Hatley Parish Council
Planning Meeting

30 May 2007 at 7.30 pm

MINUTES
Present:
Cllrs Harold Nickerson, Nicola Jenkins, *Simon Keith, 7 electors


*joined the meeting at about 7.50 pm making it quorate.

	 
	

	1.
2.

3.

4.

4a.
4b.
4c.
4d.
4e.
4f.
4g.
4h.
4i.
4j.
5.

6.

7.
	Apologies
Micky Astor, Sally Ward, *Simon Keith, Sebastian Kindersley.
Declarations of interest

Members must declare ANY interest they have prior to the discussion of the item or as soon as they realise they have an interest in any item.  If the Member judges that, in their own opinion, their interest may be perceived by a member of the Public as a prejudicial interest the Member must declare the interest and also withdraw from the meeting.

None declared.

To consider the following planning application:

Planning Application S/0812/07/F
Proposal:  Change of use of existing buildings to therapy centre with fencing and associated storage 

At:  Moat Farm, Main Street, East Hatley 

Applicant:  M. Adler

Date registered           25/04/2007

Consultation period   15/05/2007 – 05/06/2007

Cllr Nickerson opened the meeting.  He explained that although we were not quorate we could take this opportunity to hear comments of the electors and pass these to Cllr Keith, Chairman of Hatley Parish Council for his consideration.  Cllr Jenkins added that the Cllr Keith had said that, depending on the outcome, he would either write to SCDC with a resume of parish concerns or, if it was felt necessary, call another meeting.  In the event, Cllr Keith joined the meeting in time to participate in the discussions.  The meeting then became quorate, enabling a decision to be made.
Cllr Nickerson took the Chair, and Cllr Jenkins took minutes.

It was confirmed that all those present had seen the application documents and plans and were aware of previous applications for change of use.
Cllr Jenkins mentioned it was very useful that the ‘Case file’ documents relating to the application (application forms, drawings, etc.) are now available on the internet, on South Cambridgeshire District Council’s Planning application search system.  She reported that the consultation period extended to 6 June for residents.

Concerns raised

The Chairman asked those present for their comments on the application. 

In summary, the electors present approved in principal of the proposed change of use, as being an acceptable and relatively low key use and with minimal environmental impact.  However, they raised concerns about the noise, the level/hours of use, access to the site, and disposal of waste water and other waste from the business, as set out below.  There was a feeling that this proposed higher level of use would need to be monitored.
Noise

i)  from cars – residents would not like the proposed 20 movements per day to be exceeded.
ii)  from dogs – barking/howling from sick/distressed dogs may cause nuisance, especially on occasions when they may need to stay overnight.  Cllr Jenkins added that this point had also been raised by another resident not able to be present.  The possibility of overnight accommodation of dogs is not made clear in the application.

iii)  from hair dryers – such noise would only be acceptable within reason and within working hours.
Length of working day – proposed as 8.30 am to 8.00 pm
This was considered by some to be rather too late into the evening.  Cllr Jenkins added that another other elector unable to be present had thought the same. Residents with gardens backing on to Moat Farm would not welcome seeing and hearing activities relating to the business outside normal working hours.

Occasional weekend working proposed
This would not be welcome by those living closest.
Access
Access onto the through road (Croydon, Hatley St George, Gamlingay) has not been addressed in the application.  The entrance/exit onto the through road is not very safe as visibility is not good.  There are concerns in that the business traffic would increase the risk of accidents, at the start of the 40 mph zone through the village.  Cllr Jenkins said that the Inspector’s report on the Appeal of the application S/1819/04/F (point 16). referred to this.
Disposal of waste/fouled water
The Supporting Statement (para 4.4) says the buildings 2/4 would be utilised as a physical therapy room which will include an underwater treadmill or a small pool/spa.  However, the application does not address the disposal of fouled water.  Indeed, the answer given to the question ‘How will water be disposed of?’ (Part A of the Application form, page 5) is ‘Not applicable’.

Residents would need to be assured that waste/fouled water would be treated and disposed of properly and safely and would not be discharged into ditches for example.

Waste disposal (other than water)
Cllr Nickerson pointed out that, contrary to the applicant’s answer to Point 6 on part B of the Application Form, there would inevitably be waste products from this business, some of which may be hazardous.  Again, residents would like to know that these would be disposed of safely.
Additional hedging

Those present were pleased to see the plans included a 1.8 m fence but would welcome an evergreen hedge being planted at both sides of the buildings used for the business in addition.  This would provide a better shield against noise and enhance the visual appearance from all directions. (From a distance, one would be able to see over a 1.8 m fence.)
Toilets

It was pointed out that the application makes no mention of any toilets being built for use by human patients.  The feeling of the meeting was that these would probably be necessary for such a business.

Use of ‘domestic buildings’

It was noted that currently one of the buildings (No. 6) appears to be being used for non-domestic purposes.  Although this does not relate specifically to the planning application, assurance would be appreciated that those buildings on the site specified for domestic use are used only in that way.
Advertising signs

It is hoped that if any advertising signs were erected at or near the business, these would be of minimal size and of a style suiting our rural environment.

Decision

After discussion, the Parish Council agreed to approve the application but to also submit the above concerns raised to Planning Services at SCDC.
Reporting to Planning Services, SCDC
Cllr Jenkins would submit notes on the discussion to Cllr Keith as soon as possible.  Based on these, Cllr Keith would complete and return the form to Planning Services with the decision and the concerns.
Time of closure of meeting

The meeting was closed at 8.10 pm.



	
	


Signed: _______________________________

Chairman

Note

Members of the Public are allowed to attend the meeting but may only speak at the invitation of the Chairman.
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