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AMENDMENT SHEET 

 
Planning Committee 

28 April 2011 
 

AMENDMENTS OF CONDITIONS 
AND 

REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED 
 

LATE AMENDMENTS HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED INTO THIS 
AMENDMENT SHEET AND ARE SHOWN AS EMBOLDENED 

 
7.1 110503 – Tubswick, Mill Road, Colchester 
 

Application withdrawn by applicant/agent. 
 
7.2 110314 – 222 St Andrews Avenue, Colchester 
 

Late comments were received from Mr Shanks the owner of 224 St 
Andrews Avenue, who is unable to attend due to a serious family 
illness. 

 
Mr Shanks reiterates the proposal will adversely affect the 
peaceful enjoyment of his property and makes the following 
comments with reference to the Planning Application form dated 7 
March “Responses to Local Requirements”: 

 
1. Daylight/Sunlight Assessment - Does not breach any 

of the impact on neighbour’s criteria.  It is unclear to me how 
this comment could have been reached as my recent 
photographs highlight the reduced light if the extension was 
built.  

2. Overbearing  - A 45 degree angle has been 
mentioned and as I don’t fully understand this procedure I 
would like to recommend a second inspection and 
recommendation to be conducted in the afternoon to hopefully 
prove what I suspect as being wrong. 

3. Overshadowing - As for overbearing 

4.  Privacy - I believe this does infringe on my privacy as 
this extension will only be one metre from my fence. I currently 
use this area frequently to barbecue etc. Secondly, a mention 
of a 30 metre boundary has been written and a second 
inspection and clarification would thoroughly identify this 
finding. 
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5. Previous Application   -      At the bottom of this form it 
was clearly written that a similar application had been 
approved in 2004. I would like to emphasise that the previous 
owner rented the property out and as he didn’t live in the 
property he didn’t object. 

Officer Response: 
The impact of the proposal on the amenity of this neighbour was 
considered in the main report.  It is accepted the proposal will 
have some impact.  Nonetheless the proposal generally complies 
with the guidance in the Council’s adopted SPD ‘Extending Your 
House’.   

 
7.3 110523 – 33 Barrack Street, Colchester 
 

Spatial Policy comment as follows:- 

 
“33 Barrack Street is allocated as predominately residential as shown 
on the LDF Proposals Maps and therefore a use which is in keeping 
with the residential nature of the area would be expected.  The north 
side of Barrack Street is allocated as a Neighbourhood Centre which 
provides a range of uses to support the surrounding residential areas.  
The southern side of Barrack Street currently also has a number of 
commercial units on the ground floor which further adds and 
contributes to supporting the residential amenity in this area.  Although 
the site is allocated as residential this part of Barrack Street provides a 
wide variety of uses for the neighbouring residential areas. 
The unit was last occupied by a Bookmakers but has been vacant for 
an extended period of time (approximately one year as outlined by the 
application form) so it is important that the unit is brought back into 
commercial activity to support the mix of uses currently found in this 
area.  The proposal will ensure that the unit is occupied by a local 
company which has outgrown the COLBEA centre it currently operates 
from. 
The proposal will support a local business, bring a vacant unit back into 
use and provide employment opportunities within an area 
characterised by a range of uses.  The Spatial Policy Team does not 
have any significant objections to this proposed application and 
consider that bringing the unit back into use is in accordance with 
policies within the Colchester LDF.” 
 
The Highway Authority has withdrawn their previous recommendation 
for refusal. This is on the basis of additional information that has been 
submitted to them by the Applicant. The Highway has now made a 
recommendation of no objection. 
 
Additional information has been submitted by the applicant – 
please see attached sheet. 
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In view of the additional information submitted by the Applicant, it 
is recommended that condition 6 should be deleted and replaced 
with the following condition:- 

 
6 – The use hereby permitted shall not be carried out other than 
between the hours 07:00 – 20:00 Monday to Friday, and 08:00 – 
17:00 hours Saturdays, Sundays and Bank Holidays. 
Reason: For the avoidance of doubt as to the scope of this 
permission and in the interests of residential amenity. 
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