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PLANNING COMMITTEE
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
13th January 2022 - Update list
Agenda
Item
1
2
3
4

Application
number and
Parish
21/01932/FUL
Aiskew
21/02080/FUL
Hornby
20/01189/FUL
Ingleby Arncliffe
21/01348/FUL
Kirkby

Respondent
Third party
representation

Third Party
representation

Not against a new dwelling in this location, but concerned about the new access into the field,
in a location with poor visibility. The existing access is sufficient.
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Further comments have been received from a local resident raising a further objection to the
application on the following grounds which is set out below in summary and in full at Appendix
one:
•

•
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Agenda Item 3

•

The Accuracy of sound report and present road conditions – the objector has provided a
letter from North Yorkshire County Council who state that Station Road is in a very poor
condition and a letter from North Yorkshire Police who acknowledge that there is a
speeding problem on Station Road. Therefore, the objector is of the view that a
damaged road and excessive speed will result in a high level of noise and that the noise
consultants who undertook the measurements did so on a severely uneven and poorly
repaired road and that subsequently this should not be ignored when assessing the level
of ambient sound. The objector advises that when the excessive speed and road
maintenance problems are resolved the background sound levels to calculate the
required mitigation by 12dB would be incorrect.
Use of the Extractor – The sound report depends upon the extractor’s stated use being
limited to between 9:00am to 17:00 Monday to Friday. This is not true as the machine is
used on evenings and at the weekends.
Change of Use – Prodrive lease one half of a building that was purchased in 2017,
however prior to the sale of the building in 2016 it was described as a warehouse. There

has never been a change of use applied for and planning permission hasn’t been
granted for an industrial operation to operate from this site.
Officer response Accuracy of the noise report conducted: As part of the planning application consideration
to additional
process the Council’s Environmental Health team have undertaken a robust review of the noise
objection
reports produced. This is noted and set out within the officer report. Environmental Health have
reviewed the application on three separate occasions. They have reviewed the methodology of
the noise consultants work in recording the data. They are satisfied that the methodology
undertaken was in accordance with British Standards and was a suitably robust report.
Therefore, based on the evidence provided to the Council it is considered that the report noise
report submitted and the actions undertaken by the applicant show that the mitigation methods
undertaken on the site are suitable to ensure that the development is in accordance with Policy
DP1 of the Council’s Local Plan Policies.
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Use of the extractor: The objector advises that this is currently being used at weekends and
late into the evening. A condition has been imposed to restrict the use of the extractor; however
it is proposed that this be amended so that it is clearer and meets the requirements of the
advice received from Environmental Health which reflects the noise assessment. It is proposed
to amend the relevant condition as follows:
“The dust extraction system shall not be operated on the premises outside the hours of
09:00 and 17:00 hours on Monday to Friday and shall not operate on Saturday, Sunday
or Bank Holidays.”
The reason that the dust extraction system should only operate during daytime hours, Monday
to Friday is because the noise report conducted was only undertaken during the week during a
daytime. No further assessment has been undertaken regarding background noise levels at
weekends or in the evening. Therefore at these times there could be a lower level of
background noise and therefore the extractor could have a higher noise impact impact which
has not been fully assessed by the Council as the information has not been submitted for
consideration.
The change of use of the premises: This has been previously raised and is explained in detail
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within the officer report (paragraphs 5.28 to 5.30). It is officer’s view that there has been no
material change of use and no breach of planning control has occurred.
Proposed
amendments to
conditions and
description

Condition two states the following:
“The acoustic enclosure by way of a timber enclosure as shown in the amended Report
received by Hambleton District Council on the 28 September 2021 shall be suitably
maintained whilst the dust extraction unit is in operation and the door providing access
to the unit shall be kept closed when not being used in connection with maintenance.”
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It is proposed to split this condition into two separate conditions to ensure that the
acoustic enclosure is retained at all times and a further condition is proposed to ensure
that the door to the unit is closed at all times. This will ensure that the conditions are
clear, defined and enforceable separately. Therefore, it is proposed that condition two be
delated and two additional conditions are proposed as follows:
“The acoustic enclosure by way of a timber enclosure as shown in the amended Noise
Report received by Hambleton District Council on the 28 September 2021 shall be
retained at all times.”
“The door providing access to the timber enclosure as shown in the amended Noise
Report received by Hambleton District Council on the 28 September 2021 shall remain
closed at all times, except at times when the extraction unit is being maintained.”
Furthermore, condition five as set out in the officer report should also be amended to
read as follows:
“Within three months of the date of this decision, a maintenance schedule shall be
submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The details shall include
how the dust extraction system shall be maintained and shall include, but not be limited
to; changing of dust filters, motor units and emptying of dust collection chamber. These
details shall be based on manufacturers recommendations and supported by technical
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data. Thereafter the dust extraction system shall be maintained in accordance with the
approved details in perpetuity.”
The description of development currently reads follows:
“Part Retrospective permission for dust extraction installation and associated noise
mitigation works”
However, as the dust extraction system has been installed and the noise mitigation
works have also been undertaken (i.e the implementation of a timber enclosure), it is
considered that the word “Part” should be removed as the whole of the development is
retrospective. Therefore the description of development is proposed to be amended as
follows:
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“Retrospective permission for dust extraction installation and associated noise mitigation
works”
5

21/02628/OUT
Raskelf

Agent rebuttal
received
6.1.2022

The agent has provided a rebuttal to the comments received from the adjacent neighbours (Mr
and Mrs Lee at Caldecott) as summarised below.
The agent notes that the previous 2 unit scheme was refused despite an officer
recommendation for approval. The revised application has been reduced to one dwelling in
order to overcome the reasons for refusal.
The current proposal has reduced size, nearly half the size and considerably smaller than
Caldecott. The refused scheme comprises 139sqm whilst the current proposal is 80 sqm.
Caldecott itself is 182 sqm. The proposed property has a small footprint that could be either
three bed or four bed when detail designs are submitted if approval were to be granted.
Further submitted plans demonstrate the actual position of the sewer on site to The Planning
Authority and detailed the exact position on the plans.
The proposal will dispose of surface water by soakway and thus raises no concerns with the
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existing system in the village.
Concerns were raised with regard to passing and turning places these have now been
addressed. NYCC Highways are again satisfied.
It is worth noting that the shared drive to Caldecott and one of the two Houses approved to the
rear of what was Pear Tree Cottage have no passing place and no dedicated turning area from
the main road up to Caldecott boundary
6
7
8

21/02688/ADV
Northallerton
21/02824/LBC
Northallerton
21/01181/FUL
Sessay

Officer update
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An amended street scene plan has been received to show additional chimney and fenestration
details on the adjacent existing buildings either side of the proposed dwelling on Aldorian and
Wayside. No changes to the proposed development design are shown.
Measurements between the proposal and adjacent properties are set out below as follows:
Proposed dwelling to Aldorian (to the north) is approximately 4.50m
Proposed dwelling to Wayside (to the south) is approximately 1.65m
Wayside to Hollybush (adjacent property to the south of Wayside) is 1.55m
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