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Town and Country Planning Act 1990
Approval required by Condition of Planning Permission
Reference: H18/1140/91 Received:22-NOV-91 Type:CONDITION COMPLIANCE
Name: Roffes Transport Ltd Agent: Status Design
West Bank 4 Princes Street
Sutton Bridge Holbeach
Spalding Spalding
Lincs Lincs

Description: Details of screening in respect of Condition 2 of
application H18/1780/88

Location : West Bank Sutton Bridge
Spalding Lincs

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

Director of Planning and Building Control Services
10~JUL-92 H18/1140/91

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 MRTP1 Director of Planning & Building Control Services

Planning & Building Control Department, Council Offices, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire. PEII 2XE (Tel: 0775 76li6l)



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

Planr ™ - Building Control Department,
Counc.. Offices,

Priory Road, Spalding,

Lincolnshire. PEIT 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 761161
Fax: (0775) 710772

Application no: H18/1140/91 Type: CONDITION COMPLIANCE
Applicant: Roffes Tramsport Ltd Agent: Status Design
Tel: 0406 24343

Description: Details of screening in
respect of Condition 2 of
application H18/1780/88

Location: West Bank
Sutton Bridge
Spalding
Lincs
Valid date: 22-NOV-91 Terminal date: 17-JAN-92
Target dates: Target Committee:
To case officer 27-NOV-951 Report deadline:
Inspected by 02-DEC-91
Extra contacts 07-DEC-91 Case OQfficer:
Report if not clear by 27-DEC-91 D M GEDNEY
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DEVELOPMENT /CONSTRAINTS

Size:

Category:

Listed building:
Conservation Area:
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CONSULTATIONS CARRIED OUT
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Town and Country Planning Act etc

DRAFT DECISION

Reference: H18/1140/91 Received:22-NOV-91 Type:CONDITION COMPLIANCE
Name: Roffes Transport Ltd Agent: Status Design

West Bank 4 Princes Street

Sutton Bridge Holbeach

Spalding Spalding

Lincs Lincs

Description: Details of screening in respect of Condition 2 of
application H18/1780/88

Location : West Bank Sutton Bridge
Spalding Lincs

South Holland District Council hereby give notice

that permission has been granted/re=fewed ctc
on the following conditions/remsess:

Authorised to issue:
08-JUL-92 H18/1140/91 AD.. /lp .e..DC.. 2P,

- 2471



BRIANSMITH Dip TP MRTP! District Planning Officer
P1 g Department

Council Offices,

Priory Road, Spalding,

Lincolnshire, PEI 2XE

Telephone: (0775) 761161
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HOLLAND

DISTRICT COUNCIL
Application no: H18/1140/91
Applicant: Roffes Transport Ltd Agent: Status Design
West Bank 4 Princes Street
Sutton Bridge Holbeach
Spalding Spalding
Lincs Lines
Description: Details of screening in
respect of Condition 2 of
application H18/1780/88
Location: West Bank
Sutton Bridge
Spalding
Lincs
Type: CONDITION COMPLIANCE Date received: 22-NOV-91
Terminal date: 17-JAN-92

PLANNING APPLICATION - SUMMARY RECORD (PART I REGISTER)
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PLLANNING COMMITTEE - 14th April, 1992
PLANNING APPLICATIONS (Continued)

(c) Applications Deferred (Continued)

Plan No. and Applicant Proposal

H16/1137/91 Alterations to form two flais at 53 Love Lane,
Mr N L Steadman Spalding.

(To enable the Director of Planning and Building Control Services to seek clarification
regarding the proposed parking and access arrangements.)

(The Director of Planning and Building Control Services declared an indirect interest in the
above application, and left the Council Chamber during consideration thereof.)

(Councillor Mrs P J Buffham left the meeting during consideration of the above application.)
H16/0112/92 Continuation of use of biscuit factory without

B P Nutrition Ltd complying with hours of use limitation (Condition
6 of H16/0663/75) at Woolram Wygate, Spalding.

(To enable the Director of Planning and Building Control Services to negotiate with the
applicant regarding the shift work arrangements.)

The Director of Planning and Building Control Services be authorised to grant the relevant
planning permissions in accordance with his recommendations as amended where indicated
in respect of the following proposals:-

Plan No. and Appiicant Proposal

H18/1140/91 Details of screening in respect of condition 2 of

Roffes Transport Ltd application H18/1780/88 at West Bank, Sutton
Bndge.

H14/0062/92 O.A. Country Park including two wardens dwellings and

Mr J G Snpeath visitor centre at River Glen/A151 Guthram Gowt,
West Pinchbeck.

(It was agreed that, in the event that the applicant was not prepared to amend the
development description, the Director of Planning and Building Control Services be
authonised to refuse planning permission for the abovementioned development in accordance
with his recommendation.)

H06/0197/92 Double car port and garage/implement store and
Mrs F M Rowe kennels (breeding) at Green Lane Lodge, Green
Lane, Holbeach St Johns.

(It was noted that the part of the application relating to boarding kennels, had been
withdrawn.)



—

APPLICATION REFERENCE: H18/0736/88/C2 DATE RECEIVED: 27 07 90

APPLICANT: Roffes Homes AGENT: Status Design
West Bank Status House
Sutton Bridge 4 Princes Street
Spalding . Holbeach
Lincs- Spalding
Lincs

TYPE: Condition Compliance

DESCRIPTION: Proposed Wall

LOCATION: Custom House Street, Sutton Bridge

APPLICATION REFERENCE: H18/1140/91 DATE RECEIVED: 22 11 91

APPLICANT: Roffes Transport Ltd AGENT: Status Desigmn
West Bank ' Status House
Sutton Bridge 4 E'x:incas Stx:eet
spalding i P oa .
Lincs '
' e Yt ﬁ‘ !
TYPE: Condition Compliance i ® _v;“‘wﬂ,,,,ﬁ_

DESCRIPTION: Details of screening in respect of condition 2 of
application H18/1780/88

LOCATION: West Bank, Sutton Bridge

Environmental Serviceg H18,/0736/88/C2 - Construction and height of
wall and gates will afford adequatae protection
to the dwellings opposita.

H18/1140/91 - Recommend the following
condition:~

1 Noise emitted from the high pressure wash
unit shall not exceed 48 db expressed as
a 30 minute LAeqT measured at a height of
1.5 metres and 3.5 metres from any
regidential facade.
I believe there is an existing planning
condition in relation to the operating
hours.



—~Tngide Sutton Bridge Development Boundary.
song Sutton and Sutton Bridge Local Plan
Circular 10/73 - “Planning and Noise."
Planning Policy Guidance Consultation Draft, 1992 (Planning and
Noise).

EREVIQUS DECISIONS

H18/0736/88 - Full - Residential development (7 bungalows with garages
including vehicular accesses), Custom House Street - Permitted.
Condition S..."Before the dwellings allowed by this permission arxe
occupied a wall shall be erected across the existing access to the
adjoining haulage yaxrd, and henceforth maintained in position.”

Reason: In the interests of road safety and protect the amenities of
the residential properties on Custom House Street.*

Condition 6..."Details of the wall, required by the above condition,
shall be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority
before its erection.”

Reason: To safequard the visual amenities.

H18/0178/88 - Section 32 ~ Continuation of use of site for upto 70
tractor units and 100 trailers, West Bank, Sutton Bridge - Permitted.
Condition 2..."Before the development as proposed is commencad, the
existing fence to the wash down area shall be replaced by an
appropriately designed wall which shall extend beyond the existing
fence to join up with the south western corner of the workshop
building, and details of the wall including its construction,
materials, height, elevation and section shall be submitted to and
approved by the Local Planning Authority.”

Reason: To safeguard the residential and visual amenities of the
locality.

ELANNING ISSUES

1 The determining issues in this particular case are (a) whether
the proposed screens will safequard the residential amenity of
neighbouring property to a satisfactory degree. (k) Are the
proposed screens acceptable in terms of appearance?

2 Both applications are for condition compliance in accordance
with that outlined earlier in the report. The first is for a
4 metre high wall (incorporating solid wooden gates)
approximately 13 metres in length across the existing access
to the haulage yard off Custom House Street. The wall
construction would be 1.5 bricks thick and constructed in
facing brickwork to match the adjoining residential
development with precast concrete double weathered coated
stone cladding. The access gates would be solid timber
construction with 50 mm framing suitably ledged and braced for
stability with 40 mm tongued and grooved solid timber infill
panelling,

3 The second application is for a replacement of the existing
screen to the existing wash down area. It would consist of
two sections, tlie first being approximately 32 metras in
length and consisting of 4 metre high dark green or brown
plastic coated steel sheeting fixed to metal stanchions. The
gecond section (approximately 5.3 metres hetween the existing
service building and the fence) would be a 4 metre high wall
constructed in matching brickwork with the 7 bungalows
immediately to the south.



CONCLUSIONS
1 It is my opinion that the proposed screens are acceptable in
— terms of appearance. 2 Environmental Sexvices have raised no

objections to the proposed wall/gates. However, concerning
the screen adjacent to the washdown area, they considex that
further information should be submitted demonstrating that the
screen will prevent noise from the high pressure wash from
exceeding 48dB expressed as a 30 minute LAeqT measured at a

height of 1.5 metres and 3.5 metres from any residential
fascade.

RECOMMENDATION ~
H18,/0736/88/C2 - Grant Permigsion.

H18/1140/91 ~ That the Director of Planning and Building Control
Services be authorised to grant permission subject to:

(A) The applicants confirming whether the plastic coated steel /
sheeting will be dark green or brown. :

(B) The appliclants satisfactorily demonstrating that the screen ;
will prevent noise from the high pressure wash from exceeding /
48 dB expressed as a 30 minute LAeqgT at a height of 1.5 metres
and 3.5 metres from any residential fascade.




ARCHITECTURAL &

BUILDING DESIGN
CONSULTANTS

I

@ L]
es' n N ’ 'STATUS HOUSE.l [
4 PRINCES STREET,
HOLBEACH, SPALDING,

I LINCS. PE12 7B_Bi

District Planning Officer Tel. Holbeach (0406) 24343
South Holland District Counecil

Council Offices Date 55t June 1992
Second Floor .

Priory Road The person dealing with this meetér js3 M, Glauser
Spalding N
Lincs
PE11 2XE )
For the attention of Mr D M Gedney

Our Ref:
M 771238/MRG/AEW
Your Ref: H18/1140/91 L w_/:

Dear Sir,

RE: DETAILS OF SCREENING IN RESPECT OF CONDITION NO, 2 OF APPLICATION H18/1780/88
WEST BANK, SUTTON BRIDGE FOR ROFFES HOMES

In respect of the above, I refer to your letter to me dated 2Uth April 1992.

In response I can confirm that the plastic coated steel sheeting will be dark
green in colour and I also enclose for your information and retention a copy
of the noise survey prepared by R S Allsopp and Associates dated 19th June,
1992 adequately demonstrating that the screen will prevent noise from the
high pressure washer from exceeding the the specified levels.

To this end, I am now of the cpinion that all matters in respect of this appli-
cation are resclved and we look forward to receiving your consent document
at your earliest oongggienoe.

7_/7/‘72 Neoe aysecsac F
S‘ruffL'Jjuw ( cndibiden

Enc. Ckkfréb*<;£,

&J a/\_q?afwcu.

VAT No. 426 249 941 Reg. England 222 84 33 Partners: M. R. Glauser, F.F.B. B. Githam, F.F.B.



- S.H.D.C. PLANNING DEFT.
RECEIVED
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FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENPAL-SERVICES ™ ~ - DATE: 20.3.92
OUR REF: JC/88/PC

TO: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND BUILDING YOUR REF:
CONTRCL

Planning Application H18/1140/91
Screening compliance, Roffes Transport, West Bank

I write with reference to the above and would recommend that the
following condition is included:-

Noise emitted from the high pressure wash unit shall not exceed
48dB expressed as a 30 minute LAeqT measured at a height of 1.5 metres
and 3.5 metres from any residential fascade.

I believe there is an existing planning condition in relation to
the operating hours.

Directoer%ngcfgiLmental Services

M
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; Sty .. } I ]STATUS HOUSE,I

oY s ::“f'b*rwue fEJ/HO | 4 PRINCES STREET,
COLYiOennnnnn.. 4318 HOLBEACH, SPALDING,

South Holland District Council
Council Offices

LINCS. PE12 788!

Tel. Holbeach (0406) 24343

Second Floor

Priory Road Date 3rd March 1992
Sg?aldlng The person dealing with this matter is: M, (Glauser
Lines

PE11 2XE

For the attention of Mr D Gedney

Our Ref: 771238 /MRG/AEW
Your Ref: H18/1736/88/C2 & H18/1780/88
Dear Sir,

Re: PLANNING APPLICATIONS H18/0736/88/C2 and H18/1780/88

In respect of the above, I refer to your letter te Messrs. Mossop & Bowser dated
18th December, 1991 and I wish to respond as follows:-

H18/0736/88/C2

Concerning the wall and gates, please find enclosed two copies of our drawing
No. 771128/20 which indicates our proposals for this structure. The combined
length of wall and gates is approximately 13 metres with a % metre wide gateway
in the centre of this linear length. The brick walling and gates are both 4
metres in height above the existing ground level. The wall construction is 1%
bricks thick, namely 337mm, constructed from facing brickwork to match the adjoin-
ing residential development and is sited on appropriate concrete strip foundations
with pre-cast concrete double weathered coping stone capping. The access gates
are of solid timber construction with 50mm framing suitably ledged and braced
for stability with 40mm tongued and grooved solid timber infill panelling. The
gates are rebated at the hinges 100mm and at the centre by 50mm.

H18/1780/88

In respect of the above Condition Compliance application that was sent to you
on 21st November, 1991, we are now able to answer the following points raised
by your Environmental Health Department:

a) The Karsher vehicle washing appliance is to be sited external to the workshop
building within a composite timber and insulation box with due provisions
for the chimney and it is understood by the writer that this matter has been
discussed by your Mr. Chapman and Mr. Malcolm Roffe on site some three weeks
Ago.

b} The sound reduction index for the plastic coated steel panelling between the

Continued...

VAT No. 426 249 941 Req. England 222 94 33 Partners: M, R. Glauser, F.F.8. B. Gilham, F.F.B.



To this end, we awad

Yours faith

Enc.

/MRG/AEW

age 2

frequency range of 100Hz - 3350Hz is as follows:-

125Hz - 30 1,000Hz - 30
250Hz - 20 2,000Hz - 28
500Hz - 22 4,000Hz - 31

The above values relate to 18 gauge fluted steel panels sealed at all edges
and the reference for these figures is 'Woods Practical Guide to Noige Control
Author - Ian Sharlander'. We feel it relevant to note, however, that the
specification is for plastic coated steel sheeting and the addition of the
plastic coating will improve the sound deadening of the panels and will also
give a slight increase in surface density. We would, therefore, expect the
performance of the composite panels to be rather better than the quoted
figures.

your decisions with regards the above two matters.

ful;




SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: DIRECTQR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE: 6.12.91

OUR REF: JC/SS/PC

TO: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND BUILDING YOUR REF:
CONTROL

Planning Application H18/1140/91
Screening compliance, Roffes Transport

I write with reference to the above and would suggest that the
following information be sought from the applicant:-

1, Details of the siting of the Karcher HDS 76 unit and if this
is to remain outside the workshop, details of any
soundproofing i.e., acoustic enclesure.

2. Sound insulation properties of the PC steel screening i.e.,
sound reduction index (100Hz to 3150Hz).

A site meeting with the applicant to discuss remedial works may be
appropriate.

PP Director of Envgronmental Services

1 SHDC. PLANNING DEPT.
FECEIVED

| ~ 9DEC1991

DPOA“E Dia_0f £ il Nos-d‘_-

!!g!‘i

DOPO &Y

JC ACP

Achonby . ... ... ACkhowl

Oiscusswith . ., . b; voviede YESMNO
Cepyto......... date
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BUILDING DESIGN

CONSULTANTS
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H LL ]STATus HOUSE
design TP

HOLBEACH, SPALDING,

!LINCS. PET12 7BB

Tel. Holbeach (D406) 24343

District Planning Officer
South Helland District Council
Council Offices pate 218t November 1991
Second Floor

Priory Rocad The person dealing with this matter is: M, (Glauser
Spalding

Lincs

PE11 2XE

Our Ref: 771 238 JMRG/AEW
Your Ret: H18/1780/88

Dear Sir,

Re: Roffes Transport Ltd., - Planning Permission Ref. H18/1780/88
Section 32, Continuation of Use of Site for up to 70 Tractor Units
and 100 Trailers at West Bank, Sutton Bridge

In respect of the above, I draw your attention to Condition No. 2 of the
aforementioned Planning Consent, dated 10th August, 1989.

In accordance with that condition we enclose herewith 4 No. copies of
our drawings No'd 771238/3 and /4 giving full details as requested of
the secreening to the southern and western boundaries of the site adjacent
to the vehicle wash-down area. We would be pleased to receive your comments
with regards our proposals at your earliest opportunity.

oY "

CFE RN

Enc.

VAT No. 426 249 941 Reg. England 222 94 33 Partners: M. R. Glauser, F.F.B. B. Githam, F.F.B.
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| APPLICATIGN ,ue 1118/1!33/85
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S APPLICM]T ‘ﬁ&fres Transs
e Sl ,3¥Hest-BanK
r . Sutton Bridge
e «Z.Spaldlns
EL ~ Lines ..
;@E TYPE. Full T 7 PEV PR
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BESCRIPTION. Use of land as haulage depot ‘office Herkshops

LOCATIOH' Land en the west side of Bank Read, Sutton Bridge

“ “‘*?Themsm‘tth Hella.nd ‘Distriet Couneil hereby give notice ‘that pemiaaion '4has
S been granted for ‘the earrying out of the devalopment in aceordance with the
application and plans submltted, subjeet to the follow:.ng condition(s):

1 The development must . be begun not - later than: -&he expiration of five
years beginning with the date of*this*permissi@n.

L : " .Reason: As required by Section 41.of: ‘the Town and Country Planning Act
1971, ' : T - .

2 No vehicle servieing ar maimtenanee s washing or eleaning 'shall take
place between the hours of 8 pm and 7.30 am Mondays teo Saturdays
inclusive, nor at any time on Sundays, other than within the workshop -~
‘puilding. No vehicles shall be driven on er off the venlele wash r-amp
during the above times.

Reasen: 1In the interasts of residential amenity. e

3 The earth bani between pointe A and B on the submitted plan shall be
maintained at a minlimum height of 2 metres above the level of the
surface upen which it stands.

L Reason: In the interests of residential amenity.

. ‘Y4 The 3 metre high fence between points X and Y on the submitted plan
A shall be construeted in :accerdance with the specifications set eut in
R the applieants' letter dated 18th July, 1985,.and thereafter maintained
as an effective barrier te noise -and spray. .

Reason: In the interests of residential amenity.

S . ' : ' : - Cont/

IMPORTANT NOTE
This permission refers only to that required by rhe Town and Country Flanning Acts. )
it approval is required under the Building Regulations or any other enactment, this must be obtained separately.

. SOUTHHOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

B. SMITH M.R.T..1, DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER
CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 61161



ma/naa/as L R AT R

--5 The blocks to be used for the soundproofing of the wnrkshop shall be
laid on full width mortar beds, uith well r111§§ vertieal Joints. 3

Reasog._ To provide effective soundproofing. J.ﬁ%?;_

6 The works apeciried in conditions (4) and (5) above shall be completed
to the satisfaetion of the District Council uithin 3'months of the date
i of this permission. . N ﬁg

-3 Reason: In the interests of residential amenity.

T The site shall be used as a haulage depot for parking fand ancillary
activities) for a fleet of no more than 26 vehicles and 29 trailers.

Reason' In the interesta of residential amenity.

-+ NOTES TO APPLICANTS I o

? -1« This permission relates only to the area of land shown on the

amended plans received by the Distriet Council on 19th July, 1985.

2. The .Council will be prepared to review condition 7 in the event of

b a Haulage Operator's Licence being granted for a greater number of
vehicles and trailers.

Diatrict Planning Officer (C)
30th July, 1985
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NOTICEOFNCGY DI FEe iyt 0\

AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF WITHORAWAL OF APPLICATION - -

. * APPLICATION NO: H18/0902/85 0 V DATE RECEIVED: 05/09/85
APPLICANT: Roffes Transport Limited AGENT:

- West Bank

rr Sutton Bridge

; SPALDING

» - Lincs

;. TYPE: Temp GRID REF: 548250 321550

; DESCRIPTION: Continuation of use as haulage depot, using 40 tractor units
and 50 trailers

2 LOCATION: Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Bridge . )

- The South Hotiand District Councit hersby gnve notios that no further action will be taken on the above plsnning
spplication.

a

$47

Distriot Planning Orffiaer
14th Novemder 1985 -

/ SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

8. SMITHM.R T P |, DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICEN
\ CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 81161
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L}
. Pleass read the accompanying “totes for Applicents” bafore completing any part of this form

LCP.1

Application for permission to develop land etc.

Town and Caountry Plenning Act 1571 ss smended

Four completed copies of this form and plans
should be sent to the Diatrict Council

For official use only
Application no. ‘ E 5 = ‘%_
Dte received 05 SEP 1985
issnce 48750 Z21550.

PART 1 - mMmmemdedmuhrumewmt

1. Applicant (compiste details below in block capiteis)

Neme .. Boffes Transport Limited

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

Agent (if any} 1o whom cofrsspondence should be sent (cormpiete detalis
below in block capitale)

B 7 - TP

2. Particyiars of proposal for which permission or approval Is sought

{a) Full gddress or location of the land to
which this application relstes (and site
area if known)

{b) Applicant’s intersat, &.0. Owner, tenant, prospective purchaser

{c)  Brief pacticulers of propossd development
including the purpassis) for which the land
and/ or buildings sre to be used

{d} Stata whether applicant awna or controle any
adjoining lend snd, i so, give its location

Haulage Depot,
West Bank, Sutton 3ridge

Owner

Amendment of condition No. 7 to planning
permission ref No. H18/438/85 to 40 tractor
unite and 50 $railers,

Yes. As cutlined blue on drawings

3. Particulars of application (see note 3 of the "Notea for Applicents’)

State whether this application is for: —

ta) Outline planning permission

(b)  Full planning permiasion

{cl Approval of ressrved matters following
the grant of outfine permission

(d) Renewal of & temporary permission or
permission for retention of buliding or
continuance of use without complying
with a condition subject to which
planning permission has been granted

Stats Yes or No If yes, tick thoss hermns below which you wish to be considered
as part of this Application
1 sitng 4 means of accen
NO " 2 design & landecaping

3  sxtemal appsarence

YES

If yos, state the date and numbaer of outfine permission
NO [P Dot

Number

H yes, state the date and number of pravious permission and

’ identify the particular condition (see note 3(d} of the “Notes
for Applicants’)

NO

Dats
Number
Tha condition




PART 3

Appﬂcaﬁonhhonbvmldoforpﬂmholodwwmmﬂ\l

herein and on the
attached plans -

| have completed the relevant certificate,

*Dalate whichever is not applicable

Note An appropriate certificate must accompany this application uniess you are ssaking approvel of reserved matters— aes Note 10 of the “Notes for
Applicents”, The folfowing certiicate will be appropriete # you ere the owner of aff the lsnd. Only one copy maed be complated. Cortificates B, C or D caut be
obtained from your Councd Offices

Coertificate under section 27 of the Town and Country Pisnning Act 1971 as amended
Cortificate A 1 hereby certify that:-
*application
p ]

relatas o the baginning ofthe period of 20 deys befare the date of the sccompanying St ™

1.  No psrson other than the %{mwmm{a}oﬂnvmrmfﬂ\olandtowhichﬁn

* 2. None of the land to which the '%""‘J relatas conatitutes or forma part of n sgriculturs! haiding:

or
othove *ryselt
* 2. *Tha applicant has given the raquisite notice to svery person other than “Tiraaq Who 20 days before
The appeiiant has

*
the date of the m was a tenant of any agriculturst holding any part of which was comprised in
the lend to which the '%""“-L; relates, viz:

Name of Tenant (s Address Date of Service of Notice

. Signed ...\ . \N..L#L... ..
*Delate whichever is not applicable I
{a) Owmer means 8 person who ls for the time being the sstste owner *On behalf of ... VT, 'e.g- Tranaportmmted ............

i respect of the fee simple in the land or is antithed to & tenancy of #npmdbyln

the land granted or ctended for a teem of years certain of which not P -

{oas than seven yesrs rémsin unexpired Date.....__...\...l.. M ................. ﬂ.ﬂ ..........
fe) ¥ you sre the scle agricultural tenant enter "None™

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

YOUR APPLICATION CANNOT BE CONSIDERED UNLESS YOU
HAVE SIGNED PART 3 OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETED AND
SIGNED AN AWTE CERTIFHCATE



4. Particulars of Present and Previous Use of Buildings or Land

(a) State
{it Prossntuse of bulldings/land e

(i) Hvacant, the lsst previous use including the dete ‘
when theuse was dlscontinued PO U

5. Additional information

{a} State whether the proposa! involvas: — State
Yeou or No

(i) Construction of a vehicular
Naw 30ess 10 8

highway _ padestrian

(il  Ahgration, inchuding vehicular
change of use, of an existing
access to & highway pedestrian

() The croesing of a ditch NO
of other water coursa

CEEH

{b} State whethat the proposal invoives: —

(i} New bulldingls) NO
1f residential development, state number of 2
dweliing units proposed and type if known,
eg. housss bungelows, flsts e e,
{i) Aleration or sxtanslon
{#i} Change of use I NO I
“(c) Size of ary new structure: —
{a) height Not. applicable..............oooeee.
by dength e e e
f€) width e,
(d) Type and colour of materiais for facing external walls Not applicable
(e} Type and calour of roofing materials Not applicable
(1) What provision exlets or is proposed for geraging
and/ or parking vehicles within the site? As shown on drawing attached
(g) s the application for industrisl, office, warghousing, ¥ yea, complets Part 2 of this form
storage or shbpping purposes? O i
(hi s the spplication in connection with agriculturs? HO H yes, give brief dotails on page 4
{ii  Does the proposal sffect a listed building? NO
(i Doss the proposad development invoive the If yos, indicate their positions on plan
felling of any tress? NO
(k) (i) How will surface watsr be dispossd of? Continue on page 4
{#H} How will foul sewage be destt with? Not applicable if necessary
{1 Does the proposs! affect a land drein? O If yos, indicate pasitions on plan

8. Plans
List of drawings and plans submitted with the application

4 coples

Note: The propossd rmeens of enciasure, the meterials and colour of the walis and roaf, landscaping details etc. showld be clesrly shown on the subrnitted
plans, uniess the application is in outhne only

2
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ROFFES TRANSPORT LTD.

Registered Office: Telephone - Holbeach {0406} 24777
]
PLEASE NOTE NEW ADDRESS
&?};FTESBLE'QNSPORT e YAT Reg Mo 287 8192 94
ﬂr".'g’t:l.gm%?iilms. Regustered 1 England MNo. 1303593
Tl HOLBEACH (040¢) 351 /
South Holland Distriet Council, 4th September, 1985

Flanning Department,
Chatterton Tower,
SPALDING,
Lincolnshire.

Dear Sir,

Re ~ Haulage Depot = West Bank, Sutton Bridge.

We enclose completed planning application forms together with four copies of
the drawing relating to proposed amendment of planning condition No. 7, as
grauted to us on 30.7.85 ref: H18/438/85.

We propose increasing our fleet of tractor wnits to 40 and our trailer
capacity to 50; at present it is 26 tractor units and 29 trailers.

We comment as follows bearing in mind the sengitive nature of our site:-

a)} The increase in tractor units will create extra Jjobs; up to 14 drivers,
2 or 3 maintenance staff and 1 or 2 office staff,

b) The extra units will be ueed for daytime work and so movement mnd
maintenance of lorries on the site at night will not be drastically
increased.

¢) The existing tractor unit and trailer parks are adequate in size %o
accomodate the extra capacity.

We enclose elso copy of a letter from our noise cconsultants giving their
view with regards to additional wvehicles on the site.

We hope the application will receive a favourable decision.

T M.[Roffe. 4

Diraclors T M Rclie M} Rafle



R.S ALLSOPP & ASSOCIATES

Industrial | s ACOUSTIC CONSULTANTS
Noise Control | &g
Wymondhom, Mellon Mowbray, leics. LE14 2AS
Tel(057-284) 429
- -
Ref: RSA/CH :e, Date 23rd August, 1985.
Roffes Transport Ltd.,
West Bank.
Sutton Bridge,
Spalding,
Lincs.

‘n‘-
For the attention of Mr. Malcolm Roffe.

Dear Sirs,

Review of Haulage Operator's Licence -

Site Noise Emission Considerations.

I understand that your Haulage Operator's Licence is shortly due
for review, and that it is proposed to seek amendment to change
your fleet limit from the present figures of 26 vehicles and

29 trailers to a maximum of 40 vehicles and 50 trailers.

I have assessed all possible implications relative to the effect
on the nolse environment of the residential areas adjacent to
your West Bank Site, with particular reference to the terms and
conditions of the Planning Permission for usage as a haulage
depot, office and workshops, as granted to you at 30th July 1985,

(1) Activities within the Workshop/Service Building.

The internal lining of the building for containment ©of noise
from servicing activities, as specified under Section (5) of
your Planning Permission Document, has been agreed and
accepted as an effective counter to noise emanating from
emergency night-time work on the tractor units of your present
fleet. .

The addition of further vehicles to your fleet will require
the recruitment of additional maintenance staff for normal
daytime service work. This step, together with the facility
of the proposed larger fleet, is likely to allow you to
retain a fully-operational vehicle as 'stand-by' cover for
any night-time emergencies which may arise.

It therefore appears most probable that night-time service
operations within the building will decrease from present
levels. Should this prove to be incorrect, and in increase
occur, then the improved shell of the building will be

equally effective in controlling noise emission from any
additional servicing activities, which will of course be
identical in all aspects to those carried out under the present
scale of operation.

cont'd........,



Cont'd.... . : 2

(2) External Night-Time Traffic Movements on the Site

The screening provided by the earth banks and fences,
specified in Sections (3) & (4) of the Planning Permission
Document, has been designed to limit the levels of noise
reaching the adjacent residential properties from any
vehicle movement on the upper section of the site during
the night-time period.

The number of actual night-time vehicle movements in
relation to the size of your fleet is of a very low order,
as confirmed both by the Council Consultant’s report and

by my own observations. Increasing your fleet size is
hardly likely to change this existing pattern of operation,
with the occasional entry of a single vehicle to park or
change trailers continuing to be typical of night-time
traffic movements.

Additiconally, the limitations on usage of the Wash Bay

and external ramps, as specified in Paragraph (2} of the
Document, provide all essential safeguards relative to both
night-time and weekend vehicle movement adjacent to

Custom House Street,

It is, therefore, my considered opinion that an increase in the
size of your fleet of the order proposed will not significantly
affect the night-time noise environment of any of the adjacent
residential properties. The scheme for controlling noise emission
from the site, jointly prepared and agreed by both the District
Council's specialist advisor and myself, and forming the basis of
the conditions set out in your Planning Approval, is designed to
counter noise emission from each particular source associated with
your transport operation - and no material change in these sources
will arise from an increase in fleet size of the scale indicated.
If further information is needed, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Yours sincerely,

/A@V

R.S5.Allsopp.
Managing Director.
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APPLICATION NO: H18/0902/85 10 V © PYTE RECEIVED: 05/09/85
APPLICANT: Roffes Transport Limited AGENT:

Weat Bank

Sutton Bridge

SPALDING

Lincs
TYPE: Temp GRID REF: 548250 321550

DESCRIPTION: Continuation of use as haulage depot, using 40 tractor units
and 50 trailers

LOCATION: Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

REPRESENTATIONS
Parish Couneil: Hope firm is kept strictly to conditions.

Technical objections: Environmental Health Department -~ Action should be
taken to delay the issue of an éxtended operators

licence until the noise attenuating works have been
assessed for effectiveness. If trajiler park is
included, the flank earth bank may also need
extending.

Consultant's Advice (Professor Bowman) - Any
increase in vehicular activities will increase the
noise emission from the site. Although the maximum
emission may not be increased, the frequency and
duration of events could increase., Thus, although
the increase in the number of vehicles will not
undermine the validity of the noise measure ability
to reduce a single noise event, the risk is how the
increase will effect the number of night time
activities (which are currently one or two per
night).

Public objections: May be summarised as follows!-

(1) Letter received 10th September, 1985, from 39,
Custom House Street -

"Having been subjected to intolerable noise
nuisance ... have no choice but to ecomplain to
the local Ombudsman.”

(11) Letters received 11th Octodber, 1985, from 35
and 39 Custom House Street -

1. Complained bitterly about noise nuisance
te Planning and Environmental Health
Departments for last 15 months and
naturally object to proposed
intensification.

2. Alleges that the number of trailers of
traction units (38 trailers and 28
vehicles on 6th October) are already in
exceas of the parmitted units.

- i-



3. Suggests that the acoustical works which
have been carried out {as a consequence of
Consultant's expert advice and as a
requirement of the planning permission and
Noise Abatement Notice) are no more than
"ocosmetic surgery® after a proven noise
nuisance of 40 DBA,

4, Suggests that the Local Planning Authority
and the department have, by their
decisions and actions, shown an unfair
bias towards the applicant company and
insufficient regard towards remedying the
environmental impaect of ita activities.

Further information Details of a clocking out schedule (received on Tth

from the Applicant: October) covering the period from 29th August - 29th
September. An analysis shows that approximately two
thirds of the total occurred between U4.00 pm. and
8.00 pm, with some H0% of that total occurring
between 6.00 pm. - 7.00 pm.

Of the remaining one third, over 50% took place
between 9.00 pm, - 10.00 pm. and of the remainder,
the bulk took place after 10.00 pm. with two
clocking outs occurring after 2,00 am.

PLANNING POLICIES/DOE ADVICE

Circular 22/80 - Presumption to support the development of small businesses
unless there are overriding environmental reasons.

Circular 14/85 - Development and Employment - presumption in favour "...
unless the development would cause demonstrable harm to interests of
acknowledged importance ..."

PREVIQUS DECISIONS

H18/438/85 ~ Use of haulage depot and workshop - granted permission subject
to a number of conditions including restricting the number of vehicles and
trailers to no more than 26 and 29 respectively and prohibiting the
serving, maintenance, washing and cleaning of vehicles between 8,00 pm. and
7.30 am. Mondays to Saturdays and at any time on Sundays, other than within
the workshop building.

Objection to renewal of Licence - Planning Committee 18th September, 1985
{Minute 1005/8% refers) - resolved -

"(a) The District Planning Officer be authorised to making an objection on
behalf of the Council against the granting to this Company of a
revised goods vehicles operator's licence ..."

PLANNING ISSUES

1. In July this year, after long negotiations with regard to various noise
prevention measures, the Committee issued planning permission for the
use of this site as a haulage yard, subject, among others to a
condition limiting its use to a depot for no more than 26 vehicles and
29 trallers.

2., This application is to amend this condition to permit 40 vehicles and
50 trailers.

3. On 18th September, the Committee were advised that an application had
been made for an amendment to the Haulier's Licence to allow this
increased npumber of vehicles and trailera and resolved to object
because it was too early to tell whether the noise prevention measures
would be in practice effective for even the lower number.

4, In my view, precisely the same considerations apply to the planning

application, )
-
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B. SMITH M.R.T.P.l., DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER

D2

SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL  uncoeranen

i

CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 61161

bTTL w1y

PRI

a .
- . [

Notification to Ward Member

| have received an application for the proposal referred to above

v

e -
e 1o - ¥

Proposed determnation

The application will be considerad
by the Planning Committee

From an mtal Examination, it
appears that tha application is
likely to be ona which may be

detarmined without reference to the Planning Commities,
it no objections sre recelvad snd if my aventus!
recommaendation 1s one of approvat

if you feal that the proposal should be brought to the
attantion of the Committes, plesse lat me know by
returning this notice. If | do not receive this within 7
days of tha date of this notice it wilt be assurned that
you have no objection to the determnation of the
apphcation under delegated powers.

N

-
- T S N

Terminal Date

‘l ’ L] -I”\.'I,

r A 53 FPLANNING DEPT ¥
MECEIVED

_ 23SEPMES !
AT of File Mos. I

pPe  WRM
nore B3
Iy i
~n by . | Acknowiedge YESINOG
L

vy

W
Comynents, if my;‘

| request that the above application be
considersd by the Planning Committee
for the following reazon(s).

Comments, if any
Nbope M W e Tadeamitty
Vaoedare srdhnmw W -r"‘M"’*“"
W\‘t, “%;v. ‘V-:Bt, t\.ﬂ'(_
w,\bh?t,l @%—-‘}*‘t‘ L. H‘F .
Sign&dM ..............
oate  22:9:%5 ...

N



MEMO

Fram:

Ta.

DEPUTY CHIEF ENVIBONMENTAL HEALWH \ FICER ! Date. 27.9.85
AND TRANSPORT MANAGER | oun
' GR/8S.
PLANNING OFFICER
Your Ref

Roffes Transport, Sutton Bridge

I respond to the above applacaticn.

Action shovld be taken to delay the 1ssue of an extended _
Operatore Licence until the noise attenuating works have been assessed
for effectiveness.

If the traller park is extended to the north the flank earth
hank on the western boundary may need extending Yo give effective
protection to the New Road area.

Deputy Chief Environmental Health' Offioce
and Transport Manager S0 t' )

e
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| environmental
design

consulting engineers partnership

246 AYLESTONE LANE, LEICESTER LEB 1BD TELEPHONE 0533 812422

ACOUSTICS AR CONDOITIONING BUILDING SCIENCES MECHANIK A & b1 ECTRICAL FNERGY APPRAISAL HE ATING VENTILATION

Mr. B. Smith, ’ i

4th October 1985.

District Planming Officer, fon
South Holland District Couneil,

Council Offices,

Chatterton Tower,

Winfrey Avenue,

Spalding,

Lincs.

Dear Mr. Smith,

Ref: Continuatyon of Use ss Hgulage Depoyt - West Bank, Sutton Brad

Further to your letter dated 23rd September lreceived 27th September)
concerning the application from Roffe's Transport to increase wehicular
activities on his site, I have studied the trnformation you provided and
ny comments are as follows:-

1.

Provided that all of the acoustical works derived from my original
report (January 1985), and as specified in your conditions with the
Planning Permission recently granted to Roffe's Transport Ltd., are
implemented, then the vehicular intensification requested in
planning application H18/902/85 ghould have minimal effect on the
envirommental noise climate in the immediate neighbourhood. Let us
be clear, however, that any increase in vehicular activities on the
8ite 13 bound to increase the noise emission from the site; even if
the maximum emission from a single noise event on the trailer park
18 not incressed over present levels, the freguency and durgtion of
events could increase during the night-time., Freguency and duration
of noise events are well known contrmbuting factors in the assessment
of noise nuasance.

If the increased vehicular activities, that result from an i1ncrease

to 40 tractor units and 50 trailers, mean that the additional 16
tractor units are likely to be "actaive” on the trasiler park and
tractor park during the night-time, then this situation could generate
an additional noise nuisance cver and above that which has hitherto
existed.

One safeguard against this risk, which I consider to be a small one,
would be to limat the number of site activities on the trailer park
and tractor park to their present level of activity during the naght.
This, however, could well he in total conflict wath the constraints
aggociated with the practical timetabling of a larger haulage fleet.

M T BOWMNAN BS-ong ) Pre) LErgg CHres WMIEE M FEAAL §388 AL b1 R VE BSe [Finda ] G5 CEng Mt E MCIBSE MASHRAE MIDA



3. The faet that the number of vehicles and trailers on the site increase
Will, in no way, undermine the validity of the scoustical measures
contained i1n the previocus planning permission in their ability to
reduce single noise events, during the night, to generally acceptable
levels. The risk of further ncise nuisance comes with the uncertainty
over how this "increase" will affect might-time asctivities around the
parking areas (at present there are only, on average, one or two eventis
per night).

In summary then, provided the Council are able to control the number of

night-time site activities to levels close to the present frequency of

actavities, then the inersase in wvehicular activities proposed in the
planning application should not have any real influence on the noise
emission from the site.

If you require any further information then I would be pleased to provide
1t.

Yours sincerely,

Prof. N. T. Bownman.

NT3/JR/0086
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JM
k December 1986

Roffes Trangport Ltq
West Bank

SUTTON BRIDGE
Spalding

Dear Sirs
MEETING ON SITE

With reference to your telephone conversation with my Secretary, I

to confirm a meeting between myself, Mr MNldlen, my 3Senior Development
Control Officer, and Mr S3issons of ZEnvirommental Health, on Wednesday,

14 January 1987 at your premises,

Yours faithfully

B il o

District Planninyg Officer



JM
5 December 1986

Roftes Transport Ltd
West Bank

SUTTON BRIDGE
Spalding

Dear Sirs

MEBETING ON SITE

With refarence —4o._your telephone conversatior. with my Secretary, I write
to confirm a meeting between myself, Xr Kidlen, my Senior Development
Contral Orficer, and Mr Siseons of Environmental Health, on Wednesday,
14 January 1987, at 10 a.m. at your premises.

Yours faithfully
.
£ dmtt b

Distriet Planning Officer
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9 September 1986

Environmental Cesign Partnership
246 Aylestone Lane

Wigston

LEICESTER

LES 1BD

Dear Profepsaor Bowman

ROFPES TRANSPORT, SUTTON BRIDGE
ACOUSTICAL MEASUREMENTS AND APPRAISAL

I refer to your letter dated 5 September and I shall be pleased i1if you
will carry out the work in accordance with the details and timegcale as
get out therein and on the basis of the estimatead fees contained in the
final parapgraph.

Yours sincerely

~—

] A
N

T MY,

District Planning Officer
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Professor Bowaoan,

Environnental Design Partnership,
246 Aylestons Lane,

LEYCESTER,

LES 1BD

17th June 1986
Dear Professor Bownan,
ROFFE 'S TRANSPORT - SUTTCN BRIDGE.

As you know, Roffe's Transport has now carrisd out varioss measures
to reduce the noilse muisance from thair premises. The firm has
applied for an increase in the mumber of lorries allowed to operate
from the premises, but the Planning Camittes have taien the view
that a period of time should elapse in order that the practical
affect of the weasures can be svaluated befare any intsagification
is allowed,

I should, therefore, be Jxutaful if you could carry out a
aonitoring sxercise to establish the effectiveness of the banl,
soundproofing ete, in order that I can advise Committes of the
current situation,

Peartapa, first, lowever, you could give me your assessmsent of the
extent of suc.: a task and an estimate of your likely Iea,

Yourx faithfully,

Jistrice Taraing 0fficer,
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. NRUTA (Mr. Midlen) ‘
g oo B18/0902/85 .~ _ .7

23rd September, 1985

Professor . Bowman,

) Environmental Design Partnarahip,
-5 "*‘ 286, Aylestone Lane,

pplication from Roffe's Tremsport to increase " the
puniu‘.lm allows him to operate from the

Whghdtohvtmmt. Ths Burrent
2# nh‘.lulu and 29 l:rl:llu's. ~ .
- For your mtomtian, the Cauncil haa ro;iat;r-od an objection with the

Licensing Authority to Roffe's application for an incresssd road haulage

licence, on the grounds that the various soundproofing msasures should be

tested by experience before_any intensification of the use is permitted.
. It seems 1likely that the Planning Committee will be minded to take a
aimilar attitude to this planning application.

Tours sincersly,

- f '

L [_ : .

Datrict Planning Officer

Ene.




DPO/JM H13/%02 3%

S -
(Mr B Sma:in) 14 Qctober 19585
Mr M Roffe
Roffes Tranaport L:d
West Bank
SUTTCN BRIDGE
Spalding
Dear §}r

DETAILS OF CLOCKING OUT SCHEDULE PROM 29 \UCUST 1985 - 29 SEPTEMBER 1985

I refar zo your letcar arnd snclosureg datad 2 2otgper and ackncwladge Teceln-
of The sliockang out Icnedule information, a3 copy 2f whoch 7 a1ave nassed
@ the Znvironzental Healsh Zepartaoent e b nr.raatlcr.

L]
(%3
3]
w

Yours {azithiully
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Plea;a road the accompanying *"Notes for Applicants” before completing any part of this form

LCP.?

Application for permission to develop land etc.

Town and Country Planning Act 1371 as amended

Application no.

m %\ \"'10 \@_ For official use only

Date received N
Four completed copies of this form and plans Grid e T4
should be sent to the District Councd reference 548 250 S5 S,

PART 1 — 10 be completed by or on behaif of all applicants as far as app

licable to the particular developmant

1. Applicant (complete detsils below in block capitais

Addrezs

Agent (if any) to whom correspondence should be sent [complete details
below in block capitals)
Name . METCALFE COPEMAN AND PETTEFAR . . .. .
Address . 23 FRIESTGATE .
........... PETERBORCUGH....CAMBS....PE1 .1JL...........
TelNo.... 0733 49151  REF HBC/FXM/204 .

2. Particulars of proposal for which permission or approval is sought

Full address or Inocation of the land 10

which this application reiates {and site
araa it known)

ts)

(b} Applicant’s interest, 8.g. ownei, tenant, prospective purchaser

{c} Brief particulars ol proposed development
including the purposels) for which the land

and/ or buildings are to he used

{d] State whether applicant owns or controls any

adjoining land and, if 3o, give its location

Land on the west side of Bank Road
Sutton Bridge. Edged red on site
plan -~ approx. 5.5 acres

Qwner

Use of land as Haulage Depot Office
Workshops

Yes - Edged blue on site plan

Particulars of application (see note 3 of the ‘Notes lor Appliconts™)

)
State whether this application is tor: —
State Yes or No If yes, tick those items belaw which you wish 1o be considerad
a5 part of this spplication
1 siting 4 means of access
{a} Outline planning permission ;; l’ 2 design 5 landscaping
b 3  wexternal appearance
{b) Full planning permission
h ' -X-]
{c} Approval of resarved matters following If yes, state the date and number of cutline permission
the grant of outiine parmission NQ > Date
Number
I yos, state the date and number of previous permission and
{d) Renewal of a temporary parmission or ’ identify the particular condition {sew note 3(d) of the '‘Notes
permission for retentian of buitding or No fot Applicants™)
continuance of use without compiying
with a condition subject to which Date
pianning permission has been granted Number
The condition
1

e ———



4. Particulars of Present and Previous Use of Buildings or Land

{a) State
(il Presant use of buildings/land . HAULAGE DERQT /OFFICE/WORKSHOPS

{ii} 1f vacant, the last previous use including the date

whan the use was discontinued Office, Timber Storage Yard and
T —Woritahops—until—bee—1083—therenfier—
5. Additional In .rmation vacant until June 1984
(s} State whether the proposal involves: — State
Yas or No
{iy Construction of & vahicular -
new acess L0 a m
highway padestrian
(i) Alteration, including vehicular
change of use, of an existing
access to 8 highway pedesirian
{#ii) The crossing of a ditch No
or other water course

(b} State whather the proposal involvas: —

{il  New building(s)
If residential development, state number of
dwaeling units proposed and type if known,
8.g. housas, bungasiows, fiats

ti)  Altaration or extension
lii) Change of use

(e} Size of any new structure: —
(a) haight L e
i) enge s R R
e} width

id) Type snd colour of materiaks for facing external wails

il

{e) Type and colour of roofing materiala

1fi  What provision exists or is propoaed for garaging
and/ or parking vehicles within the site?

See Plan
Igh s the spplication for industrial, office, warshousing, ¥ If yes, complate Part 2 of this form
storage or shopping purposes? €s
(h) 13 the spplication in connection with agriculture? No It yes, give brief details on page 4
{il Does the propossl at{ect a listed building?
No
il Does the proposed development involve the ¥ yes, indicara their positions on plan
felting of any trees? . Yo
(ki (il How will surface water be disposed of? Continus on page 4
(il How will foul sewage be desit with? Through the existing if necessary
processes
{1 Doaes the proposal affact a land drain? N |t yes, indicale positions on plan
=]

8. Plans
List of drawings and plans submitted with the applicetion

Drawing - Location + Site Plans RT/1
+ Acoustic Engineers Report

Note: The proposed means of enciosure, the materials and colour of the wals snd roof, landscaping details eic. should be clearly shawn gn the submitted
plans, undess the application is in outine ondy
2



PART 2 .

Additiones! Information required in respect of applications for Industrial, otfice, warehousing, storage or shops

THOSE QUESLIONS reve 11 Io tiw proposed development
10 be answeved

in the case of industriat development, give 8 description
of tha procasses to be carried on and of tha end products,
and the type of plant or machinery to be insialiad

Not Applicable

If the proposai forms g stage of & iarger scheme for which
planning permission is not st presant sought, plasss give
what information you can about the ultimate developmeant

Is the proposal related to an existing uss on o naar the site?
If 80, pieass explain the relationship

State Yes or No

No

Is this & proposal 1o replace existing pramises in this
araa or aglsawherg which have become obsolete, inadequate
or otherwise unsatisfactory?

If 50, please give detils including gross Hoor area of
such premisas and siate your intentions in respect of
thoss premisas

State Yes or No

Yes

2 acres with some buildings at 0ld Station
Yard Station Road Jarvis Gate Sutton St.
James

la) Whatis the total floor space of all buikdings to which
the appiication relates?

ib}  What is the amount of indusirial floor space included
in the above figura?

(el What is the amount of office fioor space?

1d} ‘What is the smount of Hloor spaca tor ramil
wading?

(e} What is the smount of Hoor spaca for storage?

(1 What is the amount of floor spaca for warehousing?

Existing floor gpace Proposed additional Hoor space

m isady | ta) m/

{a) 1916

2
1 3
{b) 960 m g 5t

F]
h;) 120 mz:ﬂ?'
td) Nil m/sq.ft.

{a)
(h a3

rnz;' sq.ft.

m:/sq.ft.
m /sq.ft.

2
mzlsq.h.

2
WS
m /sq.ft

m /9q.41.

{a) How many office, industrial and othar staff will
be smployed on tha site a3 a result of the
davalopment proposed?

(b}  |f you have existing premisss on the site, how
many of the employees will be new staff?

e} If you propose 1o transfer statf from other
promiseé plaase give details of the numbers
involved and of the premises sHfecied

Office Industrial Other statf
la) 4 La) 3 (al 35

bl b} (b}

m

{cl
¢ 28 transferred from 014 Station Yard

Sutton premises

In the case of industrial development i the application
accompanied by an industrial development cenificata?

1f *No" state why » centificaie is not required

State Yes of No

Not Applicable

8.

What provisions have basn mada for the parking,
loading and unloading of vshiclas within the curtitage
of tha site? {Please show the location of such provision
on the pians and distinguish batween parking for
operational needs and othar purposss}

Concrete

What is the estimated vehicular traffic fiow to the site
during & normal working day? |Plaase include all
vehicles axcapt those used by individus) ermnployees
driving to work|}

Approximately 60 Movements

10,

What is tha nature, volume and propased means of
disposal of any trade etfluents or rade refuse?

The Applicant will continue to use the exist

systamsg which axe more rhan adeguate

. Wil the propasad use involva the use or storape of any

of the hazardous materials mentionad in note 13 of the
"Notes for Apphcants’?

H "Yas' gtate materials and approximate quarntities

State Yes or No

No




PART 3

Application is hereby made for permission/approval to carry out the development described herein and on the
attached plans,

| have complated the relevant certificate.

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

*Datote whichever is not applhicable

Note An appropriste certificate must accompany this application umiess you sre seeking approval of reserved marters— ses Note 10 of the “'Notes foi
Applicants”. The following certificate will be approprista if you are the owner of all the land. Qnly one copy need be completed. Certificatas 8, C or D can b
obtained from your Council Offices d

Certiflcate under saction 27 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971 as amanded

Cartificata A | harsby cenify that:-

*applicant . *application
1. No person other than the —————— was an owner (&) of any part of the land 10 which the —————u
pe : Homm y P8 . "

ralates at tha beginning of the period of 20 days befors the date of the sccompanying  2Picauon

. :'- None of the land to which m.:%’é:"ﬂ ralates constitutes or forms part of an agricuttural holding:
| have «myself
* 2. “The applicant has given the requisite notice to every person other than T=p who 20 da
The appellant has mse
the date of the =—————— S rel hoiding any part of which was comprised in
cation
tha land 1o 5 relstas, viz: —
Name of Tenant /a) Address Date of Service of Notice
_ Signed ... Q“\‘ Uﬂ-"’sr PP
*Delete whichever is not applicable
fa) Qwner means a person whe it for the time being the estate owner *On behalf of .. ROFFES  TRANSPORT LIMITED...........
in respect of the fee simple in the land or is entitled to a tenancy of tinsert appiicants name if signed by an agent)
the land granmed or extended for a tarm of years cartain of which not _
less than seven yoars remain unexpired Date...,.. L A B
fe} 1f you are the sole agricultural tenant snter “None™
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

YOUR APPLICATION CANNOT BE CONSIDERED UNLESS YOI
HAVE SIGNED PART 3 OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETED AN

SIGNED AN APPROF:RIATE CERTIFICATE



APPLICATION WO: H18/0018/86 ! DATE RECEIVED: 08/01/86

APPLICANTt Roffes Transport Ltc ACENT S
Weat Bank
Sutton Bridge
Ny SPALDING
Lincs

TYPE: Temp HRTD e Fr JEH2RD 321550
DESCRIPTION: Use of site without complyvii. 33l gondition No. 7 to planning
H18/438/2° -~ {pncreasing to 35 tractor units

permission NO.
and 50 trailers

LOCATION: Haulage Depot, We:t Pank, Sutto- Zr.dee

The South Holland District Council hereby give notica that PERMISSION HAS BEEN REFUSED far the carrying out
of the developmaent for the foliowing reasonis):

1. It ia conaidered premature to consider granting permission for a larger
numbsr of vehlcles and trallers until the Councll has bsen able to

assess the effects of the present development on residential amenity at
all seasons of the year,

Lt

Distriot Planning Officer (C}
Sth March 1986

SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

P

B. SMITHM.A.T.P.1, DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER
CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 61161
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Please read the accompanying “Notes for Applicents” befors completing any part of this form LCP.T

Application for permission to develop land etc.

For official use only

n...m.:,l _ 08 JAN

158 b
[

Town and Country Planning Act 1871 sa amended Application no. 'Hl!] OC
Four compieted copies of this form and plens Grid
should be sent to the Diatrict Councll roference

548250 2218850.

PART1 - mhMmeWw“Wuﬁ:uMquWt

1. Applicant (complete detaila balow in black capitele) Agent (f any) tg whom correspondance should be sent [complete dewils
. below b biock Chiphala)
Name . B0ffes Transport Limited Y Y Sy
Addes, o5t Bank, Sutton Bridge, acdroos ... Lo e 2
............ SpalCing, Lincolnshire. . .. . . 1. . s Y T
TeNo, Holbeach 351111 TONC..veeeeeereeoreieereneeneeee oo

2. Psrticulars of propossi for which parmission or approval is sought

{a) Full address or location of the land to

which this application relates (and site
aroa if known)

{bj Applcant’s intarest, ¢.g. owner, tenant, prospective purchaser

(¢} Brief particulars of propossd development
including the purpasels] for which the lend
and/ or bulidings are to by vaed

(d) State whether applicant owne or controls any
adjoining land and, if 30, give its location

Hauwlage Iepot,
West Baak, Sutton Bridge

Owuier ; %p
Vae ..'- ;,'h_ witaul mwl",a.’ u.'iL .
Apspdaens-ef condition Ro, T t¢ planni

permission ref, No. H18/438/85"™5"%8" t¥actor
unite and 50 trailers. £

Yes. As outlined blue on drawings

3. Particulars of application (see nots 3 of tha “Nows for Applicents” |

State whether thie application is for: —

State Yes of No | If yes, tick thoss items below which you wish 1o be considered

{a) Outlirw plenning permission

bl Full planning permission E&

a9 part of this spplication
1 siting 4 mesrs of accoms
0 2 design § tandscaping

3 extemal appesrance

ict  Approval of reserved matters following
the grant of outline psrmission

O if yos, state the date snd number of outling permission
P cate

(dl Renewal of & temporary pernvission or
permission for retenton of buliding or
continuance of uese withait complying

with 8 condition subjact 1o which e Daw
planning psrmission has besn granted N Number

Numbar

if yes, state the date and number of previous permission and
’ identify the perticulsr condition (see note 3(d) of the “Notes
Hfae [P} tor Apoilcants™

The condition




*Delete whichever is not applicable

Now An sppropriete certificate must accompany this applicetion uniess you are seeking approvel of reserved matters— ses Note 10 of the “Notes for
Agpphcants”. The following certificete will be appropriste ¥ you are the owner of alf the land, Only one copy need be completed. Certificates B, C or D can be
obtained from your Councll Offices

Ceartificete under saction 27 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1971 as amended
Certificate A | hamby cartify that:-

*applicant *application
1. No other than the was an owner {a) of rt of the land to which the
person m {a) of any pe whic| I
*application

relates ot the baginning of tha pariod of 20 days befors the date of the accompanying b

*,
* 2. None of theisnd to which the % relates constitutes or forms part of an agricuttural holding:
or
| have

* 2. *The spplicant has given the requisits notics to svery parson other than lﬁmmawwm
The appellant hes

-
the dete of the ﬁ-‘-""—m-mdwaﬁcuﬁmmﬁnﬂawp&ﬂdwh&chmwwh

tha land to which the W—m‘lﬂ,ﬁt:—

Nama of Tenant /s/ Dats of Service of Notice

L
o . anctwokeoe  Sened iy bggptlo ...............
fa) Owner mesns 8 parmon who is for the time being the estate owner \Spte s Transport Limited =~

In respact of the fes simple in the land or is entitied 0 & tenency of
the land granted or sxctended for a term of yesrs certsin of which not
lsss than seven yesrs remain uhexplred

fo} i you are the wole sgriculiural tenant snter “None™

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

YOUR APPLICATION CANNOT BE CONSIDERED UNLESS YOU
HAVE SIGNED PART 3 OF THIS FORM AND COMPLETED AND
SIGNED AN AMATE CERTIFICATE



4. Particulars of Present and Pravious Use of Bulidings or Land

(s} Stam
(it  Present uss of bulldings/lend

+ (W Wupcupt, the ket previows e inchding the dete

whan the use was discomtinued
5. Additonal information
{a) State whether the proposs! involves: —

() Comstruction of a vehiculer
Coneruction o | R
gy _ podeetrian
{i#) Amwration, including vehicular
chenge of vee, of an suisting
access to 8 highwey pedestrian
{W} The crossing of & ditch W
Or Othir waller Courte v
(b} State whethar the propoas! involves: —
(0 New bulidingis) NO |
i rasiigntial develnpment, state number of [:
dweling units propassd and type if known,
eg housss, bungelowe, flats
{  Altsration o sxtension
{i#] Chenga of use
“ e} Sxe of Brry New struchure: —
(a)  height ..Not applicable . . . .. ..
B) dength
led width

id} Type and colour of mmerisle for facing external wills

Not applicable

mum'w' S

Not applicable

) ;:'ﬂa\vv--'._cn
{fi  What provision sgists or is proposed for gareging
and/ or parking vehicies within the site? As ghown on drawings attached
(g) s the applicadion for industrial, office, werehousing, KO If yas, complets Pert 2 of this form
storage or sivbpping purposes’
(h} is the applicstion in connection with agriculture? NG i yos, give brief details on page 4
(i} Dows the proposal aifect a listed buiiding? NO
i} Doss the propossd developrent lrvolve the . i yes, indicate their positions on plan
feling of any treee? KO
o ) How will surface water be disposed of? . - Continue on page 4
(Kl How witl foul sewage be dealt with? Net applicable ¥ necesssry
(i Does the propossl sffact a iand drain? if yes, indicate positions on pian

5. Plamm
List of drawinge snd plans submitted with the application

Nore: The proposed mesns of ancicsure, the materials and colour of the wells and roof, landscaping detads etc. should be Clesrly shown on the submitted

plans, yniass the application is in outhne only

2
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APPLICATION NO: H18/0014/86 2 v DATE RECEIVED: 08/01/86

APPLICANT: Roffes Transport Ltd AGENT:

Weat Bank

Sutton Bridge
Nr SPALDING

Lines

TYPE: Temp

GRID REF: 548250 321550

DESCRIPTION: Use of site without complying with condition No. 7 to planning
permission NO. H1B/438/B5 by increasing to 35 tractor units
and 50 trallers

LOCATION: Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Brildge

REPRESENTATIONS
Parish Council:

Ward Membera:

Technical objections:

Public objections:

If previous conditions have been met, no objections.

1. Has Haulage Operators Licence been obtained for
extra vehlicles.

2. V¥ish to see Lime Street/Wharf Street nelghbour
consulted.

Consultants Advice {(Professor Bowman) - The advice
upcn the last application to increase the number of
units (H18/0902/85 - subsequently withdrawn) was as
follows:=

"Any increase in vehicular activitles will increase
the noise emission from the site. Although the
maximum emisasion may not be increased, the frequency
and duration of events could 1increase. Thus,
although the increase in the number of vehicles will
not undermine the wvalldity of the nolise measure
ability to reduce a single noise event, the risk is
how the increase wlll effect the number of night
time activities (which are currently one or two per
night)*",

Final date for response to advert is 7th March.

PLANNING POLICIES/DOE ADVICE

Circular 22/80 3 Permission should be granted unless there are specific and
convincing objections such as.....nolse.

Circular 14/85 : Presumption in favour of allowing applications for
developnent.....unléss that development would cause demonstrable harm to
interests of acknowledged importance.

- 13 -



PREVIOUS DECISIONS

H18/438/85 - Use of haulage depot and workshop - granted permission subject
to a number of conditions including restricting the number of vehicles and
trailers to no more than 26 and 29 respectively and prohibiting the
serving, maintenance, washing and cleaning of vehicles between 8.00 pm and
7.30an Mondays to Saturdays and at any time on Sundays, other than within
the workshop bullding.

Objection to renewal of Licence - Planning Committee 18th September, 1985
{(Minute 1005/85 refers) - resclved -

"(a) The DPistriet Planning Officer be authorised to making an cbjection on
behalf of the Counclil against the granting to this Company of a
revised goods vehicles operator's licence...™.

Note:
The Licencing Authority advised that a local inquiry would be held on the
13th February 1985 but this has been adjourned:

H18/0902/85 - Continuation of use as haulage depot, using 40 tractor units
and 50 trailers. The application was subsequently withdrawn prior to its
determination.

PLANNING ISSUES

1. This applicaation if permitted, would enable a significant potential
intensification of activity on site.

2. When permiasion was first granted, and limited to a smaller number of
vehicles an tracters, various environmental works were required in view
of the proximity of the site to dwellings. These works have been
carried out,

CONCLUSIONS
The effect of this proposal on residential amenity is a very important
consideration.

It may be that the environmental measure are adequate for a larger number
of vehicles. However, they have not stood the tests of a summer, when
there is the greater likelihood of outdoor working and house windows being
open.

PLANNTNG OFFICER'S RECOMMEWDATION ~- Refuse permission for the following
reasont-

A. It is considered premature to consider granting permission for a larger
number of vehicles and trailers until the Council has been able to
assess the effects of the present development on residential amenity at
all seasons of the year.

B. Further to the objectlion already lodged with the Licenaing Authority,
that authority be made aware of this decision to refuse planning
permiasion.

- 14 -



APPLICATION NO: H18/0014/86 2 v DATE RECEIVED: 08/01/86

+APPLICANT: Roffes Tranaport Ltd AGENT:
West Bank
Sutton Brldge
Nr SPALDING
Lines

TYPE: Temp GRID REF: 588250 321550

DESCRIPTION: Use of site without complying with condition No. 7 to planning
permission NO. H18/438/85 by increasing to 35 tractor units and 50 trailers

LOCATION: Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

REPRESENTATIONS
Pariah Council: If previous conditions have been met, no objectlons.
Ward Members: 1. Has Haulage Operators Licence been obtained for

extra vehlcles.
2., Wish to see Lime Street/Wharf Street neighbour
consulted.

Technical objections: Consultants Advice (Professor Bowman) - The advice

upon the last application to increase the number of
units (H18/0902/85 - subsequently withdrawn) was as
follows:-
"Any increase in vehilcular activitiea will increase
the noise emission from the site. Although the
maximum emission may not be increased, the frequency
and duration of events eould increase. Thus,
although the increase in the number of vehicles will
not undermine the wvalidity of the noiae measure
ability to reduce a single noise event, the risk is
how the increase will effact the number of night
time activities (which are currently one or two per
night )",

Public objections: Final date for response to advert is 7th March.

PLANNING POLICIES/DOE ADVICE

Circular 22/80 : Permission should be granted unless there are specific and
convineing objections such as.....nocise.

Circular 14/86 : Presumption in favour of allowing applications for
development.....unless that development would cause demonstrable harm to
interests of acknowledged importance.

PREVIOUS DECISIONS

H15/H3§7§B ~ Use of haulage depot and workshop - granted permission subject
to a number of conditions including restricting the number of vehicles and
trailers to no more than 26 and 29 respectively and prohibiting the
gserving, maintenance, washing and cleaning of vehicles between 8.00 pm and
7.30am Mondays to Saturdays and at any time on Sundays, other than within
the workshop building.

Objection to renewal of Licence - Planning Committee 18th September, 1985
{Minute 1005/85 refers) - resolved -

"(a) The District Planning Officer be authorised to making an objection on
behalf of the Couneil against the granting to this Company of a
revised goods vehicles operator's ljicence...".



Note:
The Licencing Authorlty advised that a local inquiry would be held on the
13th February 1985 but this has been adjourned:

H18/0902/85 - Continuation of use as haulage depot, using 40 tractor units
and S0 trallers. The application was subsequently withdrawn prior to its
determination.

PLANNING ISSUES

1. This applicaation if permitted, would enable a significant potential
intensification of activity on site.

2. When permission was first granted, and limited to a smaller number of
vehicles an tracters, various environmental works were required in view
of the proximity of the site to dwellings. These works have been
carried out.

CONCLUSIONS

The effect of this proposal on residential amenity is a very important
consideration.

It may be that the environmental measure are adequate for a larger number
of wehicles. However, they have not stood the tests of a summer, when
there is the greater likelihood of outdoor working and house windows being
open,

PLARNING OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION - Refuse permission for the following
reason:-

A. It is considered premature to consider granting permission for a larger
number of vehiclea and trailers until the Council has been able to
assess the effects of the present development on residential amenity at
all seasons of the year.

B, Further to the objection already lodged with the Licensing Authority,
that authority be made aware of thia decision to refuse planning
permission.
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PREVIOUS DECISIONS

H18/438/85 - Use of haulage depot and workshop - granted permission subject
to a number of conditions ineluding restricting the number of vehicles and
trailers to no more than 26 and 29 respectively and prohibiting the
serving, maintenance, washing and cleaning of vehicles between 8.00 pm. and
7.30 am, Mondays to Saturdays and at any time on Sundays, other than within
the workshop building.

nowlsiged

Objection to renewal of Licence - Planning Committee 18th September, 1985
(Minute 1005/85 refers) - resolved -

"(a) The District Planning Officer be authorised to making an objection on
behalf of the Council against the granting to thias Company of a

rgviseq goods vehicles operator's licence ..." Jgle:- P
Z&Jw adossee! [} ¢ La iy o o G?‘fwljgklﬁ

O€za. adff onpsiny .
*l‘ﬂizfﬁ'"@fm@ of we s kam%ahrar’mﬁ Ao
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Sespvitervlo—divize——t{Pirofesyormbowey) - " Any

W increase in vehicular activities will increase the
noise emission from the site., Although the maximum

r emission may not be increased, the frequency and
“‘&Utd duration of events could increase. Thus, although
the increase in the number of vehicles will not

“, undermine the validity of the noise measure ability
xl%"( to reduce a single noise event, the risk is how the

increase will effect the number of night time
activities (which are currently one or two per
night). Ul
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Zamdnu e
CB2 1NP

Telephone 0223 35892/
Telex 81373

OTTINGHAM
Please reply to ... . ... . I‘CT QJHA

Birkbeck House
14-16 Trinity Square
Nottingham

NG1 4BA

Teisphona Q602 4765611
Taiex 37188

.... office

PLagminG Dl T
SOUTH HpLL A Y C
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CHATTRE TS THOR,
WA IEE  Avenuda

SRALSL G
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Your retarance

Qur refarence

E 1716874
ats

2¢ January 1986

Dear Sir/Madam

ATITIFL R T AT T T e
WA AdamTd A debld kbl L LD

RE:

P
A it as ad

ROFFES TRANSPORT LTD

I refer to my letter dated 10January 1986 regarding the Public Inquiry to be
held, to determine an application made by the above for anoperator's licence, at

the Council Offices, Priory Road, Spalding.

Unfortunately, when writing to you I gave the wrong date for the Inguiry.

This

letter is to confirm that the Ingquiry will, in fact, take place on THURSDAY

13 FEBRUARY 1986 and NOT Wednesday 12 February 1986 as previously stated.

other details remain the same.

All

I apologise for any inconvenience that may have occurred.

Yours faithfully

bl
A Quail

for Clerk to the Licensing




EASTERN TRAFFIC AREA

Terrington House Birkback House fi
13-15 Hills Road 14-18 Trinity Square
Cambridge Nottingham
£B2 INP NG1 4BA
Tetephone 0223 368922 Telephone 0602 475511
Teiex 1373 Telex 37188
Ploags reply 0 .....cc..cooo.. ‘ " v eeee .. DFfiCE
?LMM;N(, VLT Miars ™ ) . Yuurreferame'réjs/j\/‘\ Hid{a ’55{ R
WATH HOLLAID D™ vl ri$7%
COUnIC o T O ES Qur reference E ‘} % !
CHATTee To~ 7D Y Date
L @Y Aven <& o 1s 1996
SPALDIAG |, iy L EARRE S
Dear Sir
GOODS OPERATOR LICENSING
RoRFes ™MASSroZT oD
t« I refer to your objection against an application for
an operator's licence/ o ' made by

the above.

2. The Licensing Authority has decided to hear this application
at a Public Inguiry to be held
THE COWNC (- CrR~Bel | SOUTH HoLLAYD Do

2 PRoRY Load SPALDING  LwCs
on (VEDNELTAT L Cealluarq (386
at (| U e~

3. I am enclosing a copy of an Appendix which has been sent
to the applicant and which is relevant to your objection and
ask that you let me know within 7 days of the date of this
letter vhether you will be attending the Inguiry.

+

Yours faithfully

for Clerk to the Licensing Authority

G A FLARNING DEPT.
o REOEnRD

13 JAN1986.
.‘ 5;;:_' & igne oS
260 FM-{“/
e e ’ o ¢mﬁ&.
JC
Actiot: by..... . § Acknowledge YESINO
Discuss with 2157 by
l,_gony 1+ FTTT daw b
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SECTION 692 - G TRAMNSPORT ACT 1968
REGULATIONS 21 AND 22 GOODS VEHICLE (CPERATORS' LICENCES, QUALIFICATIONS AND FEES)
REGULATIONS 1984

Control of operating centres for goods vehicles on environmental grounds

1. Under the provisions o©f the above legislation the Licensing Authority when
ccnsidering ar application for an operators licence is required to be satisfied
that the place which 1t to be the operating centre for the vehiclei{s) to be
used under any licence that may be granted is suitable on environmental grounds
Before making this decision he must take into account any objection(s)/repre-
sentation (s} received.

2. The Licensing Authority is empowered to refuse an application if he considers
that the place which 1s to be the operating centre is unsuitable on environ-
mental grounds. He may also refuse an application on the ground that the
parking of authorised venicle{s) at or in the vicinity of any operating centre
would cause adverse effects on the environment. Alternatively, the Licensing
Authority may grant a licence with such conditions attached as appear to him
appropriate.

3. The onus of proof lies with those making objection/represention and tho
Licensing Authority is empowered to exclude any submission or evidence on
the ground that he considers it to be vexatious, frivolous or irrelevant.

4. At the Ilnquiry the Licensing Authority will have regard to the following:~-

TRANSPCRT ACT 1968

Section 69B (1) Any person entitled by virtue of Section 63(3) of this
Act to obiject to the grant of any application for an operator's licence
on the ground there mentioned may also object to the grant of any such
application on the ground that any place which if the licence is granted,
will be an operating centre of the holder of the licence is unsuitable
on environmental grounds for use as such,

Section 69B(2) In the case of any such application, any person who is
the owner or occupier of land in the vicinity of any place, which if the
licence is granted, will be an operating centre for the holder of the
licence may make representations against the grant of the apolication on
the ground that that place is unsuitable on environmental grounds for use
as such, provided that any adverse effects on environmental conditions
arising from that use would be capable of prejudicially affecting the use
or enjoyment of the land.

Section 69B(3} Where any objection or representations are duly made under
thig section in respect of any application for an operator's licence, the
Licensing Authority may in any case refuse the application on the ground
that the parking ©f authorised vehicles under the licence at or in the
vicinity of any place which, if the licence were granted, would be an
operating centre of the holder of the licence would cause adverse effects
on environmental conditions in the vicinity of that place.

© Section 69 B(4) Wnere any objection or representations are duly so made
in respect of any such application, the licensing authority may refuse
the application, subject to subsection (5) of this section, on the ground
that 2ny places whith, if the licence were granted, would be an operating
centre of the holder of the licence is unsuitable for use as such on
environmental grounds other than the ground mentioned in subsection (3)
of this section.
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SEQTION 692 « G TRANSPORT ACT 1968
BEEGULATIONS 21 AND 22 GOODS VEHICLE (OPERATORS' LICENCES, QUALIFICATIONS AND FEEE

REGULATIONRS

1984
Control of operating centres for goods vehicles on environmental grounds

Under the provisions c©f the above legislation the Licensing Autnority when
considering ar application for an operatvors licence is required to be satisfied
that the place which 1s to be the operating centre for the vehicle(s) to be
used under any licence that may be granted is suitable on environmental grounds
Before making this decision he must take into account any objection (s)/repre-
sentation(s) received.

The Licensing Authority is empowered to refuse an application if he considers
that the place which is to be the operating centre is unsuitable on environ-
mental grounds, He may also refuse an application on the ground that the
parking of authorised vehicle(s® at or in the vicinity of any operating centre
would cause adverse effects on the environment. Alternatively, the Licensing
Authority may grant a licence with such conditions attached as appear to him
appropriate.

The onus of proof lies with those making objection/represention and the
Licensing Authority is empowered to exclude any submission or evidence on
the ground that he considers it “o be vexatious, frivolous or irrelevant.

At the Inquiry the Licensing Auvthority will have regard to the following:-
TRANSPORT ACT 1968

Section 6%9B(1l) Any person entitled by virtue of Section 63(3) of this
Act to object to the grant of any application for an operator's licence
on the ground there mentioned may also object to the grant of any such
application on the ground that any place which if the licence is granted,
will be an operating centre of the holder of the licence is unsuitable
on environmental grounds for use as such.

Section 69B(2) In the case of any such application, any person who is
the owner or occupier of land in the vicinity of any place, which if the
licence is granted, will be an operating centre for the holder of the
licence may make representations against the grant of the application on
the ground that that place is unsuitable on environmental grounds for use
as such, provided that any adverse effects on environmental conditions
arising from that use would be capable of prejudicially affecting the use
or enjoyment of the land.

Section 69B(3) where any objection or representations are duly made under
this section in respect of any application for an operator's licence, the
Licensing Authority may in any case refuse the application on the ground
that the parking of authorised vehicles under the licence at or in the
vicinity of any place which, if the licence were granted, would be an
operating centre of the holder of the licence would cause adverse effects
on environmental conditions in the vicinity of that place.

- Section 69 B(4) Where any objection oOr representations are duly so made
in respect of any such application, the licensing authority may refuse
the application, subject to subsection (5) of this section, on the ground
that a2ny place which, if the licence were granted, would be an operating
centre of the holder of the licence is unsuitable for use as such on
environmental grounds other than the ground mentioned in subsection (3}
of this section.



South Holland District Couneil

Notice 1is hereby given that application has heen made to the
Council in reapect of the following:

Planning Applications

Reference H18/0014/86

Use of site without complying with condition
No. 7 to planning permission nc. H18/43885
by increasing to 35 tractor units and 50
trailers

Haulage Depot, Weat Bank, Sutton Bridge

Applications and plans showing the proposal(s) may be seen during
office hours at the Planning Department, Chatterton Tower,
Winfrey Avenue, Spalding. Any observations should be sent to me
within 21 days of the date of this notice.

J T Brindley Council Offices
Chief Executive Priory Road
Spalding

14th February 1986
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SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL “nuwmacenmen

B. SMITH M.R.T.P.1., DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER
CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 61161

APPLICATIOLN 0 113/001k/86 2 v DATe RLLLEVIED: 21/00/7 o
APPLICANT: Rores ranmpori Lto AL 2

West Banx

Sutton Eridge

He SPALDING

Lincs
TY#k: Yemp GRID Ry: BASISG 321730
DESCRIPTION: Uze of sits witnout compiyirs witk concition L. 7 te plaruing
permassion J0. H1T/438/3% by inoreasing to 39 tractor units and o0 Liwileqs

2 . 29

LICATION: Haulace Depot, .Jesi Haniz, Sutton Briuus

Y

Terminal Date 1asasi

DB A

Notification to Ward Member | RECEN/En
‘“H.;“-—-—.l !_FEB 1986
el - HA
DPE ;‘1 ; IMO!‘ Fia i _._—'—'—-—-..
| have recsivad an appiication for the propossl referved to sbove ;’ig_‘n"o &S
ALPR

Action y,
Discuss with, 1.

Proposed determination Copy .., ]
A / The application will be considered Comments, if any:
by the Planning Committes
B From an inltiel Examination, it | requast that the above applicstion be
appaars that the application is coneidered by the Planning Committes
likely to be one which may be for tha following ressonts).

determinad without referance 1o the Planning Committes,
if no objections are received and i my sventuel
recommendation is one of spproval.

if you feel that the proposst should be brought to the
sttantion of the Commitiss, plesss let me know by
returning this notice. if | do not recelve this within 7
days of the date of this notice it will be assumed tha:

you have no objection to the determination of the
application under delegated powsrs.




SONTH HOLLAND DlSTRICT COUNCIL  rcomnaoeaman

8. SMITH M.R.T.P.1., DISTRICT Punmm
CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCOLNSHIRE TELEPHONE: SPALDING 61161

APPLICATION wWO: H18/0014/86 209 DATE AMUREIVED: 21/01/86
APPLICANT: Rofes Transport Ltd AGrwi
West Bank

Sutton Bridge
Nr SPALDING
Lincs

TYPE: Temp GRID R3F: 548250 321550

DESCRIPTION: Use of site without complyxng with conditlon No. 7 to planning
permission NO. H18/438/85 by increasing to 35 tractor units and SC trailers

LOCATION: Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

F 8.H.D.C. PLANNIN 18/3/86
RECENED
4 FEBMB6

i

r I l-'i |- 't[) \’\’il"jq; 1en1ion of

JC F AN
Actiae b . ...
1 have received an application for the proposs! o0 Mo
Cop i, L
—a -
Proposed detarmination’

/

f The application will be coneidersd
by the Planning Committes

From an initial Examination, it
appears thet the application is
Hiosly to be one which may be
determinad without reference to the Planning Committee,
i no objections are received and if my eventual
recommendation is one of approval,

if you feel that the proposel should be brought to the
attention of the Committes, pleans lat me know by
retuming this notics. If | do not receive this within 7
days of the date of this notice it wil be assumed that
you have no objection to the detarmingtion of the
application under delegated powers.

Fap e, 2Hgh January 1986

Comments, Iif any:

| request that the above application be
congidered by tha Plenning Committes
for the following resson{s).

ANeuw <o

St

Le %!r\ MW 1\-60\\'\3: [\Va
Covwonilled . —

Comments, if any:




ROFFES TRANSPORT LTD.

West
Sutton Bridge,
Spalding,

Registered Office :

Bank,

Lincs.

South Holland District Council,
Planning Department,
Chatterton Tower,
SPALDING,
Lincolnshire,

For the attention of Mr. N. Midland.

Dear Cirs,

Telephone : HOLBEACH (0406) 351111 3 lines

Telex : 32123

VAT Reg. No. 287 8392 94
Registered in England Mo. 1303593

16th January, 1986

Reference to a telephone conversation with Mrs, Maxwell of your
departmert, 16th January, 1996,

I confirm that the site plan meaning the left side plan is the one

to note in cur present applicaticn,

The corner of site adjoining

Travis and Armold and fronting the road edged in blue is to be ommitted as

per the plamning permission granted last.

Expecting this letier is sulficient for ycur regquirements.

Would you

please acknowledge receipt of it also the present planning application.

for Roffei

S.H.D.C. PLANRING BEFK.
W o e
21 JAN1986 |
Attention o " i
oPO N
ooed Dﬁ
JC ALP
Action h\;.......aun Mmm
Siscuss with...... e | by
JCopyto....... .. |dis

Dirsclors :

5\

n, M. Roffe.

T. M. Roffe

Yours feithfully,
sport Limited




from:

To: ©

CHIEF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH OFFICER Date: 30.1.86

* Our:
PLANNING OFFICER

GR/SS.
Your Ref:

H18/14/86
Haulage Depot, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

I respond to the above application after reading Professor Bowman's
letter dated 4th October, 1985.

The ascoutic works required on gite have been completed and no com-
plaints of noise nuisances have been received by the Department Bince
their completion.

If it is the intention to extend the lorry park as detailed on the
plan, then the earth bank will have to be extended 2long the golf course
boundary to safeguard the environment to the properties in New Road.

We, aB a Department, have no power to restrict on-site night movements
of vehicles but could the parking be 8o designed to accommodate such
vehicles near the accesa point for cara? aay on the tractor unit park,
this would significantly reduce the night traffic movement{ noise.

I am of the opinion that the two points mentioned above ought to
be investigated before a decision 18 made, but I assume that ams this pro-
ject has been overseen by outside consultants you will be taking advice
from them.

DL PLENNVING BEPT
[~ 5 TrLE NI :

31 JAN19S6

Pl

.




H18/14/86/ACP/DLB RRC/DH/53/8¢
("f. Aa Cp Pick.!'ing}

Metcalle, Copeman & Pettefamr,
Solicitors,

6 York Row,

WISBECH,

Camnbs.

PE13 1EF

7th. !hrOh. 19%0

Dear S8ir,

ROFFES TRANSPORT LIMITED.

I refer to your letter of 18th February oo behalf of your above clients.
The sost recent application has in fact now been determined and the formal

notice of decision will be isswed shortly. However in this case I still
have a copy ¢f the application awailable and enclose thiz for your use.

fours faithfully,

PiH

District Plaaning Officer.

Enc



Metcalfe, Copeman & Pettefar
. Solicitors

6 YORKROW + WISBECH - CAMBRIDGESHIRE PE13 IEF - TELEPHONE (0945) 64331
TELEX 32179 MCPLEX
FAX (0733) 312728
FIRST CLASS
J. R. Bostock, LL.B.

The District Planning Officer TR MOUMEM MMM K. E. Vipas, M.A. Oxon.
South Holland District Council 3’ :— ﬁl“"‘" i%gj:;;uuhﬂk

-3 . ufter . . s .
Planning Department H. B.T. Clark. M.A. Cantab. J.R. Burton, M.A. Cantab.
gl}:etEOUECilTOfficers T. W, Stevenson, M_A. Cantab. M. Copeman, LL.B.

atterton Tower .
Winfrey Avenue _ Stafy Solicitors
SPALDI NG . gl\;h’:i: Waterman, LL.B. i ;m LB,
- e .
PE11 1DB P. Garner. B.A
vour Ref RSSIM.818/438/85
Consulipnt

owret RRC/DH/53/86 . R. O. Mischeii, M.A, Camad.

18 February 1986

Dear Sirv
Re: ROFFES TRANSPORT LTD

We wrote to you on the 30 January requesting a copy of our
Client's latest application for planning permission. You

kindly rang our office on the 7th instant and the message

that the Writer has is that you are unable to send a copy of

the planning application submitted by Roffes Transport as

once a planning application has been submitted and is granted,

it becomes an official document. We are not seeking sight of

any planning which has been granted, but merely a sight of our
Client's most recent application for planning which is still

ta be considered. We appreciate that normally one would have
expected our Client Company to have kept a copy of the application,
but for whatever reason, the same is not to hand, hence our request
to you.

We await to hear from vyou.
Yours faithfully

y}x&«w{’

%

LT TR, N
i
ozie

and at KING'S LYNN {0553) 765231, DOWNHAM MARKET (0366) 387660, THETFORD {0842) 64141 & PETERBOROHIGH iA711s aqses



/

EXTRACT FROM MINUTES

«w
COMMITTEE : Peczvunj Officer: \y'\<3b
\

DATE : <o/ . m:_-.rcﬂ.‘ ' &

ACTION

v |FILE -

270

NOTES
_ 1. In refusing application No. RIB0AIRLEL.I v was agreed that the site be
monitored by the Council's Noise Consultant until September 1986 to test
the effectiveness of the environmental improvement works already carried

out.
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EXTRACT FROM NINUTES ‘ vorox ’ 1/’ J
COMMITIEE plf-‘«u\.-_r-\j Officer: b{\
DATE : \

Seh - mecel 19U

- NQTES .

. %+ In refusing application Mo, JUGGNIRS 1 vas ngreed that the site be
Bonitored dy the Council's Nolass t until September 1986 to teat
the affectivensss of the environmental improvement works already carried
out.

2. Appliomtion No. HIN/0018/86 was granted aubjest to an additional
oondition prohibiting the repair of motor/motorised eyclea.

3. The {ssue of planning permisaion H11/1193/85 was sudject to the applioant
—------indicating by —a -red -dine —on -the —sudbmitted _plans -the extent of the.
application mite. :

4. In refusing applioation No. N8/0052/86 4t was agreed that
&ssiatance be given to the applicant in obtaining s suttadle site.
S. dpplication No. H18/1238/85 wmas refused in acoordance with the
, redommendation of the Plans Sub-Committes following a aite inapection om
- :!:he1 ﬁrounda that the »ite was of inadequate size and acoeas for Rwo |-
we nga . o

1

0 W SR .

9 6, Application No. H16/1178/85 was refused on the recommendation of the
Plans Sudb-Committee following a site inspection in mcoordance with the
Plamning Offiocer's recommendation.

e L LY PR .
£~ Mt g e

7. It wasz noted that permimsion was granted under application no.,i ‘
H16/71148/85 for a temporary period of 2 yeara. -

. 8. Application Ho. H23/1154/85 was granted oontrary to the recommendation o!'l
the Planning Officer and the Plans Sub-Committee following a sits]

inaspection. . , }

9. In deferring application no. H16/0780/85 for a site inspection it vas |
agreed, that if the application is refused, the matter be referred to the
Industrial Promotion Sub-Committes and the Planning Officer to provide
assistance to the applicant in attempting to find suitable premises. :

10. Councillor Mrs. A.J. Teale left the meeting following oonaideration of ,

application Ko. H16/0780/85.

11. In authorising the Planning Offiocer to grant application WMo, 81271110785
it was sgreed that a condition requasted by the Highway Authority be

imposed. . %

12. Councillors M.D. Booth and R.J. King, M.B.E. left the meeting befd nud
. sfter oonsideration of application H16/1152/85 reapectively. - = :°
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Status Design D M Gedney

Status House :

4 Princes Street DMG/SJS H18/1140/91
Holbeach and H18/0736/88/C2
Spalding ) 771128 /MRG/AEVW and

Lincolnshire 771238 /MRG/AEW
. 24 April 1992

Dear Sirs

Planning Application H18/1140/91 ~ Details of screening in respect of
Condition 2 of application H18/1780/88 — West Bank, Sutton Bridge
Planning Application H18/0736/88/C2 - Proposed wall (Condition
Compliance) — Custom House Street, Sutton Bridge

I refer to the above planning applications submitted by yourself on*
behalf of Roffes Transport Ltd and also Roffes Homes, both of which
ware considered by Members at the Planning Committee Meeting held on
the 14 April 1992.

In respect of application H18/1140/91 (details of zcreening adjacent .
to the lorry wash), it was resolved that the Director of Planning and
Building Control Services be authorised to grant permission subject
to:

(a) The applicants confirming whether the plastic coated steel
sheeting will be dark green or brown. "
(k) The applicanté satisfactorily demonstrating that the screen

will prevent noise from the high pressure wash from exceeding’
48 dB expressed as a 30 minute LAeqT at a height of 1.5
metres and 3.5 metres from any residential facade.

In respect of application H18/0736/88/C2 (the proposed wall), however,
it was resolved that the application could not be submitted as a
Condition Compliance on the basis that it also made provision for
access gates. As such, the proposal would not be in strict accordance
with Conditiona 5 and 6 of Planning Permission H18/0736/88 on the
basis that they made reference purely to a wall.

Cont/... v
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Pursuant tc the abeve, therefore, 1 will be pleased if you will submit
an appiication under Section 97 of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990 for the modification of conditions 5 and 6 of Plannirng Permission
H1i8/0736/88.

I hope the abecve information ig of assistance to you and I iook
forward to vour response in due course.

Yours faithfully

- IIM{ Ed’jr_’\:’\} ) -
Nm

‘ Principal Planning Officer

Development Control
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Status Design Mr D M Gedney
Status House

4 Princes Street DMG/JP/H18/1140/91
Holbeach
Spalding
Lincs
18 December, 1991

Dear Sirs

Planning Application H18/1140/91 — Details of screening,
Roffes Transport, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

1 refer to the above planning application submitted by yourself on bhehalf
of Roffes Transport.

~ Before I am in a position to proceed with the application, the following

7

//

4

additicnal information is required:-

1 Details of the siting of the karcher HDS 76 unit and if this is to
remain ocutside the workshop, details of any soundproofing i.e.
acoustic encicsure,

2% ]

Sound insulation properties of the PC steel screening i.e. sound
reduction index (100 HZ fto 315 OHZ).

If you wish to discusa the above, it is suggested that you contact Mr J
Chapman of Environmental Healta.

Yours faithfully

.:) -'L,/} v', )

7,
N

¢
..\L’/")

N R MIDLE
RINCIPAL PLANNING OFFICER
DEVELOP MENT CONTROL



Roffes Transport Ltd Mr D M Gedney

West Bank

Sutton Bridge DMG/LAB
Spalding H18/1140/91
Lincs

4 March 1993

Dear Sirs

Screening Of Lorry Wash Down Area At Haulage Yard, West Bank,
‘Sutton Bridge.

I refer to your recent enquiry to ascertain whether or not it
would be acceptable to replace the approved section of

brick wall on the southern boundary of the wash down facility
with steel sheeting of similar height, construction and colour
with that proposed along the western boundary.

In response, 1 advise that you submit an amendment to the
authority as a matter of urgency so that the relevant
consultations can be carried ocut and a decision made. I can
inform, however, that I have had informal discussions with
Environmental Services who would raise no objections to the
raplacement. However, I must stress that it is not guaranteed
that the Planning Committee will necessarily agrse.

Finally, I look forward to the receipt of the above information
as a matter of urgency bearing in mind that you are presently
in breach of condition no. 2 of planning permission H18,/1780/88
which states that the existing fence to the wash down area

shall be replaced by an appropriately designed screen before
devalopment is commenced. If this information is not
forthcoming then I remind you that the Council have powers to
take proceedings against the breach of planning control in

o 7 d
:2to§§ggce with Section 172 of thi“TaﬁﬁﬂfﬁNqCﬁp?iﬂg Eﬁuinéh? &4q \w\{ﬂdk
D. Ly, - ity ek pﬂﬂu\‘\ bl 3 f5fviny iV pripuc Do
Y faithfull
ours faithfully -—-—-14493— Pk ed La-

,i;ggﬂubtzﬂﬂsz‘_)
WA Swmu‘ Novadn divwn
A’ W R Midlen
Principal Planning Officer A .
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Mr R Roberts, Mr X Woods
39 Custom House Street,

Sutton Bridge, KW/JJ H18/1140/91
Spalding,
Lincs.
_ 14 Dec 1992
Dear Sir,

SCREENING OF WASH DOWN BAY, ROFFES TRANSPORT, WEST BANK, SUTTON
BRIDGE.

I refer to your recent telephone conversation with Mr Midlen of
this Department in respect cof the above matter,.

We have now discussed the situation with the Agents for Roffes
Transport in an effort to have the approved acreening carried
out as soon as possible which would remove the source of the
present noise problem. y

The whole aspect of whether plannin&‘permission H18/1780/88 for
the continued use of the site for 70 tractor units and 100
trailers has been implemented, is being investigated. If it
has then we shall be in a position to enforce the compliance
with condition no 2 of that permission and ensure that the
approved screen wall and fencing is erected. .

In the meantime the Company are being asked to secure the
existing fence in order to resolve the noise problem.

Yours faithfully

a7

N Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
Development Control



Status Design, Mr K Woods
4 Princes Street,

Holbsach, KW/JJ H18/1140/91
Spalding,
Lincs.
PE12 7BB.
11 Dec 1992

FAO: Mr B Gilham

Dear Sir,

PLANNING APPLICATIONS H18/1140/91 AND H18/438/85 - ROFFES
TRANSPORT, WEST BANK, SUTTON BRIDGE.

I am in receipt of complaints from residents of Custom House
Streat, Sutton Bridge that the fencing which screens the
vehicle wash down bay at the end of Custom Housze Street has
become somewhat dilapidated whereby the residents are being
disturbed by the continual flapping of the fencing in high
winds.

Condition No 4 of planning permission H18/438/85 states that
the 3 metre high fence between points X and Y on the submitted
plan shall be constructed in accordance with the specification
saet out in the applicants letter dated 18th July 1985, and
there after maintained as an effective barrier to noise and
spray.

You will also be aware that on the 10th July 1992 approval was
given to details of screening of this wash down bay in respect
of Condition No 2 of planning application H18/1780/88.

In view of the complaints received, it would seem that the
implementation of this condition would satisfactorily resolve
the present problems.

On the last occasion when this matter was investigated it was
: claimed that planning permission H18/1780/88, which was for

i continuation of the uase of the site for up to 70 tractor units
and 100 trailers, had not been implemented and that was the
reason why Condition No 2 had not been complied with.




Although this permission has not been implemented fully I am
advised that the lorry fleet has now increased beyond the
original permitted number., If this is the case then obhviously
your clients are obliged to comply with Condition No 2 of that
permission,

I would be obliged if you would draw these matters to the
attention of your Clients and advise me whether or not planning
permission H18/1780/88 has been implmented and when they intend
to erect the screening in respect of Condition No 2 as this
would no doubt resolve the problems of noise and disturbance
complained of,

Yours faithfully

v /)
i /\/Smw %
/ o
N Midlen

o ]Principal Planning Officer
"';/Development Control



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: N R Midlen TO: K Woods
Prinecipal Planning Officer Enforcement Officer
Development Control

REF: NRM/LAB REF:
DATE: 30 November 1992
SUBJECT: Roffes Transport, Custom House Street,

Sutton Bridge.

Received a call from Mr Roberts of Custom House, Sutton Bridge
concerning the zinc fence that screens the wash down bay to
Roffes Transport. He is concerned that it is in a bad state
of repair, and in a high wind the sheets flat and clash
together causing him disturbance at night. Allegedly, it is
only been lashed to the posts of the original chain link
fence, which, not surprisingly, are not strong enough
adequately to support it. He claims that a condition was
imposed requiring this fence to be maintained, and although he
has asked Roffes to look at it and improve the situation,
nothing has been done. He also claims that it was a condition
of allowing Roffes Transport fleet to be doubled in size that
a wall was built in view of the fence. According to him,
although the fleet has not been doubled, it has been
increased. He alsc reckons that the area beside the fence has
become a tip, and is unsightly, and queries when the extra
length of wall is to be erected.

I told him that I did not know what the situation was, and
what action, if any, we could take, but we would look into it
and let him know. His telephone number is (0406) 350593, but
it will probably be better to put a reply in writing. I
gather he has spoken to you on this matter before.

Is this the case where the new condition compliance notices
may be useful?

/% %/%

N B Midlen
Principal Planning Officer
Development Control



SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT COQUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE: 25.11.92
OUR REF: SB/SS/EP
YOUR REF:

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

TO:
CONTROL SERVICES
(f.a.0. Mr. K. Woods)

Roffe's Transport, West Bank, Sutton Bridge

Department has been in receipt of a complaint from Mrs. Morley
concerning unsecured fencing at the above

This
Street

of 35 Custom House
premises.
I would be grateful if you could investigate

In the circumstances
omplainant directly.

the matter and respond to the

inonmental Services

lerector of Env
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SOUTH HOLLAND DISTRICT CQUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

FROM: DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DATE: 21.9.92
QUR REF: SWL/SS/PN
T0: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING & BUILDING YOUR REF:

CONTROL
(f.a.o. Mr. K. Woods)

Roffes, Custom House Street, Sutton Bridge

A number of complaints have been received recently regarding the
state of fence on Roffe’'s boundary.

It 1is alleqged it is insecure and "flapping” in the wind and I would
appreciate if your Officers could investigate the matter.

J>Director of Environhental Services

r——

’ SHD.C. PLANNING DEPT.

RECCvER

2 ?SEP 1992 K/

os @A%@f Fie Nos. -
00PH 2

HG.IF‘QF"' By ......, aIx o aking 'E&N-a
@!ai‘:j“gg ﬁ#i’n T fiy o
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- SOUTH HOLLAND D'STF“CT COUNC"_ PLANNING DEPARTMENT

B. SMITH, M.R.T.P.l., DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER
COUNCIL OFFICES, CHATTERTON TOWER, WINFREY AVENUE, SPALDING, LINCS. PE11 1DB. Tel. SPALDING 81161

APPLICATION NO: H18/0730/84 DATE RECEIVED: 20/07/84

APPLICANT: Roffes Transport Ltd.,
West Bank,
Sutton Bridge,
SPALDING,
Lines.

PROPOSAL: Use of site for light industry

LOCATION: Land off Bank Road, Sutton Bridge

1
;
4
i
:

3rd October, 1984
Dear Sir or Madam

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNTNG ACT 1971
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (GENERAL DEVELOPMENT) ORDERS 1977-1981

" NOTICE OF PERMITTED DEVELOPMENT

It appears that by virtue of the provisions of the above Orders the
proposed develgpment is deemed to be permitted and further planning
permission is not therefore required. No further action will therefore be
taken on your application. (Approval under Building Regulations may still
be required however),

Arrangements have been made to refund the fee submitted, if any.

BLTT

District Planning Officer N 15




ROFFES TRANSPORT LTOD.

ASSESSMENT OF ACOUSTIC SCREEN

FOR

HIGH PRESSURE VEHICLE WASH

Report prepared by

R.S.Allsopp B.Sc., M.[.0.A.

19th JUNE 1992

R.S.Al1sopp & Associates,
Wymondham,

Melton Mowbray,
Leicestershire.



ROFFES TRANSPORT LTD.

ASSESSMENT OF ACOUSTIC SCREEN FOR HIGH PRESSURE VEHICLE WASH
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Fig. 1 : Plan View showing Section Line from Source to Receiver

Fig. 2 : Sectional View along Key Line of Transmission

Fig. 3 : Octave Band Spectrum as measured, with 'Received Noise'
consequent to Screen Attenuation



ROFFES TRANSPORT LT7D.

ASSESSMENT OF ACQUSTIC SCREEN FOR HIGH PRESSURE VEHICLE WASH

INTRODUCTION

As a condition of the approval of Application H18/1140/91 for the
Vehicle Wash Down Area at the West Bank Haulage Yard, the South Holtland
Distrit Council require that an evaluation be made of the performance
of the proposed perimeter fence and wall relative to Tlimiting the

transmission of noise from the vehicle washing operations to neighbouring
residential properties.

The present study has therefore been commissioned to measure the noise
produced by the High Pressure Washer Unit and to use this data to
determine the levels of noise likely to be experienced at the most
vulnerable residential property - which. K is the bungalow situated on
Custom House Street almost immediately opposite to the Wash Down Area.



NOISE SOURCES

The High Pressure Washer used by the Company is a K'Archer Model HDS 1290
consisting of a wheeled Power Unit of dimensions 1400 x 700 x 900mm
height, which feeds a pressurised supply to a hand-held spray lance.
The design of the system is such that the Power Unit operates only
in response to the use of the lance and in consequence there is no
'running light' or 'idling' mode.

The typical time spent in giving a complete wash-down to one of the
Company's Tractor Units 1is 30 minutes, with most of the washing work
carried out on a Saturday, when 12 - 15 vehicles are normally washed.
A Timited amount of washing may also take place on wekdays for M.0.T.
test requirements or for other special needs.

During a demonstration of the operation, it was noted that much of
the washing action is concentrated on the underside of the vehicle,
presumably to remove salt or other road contaminants, with the vehicle
parked on the front section of the elevated ramps.

Noise emanates both from the operation of the electrically driven
power unit and from the impact of the spray-jet onto the various parts
of the vehicle body. A subjective and instrumented assessment showed
that a realistic mean 'Source Centre' for the complete operation would
be at a location approximately 2 metres from the front edge of the
ramps and at 2 metres above ground level - which is 0.8 metres above
the top horizontal surface of the ramps. The Power Unit is normally
'parked' as shown in Fig. 1, adjacent to the electricity and water
connections and with a measure of acoustic shielding provided by the
ramps, which are of solid reinforced brickwork of 1.2 metres height.



REFERENCE RECEIVING POINT

A reference 'Receiving Point' at a height of 1.5 metres above the
ground and not closer than 3.5 metres to the most vulnerable residential
property has been specified by the Local Authority. This has been
marked-in on the Plan View of Fig. 1, with a section taken along the

'line-of-sight' between the source and receiving points. This sectional
view 1s shown 1in elevation in Fig. 2 with relevant dimensions also
included. It will be noted that the 'Source-to-Receiver' distance

totals 17.8 metres, with the proposed corrugated sheet metal fence
at the specified overall height of 4 metres.

NOISE MEASUREMENTS

Instrumentation

A Bruel & Kjaer Integrating Sound Level Meter Type 2218 with attached
Octave Band Filter Set type 1613, calibrated before and after use.

Measurement Procedure

Whilst the optimum approach would have been to take measurements
at the actual 'Receiving Point' before erection of the proposed screen
wall and fence, the existing 3 metre corrugated steel fence remains
in position along the line of the new fence, with the southern end
of the area (the position of the brickwork end wall) currently completely
open.

Since the adjacent wall surface of the Service Building plays a part
in contributing to transmission by reflection of both wash-down and
power-unit noise, two measuring stations were selected to provide
results inclusive of this reflective contribution - and representative
of levels likely to be experienced at the specified 'Receiving Point'
in the absence of any screening.



These measuring stations were positioned along the centre line between
the ramps, each at 17.8 metres distance from the assumed mean '‘Source
Point® and at 1.5 metres above ground level, with one being forwards

into the new ‘turning area' currently under construction and the other
rearwards behind the ramps.

Sampled Leq measurements at each of the selected Measuring Stations
were taken over 30 minute periods of ‘continuous washing' of a vehicle,
with Octave Band Levels also recorded in the course of each test.

Results

It was noted that Leq values at each position had stabilised to within
t 0.5 dB{A) within a period of 3 - 4 minutes from commencement of
monitoring, even though the intermittent action of the lance during
‘continuous usage' produced significant variability in the indicated
sound levels. From subjective considerations, the noise contribution
from the operation of the Tlance appeared more significant then the
noise emitted by the Power Unit, which was partially screened behind
the body of the ramps.

Sampled Octave Band Levels dB
Leq BN 63 | 125 | 250 |s00 | 1 | 2k | ax | s«
Forwards (S) 65 72 66 62 60 60 58 57 53
Rearwards (N) 69 74 70 62 62 63 62 59 54
Mean Value 67 73 68 62 61 62 60 58 54

Table 1 : Results of Measurements at 17.8 metres Distance from Source

Point along Centre Line between Ramps (1.5 Metres height).

Leq values from 30-minute monitoring.




ASSESSMENT

Barrier Performance

The standard reference graph showing the attenuation provided by a
barrier screen, as depicted in the upper left hand corner of Fig. 2
is taken from 'Woods Practical Guide to Noise Control' (Sharland). The
parameters of the effective barrier height and the angle between the
boundary paths from source and receiver to the edge of the barrier
enable the attenuation provided in each octave band to be established.

The resultant attenuation values are tabulated in Fig. 2, showing
a range from 9 dB at 63Hz to 30 dB at 8kHz. The mean Octave Band
Spectrum derived from the two sets of readings has been plotted on
Fig. 3, which is the standard H.S.E. graph relating octave band spectra
to dB(A) values.

The attenuation provided by the screen in each octave band has been
subtracted from the vrespective values across the measured spectrum
to produce ‘received' octave band values. The standard chart or
graph has then been used to establish the overall ‘'received' dB(A)
level value - which is 46 dB(A).



CONCLUSIONS

. The selected monitoring stations are considered to provide a 'severe'

realistic measure of the combined direct and reflected noise from
the Washing Operation which would be experienced at the specified
‘Residential Receiving Point' 1in the absence of screen fences and/or
walls along the western and southern boundaries of the Wash-Down Area.
In overall terms, the value of this Received Sound Level is 67 dB(A).

. The construction proposed for the perimeter fence and walls is

generously adequate to satisfactorily attenuate directly transmitted
noise to well below the 48 dB{A) level specified by the Local Author-
ity (Status Design Tetter of 3.3.92 to S.H.D.C. refers).

. The screening attenuation provided by the proposed perimeter fencing

and walling should be adequate to reduce refracted flanking noise
to a value of approximately 46 dB(A), as assessed at the specified
‘Residential Receiving Point', following accepted evaluation pro-
cedures., )

. The Sampled Leq values. as used for the basis of this assessment

were obtained during ‘continuous usage' of the High Pressure Spray
Wash facility throughout 30-minute monitoring periods. The resuitant
LAeq,T values at the specified 'Receiving Point' for 30-minute
monitoring under the heaviest form of actual operational usage
should not exceed the reported value of 46 dB(A).



PLANNING
ANMENDMENT

For office use only
Application No. ‘*-‘rlg’/HH-@/‘H

1892

Date registered 25 JUN

Wit

Case Officer D

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

Roffes Nomes

Tel. No.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF AGENT
(if form completed by agent)

Tel. No. (Contact)

Please complete in block letters

FULL POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE APPLICATION SITE

Please complete
EARLIER HPP]..ICHTION No.

This application cannot be considered
unless the relevant reference is stated

Building Regulation reference relating to
same development.

2. Please tick one box only A.

Amendment is proposed where
permission already granted

If yes, submit two forms and two plans

Has a similar amendment been submitted under Building Reguiations?

or currently being considered

Amendment is to a proposal B.

I yes, submit four forms and four plans.
State whether amendment has been reguested
by the Council :

Please compiete

| attach the necessary pians and request that the changes described below be accepted as an amend-
ment. | understand that the Council may require a fresh application, together with fee if appropriate.

3. Please complete in block letters
FULL DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOP-
MENT IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION

As NOW PROPOSED., if different

State details of amendments proposed

{Give a full detailed list of the changes, and
also mark these clearly on the accompanying
plans)

State drawing no's of the current submission

State Officer dealing with the application, if
known.

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




OFFICE USE ONLY |
To D.C. .....é?.b/.‘o >
rd
validation Adequate detail 4 Confirmed ...............
Acknowledged 94/
Liaison OQOutside parameters Confirmed . ...........
with . ;
Building Referred to case officer .o e Officer ...............
Control Amended plans received No furtheraction ......
Amended plans needed Reference ............
New application needed
New submission requested ... ... ......
Indexes L
) Principal Case Case Officer: Check List
D.C. Officer . b
Check BC liaison — see above
___________ Technical consults
- needed?
A. immaterial/acceptable
Post as amendment viz
Decision
New application needed SENt oo
New application requested ........  ........ Site inspection {:
Liaison recorded  ........ ... needed?
B. Same char/desc. YES NO YES NO R .
Current (refer to Admin.) Site notes:
Application L. . .
Publicityfresidents required NO |YES NO |YES
Too significant NG |YES NOC |YES
New application needed YES YES
Details of fee required
New application requested
(incorporating fee position) Date .. ..............
Liaison recorded Date ................

Details accepted, if different:

Notes:
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4 PRINCE'S STREET, HOLBEACH, LINCS. PEI2 TBB HOL. 24343

PROPOSED NEW WALL AND
FENCE BOUNDARY TO WASH-
DOWN AREA AT HAULAGE
YARD, WEST BANK,

SUTTON BRIDGE, LINCS

ROFFES TRANSPORT Ltd.

Scales- t20 t100 Date- Nov 91
Drawn- JPW  Drg no.- 771238/3
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WEST ELEVATION

“ THIS DRG. TO BE READ IN CONJ.
| WITH DRG. NO. 771238/3

4 PRINCE'S STREET, HOLBEACH, LINCS. PEI2 7B8 HOL. 24343

e STATUS DESIGN

PROPOSED NEW WALL AND
FENCE BOUNDARY TO WASH-
DOWN AREA AT HAULAGE
YARD, WEST BANK,
SUTTON BRIDGE, LINCS

ROFFES TRANSPORT Ltd.

SOUTH ELEVATION

Scales- 1:20 1100 Date- Nov 91
Drawn- JPW  Drg. no.- 771238/ 4




