterated in PPG7 (Rural
Enterprise and Development). The main thrust of this Circular
is that MAFTF consultation is only necessary in cases where the
land is Grade 3A or higher and the area concerned is greater
than 20 hectares. Emphasis is also put on the diversification
of the rural econony.

The main point of concern in respect of the application,
however, is the likely effect the development would have upon

- 16 -



P

the amenity of neighbouring residential property.
Environmental Health have stated that noise from the karts is
likely to be audible within 500 metres of the gite and that
this distance would fluctuate depending upon the specific time
of day and prevailing climatic conditions.

Pursuant: to the abovs, therefore, neither myself or
Environmental Health are satisfied that the amenity of
adjacent residential property would not be adversely affected
in terms of noise and general digturbance. Noisy activities
would include kart racing, vehicle repairs, vehicle testing,
traffic movements and a possible future tannoy system and the
grass track would undoubtedly create dust.

DOE Circular 10/73 stataes that, “where by the standards
established in BS4142, the noise from the proposed development
is likely to give rise to complaints,...it will hardly ever be
right to give permission“, and it goes on to advisa that where
such situations are found, "the applicant should be required
£o provide predictions of corract noise lavels at the
boundaries of the site.

It may be possible, with suitable screening, to raduce

the noisse lavels at the boundary to an acceptabls leval, but
this needs to be demonstrated, in accordance with Cixrcular
16/73, by the applicant.

ELANNING OPFTCER'S SECOMMENDATION -

A. Refuse permission

1

In the opinion of the Local Planning Authority, the
development as proposed would adversely affect the amenity of
nearby residential property in terms of noise and general
disturbance. As such, the proposal is considered to be

contrary to approved Structure Plan Policy 67 and also
Department of the Environment advice contained within Circular
10/73 (Planning and Noise), Planning Policy Guidance Note No.
1, 19838 (General Policy and Principles) and Planning Policy
Guidance Note No. 17, 1991 (Sport and Recreation).

Advise the applicant that for the Committee to be able
favourably to consider the proposals, they will need a noise
assessment to be submitted to demonstrats that proposed noise
ameliorating measuras will prevent detriment to residential
amenity.

-~ 17 -



DEED

Creating Planning Obligation
under Section 106 of the
Town and Country Planning Act 1990
between

SO HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNC

and

JOHN THOMAS WILLIAM STACEY

Ic

change of use to Rally Carting Centre,
land at Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton

I hereby certify that this is a true copy
of the Planning Obligation relating to land at
Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton

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

Director of Administration



THE COMMON SEAL of THE SOUTH
HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL was

hereunto affixed in the presence of

P72

Chairman of the Council

R

Director of Administration

SIGNED AS A DEED by the said
JOHN THOMAS WILLIAM STACEY

in the presence of:-

)
)
)
! ~ L
Witness j(,[ “'\ k \ L! ;"
Address 22 5T Mg Vet
N uxt-n\ p)-q-\ i\ ;{—{ )
WS ¢\,E<!\ =\ |
Occupation Syan. VO ik

\N\ &,fi\x,\\ :*\’w‘ a,nkml;»-lt



SOQUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUNM

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE:

26.3.92

OUR REF: JC/JMC/PC

TO: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING SERVICES YOUR REF:

Planning Application H18/0968/91

Rally Karting Centre, Bridge Road, Long Sutton

I write further to my memorandum of 24th instant and would

suggest that the following additional conditions should be included :

1. Rally karts shall at all times be fitted with an effective exhaust

silencer.

. 2. The development shall not take place until there has been submitted
- to and approved in writing by the District Council details of the

layout of the circuit including the start line and paddock area.

" 3. There shall be no sound amplification system operated on the site,

other than for public safety purposes.

ﬂPDirector of Envirdnmental Services

SH.D.C. PLANNING DEPT.

RFCEIVED
27MAR 19925
Alept f Fie hNos.
OFG v
oopPO BS
JC ACP
Actionby ....... Acknowiedge YES/NO
Discusswith ..., by
Copyto..oooenes gate
|




Control practice 1823

Ministerial policy towards sports uses in the countryside can
pederived from several sources. InD.C.P.N.4 Development
i Rural Areas recraeation structures are stated to be one of
the possible exceptions to restrictions on building develop-
ment in the green belt, a sentiment that is restated in PPG 2
Green Bells. The latter advises in para. 12, “Inside a Green
Belt, approval should not be given except in very special
circumstances, for the construction of new buildings or for
the changes of use of existing buildings for purposes other
than agriculture and forestry, outdoor sport, cemeteries,
institutions standing in extensive grounds, or other uses
appropriate to a rural area.”

Agdvice relating to the safequarding of agricuitural land is
contained in Circular 16/87 and reiterated in PPG 7 Rural
Enterprise and Development.The main thrust of this Circutar
is that M.A.F.F. consultation is only necessary in cases
where {he land is Grade 3a or higher and the area concerned
is greater than 20 hectares. Emphasis is also put on the
diversification of the rural economy. No specific mention is
made in the Circular of sports facilities and the emphasis
given to golf courses as an acceptable aiternative use of
agricultural land is not repeated from earlier ministerial
statements. In the publication Rural enterprise and develop-
ment HMSQO 10/3/87 there is mention of recreation as a
“highly promising growth area in the rural economy”.

Structure and local pian policies normally take the line
that whilst all development in the open countryside is subject
to policy restriction, demonstrable recreation needs which
cannot be accommedated in an urban area may justify
gxceptions.

In practice, as demonstrated by the appeal cases men-
tianed in the pravious section (18.132), the acceptability ot
sports uses in green field situations has a lot to do with the
size of any buildings proposed and the axtent to which they
are functionally ancillary to the open ground use. The type of
sports use is also important as will be shown in the detaiied
sub-sections to follow.

From a strategic point of view open recreational uses can
be a valuable means of achieving a buffer between town and
country in situations where agricuiture may be under threat.
This type of situation was shown in the appeal case
{Cleetharpes B.C. 11/10/85) relating to a golf course.

A general problem endemic to all rural recreation uses is
the impact of the use on highway safety. Access direct from
a busy A class road or from a narrow C class lane, may, as
with most other traffic generating rural uses. draw a high-
ways authority objection which must be cbviated before
planning permission can be obtained.

Plavmg fields 18.231
Playing field uses have in the past raised issues relating to:
a) whether any loss of agricultural land should be resisted,
and b) whether the change in the physical appearance of the
land and the ancillary butldings and activity associated with
‘ne use would detract from rural protection policies ang other
amenity/traific considerations.

As has been noted the first consideration has been dimin-
shed in importance by ministerial policy (Circular 16/87),
particularly as outdoor sports uses while taking land out of
production do not theoretically inhibit its reversion at a later
date 1f food supply conditions aiter. Inthe past many appeals
have failed on the agricultural land loss issue, but it is
becoming significantly less easy for local authorities to
sustain this ground for refusal without M.A.F.F. support,
~hich ig unlikely to be forthcoming unless the land is desig-
"7iad as of Grade 1. 2 or 3a and is over 20 hectares (nearly
30 acres). Planning control, in the maijority of cases put
Jniore it, is therefore concerned with the impact of a
Oroposal on its immediate enviranment and, as  Circular
'6.87 puts it, “the continuing need to protect the countryside
‘or its own sake rather than primarily for the productive value
Offang”, The decision making process involves the setting off
ofany adverse effects identitied against the need for the use.
In cases where piaying fields are to be provided as a
Planning gain related to. say, a green field sile housing
development. the debate may be more complex and the

control aspects of this type of application are be considered
in more detail at (7.134),

The proposition that the granting of permission for playing
fields would not affect the openness or greenness of a site
is one that can succeed, especiaily if there are no buildings
involved {Woodspring B.C. 12/7/84), or if no extensive
parking areas are required. A site may, however, have
special characteristics of its own that render it particularly
sensitive to any change. For instance the land may be open
common or mooriand, or the loss of trees may be entailed,
and both situations have resulted in successes for local
authorities at appeal (Swansea City Council 29/1/85 and
Horsham D.C. 5/12/83). The assertion by a local authority
that the character of the land would be changed simply
because there would be pitch markings, goal posts, regutar
mowing and possibly some levelling is less likely to be a
raasonable ground for refusal onits own, although a National
Park or A.Q.N.B. designation may be of some assistance.
Green belt designation may provide a special context for the
consideration of playing field proposals in that policy may
permit smait scale leisure and recreational uses as contrib-
uting to the fulfiiment of demands from a nearby conurbation,
which cannot be satisfied within the built up area (see
18.27/3).

Green belt designation may provide a special context for
the consideration of playing field proposals in that policy may
permit small scale leisure and recreational uses as contrib-
uting to the fulfilment of demands from a nearby conurbation.
which ¢cannot be satisfied within the built up area. In (N.E.
Derbyshire D.C. 20/3/89}, however, a proposal for 2 football
pitches was dismissed, an inspector noting the paradox that
the reason for his decision was the obtrusive nature of the
screen fencing and landscaping, being the measures neces-
sary to contain the proposed activity (also see 18.27/3).

Residential amenity and traffic considerations canbe a
potent objection to a piaying field use. In ane case (Waood-
spring B.C. 24/11/87) a school playing field in the green beit
was considered satisfactory from the palicy point of view, but
the inspeactor was not satisfied that an every day of the week
use would not rasult in “unacceptable impairment” of amen-
ity for adjacent houses. Intensive sporting activities and the
ascalation of the use of the access road were cited.

Golf courses 18232

Golf courses are coming before the planning system with
increasing frequency. Ministerial poiicy related to decreased
amphasis to be put an conserving agriculturai land and the
needto diversify farming incomes has caused landowners tc
look at the viability of golf courses tor which there is consid-
erable pent demand and possible economic spin off benefits
both iocally and from a regional viewpoint.

Tha use exhibits special characteristics that make con-
trol by local authorities a little differentto that of playing fields.
Golf courses have a greater propensity to fit into an existing
landscape pattern due to their use of undulating ground.
water and trees. However, artificial appearance of features
such as bunkers and flat greens can inhibit their uncbtrusive
insertion into an agricultural landscape, particularly an open
one such as downtand. in (West Cxiordshire D.C. 1/6/8%) an
18 hole Golf course was refused on farmiand which boarded
an A.O.N.B. An inspector considered the pattern of long
verdant stretches bordered by areas of rough ground wouid -
be alien to the remainder of the surrounding agricuitural land.
with its regular field boundaries and relatively sparse plant-
ing.

Golf driving ranges are often considered more obtrusive
in the landscape than golf courses. In (Wokingham D.C.
6/4/89) a range was considered to have a quasi-industrial
character. and visible over a considerable distance. thus
prejudicing the function of the green belt. In (Tunbridge
Wells B.C. 8/4/89) a goif driving range was found to be
damagingiothe special character of a valley site inthe green
beit. However a green belt location (Midlothian D.C. 20/12/
88) was found to be acceptable as it had a positive recrea-
tional role for the near by urban area subject to suitabie
location and design. This proposal included additional
landscaping and mounding and camouflaged driving booths
which were to be built into the hillside and were to have
grassed roofs.

182-005



FILE NOTE Copy to NRM for information

F., 1870/18

RE: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AT GROVE FARM, SUTTON BRIDGE.

BETWEEN COUNCILLOR C. BREWIS, MR. STACEY OF GROVE FARM AND R.JS

ON THURSDAY 22ND AUGUST 1991.

i,

The meeting was held at Councillor Brewis's request to discuss proposals for
a children's recreation development at Grove Farm including the use of
junior go—kart type vehicles.

Grove Farm is located on the south side of the former Al7 within Sutton
Bridge Parish and close to its boundary with Little Sutton. It comprises
approximately 6 acres of land together with some farm buildings and a
dwelling occupied by Mr. Stacey and his family. There is one other dwelling
close to Grove Farm,

Mr. Stacey proposes to purchase a number of low powered go-kKart type
vehicles and to provide grass tracks on which young people of various age
groups can drive these vehicles under supervision. Opportunities also exist
for other recreation uses within the site, e.g. children's playground and
picnic area.

RJS identified the principal issues as being

a) The suitability of road access to serve the development
b) The gquestion of environmental impact especially as a result of engine
noise.

On the point of road access 1 have undertaken to ask Chris Briggs to make a
preliminary investigation of the site following which we can offer Mr.
Stacey some more advice. (His phone nmumber is Holbeach 350279),

On the question of noise, Mr. Stacey indicated that he has already visited a
development of this type and has discovered that the type of engines used on
these vehicles do not create high noise levels. RJS has asked that any
application which may be submitted should be accompanied by technical
details of the vehicles to be used since it will be necessary to include on
any planning permission conditions which limit noise levels to prevent any
adverse impact arising from any subsequent changes in the character of use
of the site,

Councillor Brewis indicated that Sutton Bridge Parish Council supports this
type of development for young people and he feels that this site could be
developed satisfactorily for the purpose.

23.8.91
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Mr. Stacey, ' Mr. R. J. Smith

Grove Farm,
Bridge Road, RIS/ F. 1870.18
SUTTON BRIDGE,
Spalding,
Lincs.
ilth September 1991

Dear Sir,

RE: PROPUSED DEVELOPMENT FOR FKARTING AND RECRPATION ACTIVITIES
AT GROVE FARM.

Following your meeting with Councillor Brewis and myself on 22nd August, I have
obtained the preliminary observations of Lincolnshire County Council as highways
authority. They have no objection in principle to obtaining access to this type
of development direct from Bridge Road. The question of detailed changes being
required to the existing access will be considered when your formal application
for planning permission is assessed. :

Yours falthfully,

17 i

R. J. ,_snrm
DEPUTY DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER

‘- i

c.c. Mr. C. Brigszs,
Lincolnshire County Council
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1 THE UNDERSIGNED WQULD LIKE TO SUPPCHT Mr., J. T. W. STACLY,
IN HIS BALLY KARTING CENTHE, AT GROVE FARM, BRIDGE ROAD,

SUTTON BRIDGE.
INCORPORATING A LEISURE PARK, AND AREA FOR YOUNG

RIDERS TO USE THEIR OwWN MACHINES.
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SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE: 4.12.9] pG

QR e ek A o A A TR, - R e u-ou

OUR REF:] JCPsidjipE. Fiapniel Dee T

A AT

TO: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND BUILDING YOUR REF: - ’"’ !9?1
CONTROL I e -
e (5|
b ;
B f’“"J T m——

Planning Application H18/0968/91
Rally Karting Centre, Bridge Road, Long Sptbon

TN - (e e

I write with reference to the outline application and based upon
the information provided I would offer the following advice:-

Noise from the Karts is likely to be audible within 500 metres of
the site. This distance will fluctuate depending upon the specific time
of day and prevailing climatic conditions.

If substantial screening were to be provided around the track it
should in theory Dbe possible to reduce its impact to a reascnable level
for all oproperties other than the immediate neighbours but this would be
dependant upon:-

1. position and size of track,

2. position, height and construction of screening (re frequency
spectrum of Kart noise output),

3. hours and periods of operation.

Notwithstanding these considerations, in relation to the house
adjacent to the site I am of the opinion that there will remain a
likelihood of <complaints in respect of noise and dust. Noisy activities
inciude kart racing, vehicle repairs, vehicle testing, traffic movements
and a possible future tannoy system.

The grass track would undoubtedly create dust and a solid surface
would be essential.

The Kart suppliers have indicated that they may be prepared to
organise a demonstration should vyou feel it appropriate to the
determination of the application.

In the circumstances I would again suggest that any further
proposals in respect of this application should be supported with a
detailed noise assessment and up-to-date site plan giving construction
details and proposed use of buildings.

I trust this information is of assistance to you.
pﬁ«sz\,

PDirector of Entironmental Services

f



B Smith Esqg r et
District Planning OfFiceB H.D G Bl ami
South Holland Distri
Council Offices
Priory Road
Spalding

PE1l1 2XE

O PLANNING Dée ). 5
Council wgreiira

_TENDVI99 o NRA

Y
National Rivers Authority
Anglian Region

18 November 1991

S e T .

AR

Our Ref: GT/91/1/SH/0206

R R e 2 T §

Dear Sir

PLANNTNG APPLICATION NO. H11/0968/91
PROPOSED CHANGE OF USE OF LAND TO RALLY KARTING CENTRE

FOR J T W STACEY AT GROVE FARM, BRTDGE ROAD, IONG

With regard to the above-mentioned application received on 24 October 1991, I
would inform you that the NRA Anglian Region has the following observatians to
make on the proposal:

We have no objection to the use of a septic tank(s) at this location provided
that:

a) The area of land required for the soakaway has been established by means of
a percolation test carried out in accordance with B.S.6297.

b} The plot =ize is adequate to provide the area of land required for the
soakaway system as identified by the percolation test.

c) The soakaway system is not constructed within 10m of a watercourse or
within 50m of a borehole or well.

d) The soakaway system is constructed as shallow as possible and will not be
affected by general groundwater in the area.

Facilities should be provided to ensure that waste oil is stored and disposed
of in a manner that will not lead to pollution.

Site operators should ensure there is no possibility of contaminated water
entering and polluting surfaces or underground waters.

All drums and small containers used for oils and other chemicals should be
stored in bunded areas which do not drain to any watercourse, surface water
sewer or soakaway. These areas should preferably be under cover.

Q—F MORGAN N
Planning Engineer DR KEVIN BOND
Regianal General Monoger
c.c. J T W Stacey, Grove Farm, Bridge Road,
Long Sutton, Spalding, Lincs PE12 9AP, Aguo House

Harvey Street

SW Lincoln
IN) ITF
Tel: 0522 513100
Fax: 0572 512927
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Planning Department
Council Offices,

Priory Road, Spaiding,
Lincolnshire. PEF| 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 761161 H 0 LL A N D
DISTRICT COUNCIL

Application no: H11/0968/91

Applicant: J T W Stacey Agent: J T W Stacey
Grove Farm Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP Lincs PE12 9AP

Description: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre with
outdoor/indoor facilities car parking, teoilets ete-

Location: Grove Farm Bridge Road
Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

Type: OUTLINE Date received: 10-0CT-91

21-0CT-91
Dear Sir/Madam

CONSULTATION WITH PARISH COUNCIL

I have received an application for the above proposal and enclose a copy
for your information. Any observations which the Parish Council wish to
make should be set out below and returned to me by 05-NOV-91. If no
observations have been received by that date, it will be assumed that
the Parish Council have no comments to make. The officer d€aling with
this application is D M GEDNEY

Yours faithfully
B SMITH
District Planning Officer

Clerk to Sutton Bridge PC FOR PARISH COUNCIL USE ONLY
64 Lowgate
Lutton Comments:

Spalding, Li / ,"”: ” Aﬂ foiv SSbgi
T e s /[ ;‘% //?/);;7/77/ 'f“//’” /
r"ur',"u"c‘“'{-}‘;l?:“':j OEPT.  dignda /){ St / J//m‘(/ g it
i 2 1 NOV 1991 ,,A/;: 5

‘"""‘"’ e e g ¥ /f’

. R e e g saicage YESIND / /'/;?7‘7//'/‘ / tl Lh (,
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Planning Department
Council Offices,
Priory Road, Spalding,

Lincolnshire. PEL1 2XE HOLLAND
Telephone: (0775) 761161 DISTRICT COUNCIL

J T W Stacey
Grove Farm
Bridge Road ‘
Long Sutton

Spalding

Lincolnshire

D M Gedney

DMG/SJS H18,/0968/91

5 November 1991

Dear Six

I refer to the above planning application submitted by yourself.

In order for the proposal to be properly assessed, further information is required
and this is outlined below; . ,
Paso lg‘-\_3 7 R s (“1-‘4”\ 1O cma wadild
i Hours/days of operation. ' dusk
Ccens s ewiob s
2 Likely construction of the track, car parking, roadways etc.
Taes Yo la pleted
3 Any proposals for screening on the boundaries/track etc. e s e \'5-1""'-:;.?”
VR e
4 A plan showing the possible siting of the track, and also pit/maintenance S \ i{.{h
areas (if applicable).
(L lee fas el %'\ Y YU L ISL\H)(L(

5 The number and type of equipment to be used. Will equipment be restricted.
6 Detailed breakdown of the use of the circuit and the site. Sac Mo  3f wf it
7 A noise assessment of all activities to be undertaken as in 6. 13 d«c

If you have any queries in relation to the above, you are advised to contact
either Mr J Chapman ¢of Environmental Health or Mr D Gedney of my department.

I await your response in due course, therefore, so that I am in a position to
proceed with the application.

Yours faithfully

N R Midlen

e
T .
g /7 / )
Principal Planning Officer /’/ v & e
(Development Control) of / / T \\é
s



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT CQUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE: 30.10.91
OUR REF: JC/sS.

TO: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & BUILDING CONTROL YOUR REF:

Planning Application H18/0968/91
Rally RKarting Centre, Bridge Road, Long Sutton

I write with reference to the above and would confirm that without
detailed information and a noise assessment of all the activities to be
undertaken on the site I am unable to comment further.

For your information 1 enclose an abstract of the Noise Advisory
Council’s vreport "Noise in Public Places” which highlights the problem
of noise from such activities.

This Department's experience of similar events is that the potential
for widespread noise nuisance exists. It is therefore for the applicant
to provide information proving otherwise if at all possible.

I would suggest that full details of the proposals are an essential
requisite of such an application.

I trust this information is of assistance to you.

M S,

Mnirector of Enviironmental Services

&
SHD.C. PLANNING DEPT.
RECFIVED
31 0CT 1991

{ E—"‘Lf‘a@ “" ‘. s g
‘ i{ihfm h\f&k.‘ NOCUN B YESO
R LN :
; -~ ' PR

Lt L e



CHAPTER SEVEN
MOTOR SPORTS

7.1 The noisiest of all sporting activities is probably motor sport. Whether in
rallies, scrambling, grass track racing or stock car racing, on roads, on special
circuits or on privately owned [and, motor sport, because of the type of machines
used and the feats they are required to perform. is inevitably noisy.

7.2 Thas fact has been recognised for some ume and regulations to control
railies on public roads were first made in 1965, We discussed the control of noise
from motor sports generally with the Royal Automobile Club and the Auto-
cycle Union, the main governing bodies of orgamised motor sports. and are
grateful for the extremely clear explanation they gave to us of the different types
of sport and the problems associated with them.

7.3 Moror sports fall mainly into two categories. Participant sports and spec-
tator sports. Participant sports include the main rallies and trials. On public
roads these are controlled by the Motor Vehicles (Competition and Trials)
Regulations 1969. These speaify that the Royal Automobile Club must authorize
most rallies which take place on public roads and such rallies must comply with
standard conditions laid down in the Regulations. These are designed to ensure
rallies are safe and cause the minimum nuisance. Particular conditions include
the requirement that ail vehicles must pass any point on the route within a
limited period of 2 hours during the night or 3 hours during the day. Rallies
which involve not more than 12 vehicles are granted a general authorisation and
need not comply with the standard conditions. The Royal Automobile Club
may grant or withhold authorisation for any particular event and operates a
rationing system restricting the number of rallies authorised 10 one night rally
and two day time rallies per month in any area.

7.4 The Royal Automobile Club accepts that vehicles used in rallies shouid be
subject to the same noise requirements as ordinary vehicles used on the public
highway. Rally organisers therefore stipulate noise limits for vehicles 3 dB(A)
below the statutory requirements and provide ‘judges of fact’ to determine
whether or not a car is being driven quetly in a quiet zone.

7.5 We understand that both the Roval Automobiie Club and the Autocvcle
Union wish to encourage naisy motor sports to leave public roads. The number
of rallies held per vear is decreasing and amounts at present to about 300 to 200
each vear. This decrease i1s due partly to limitations imposed on repeated use
of certain routes and to black-lists of routes which have produced large numbers
of complaints. Very few rallies are organised outside the control of the Roval
Automobile Club both because of insurance difficulties and because Roval
Automobile Club members are not permitted to take part in events organised
by other bodies.

7.6 The Regulations are clearly the right way ro controi this sort of sport and
work well 1n practice.

18




Moior Sporis

7.7 Spectator sports however pose a more difficult problem. This category
includes racing, hill climbs and special events. We are told that noise is an
inherent part of the spectacle and one which attracts the spectators needed to
ensure the financial viability of the private circuits and tracks on which such
events are often staged, It has been suggested to us as a result of experience with
vehicles which are quieter than average. such as turbine cars, that a considerable
reduction in the general level of noise leads to spectator disinterest,

7.8 This kind of event usually takes place on permanent. purpose-built tracks.
There is scope therefore when planning permission is sought for local planning
authorities to ensure that such developments are not allowed in the vicinity of
quiet residential areas and that appropriate conditions are imposed about
permitted hours of use. In addition events at such establishments could be sub-
ject to nuisance action under the Noise Abatement Act 1960 but it is probable
that the defence of **best practicable means” would be available to the organisers,
The Roval Automobile Club and the Autocycle Union expressed 1o us the
concern of the 15 or so existing establishmemnts in Great Britain about the
possibility of action under the Act because their investment in the establishments
might be in danger. We appreciate their concern but it is one which might be
said to be equally applicable to the owners of industrial concerns and we do not
consider that they shouid be given any special privileges under the law.

7.9 The cause of the annoyance is the high noise levels of individual vehicles.
Vehicles not being driven on public roads need not comply with the statutory
limitations on vehicle noise. We believe the proper body to encourage a reduc-
tion of the noise of individual racing cars would be the International Sporting
Commission. We hope that the British representatives on the Commission will
encourage a move in that direction. We aiso believe that there should be some
statutory limitations on the noise from racing cars. We do not suggest that the
permitted levels should be as low as those in operation for vehicles using public
roads. but that there should be similar construction and use regulations atsuitably
higher limits for racing cars wherever they are used.

7.10 Between participant and spectator motor sports there is a category of
events consisting of grass-track racing, autoraces. minor hillclimbs and special
events. The events normally take place on temporary sites and are therefore
subject to the new restrictions under the General Development Order 1973 which
grants pianning permission for temporary use for {4 days per vear onty for motor
sports (see Chapter 4 abovel. The Autocycle Unijon are the regulating body Jor
these events. There are rules designed to reduce noise nuisance. For example
a noise limit of 100 dB(A) at 10 feet is in operation and spot checks are carried
out to ensure it is observed. Four offences result in the suspension of a rider.
Ne running of machines between races is allowed. In addition if any club or
group seek the Autocycle Union's permussion to hold an event then they are
asked to first of all seek the approval of the local planning authority.

7.11 Although we were impressed by the concern of the orgamising bodies to
keep the disturbance from the events down to a minimum. motor sports can be
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excruciatingly noisy and quite unbearable lor those not involved. We recommend
therefore that there should be a further reduction in the number of days permitted
for motor sports under the General Development Order. We recognise that this
might appear very stringent hut we believe it would still be sufficient to enable the
occasional charity event to be arranged. It would exciude many commercial ven-
tures but we consider that it is right that these should be subject to normat planning
procedures.

7.12 There are two further arsus where we consider steps could be taken 10
help reduce disturbance. We consider that people who are likely to be affected
by noise from any of the kinds of events described in this Chapter should be told
in advance when an event is likely to take place and how long it will last. We
believe many people will be marginally less disturbed if they are prepared for
the (ntrusion or can arrange activities which take them away for the day if they
feel sufficiently strongly about it. We recommend therefore that the orpanisers
of all motor sporting events shouid be required to put a public netice in the focai
press stating not only the date and times of the event itseif but aiso of any prior
practising or testing of vehicles,

7.13  We also believe that, given the inherently noisy nature ot the sport itseif,
the organisers must be extremely careful about other noisy activities associated
with the event. In particular organisers should take extra cure with the use of
loudspeakers and try not to use them when the vehicles themselves are in use.
We consider this is an area where the Roval Automobile Club and Autocvele
Union might themselves usefully introduce further rules.



BRI, . iMITH DipTPMRTP1  District Planning Officer S 0 U T H

Planning Department
Council Offices,
Priory Road, Spalding,

Lil]coinshir.e.OF;ilsi izlElel H 0 [, L A N n
Telephone: (0775) DISTRICT COUNCIL

Cﬁm
Application no: H18/0968/91
Applicant: J T W Stacey Agent: J T W Stacey
Grove Farm Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP Lincs PE12 9AP

Description: Change of use of land to
Rally Carting Centre

Location: Grove Farm
Bridge Road
Long Sutton
Spalding Lincs
Type: OUTLINE Date received: 10-0CT-91

28-0CT-91
Dear Sir/Madam

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
REQUIREMENT FOR ADVERTISEMENT OF THE PROPOSAIL BY THE APPLICANT

Your submission for the above hag been received, but I regret that it
cannot be dealt with yet as the development includes work which must be
advertised by the applicant before it can be entertained by the Authority.

I therefore enclose notices and certificates for your use. Please arrange
for one notice to be posted on the site and for the other to be published
in the Statutory Notices section of a local newspaper. Please arrange for
the completed certificates to be returned to me once the advertisements
have been left on the land for 7 days and have appeared in the press.

If you wish to contact the department at any time, the officer dealing
with the application at present is D M GEDNEY

Yours faithfully

Principal Administrative Officer
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Lincolnshire. PEI 1 2XE Attention of File Nos. H 0 L L A N D
Telephone: (0775) 761161 DPO  NRM
D00 B DISTRICT COUNCIL
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Actemby ‘Acknowleage YES/NO
Discusswith .., .. by
Copyto......... ate

Application no: H11/0968/91

Applicant: J T W Stacey Agent: J T W Stacey
Grove Farm Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PEL12 9AP Lines PE12 9AP

Description: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre with
outdoor/indoor facilities car parking, toilets etc

Location: Grove Farm Bridge Road
Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

Type: OUTLINE Date received: 10-0CT-91
21-0CT-91

Dear Cllr C J T H Brewis

NOTIFICATION TQ WARD MEMBER

I have received an application for the above proposal in your ward.
The officer dealing with this application is D M GEDNEY

As applications can be determined under delegated powers in many cases,
please let me know by 31-0CT-91 if you feel that this proposal should
be brought to the attention of the Planning Committee for any reason.

Yours faithfully

B SMITH
Distriet Planning Officer

- T — — — — —————— ———————— ————————— o

Cllr C J T H Brewis I request that this application be
194 Bridge Road considered by Planning Committee,
Sutton Bridge because

Spalding Lincs

PE12 9SF

Signed: &AM /@\4‘/{”{
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Planning Department - & ‘fG - e ———
Council Offices, et Ol cig Pl '
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Achion Dy . .eeere pcknowiedge YES/N DISTRICT COUNCIL
Disuss with - . <« 22:9 E
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Application no: H11/0968/91
Applicant: g T W Stacey Agent: g T W ?tacey
rove Farm rove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP Lincs PEl2 9AP
Description: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre with

outdoor/indoor facilities car parking,

Location:

Grove Farm Bridge Road

Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

Type: OUTLINE

Dear Cllr D Dewsherry

NOTIFICATION TO WARD MEMBER

Date received:

10-0CT-91

toilets etc

21-0CT-91

I have received an application for the above proposal in your ward.
The officer dealing with this application is D M GEDNEY

As applications can be determined under delegated powers in many cases,
please let me know by 31-0CT-91 if you feel that this proposal should
be brought to the attention of the Planning Committee for any reason.

Yours faithfully
B SMITH
District Planning Officer

Cllr D Dewsberry
248 Bridge Road
Sutton Bridge
Spalding Lincs
PE12 9SH

—— T ——— e ———— — —_ Al B A B W T = = = ——— — — ——

I request that this application be

considered by Planning Committee,

because JMW“gpv whe [ Fean ACbQﬁ:#L*
PN WX etk s-&‘&’@ 2 M

Signed:

W ylen

/‘ -

/




SOUTH HOLLAND Foxes Lowe Road,

internal C Holbeach,
NG DEF T, Spalding, Lincs.
HEGF‘\’FB o PE12 7TPA.
- §NOV 1991 _
Please contact: Mr. Stafnes Atlention of Foe Ml Tel. Holbeach (0406) 24933
DPO  NAM Fax: (0406} 26501
DOPC  BS
ACP e AL G
Our Ref.  RS/PR-H/968/9L /I nby .70 Flfacknowtstge YEBIND Date 31 October 1991
Discuss with ,.... b’
. GOpytO.......u date N
Dear Sir, l___ diianicried

OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATION — BRIDGE ROAD LONG SUTTCN
PROPOSED RALLY & CARTING CENTRE

The District Planning Officer has informed me that you have submitted
an application seeking permission for development at the above location. The
submitted details have been inspected and whilst my Board's interests would
not seem to be directly affected I set out below general advice for your
consideration and attention.

Prior to the installation of septic tank and roof water soakaway systems
for which the consent of the National Rivers Authority may be required, I
would suggest that appropriate tests are undertaken to ensure the subsoil
conditions are suitable and that such systems will function adequately. Alsoc
that steps are taken where necessary to prevent highway surface water run-
off from creating embarrassment.

Any watercourses adjoining the site are maintained by the riparian
owners whosge consent must be obtained prior to any filling being undertaken
or extra storm water run-off discharged. Prior to such works being undertaken
however full details must be provided for my Board's approval in order I can
ensure existing drainage interests will not be affected. You are advised at
this stage that should a direct storm water outfall be intended, my Board
reserve the right to seek a single once and for all time contribution towards
future improvements of the Board's system to ensure adeguate capacity for
increasing flows from continuing developments.

The contribution rate is currently £6,600 per acre of new impermeable
surface drained via a direct outfall and subject to 10% engineering fees and
V.A.T. although this figure is subject to periodic review.

In this eventuality, full details of the route and quantity of run-off
for the surface water disposal will be required for my prior approval.

Should your project involve the filling of a dyke alongside a highway,
the prior approval and specification of the South Helland Distriet Council's
Technical Services Department must be obtained.

A copy of this letter is being forwarded to the District Planning
Officer in order he is aware of my observations.

Yours faithfully,

J.T.W. Stacey Esq.,

Grove Farm,

Bridge Reoad, ENGINEER TQ _ THE EOARD
Long Sutton,

Spalding,

Lincs. PE12 SAP




Richard H. Frisby, F.R1.C.S., FAAY.

! cristopher FAAV,
5 © Shaitice, F.R.LC.5.,
Gordon A, Mits, ARLC.S., LRRY., FAAV.
CONSULTANT
' V.5 Mille, FRLE.S, FAAV,

B. Smith Esq

i i ficer
The District Planning OF )
The South Helland District Council

Council Qffices
Pricry Road
SPALDING
Lincolnshire,

Dear Mr. Smith

PE11 Z2XE

g SON
L

Chartered Surveyors,

ts.
Auctioneers, Vajuers and Estate Agents shed 1897

TEL. HOLBEACH (0408) 22777
FAX. HOLBEACH (0406) 26142

H18,/0968/91

28 CHURCH STREET, HOLBEACH,
Lincoinshire, PE12 TLL

9th June 1993 Your Ref:

Date
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Rally Carting Centre ‘ ]
Groﬁg Farm Bridge Road, LONG SUTTON, Nr. Spalding

J.T.W. Stacey

Further to our Mr.

earlier this year you will remember that,

Frishby's telephone discussion with your office

on the 27th November

1992, your Council granted planning permission to our above client

under Reference No,
the above holding to a Rally Carting Centre.
granted further to a Deed hetween Mr.
dated the 9th November 1992 {Reference No.

H18/0568/91 for the Change of Use of land at
This permission was
Stacey and your Council
5706) creating a

Planning Obligation under Section 106 of the Town and Country

Planning Act 1990.

Mr,

any negotiations,
this land will have
Planning Permission
we enclose herewith
March 1993, showing
wish ta acquire and

a) Whether or not the existin
force on the reduced amaun

Stacey is in the
authorised by the planning permission but,

been approached by the Company,
No. 114a, Cromwell Road,

process of implementing the development

in the meantime, he has
I.P.G. Limited of Emperor's Gate,
LONDON, SW7 4ES, who are promoting the

s Bridge Road Compressar Station as part of the arrangements
for supplying the mains g
has instructed us to act an his behalf but,
we wish 1

a8 ta the new Power Station. Mr, Stacey

before entering into

0 establish wheiber or not the loss of
any effect upon the Rally Carting Centre

that he has already been granted. Accordingly
a copy of a plan, Reference No. 45112 dated
edged in red, the areas of land I.P.G. Limited
we should be grateful if you could confirm :-
g Planning Permission can remain in
t of land available.

b} Whether or not the Section 106 Agreement under the Town and

Country Planning Act 1980 can st

We look

{Yours sfncerely

and unaltered,

orwapd to hearing from you.
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Chartered Surveyors
INTERNATIONAL PROPERTY CONSULTANTS
Spring Hill House, Spring Hill, Lincoln LN1 1HB
Telephone: (0522) 534691
Fax: (0522) 510017

Our Ref: KSJ/BS/4757C/6

24 August 1994

. . B 3;'::‘:‘;;1_;; HETGTE
R Smith Esq Po o g
Planning Department AELCL Y Sh :
South Holland District Council ‘ Aire . o T
Priory Road _ ‘F’\J o é :

: Hriatere Mot

SPaldmg : I o P i
Lincs PE11 2XE | JH i o
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Dear Roger P

INDEPENDENT POWER GENERATORS

Independent Power Generators have for some time now been negotiating with a Mr Stacey
of Grove Farm, Bridge Road, Long Sutton, about the acquisition of a small area of land
which is currently part of the site which has planning consent for use as a rally karting
centre. For your information the planning consent was granted in November 1991 under
reference H18.0968/91.

In July 1993 Mr Stacey’s agent, Richard Frisby of Hix & Sons at Holbeach received a
response from your Mr Midlen which stated that if part of the land was taken by IPG for
an extension to a gas take off point, the site would not be of sufficient size to adequately
house the rally karting centre,

My reason in writing to you is two fold. Firstly I should be grateful if your Council could
perhaps reconsider this point and to help with this I enclose a plan showing edged blue the
land which is the subject of the planning consent, and edged red the land within this area
that IPG wish to acquire. The second point I would like you to consider is whether or not
your Council would agree to amend the existing planning on a larger area if IPG were to
deal with the amendment or re-application on behalf of Mr Stacey. What I have in mind is
quite simply replacing the acreage to be lost with an adjacent acreage which would
obviously involve a slight revision of the layout.

This is the last piece of land that TPG need to acquire to have a fully secured power station
project. By that I mean a package that any alternative developer could purchase in the
knowledge that they had sufficient secured rights over land for all purposes, including the
supply of gas and the other essential services which will flow to and from the site.

OFFICES AND ASSOCIATIONS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM, EUROPE, USA & HONG KONG
savitls Agricultural & Residential Limited
A subsidiary of Savills plc. Kegistered m England No. 26051 38, Registered Office 28 Grosvenor Hill, Berkefey Square, London WiX GH(



SAVILLS

9.

{cont’d

If you would like to telephone me to discuss this further I would be happy to receive your
call, but I do hope you will be able to give sympathetic consideration to my client’s
situation and find a way in which both IPG and Mr Stacey can reach agreement.

Yours sipicerely

P

K S Jones BSc FRICS FAAV
Encl.

c.c. R H Frisby Esq, Messrs Hix & Son



 AmbitionsLtd

Unit 6, Pilot Trading Estate,
West Wycombe Road,
High Wycombe,

Bucks HP12 3AB.

Tel. 0494 450502

Fax. 0494 451552

ON
o

The purpcse of this report is to provide information to interested
parties, for the purpose of Planning Applications.

The PACER rally kart is fitted with a Honda 8 h.p. OHV U4-stroke
engine, using the standard Honda silencer - Engine speed is
governed to 3000 r.p.m. and unleaded petrol is used.

This particular engine model is also used extensively in the
building industry, as it meets all relevant EEC regulations on
ncise cantrol.

The following noise readings have been taken directly from a
colation of reports provided by the RAC Motor Sport Asscociation,
covering noise evaluations conducted at various circuits in the
British Isles.

Equipment Used

C.E.L. 214 impulse sound meter.

Range: 60-90 dba. "AM weighting. Impulse-slow. Hcld-max.
C.E.L. 184 calibrator used during tests.
Procedure

The karts were driven to warm the engines, prior to conducting
noise tests.

The measuring equipment was set up 7 metres away from the track.

Maximum reading from one kart. 73 dba.
Ambient noise level taken at same time 48 dba.
Maximum from passing vehicles (4) 70 dba.

The measuring equipment was later set up 16 metres away from the track.

Maximum reading from four karts 67 dba.

Ambient level with passing traffic 62 dba.

Otf-road Karting Centres ior Family and Corporate Entertainment.
REGISTERED IN ENGLAND NO. 2555507 DIRECTORS A. S, HAZLEWOOD, A. M. HAZLEWODOD.



RALLY KARTING

Rally karting is one of the fastest growing new leisure activities in the Country. Why? Because
it is a magical blend of all the best branches of motor-sport. Almost anyone from 12 years old
can put on a crash helmet and drive cne of our exciting PACER Rally Kart machines. Running
on grass, circuits can be created quickly and cheaply in almost any area.

THE PACER RALLY KART

PACER Rally Karts have been designed with the benefit of twenty-five years experience in
competitive motor-sport. The result is an extremely strong vehicle which provides unrivalled
security and protection for its driver. Low, wide and very stable, the PACER' is built to race-
car standards incorporating Z.R.S. (zero-roll-suspension) to combine comfort with superb
handling.

Specification includes:

* All terrain low pressure tyres * Hydraulic disc brake

*

*  Gas filled adjustable shock absorbers Full roll cage
* Rally spec’ Corbeau seat *  Wrist reatiners

*  Exceptionally strong chassis *  Adjustable driving position

*

Replaceable bumpers and side guards All spares available from stock
Rally spec' saftey harness * High quality bearings
*  Easy chain adjustment *  Automatic clutch

The PACER is powered by the proven Honda 8 h.p. engine. Running on unleaded fuel the
engine meets all E.E.C. silencing regulations.

Off-road Karting Centres for Family and Corporate Entertainment.
TEL. 0494 450502 FAX. 0494 451552
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MR. TOM STACEY ?wW_;;;;;gdmegmw;J““mwwwnw-mJ

GROVE FARM, LONG SUTTON

ASSESSMENT OF NOISE EMISSION

FROM

PROPOSED RALLY KART CIRCUIT

14th February, 1992

Report prepared by:

R.S.A11sopp B.Sc., M.1.0.A.

R.S.Al1sopp & Associates,
Wymondham,
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SUMMARY

1. The test data obtained jointly with the South Holland District
Council's Environmental Health Officer has been used as a basis
for assessment of the potential noise emission from the proposed
Rally Kart Circuit when four machines are in simultaneous operation.

2. The noise levels reaching the four nearest houses in the area have
been evaluated, and are compared with the representative background
levels of noise as measured at Friday mid-day, following the accepted
procedures of B.S.4142 'Method of Rating Industrial Noise affecting
Mixed Residential and Industrial Areas'. Comparitive levels are
presented in the table below:

Property Received Level Measured Background
Leq dB(A) Level L90 dB(A}

The Towers 48 47.5

Halfway House

(Rear/South West fascia) 48 47.5

The Beeches 47 . 55.0

Grove Farm Cottage

(Front/South East fascia) 51 * 55.0

Assessment of 'Received Levels' External to Nearest Houses

with Four Karts in Operation at Proposed Circuit

* |Levels evaluated for Grove Farm Cottage include 8 dB{A)
adjustment for 'Acoustic Screening' provided by house
and existing garden wall



3. Using the B.S.4142 procedure for assessment, it is concluded that -

with the four Karts 1in simultaneous operation - there should be
no likelihood of the levels experienced at any of the four nearest
houses being high enough to give rise to complaints of noise nuisance.
Background noise levels 1in the area are relatively high at all
times of the day consequent to the heavy flow of road traffic;
the audible contribution from the operation of the Circuit as proposed
should be insignificant in relation to general traffic noise effects.
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ASSESSMENT OF NOISE EMISSION

FROM

HONDA PACER MODEL 800 RALLY KART

INTRODUCTION

An application is being made for Planning Approval to. operate a small
Rally Karting Circuit at Grove Farm, Long Sutton, as an alternative
use for a portion of the farmland fronting onto the 'old' A17 Trunk Road.

Information has been reguested by the Local Authority - the South
Holland District Council - on the levels of noise Tikely to be created
in the area consequent to the operation of the proposed circuit, as
an aid to formulating a decision on the applicaticn.

A single Rally Kart of the type proposed for use has been made available
for test by the equipment suppliers and was operated on a simulated
track at the proposed site to allow noise measurements to be made.
These tests were carried out in conjunction with Mr. Sean Lawson,
Environmental Officer of the Local Authority, and the results and
assessment are presented within the report in "support of Mr. Stacey's
Planning Application.



0BJECTIVES

1.

To measure the levels of noise produced by the operation of the
single Rally Kart under test at Grove Farm.

. To predict from the test results the levels of noise likely to

be experienced at the nearest residential properties, with the
circuit operational and with four Karts in simultaneous use.

. To assess the levels of received noise on the basis of British

Standard 4142 : 'Method of Rating Industrial Noise affecting Mixed
Residential & Industrial Areas' as a basis for establishing whether
operation of the circuit is likely to give rise to complaints of
noise nuisance.

INSTRUMENTATION

(1)

(ii

Bruel & Kjaer Integrating Sound Level Meter Type 2218, calibrated
before and after use with matching Type 4230 Calibrator.

ii) Castle Statistical Datalogging Sound Level Meter Type GA-108,

calibrated before and after use with matching Type GA-601 Cali-
brator,

i) C.E.L. Infegrating Sound Level Meter Type 238, with associated
C.E.L. Secondary Processor/Recorder, <calibrated before and
after use with matching Calibrator [property of South Holland
District Council and operated by Environmental Health Officer]).



TEST PROCEDURE

Rally Kart Operation

It was not possible to run the Kart on the exact line of the Circuit
proposed for the planned usage and marked with the full black line
in Fig. 1 since the ground is currently in use for vegetables. An
alternative test track was selected on a narrow stretch of c¢leared
ground to provide two adjacent parallel 'straights' each of 110 metres
length, with a sharp 180° turn at either end; the track is marked
in green on the Site Plan of Fig. 1.

It should be noted that the operating conditions for the Kart are
more severe in noise emission terms than would occur on the planned
circuit since the short-radius turn at either end had to be negotiated
at low speed, followed by immediate full-throttle acceleration almost
from rest and then the continuous maximum-speed run down the straight.

Noise Measurement Procedure

Preliminary measurements of noise produced by the Kart were made at
distance intervals along a central Tline perpendicular to the track
using the Bruel & Kjaer and Castle Integrating Sound Level Meters;
the principal parameters monitored during 5 minyte sampling periods
were the Leq Equjva]ent Continuous Sound Level and the Maximum Level.
Further measurements were also made of the L90 Background Noise Level,
both in the grounds of Grove Farm and adjacent to the residential
properties considered most likely to be affected by noise emission
from the site.



Following the arrival of the Environmental Health Officer, initial
checks confirmed complete correlation between the two sets of instru-
ments ; the Local Authority's CEL Meter and Processor/Recorder were
therefore used for the main tests, similarly recording the 'Sampled Leq'
and 'Maximum Level' parameters as previously. Test stations were
established at a distance of 10 metres from the edge of the track
along the central perpendicular line (Position 1 on Site Plan) and
at 10 metres from the northern 'turn-round' point (Position 2 on Site
Plan). A series of measurements based on 5-minute mgonitoring periods
were made with the Kart circuiting the track continuously at maximum
practicable speed.

Measurements of the representative L90 Background WNoise Levels and
of the Leq Sampied Equivalent Sound Levels were made at the two positions
marked '3' and '4' on the Site Plan, Location 3 being approximately
40 metres from the road junction and Location 4 external to 'The Towers'
- which has a direct line-of-sight to the proposed track and whose
occupants have apparently indicated their objection to the proposed
development,

Weather Conditions/Timing

The weather was fine during the main period of the tests, with a south-
erly wind blowing at Force 2 - 3 almost along the length of the test
track; the effects of wind on the noise readings obtained at the
'10-metre' test points is considered to be insignificant. A}l measure-
ments were made during the period 10.00 - 12.00 hrs. on the morning
of Friday, 14th February, 1992.



(1)

(i1)

(i11)

TEST RESULTS

As noted, the data obtained using the C.E.L. Test Equipment has been
used exclusively within the present results and subsequent assessment,

Measurements of Noise Emission from Kart on Test Track

Whilst a series of 'G-minute' monitoring measurements were made at
Position '1' at the side of the Test Track, for the purposes of this

assessment only the highest of the recorded set of results is reported
and used.

As noted, noise emission levels recorded at Position '2' are wore
severe than would occur on the proposed B-shaped circuit, where all
curves are of 'smooth' form, and there is no regquirement for the Kart
to be effectively started from rest using full-throttle acceleration.

The further feature of the typical 'B' circuit is that the greater
'spread' of the path locations would be expected to produce a Tlower
Leq value than recorded during the present tests, since for almost
40% of the circuit time the Kart would be at a greater distance from
an equivalent 'side-on' measuring point such as Position '1', Although
such corrections could be as much as -2 dB(A) when compared to the
levels occurring during traverse of the 'side-by-side' straights of

the track used for the present tests, no adjustment is proposed for
the present assessment.

In consequence of the above approach, it is considered realistic to
use the Mean Values of the two sets of results for the purposes of
this assessment, also rounding figures to the nearest whole decibel:



Measuring Station Sampled Max imum
Leq dB(A)| Level dB(A)

Pos. 1 10 metres on Perpendicular Centre Line 64.7 75.3
Pos. 2 10 metres from Turn-around Radius 68.9 80.0
Mean Yalues {(to be used for assessment) 66.8 (67)}) 77.6 (78)
Table 1 : Measurements of Kart Noise Level at 10 metre distance from

Test Track, together with Mean Values derived for

purposes of assessment




(i)

Measurements of L90 Background Noise Level [Rally Kart Inoperative]

Noise measurements at Position '3', controlled primarily by traffic
movements on the ‘old' A17 Road, may be considered as representative
of the background noise experienced at ‘Halfway House', 'Grove Farm
Cottage' and 'The Beeches', all of which 1lie in the possible area
of influence of the proposed Circuit.

The background noise measured at Position '4' directly quantifies
the level experienced external to 'The Towers', and 1is determined
by traffic flow on both the 'old' A17 Road and on the 'new' A17 Long
Sutton by-pass road; the measured' value may also be considered as
representative of the background noise experienced at the rear of
Halfway House, where the actual shell of the property provides a measure
of acoustic shielding from traffic noise consequent to passing vehicles
on the 'old' road.

Sampled Background
Measuring Station Leq dB(A)| Level - Lgg
Pos. 3 40 metres from 'Old' A17 Road 60.0 55.0
Pos. &4 On track external to 'The Towers' 51.8 41.5
Table 2 : Measurements of Background Noise Level [Kart Inoperative]

made at Representative 'Residential' Test Locations




Distance Attenuation

Considering the operation of the track as approximating to a single
point source, the reduction in level consequent to distance is given

by the formula:
"2
L,] -L2=20 ]09;—1 (1)

where L1 is the sound Tlevel measured at distancg 'r1' from the source,
and L, is the resultant level at the greater distance 'rz' from the
source, In the present tests, where the width of the test track
was approximately 5 metres, the effective reference distance for the
'side-on' measurements from the assumed 'point source' is taken to be

10 + 2.5 = 12.5 metres

Adjustment Factors for Nearest Properties (Distance Attenuation)

Scaling-off the distances of the nearest properties and excluding
'Grove Farm' owned and occupied by Mr. Stacey, we can derive the result-
ant distance attenuation factors from Equation (1) above and hence
determine the 'received levels' of sound experienced external to the
houses consequent to the operation of a single Kart on the proposed
circuit. Distances are measured from the perimeter of the Test Track
to the respective property, noting that the base reference readings
are assumed to be at 12.5 metres from the source, thus again making
the '‘most severe' or ‘worst case' assessment.



Property Distance from | Distance Received Leq| Background
Track (metres)| Attenuation| Level dB(A) L90 Level
The Towers 225 25 42 47.5
Halfway House : Front 225 25 42 55.0
_______ —_) — — e — e — e e — e e e ok e e e — —
Rear 225 25 42 47.5
The Beeches 262 26 41 55.0
Grove Farm Cottage 62 14 53 55.0
Table 3 Calculated 'Received’ Le Levels at Nearest Houses
with Single Kart Operating on Proposed Circuit
Correction Factor for Multiple Sources
Since the B.S. Assessment 1is primarily based on the Leq Equivalent
Continuous Sound Level values, the adjustment approach for further
Karts is quite simple and is based on the principle that a doubling

of the number of vehicles will

which is equivalent to a 3 dB increase in sound level.

double the resultant sound energy -

Thus a change to two Karts will produce Leq levels 3 dB(A) up on the

reported values

whilst four

Karts

operating will

Tift

levels

by a

further 3 dB(A) - thus giving a 6 dB(A) increase from the values recorded
during the present tests and similarly increasing the evaluated 'Received
L. levels' reported in Table 3 by 6 dB(A).

€q




Received levels Le dB(A) Background
Property qr '
Single Kart | Two Karts | Four Karts L90 Level dB(A)
The Towers 42 45 48 47.5
Halfway House : Front 42 45 48 55.0
Rear 42 45 48 47 .5
The Beeches 41 44 a7 55.0
Grove Farm Cottage 53 56 59 55.0
Table 4 : C€alculated ‘Received' Leq Levels at Nearest Houses

with Multiple Kart Operation at Circuit

Track Positioning

[t was advised that it 1is normal practice to 're-position' the actual
track to a Tlimited degree during the summer months to minimise any
probiem of excessive dust from a dry soil surface 1in constant use.
Such overall re-sitings are likely to be not more than 10 - 15 metres
in total, thus providing only minor changes in the overall distances
of three of the four houses considered - and a consequent change in
the received levels of noise of not more than 1 dB(A).

In the case of 'Grove Farm Cottage' a ‘'forward shift' of the track
towards the ’'old' A17 could reduce the distance of separation to about
40 metres; this would increase 'received noise' by 4 dB{A) to 57 dB(A)
with a single Kart operating, and to 63 dB{A) with the four units
in use, However, two significant features of 'Grove Farm Cottage'

10
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are that the West fascia wall - as viewed from the track area - includes
only one small window of approximately 300mm width x 200mm height
{which 1is presumed to be a bathroom or staircase), whilst the rear
wall line is ‘continued' in a south-westerly direction by a brickwork
wall of approximately 2.5 metres height, which then joins up to further

outbuildings. The result overall is very effective 'acoustic screening'
of the amenity area in front of the cottage and of the principal 'window-
wall' fascia, with calculations showing reductions of from 8 - 18 dB

(dependent on frequency) for a distance of 15 metres. out within the
'acoustic shadow' of the wall.

It is proposed that a mean reduction figure of 8 dB(A) be selected
for assessment purposes, giving a ‘'received noise level' value of
49 dB{A) when four Karts are in simultaneous operation.

1



CRITERIA

Environmental Noise Nuisance

The 'Environmental Protection Act - 1990' came into force on 1st January,
1991 and requires local authorities to take 'such steps as are reasonably
practicable' to investigate complaints of alleged or potential noise
nuisance. The assessment and validation of a nuisance 1is based on
the procedures set out in British Standard 4142 : 'Method of Rating
Industrial Noise Affecting Mixed Residential and Industrial Areas'.
The approach is frequently used by Local Authorities - as in the present
situation - to provide a base-line for determining particular Planning
Requirements where potentially noisy operations or noise-sensitive
locations are involved.

B.5.4142 describes methods for measuring and assessing the noise reaching
- or expected to reach - the exterior of a house from a neighbouring
industrial or commercial source, and effectively rates the ‘received
levels' in terms of their 1likelihood to provoke complaints from the
occupants of the house. The Standard was first published in 1967
and was revised in 1990; it is accepted and adopted as an authoritative
guideline by Local Authorities, Consultants and other workers in the
field for the quantified assessment of alleged noise nuisance.

The key features of the procedures set out in the Standard and relevant
to the present situation are:

(i) The measurement or prediction of the Leq Equivalent Continuous
Sound Level in dB(A) produced by the offending source(s) at the
measuring position(s) over a given reference time interval.

(ii) Adjustment of the measured specific levels by a correction factor
to take account of the character of the noise where it contains
a distinguishable note, or it 1is irregular enough to attract
attention.

N -



{iii) The measurement of the L90 background noise level [the dB(A)

level exceeded for 90% of the time period] in the absence of
the offending noise source - at the time of day or night at which
the nuisance is alleged or expected to occur.

(iv) The essence of the rating procedure is simply the comparison

of the 'Corrected Noise Level' - derived from adjustment of the
measured level as noted in (ii) above - with the prevailing 'Back-
ground Noise Level' at the time of the alleged .occurrence. A

difference of 10 dB(A} or more indicates that complaints are
likely - which 1is essentially the validation of a complaint from
an existing source - whilst differences of 'around 5 dB(A)' [norm-

ally interpreted as up to 9 dB(A)] are adjudged to be 'of marginal
significance’.

ASSESSMENT

1.

Following B.S5.4142 Procedures for assessment, it is not considered
appropriate for any 'correction factor' in respect of 'tonal charac-
ter' or ‘impulsive irregularities' to be introduced, since at even
short distances from the Test Track the exhaust and engine noise
from the Kart was no more noticeable than the fluctuating emission
from passing traffic.

. For the purposes of the Planning Application, the assessment thus

becomes a direct comparison of the predicted 'Four Kart' Tlevels
received at the respective properties with the prevailing Background
Noise Level measured at each location:

<13



Property Received Level Measured Background
Leq dB{A) Level L90 dB(A)
The Towers 48 47.5
Halfway House
{Rear/South West fascia) a8 47.5
The Beeches 47 . 55,0
Grove Farm Cottage
(Front/South East fascia) 51 * 55.0
Table 5 Assessment of 'Received Levels' External to Nearest Houses
with Four Karts in Operation at Proposed Circuit
* Levels evaluated for Grove Farm Cottage include 8 dB(A)
adjustment for ‘Acoustic Screening' provided by house
and existing garden wall
3. It is concluded from the above assessment table that with the four

a.

Karts in simultaneous operation on the proposed circuit there should
be no 1ikelihood of the levels experienced at any of the four nearest
houses being high enough to give rise to complaints of noise nuisance.

Any screening of the track or site would be appropriate only for
aesthetic or visual amenity requirements, and is not considered
necessary from considerations of noise emission.

. Development of the operation up to the possible simultaneous use of

eight Karts - which it is presumed could be the subject of a possible
Planning Application at a future time - is not considered likely to
create noise nuisance since the increase on the reported four-Kart
Jevels would be only 3 dB{A).

14
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BRIAN SMITH Dip TP MRTPI
Director of Planning & Building Control Services S 0 U T H

Planning & Building Control Department.
Councit Offices,

Priory Read. Spalding,

Lincolnshire. PEIl 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 61161 HOLLAND
Fax: (0775) 110772 DISTRICT COUNCIL

Application no: H18/0968/91

Applicant: J T W Stacey Agent: J T W Stacey
Grove Farm Grove Farm
Bridge Road Bridge Road
Long Sutton Long Sutton
Lincs PE12 9AP : : Lincs PE12 9AP

Description: Change of use of land to Rally Carting Centre

Location: Grove Farm Bridge Road
Long Sutton Spalding Lincs

Type: FULL

07-DEC~92
Dear 8ir/Madam,

PLANNING APPLICATION

The above application for planning 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

COP ey 1O -

Mr & Mrs C W Ringer
Tower House
Hospital Drove

Long Sutton

PE12 9EG



TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
NOTICE UNDER SECTION 65 (2) “(to be published in a

local newspaper)

NOTICE UNDER SECTION 65 (3) *(to be displayed on

site)

Proposed development at (@) CL'C;)\‘L“—C'VMDLW\S)&-VM&&M

[ GIVE NOCE thAL (B) revvvrceeenveersenearieeesses e tes oo Atﬂ.ﬁvtj ......................................................

is applying to the South Holland District Council

for planning permission 1o (¢} ....... Qj’\f.».\"e‘\l\*“@g ..... LQ“**J ..... “L&f\\fxuaj .................
Cog Lr;.::‘ caeing

Members of the public may inspect copies of:
* the appiication

* {heplans
® and other documents submitted with it
a ' i 7 . ~ ; '
at(d) b SOt n D{Hm,........i.:.;.su..,g......f.t.&caé.,.....S{Mg.ﬁ ................. during
" {\
all reasonable hours until (@) ............... [NV Y SO T A I

Anyone who wishes 1o make representations about this application shouid write to the District Planning Officer,
South Holland District Council, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire

N : Pl
by (o) Nav. b te (77)

SIGNBA v

*Onbehalt of ..o

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

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE NOTICE WAS PUBLISHED IN
S PaCD NG Cunepn ~ ON o Do lbe: (99

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

(Sign and date AFTER the date of publication
and return to Planning Department)

*delete where inappropriate

Ingert:

{a) address or focation of the proposed development

{b} applicanis name

(¢) description of the propased deveiopment, including the relevant class designated in article 11 of the
General Development Ordar

(dy address at which the application may be inspected (the applicant is responsible for making the application
available at a place within the iocality)

(e} date giving a period of not less than 21 days, beginning with the date when the notice is published or first
displayed on site {as the case may be).
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G00DS VERICLE
OPERATOR™S
LICENCE

s .

ACK BRYANT and
INA BRYANT, trad-
1g as Gina Bryant Distri-
utors, of Sunnydale,
lolbeach Drove, nr
‘ga)ding. Lincs PE12
PX, is applying for a k-
.ence 10 use Sunnydale,
iolbeach Drove, nr
Spalding, Lincs PEL2
JPX, as an operating cen-
tre for one goods vehicle
and no trailers.

Owners and_occupiers
of land (including build-
ings) in the vicinity of the
operaling cenire Or cen-
tres, who believe that
their use or enjoyment of
that land will be prejudi-
cially affected, may make
writien representations 1o
the Licensing Authority
at Eastern Traffic Area,
Terrington House, 13-13

and, Cambridge,
CB2 INP within 21 days
following the publication
of this notice.

Representors must at
the same time send a copy
of their representations to
the applicant at the
address given at the top

of this notice.

4196 AgTEOTLRS- 11

GOODS VEHICLE
OPERATOR’S
LICENCE

THOS PEATLING
LTD, of Westgate
House, Westgate Sireet,
Bury St Edmunds, Suf-
folk 1P33 1QS5, is ap-
plying to replace with
change a licence to use
37/3% Little London,
Long Sunon, Lincs PE12
9LE as an operating cef-
tre for one goods vehicle
and no trailers.

Owners and occupiers
of fand (including budd-
ings) in the vicinity of the

rating centre or c2n-
tres, who believe that
their use or enjoyment of
that land will be prejudi-
cially affected, may make
written representations to
the Licensing Authonty
at Eastern Traffic Arca,
Terrington House, 13-15
Hills Road, Cambridge,
CB2 INP within 21 days

following the publicatio
of this notice.

Representors must &
the same time send a cop
of their representations t
the applicant at th
address given at the to

of this notice.

E 187807811

TOWN & COUNTRY
LANNING ACT 1990

NOTICE UNDER
SECTION 65(2)

PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT AT,
GROVE FARM, LON(
SUTTON, LINCS

I GIVE NOTICE that
J. T. W. Stacey 15 a
I)lyin to the South Ho
and Dustrict Council f
planning permission t
change use of land to
rally karting centre.

Members of the publi
may inspect copies of th
application and of th
plans and other docu-
ments submitted with it at
Planning Office, Priory
Road, Epa]ding, durin;
all reasonable hours unt
November 26, 1991.

Anyone who wishes 10
make representations ab-
out this application
should write to the Chief
Executive, South Holland
District Council, Priory
Road, Spalding, Lincol
sgigrc, by November 26
1991.

¥,
J.T.
Dated October
w7

ed
. STACEY,
39, 1991.

WIEHPS-1)

be abstracted under the provisious Ui wse weoen...
licence.

A copy of the application and of any map, plan or
other document submitted with it may be inspected
free of charge at Haconby Hall, near Bourne. Lin-
colnshite PET0 OUY ar all reasonable hours during
the petiod beginning on October 30, 1991 and ending
on November 30, 199].

Any person who wishes to make representations
about the application should do so in writing to the
Regional Manager, Environment & Fisheries,
National Rivers Authority. Anglian Region, King-
fisher House, Goldhay Way, Grton Goidhay, Peter-
borough PE2 O0ZR before the end of the said period.

o Signed: ROYTHORNE & CO.

Solicitors on behalf of John Frank Atkinson,

Florence Lillian Atkinson. Ada Mary Atkinson

and Rootridge Limited.

Dated Ociober 23, 199].
L

RLEL o S 3]

NOTICE OF SUBMISSION OF PROPOSAL FOR
STRUCTURE PLAN ALTERATION No 2

g

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

LINCOLNSHIRE COUNTY STRUCTURE PLAN:
ALTERATION No 2

LINCOLNSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL submitted
the above mentioned proposal for a Structure Plan
Alteration No 2 to the Secretary of State for the
Environment on November 4, 1991 for his approval.

Certified copies of the proposed Alteration No 2, of
the Explanatory Memorandum, and of the statement
mentioned in ion 33(3) of the Act have been
deposited at the undermentioned places where they
may be inspected free of charge during normal work-
ing hours,

Chief Executive, Lincolnshire County Council,
County Offices, Newiand, Lincoin LNT 1YL.

Chief Executive, Lincoln City Council, City Hail,
Beaumont Fee, Lincoln LN1 1DB.

Chief Executive, South Kesteven District Council,
g]?;ncil Offices, St Peter’s Hill, Grantham NG31

Chief Executive, East Lindsey Distriet Council, Ted-
der Hall, Manby Park, Louth LN11 8UP.

Chief Executive, West Lindsey District Council, The
Guildha)l, Gainsborovgh DN21 2DH.

Chief Executive, North Kesteven District Council,
Caouncil Offices, Eastgate, Sleaford NG34 7EB.

Chief Executive, South Holland District Council,
Council Offices, Priory Road, Spaiding PE!1 ZXE.

Chief Executive, Boston Borough Council, Municipal
Buildings, West Street, Boston PE21 8QR.

Copies of the above-mentioned documents are also
available for inspection free of charge during normal
opening hours at the foliowing Public Libraries:

ainsborou%h, Lincoln, Market Rasen, Caistor,
Louth, Mablethorpe, Alford, Spilsby, Horncastle,
Skegness, Boston, Sleaford, Grantham, Stamford,
Bourne, Market Decping, Spalding, Holbeach, Long
Sutton, Crowland.

Representations in support of, or objections to, the
d Alteration No 2 should be sent in writing
ta: the Regional Director, Department of the
Environment and Transport, East Midlands Regional
Office, Cranbrook House, Cranbrook Street, Not-
tingham NG1 1EY, before December 16, 1991,
Forms for making representations afe obtainable at
the places where the documents have been deposited.
Representations should state the matters to which
they relate and the grounds on which they are made,
A person making objections may send a written
request (stating the name and address to which notice
is (o be sent) to be notified of the decision on the
Alteration to: Director of Highways and Planning,
incolnshire County Council, 4th goor. City Hall,
caumont Fee, Lincoln LN1 1DN,
WIAATLFE 11




(Complete and return io Planning Department)

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
CERTIFICATE UNDER SECTION 65 (2)

Certificate A
} certity that:

* [/ The applicant” posted the notice required by section 26(3) of the Act on the land which is the subject of the
accompanying application,

¢ This notice was left in position for at least seven days in a period of not more than one menth
immediately before the making of the application.

or

Certificate B
| certify that.

| have/The applicant has* beenunable to post the notice required by section 26(3) of the Act on the land which is
the subject of the accomparying application because | have/the applicant has* no rights of access or other rights in
respect of the land that would enable mefhe applicant” 1o do so,

| have/The app!ieéht has* taken the folfowing steps to acquire those rights but have/has*been unsuccessful,

Certificate C
| certify that:

® |The applicant* posted the notieé required by section 26 (3) of the Act on the land which is the subject of the
accompanying application./ 7

* |t was, however, left ‘i;riiosiu'on for less than seven days in a pariod of not more than one month immediately
betore the making of the application

* This happerwd because it was removed/cbscured/detaced* betore seven days had passed during the
period of ehe month menticned above. This was not myfthe applicant's™ fault or intent.

* Tl ne’épplicanl‘ took the foliowing steps to protect and replace the notice:

*ONBBhAf OF e e

*delete wher& appropriate

Insert
(a) description of steps taken
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